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CONGRESSIONAL RECA.) 


FIRST 


SENATE. 
MonpDaAY, December 5, 1881. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Con- 
gress, the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress commenced 
this day. 

The Senators assembled in the Senate Chamber in the Capitol at 
Washington City. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Davip Davis, a Senator from 
the State of Illinois) took the chair and called the Senate to order at 
twelve o’clock, noon. 


PRAYER. 
Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the 
mar ie - prayer : 
Almigh 


ghty God, our Heavenly Father, before we enter upon the 
duties of the day, it becomes us to offer to Thee our heimabte and 
hearty thanks for thy watchful providence over us since last we met 
together in this Chamber ; for Thou hast preserved us alive, and we 
are met this morning in the enjoyment of health, of reason, and of 
every blessing. 

We thank Thee, O God, for all Thy great goodness and mercy to 
us as a people, especially for the blessings of civil and religious lib- 
erty which we enjoy. May these inestimable blessings be handed 
down to our children, and to our children’s children, to the latest 
generation of time, and may they be extended over the whole earth. 

Continue to watch over us and bless us, for we need a wisdom 
superior to our own to guide us and a power greater than our own to 
protect us. May we never forfeit Thy favor by our ingratitude and 
disobedience; but may we long be a united, happy, and prosperous 
people—a people who fear God and who love righteousness. 

Bless, we pray Thee, our rulers, the President of these United 
States, the President of this body, the Senators and Members of Con- 
gress now convened, and all others in authority. May a spirit of 
wisdom and justice and patriotism animate their councils and con- 
trol their actions. May all that they do redound to Thy glory and 
to the peace, happiness, and prosperity of our common country. 

Most merciful God, we implore Thy grace and the forgiveness of 
all our sins. These and all other blessings we ask in the name of 
Christ our Redeemer. Amen. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of William 
Windom, chosen by the Legislature of Minnesota a Senator from that 


SESSION. 


Indiana—Benjamin Harrison and Daniel W. Voorhees. 
Jowa—William B. Allison and James W. McDill. 
Kansas—John J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 
Kentucky—James B. Beck. 
Louisiana—Benjamin F, Jonas and William Pitt Kellogg. 
Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 
Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and James B. Groome. 
Massachusetts—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 
Michigan—Omar D. Conger and Thomas W. Ferry. 
Minnesota—William Windom. 
Mississippi—Lucius Q. C. Lamar. 
Missowri—F rancis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 
Nebraska—Alvin Saunders. 
Nevada—James G. Fair. 
New Hampshire—Henry W. Blair and Edward H. Rollins. 
New Jersey—John R. McPherson and William J. Sewell. 
New York—Elbridge G. Lapham and Warner Miller. 
North Carolina—Matt W. Ransom and Zebulon B. Vance. 
Ohio—George H. Pendleton and John Sherman. 
Oregon—La Fayette Grover and James H. Slater. 
Pennsylvania—James Donald Cameron and John I. Mitchell. 
Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and Henry B. Anthony. 
Tennessee—Isham G. Harris and Howell E. Jackson. 
Texas—Richard Coke and Sam. Bell Maxey. 
Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin 8, Morrill. 
Virginia—John W. Johnston and William Mahone. 
West Virginia.—Johnson N. Camden and Henry G. Davis. 
Wisconsin—Angus Cameron and Philetus Sawyer. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be twelve o'clock m. 
until otherwise ordered. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. ° 
Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a quo- 
,rum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is y to proceed to business. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be cppeinted. to join such 
committee as may be gon by the House of Representatives, to wait — the 
President of the Unit States and inform him that a quorum of each House is 
assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communication that ho may 


State to fill the vacancy caused by his resignation in the term ending | be pleased to make. 


March 3, 1883. 


By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized 


The credentials were read ; and the oaths eens by the acts of | to appoint the committee on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. 


June 1, 1789, and July 2, 1862, having been a 
pDoM, he took his seat in the Senate. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The following Senators were present: From the State of— 
Alabama—John T. Morgan and James L. Pugh. 
Arkansas—Augustus H. Garland and James D. Walker. 
California—James T. Farley and John F. Miller. 
Colorado—Nathaniel P. Hill and Henry M. Teller. 
Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 
Delaware—Thomas F, Bayard and Eli Saulsbury. 
Florida—Wilkinson Call and Charles W. Jones. 
Georgia—Joseph E. Brown and Benjamin H. Hill. 
Iltinois—David Davis and John A. Logan. « 


ministered to Mr. WIN- 
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ANTHONY and GARLAND were appointed. 
REPORT UF SECRETARY OF SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report of 
the Acting Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to 
law, a full and complete account of all wre in ion be- 
longing to the United States December 5, 1881; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

REPORT OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, communicating, 
in obedience to law, a full and complete statement of all the prop- 
erty in his possession cones to the United States December 5, 
1881; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
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COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the report 
of the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, communicating, in obedi- 
ence to law, a statement of the judgments rendered by that court 
during the year ending December 3, 1881, &c.; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

REPORT OF PUBLIC PRINTER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the twenty- 
ninth annual report of the Public Printer; which was ordered to lic 
on the table and be printed. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 

Resolved, That a committee of six Senators be appointed, on the part of the Sen- 
ate, to join such committee as may be appointed, on the part of the House, to con- 
sider and report by what token of respect and affection it may be proper for the 
Congress of the United States to express the deep sensibility of the nation to the 
event of the decease of the late President, James A. Garfield, and that so much of 
the message of the President as relates to that melancholy event be referred to 
said committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio ask 
for the present consideration of the resolution ? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I ask that it may lie over until to-mor- 
row or until the President’s message comes in. et. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lic over for one 
day, under the rules. 

USE OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. FERRY. I offer a resolution of instruction to the Committee 
on Patents when chosen. I ask that the resolution be read and con- 
sidered at this time. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents hereby is instructed to consider and 

rt, by bill or otherwise, such proposed legislation as shall effectually protect 
aihenvens purchasers and users of any device, invention, or article patented under 
the laws of the United States, from payment of, or obligation to pay, any royalty 
for such purchase or use of any patented article abandoned to public or general use 
by the inventor or patentee thereof; or from the payment of any royalty for such 
purchase or use of any patented article whatever, unless claim therefor shall form- 
ally be made or presented by the inventor or patentee to the purchaser or user of 


the same, within two years after such purchase or first use of the device or article 
so claimed to have been duly patented. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolution will lie over one day, 
under the rules. 

Mr. FERRY. I move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATED PRESS ACCOMMODATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the 
Senate a communication from the agent of the National Associated 
Press, which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATED PRESS, WASHINGTON BUREAU, 
(Washington, D. C., Fifteenth and F Streets,) 
Washington, D. C., December 3, 1881. 

HONORABLE Sir: I would respectfully make application for desk-room for our 
Senate reporter on the floor of the Senate, as is accorded the reporter of the New 
York Associated Press. 

The National Associated Press refers to its record for evidence of its right to 
the same privileges accorded to the New York association, and inasmuch as the 
two associations furnish the regular proceedings to every paper in the country, 
we submit that both should be treated alike. I think you will find that the gen- 
eral sentiment of those interested will favor my idea. For years we have plodded 
along with the disadvantage of a seat only in the gallery, while our rival was on 


the floor; and I respectfully submit the proposition as above, and trust for speedy 
answer. 


Respectfully, 


Is there objection to the present 


F. H. TRUSDELL, Agent. 
To Hon. Davin Davis, 


President pro tempore of United States Senate. 
P. 8. We have a desk on the floor of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be re- 
ferred, if there be no objection, to the Committee on Rules when 
appointed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Meanwhile it will lie on the table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table for the 
present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FERRY. Petitions, I suppose, are in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive routine busi- 
ness, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Elisha W. Bailey and 114 
others, citizens of Michigan, praying for legislation against freight 
discriminations by railroads; which was laid upon the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also presented the petition of Phebe C. Doxsie, of Jackson, 
Michigan, widow of James W. Doxsie, late of Company G, Twenty- 
seventh Michigan Infantry Volunteers, praying for a pension; which 
was laid upon the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions 
when appointed. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of S. R. Kramer, praying re- 
muuneration for property taken by the Army of the United States; 
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which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present a petition and ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when formed. It is the petition 
of A. P. Blacksom and other officers of the Army, praying for the 
enactment of a law by Congress which will apply to the line of the 
Army—cavalry, artillery, and infantry—for the compulsory retire- 
ment of all officers at the age of sixty-two or after forty years’ service. 
I desire in connection with the presentation of the petition to say that 
I do not wish to be considered as assenting to it myself. I merely 
present it as I would present an ordinary petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present the petition of two hundred and nine 
citizens of Indiana, praying that Congress will exercise the power 
conferred by the Constitution to ‘‘regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the States,” by enacting a Federal statute which 
will compel railroad corporations and their agents and all common 
carriers upon them to perform their duty to the public of furnish- 
ing all reasonable facilities for travel and transportation for a cer- 
tain prescribed, reasonable, and just tax or toll, to be charged against 
all alike, according to the use they make of the roads; to forbid, 
under adequate penalty, the extortions and discriminations now 
practiced, and thus compel these corporations to occupy their legiti- 
mate position as public servants performing a useful and necessary 
service for a reasonable and fixed compensation. I move that the 
petition lie on the table for the present, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce when appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Rufus Stone and others, citizens 
of Maine; the petition of William D. Roak and others, citizens of An- 
droscoggin County, Maine; and the petition of Enoch Philbrick and 
others, citizens of Aroostook County, Maine, praying for legislation 
regulating freight charges on railroads and preventing unjust dis- 
criminations by common carriers; which were laid upon the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. COKE. I present a petition of citizens of Texas, which I ask 
may be read and lie on the table until the Committee on Railroads 
shall be appointed, and then to be referred to that committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator from Texas desire to have the 
petition read at length? Such matter when read goes into the RECORD 
and makes considerable expense. Let the Senator state the substance 
of the petition. 

Mr. COKE. I do not ask to have the petition read at length; the 
last clause will be sufficient. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

We look to Congress for a remedy. We pray that you will exercise the power 
conferred by the Constitution ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the States,” by enacting a Federal statute which will compel railroad cor- 

rations and their agents, and all common carriers upon them, to perform their 

uty to the public, of furnishing all reasonable facilities for travel and transporta- 
tion, for a certain prescribed, reasonable, and just tax or toll, to be charged against 
all alike, according to the use they make of the roads ; to forbid, under adequate 
penalty, the extortions and discriminations now practiced, and thus compel these 
corporations to occupy their legitimate position as public servants performing a 
useful and necessary service for a reasonable and fixed compensation. And your 
petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Similar petitions, the Chair would 
state to the Senator from Texas, were ordered to lie on the table to 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE. Then let this petition take that direction. 

Mr. TELLER. It goes to the Committee on Commerce the same 
as the others? 

Mr. COKE. Iam willing it should take that direction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Captain Joseph A. Wilson and 
others, citizens of Missouri, and the petition of F. A. Wickham and 
others, citizens of Missouri, praying for legislation amendatory of the 
present militia law; which were laid on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also presented the petition of A. 8. Smith and others, citizens of 
Hannibal, Missouri; the petition of Ernst Gaebler and others, citi- 
zens of Hermann, Missouri, and the petition of John L. Major and 
others, citizens of Missouri, praying for legislation regulating freight 
charges on railroads and preventing unjust discriminations by com- 
mon carriers; which were laid on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce when appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1) to promote the efficiency of the life-sav- 
ing service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 2) to amend section 4233 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in relation to danger-signals; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to theCommittee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 














1881. 





leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 3) in relation to the Venezuela 
awards; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I wish to say that I am not familiar with 
the subject, and have introduced the bill by request. I thought at 
first it should go to the Committee on Foreign Relations, but I think 
on reflection the bill had better go to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
as it is in relation to awards. 
present, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when 
appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 4) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, the sur- 
viving partner of James Cowan, deceased, heretofore trading and 
doing business under the firm-name and style of Cowan & Dickinson, 
of Knoxville, East Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 5) for the relief of William L. Nance; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lic on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 6) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Pensacola, Florida, 
in place of the one recently destroyed by fire; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 7) for the removal of all disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 8) to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes of the United States as perpetuate the 
oath prescribed in said act; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 9) amendatory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, so as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built 
ships by citizens of the United States for use in the foreign carrying 
trade; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 10) to authorize the payment of customs duties 
in legal-tender notes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 11) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
when appointed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 12) to establish and equalize the 
grades and regulate appointments and promotions in the Marine 
Corps; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when ap- 
pointed. + 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 13) for the relief of Captain William D. Whiting, 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 14) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin; which was 
réad twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8, No. 15) to regulate appointments and promotions in 
the staff of the Marine Corps; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 16) for the relief of Nathaniel G. Smith; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads when 
uppointed, 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 17) to extend the northern boundary 
of the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories when appointed. f 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 18) establishing the Territory of Pembina and 
providing a temporary government therefor; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mnittee on Territories when appointed. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained Jeave to 





I move that it lie on the table for the’ 
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introduce a bill (S. No. 19) to provide for the allotment ef lands in 
severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the 
protection of the laws of the States and Territories over the In- 
dians, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, tobe referred tothe Committee on Indian 
Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 20) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Hamilton Slawson, jr.; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 21) to restrict the immigration of Chinese 
to the United States ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions when appointed. ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the question of the tariffand internal-rev- 
enue laws; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the bill may lie for the present on the 
table. After the committees shall have been appointed, I shall de- 
sire to submit some remarks upon it, and then I shall ask to have it 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table, sub- 
ject to the call of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 23) to establish an educational fund, and 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to publie educa- 
tion, and to provide for the more complete endowment and support 
of colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial educa- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor when 
appointed. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 24) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Denver, Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 25) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands 
in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, found to be mineral 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when ap- 
pointed. ‘ 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 26) to amend section 2326 of the Revised Statutes, 
in regard to mineral lands; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 27) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to accept and 
ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands of Ute 
Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said State; 
and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for 
carrying out the same,” approved June 15, 1880; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 28) to create an additional land district in the State 
of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when 
appointed. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No, 29) to provide suitable agricultural lands for the 
southern band of Ute Indians in lieu of lands heretofore provided for 
allotment to them; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
when appointed. 

He-also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 30) to establish a port of delivery at Denver, in 
the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce when appointed. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 31) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming 
Manufacturing Company, Limited, of the city of New York ; whiclt 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. p 

He also asked _and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 32) for the relief of Major Frank O. Chamberlain ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro/ 
duce a bill (S. No. 33) for the relief of Charles L. Hemiup; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads when ap- 
pointed. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtaired leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 34) providing for the punishment of persons un- 
lawfully attempting to take the life of the President of the United 
States, or others clothed by the Constitution and laws with the dis- 
charge of the duties of the office of President; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
inittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 35) to incorporate the Garfield Memorial Hos- 
pital; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous corsent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 36) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the amountg due to citizens of the United States for supplies 
furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent 
to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and pro- 
viding for the payment thereof; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 37) to amend the provisions of chapter 4, title 34 
otf the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the movement 
of vessels and the landing of goods and personal effects; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 38) for the relief of the owners and officers of 
the brig Olive Frances; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when 
appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 39) for the settlement of an account with 
the State of Connecticut; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 40) for the government and control of the 
harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Lake Huron, Michigan ; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. Ns. 41) for the relief of Alfred Richards; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia when appointed. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 42) for the relief of George G. Snyder; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous conseut, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 43) granting a pension to Phebe C. Doxsie; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 44) re-establishing the court of commission- 
ers of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the unapprepri- 
ated moneys of the Geneva award ; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 45) for reviving and continuing the court of 
commissioners of Alabama claims, and authorizing the adjudication 
and payment of certain other claims —_— the fund created by see- 
tion 15 of ehapter 459 of the laws of the Forty-third Congress; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committtee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. 
bonds; whieh was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, te be referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (&. No. 47) tor the relief of Daniel M. Cook; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 48) to increase the pension of Mrs. Margaret 
R. J widow of Colonel James H. Jones, late of the United States 
Marine Corps; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred with the accompanying papers to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 49) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Wash- 
i Territory; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when 


angointes. 

¢ also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 

duce a bill (S. No. 50) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
i of certain lands adjacent to the town of Pendleton, in the 

State.of Oregon, belonging to the Umatilla Indian reservation, and 

for other purposes; svhich was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
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lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of F. G. Schwatka, sr.; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 52) for the relief of M. P. Jones; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 53) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 54) for the relief of certain officers of the Mis- 
souri State Militia; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 55) to regulate the promotion of midshipmen and 
cadet engineers and establish the grade of sub-assistant engineer 
in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 56) for the improvement of the Mississippi and 
Missouri Rivers; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Improvement of 
the Mississippi River and Tributaries when appointed. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 57) for the relief of Zell & Francis and others ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 58) for the relief of William H. Gill; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 59) to place Ulysses 8. Grant, late General and ex- 
President of the United States, upon the retired list of the Army ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council 
of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and tele- 
graph line through that nation; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Railroads when appointed. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 61) authorizing the construction of a build- 
ing for the accommodation of the Congressional Library ; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Joint Select Committee on the Library when appointed. * 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No 62) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use of the post-office and Government offices at the city of 
Terre Haute, Indiana; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds when appointed. 

e also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill S. No. 63) for the relief of John J. Key and W. G. M. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when ap- 

ointed. , 
. He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 64) to amend an act granting a pension to Ann M. 
Paulding, widow of Rear-Admiral Paulding; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred, with the 
accompanying papers, to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 65) for the repeal of so much of section 563 and 
so much of section 629 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as confer jurisdiction on the district and circuit courts of the United 
States in all suits by or against national banks; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 66) toregulate practice iu suits brought to recover 
damages for infringement of patents; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
onthe Judiciary when appointed. , 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 67) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military war- 
rants in the States described therein, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 68) for the relief of the representatives of Gideon 
Walker, deceased, a soldier in the United States Army from 1792 to 
1795; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 69) for the relief of Carlile Boyd; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 70) granting a pension to Sarah Hayne; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 71) to enforce treaty stipula- 
tions relating to Chinese; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations when appointed. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 72) to regulate the removal of causes from 
circuit courts of the United States to other circuit courts of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 73) for the relief of L. Madison Day; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 74) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
Joseph R. Shannon, of Louisiana ; which was read twice Dy its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 75) authorizing the. President to make the neces- 
sary arrangements to carry into effect any convention between the 
United States and Nicaragua for the adjustment of claims which may 
be duly concluded between the two governments; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations when appointed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 76) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to grant the use of certain land at Fortress Monroe, Vir- 
ginia, for the erection of a hotel; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 77) for the relief of Stephen Powers; which 
was read twice by itstitle, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask that the papers on file relating to this case be 
referred, with the bill, to the Committee on the Judiciary when 
appointed. No adverse report was made upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 78) for the relief of the estate of J. Milton 
Best, deceased, of Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 79) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson ; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous censent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 80) for the relief of John Thorns; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 81) for the relief of Samuel H. Chew; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 82) for the relief of Oliver H. Perry, administrator 
of Mary Scott, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 83) for the relief of Lieutenant Frank 
P. Gross; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 84) to provide for retiring the “ trade dollar,” and 
for its recoinage into the standard silver dollar; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Finance when appointed. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 85) in relation to the Japanese indemnity 

fund; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 





table, to be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations when 
appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 86) providing for a commission to examine 
into the subject of the tariff, with a view of facilitating legislation 
in reference thereto; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Vermont who is not now in 
his seat [Mr. MORRILL] introduced a bill relating to the same subject 
which he asked to have laid on the table, to be called up at a future 
day that he may submit some remarks upon it. I ask that this bill 
be printed and laid on the table, to be called up at the same time 
with the bill of the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be printed and laid on 
the table, subject to the call of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 87) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of money expended 
and indebtedness assumed by the State of Kansas in repelling inva- 
sions and suppressing Indian hostilities; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 88) to provide for the appointment of commission- 
ers to ascertain and report losses sustained by citizens of the United 
States by reason of Indian depredations; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 89) to enable the State of Colorado to select 
lands under the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, and the act of July 
23, 1866, making a grant of land to States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 90) to pay the creditors of the late Henry O. Wag- 
goner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations when appointed. . 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 91) tor the disposal of the public lands; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 92) to provide certain regulations concerning the 
manner of conducting elections for Representatives in Congress, and 
to punish violations thereof; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee,on the 
Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 93) granting a pension to Sarah Denny 
Ripley ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 94) for the relief of William R. Testerman ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 95) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Alexander Barclay, deceased, late of Benton County, Missouri; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 96) for the relief of Joseph Conrad, of Missouri; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, ordered to lie on the table to be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 97) to authorize the settlement of the ac- 
counts of Acting Assistant Paymaster Edward K. Winship, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when 
appointed. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 1) relating to a bridge across 
the river Ste. Marie, in Chippewa County, Michigan; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 2) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to certify lands for agricultural college purposes to 
the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
when appointed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William L. Nance, of Tennessee, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed, there having been no adverse report thereon. 
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Ordered, That the petition and papers of Perez Dickinson, of‘ Knoxville, Ten- 
nessee, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed, there having been no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the heirs of John Rice Jones be with- 
drawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims when 
appointed. 

On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William R. Testerman be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HALE. [offer the following resolution and ask that it lieover: 

Resolved, That a special committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair 
to take into consideration the mode of voting for President and Vice-President of 
the United States and the mode of counting and certifying the same, and to report 
such propositions for change in the laws or Constitution as may seem to them 
expedient. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to suggest to the Senator in reference to 
that resolution, whether it would not be more appropriate to confide 
the investigation to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, which 
committee is organized almost especially for the purpose of taking 
into consideration matters of this kind. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inform the Senator from Maine that at the last 
session of the Senate, I think towards the close, the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections were charged with this very subject and 
were directed to report at the present session, their authority being 
specially continued for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I have asked that the resolution lie over until to-mor- 
row for the reason that when it comes up properly the considerations 
suggested by the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts may be presented by them, and others undoubtedly will be 
by other Senators; and then the Senate can of course take such order 
for the disposition of the resolution as it sees fit. I have simply re- 
yived a resolution that was offered at a former session of the Senate 
by the present Secretary of State, then a member of this body. 

Mr. BECK. I have risen to call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that I was extremely anxious to hear what the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. LoGaN] said, and that I was not able to hear him as I 
desired to do. I desire to know what his suggestion was. 

Mr. LOGAN. What I said was in reference to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections; that it was organized with special refer- 
ence to matters of election, which would take in the question of Pres- 
idential elections. I said that matters of this kind had always been 
referred to that committee, it being the appropriate committee. 

Mr. GARLAND. The resolution proposes that the Senate shall ap- 
point another committee. If the question went to any committee at 
all, the subject-matter being as to the necessity of appointing this 
committee, it should go to the Committee on Rules; but the reso- 
lution proposes that the Senate shall appoint another committee for 
a special purpose. I think the resolution is eminently wise in that 
respect, and I hope the suggestion of the Senator from Maine who 
submitted it will be received by the Senate. Let the resolution go 
over, and when it comes up at the proper time I shall have some- 
thing to say upon the importance and necessity of passing just such 
w resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present. 


The resolution will go over for the 


DELAY OF AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to inquire into the 
causes which have delayed the publication of the reports on agriculture, and to 
report the same to the Senate. 

Mr. President, a single word. These publications are of very great 
interest to the farming community, and their publication seems to be 
unreasonably delayed. In view of the constant complaints that reach 
me upon the subject, I ask the Senate to consider this resolution and 
adopt it at this time, so that the inquiry may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate to 
consider the resolution introduced by the Senator from Indiana? The 
Chair hears no objection, and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Asimilar resolution was passed at the last special 
session of the Senate, and I made from the committee a verbal report. 
The Public Printer stated that he had not received the ‘‘copy,” but 
since coming here to-day I have understood that the late Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture asserts that he has sent the copy. Therefore 
the resolution may as well be passed again. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It would do no harm. If the Senator from 
Rhode Island has no objection to the adoption of the resolution, I 
would be very glad to have it adopted now. 

Mr. MAXEY. I concur in what the Senator from Indiana says in 
regard to the Agricultural Reports. From every part of my State 
complaints are coming up to know why I do not send ont the report 
for 1380, and I have to reply, ‘‘ Because it is not printed.” I not only 
want to send out the reports, but I want to know why this great 
delay has taken place. Therefore I wish to have the resolution 
adopted. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is an issue almost of veracity between the 
late Commissioner of Agriculture and the Public Printer. The Pub- 
lic Printer states that he has not received the “copy,” and I so re- 
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ported from the committee at the last special session; but I under- 
stand that the late Commissioner avers that he has sent the copy and 
has receipts for it, Therefore it is well to have the resolution passed. 

Mr. MAXEY. The inquiry will locate the blame, wherever it is; 
that is all I want. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I believe it isthe purpose of the present Com- 
missioner (I am so informed; I have not conversed with him on the 
subject) to issue his report monthly, in order to prevent the great 
delay which has always attended the publication of this document, 
of which very large numbers are published. The Senate has con- 
stantly overruled the Committee on Printing in regard to the num- 
ber to be printed. I believe the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] has always voted against the report of the committee, and I 
know the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] has done so, and 
most of the economical Senators have voted for the publication of 
enormous quantities of this document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that the resolution of the Senator from 
Indiana will be passed, and I hope the committee will inquire why 
it has been continuously for years that the Agricultural Reports have 
not been delivered for distribution until about twelve months after 
they had been made. The Agricultural Report for 1879 did not come 
in until the latter part of November, 1880. The Agricultural Re- 
port for 1880 has not yet come in, although it was made over a year 
since. Now, there isa blame somewhere; there is a fault somewhere, 
and I hope that the committee will find it out, and that the reports 
will be delivered to us within a month or two months after the meet- 
ing of Congress when they are made. Here is the Engineer’s report, 
consisting of 1,100 pages, laid on our desks inside of five or six weeks 
after the assembling of Congress, while an agricultural report of three 
or four hundred pages cannot be gotten out for over a year. 

I hope the resolution will pass, and that the committee will make 
a thorough inquiry into this gross neglect. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The fact is to be considered that we print some 
300,000 copies of the Agricultural Report, and it takes some time to 
get such an edition off. The Printing Office, being overburdened with 
work from the Departments and from Congress—more from the De- 
partments than from Congress—it naturally first gives the preference 
to such printing as is necessary to carry on the Departments. Con- 
stant complaints are made of the expense of the public printing, and 
yet those who make complaints crowd the Printing Office with work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Indiana. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RECESS. 


Mr. INGALLS, (at one o’clock and six minutes p. m.) If there 
is - a business, I move that the Senate take a recess until two 
o’clock. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Why not adjourn? 

Mr. INGALLS. We may have some communications to-day. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We had better extend the recess beyond two 
o’clock. The House will not have organized by that time. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will accept a suggestion made by any Senator. 
It is possible that there may be communications either from the 
House or from the Executive to-day, which we may as well receive 
before adjourning. I will extend the time until half past two o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate take a recess until half past two o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess the 
Senate reassembled. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I offer a resolution, which I ask 
may be read. I do not ask that it be acted upon to-day, but I offer 
it now in order that it may be acted upon to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The principal legislative clerk [Mr. H. H. Gitrry] read as follows: 

Resolved, That the standing and select committees of the Senate as they existed 


at the close of the last session of the Senate be revived and continued for the pres- 
ent session of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over one day. 

Mr. PUGH. I offer a substitute for that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is not before the Sex.- 
ate. The proposition can be read for information as one to be offered 
by the Senator from Alabama as a substitute when the resolution of 
the Senator from Vermont is before the Senate. It will be read. 

The principal legislative clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be, and is hereby, authorized to decide 
whether the committees of the Senate shall be equally or otherwise divided between 
the two political parties represented in the Senate ; and, if divided, that he be also 
authorized to name what committees shall be composed of a majority of republican 
Senators and what committees shall be composed of a majority of democratic Sen- 
ators, and that after such decision and designation the Senate shall proceed in ac- 
cordance therewith to elect the Senators who shall serve on each of said committees. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
olution within the rules of the Senate. 
over with the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order will be reserved 
until the resolution is taken up for consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. I only make the point now in order 


I make the point of order that that is not a res- 
The point of order may go 
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that nothing shall be lost. It is the most extraordinary resolution I 
ever heard of in the Senate of the United States. 
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ILLINOIS, 


William Aldrich. James W. Singleton. 


Mr. HARRIS. Let both resolutions be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both will be printed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 


adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at two o’clock and thirty-four 


minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


George R. Davis. 
Charles B. Farwell. 
John C. Sherwin. 
Robert M. A. Hawk. 


Thomas J. Henderson. 


William Cullen. 
Lewis E. Payson. 
John H. Lewis. 
Benjamin F. Marsh. 


William Heilman. 
Thomas R. Cobb. 


Strother M. Stockslager. 


William S. Holman. 
Courtland C. Matson. 
Thomas M. Browne. 


William M. Springer. 
Dietrich C. Smith. 
Joseph G. Cannon. 
Samuel W. Moulton. 
William A. J. Sparks. 
William R. Morrison. 
John R. Thomas. 
Richard W. Townshend. 


INDIANA. 


Robert B. F. Pierce. 
Godlove S. Orth. 
Mark L. De Motte. 
George W. Steele. 
Walpole G. Colerick. 
William H. Calkins. 


Monpbay, December 5, 1881. 


This being the day prescribed by the Constitution for the meeting 
of Congress, the members-elect of the House of Representatives of 
the Forty-seventh Congress assembled in their Hall and, at twelve 
o’clock m., were called to order by Hon. GEORGE M. ADAMS, Clerk of 
the last House of Representatives. 

The CLierK. The hour for the meeting of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress having arrived, the Clerk of the preceding House of Represent- 
atives will call the roll, which by law he is required to prepare, of the 
Representatives-elect to the Forty-seventh Congress. 

The roll was then called. 

‘The CLterk. The roll-call demonstrates the presence of two hun- 
dred and eighty-five members, more than a quorum, and the Clerk is 
now prepared to receive motions looking to the organization of the 
House. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask to have the name of the member from the 
third district of Vermont recalled, as we are under the impression 
the wrong name was read from that district. I will also suggest 
(and it needs no motion) that the names of the reported absentees be 
called. 

The CLerk. If it be the pleasure of members the Clerk will now 
call the names of those who failed to respond on the first roll-call. 

Mr. KASSON. That will do. 

The Clerk again called the name of Roswell Farnham as the Rep- 
resentative-elect from the third district of Vermont. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to ascertain whether that does not involve 
a mistake ofname. I understand the name of the member-elect from 
the third district of Vermont is William W. Grout, and, recognizing 

the fact that the wrong name has been called, I wish to direct the 
attention of the Clerk to it so we may ascertain whether it is not an 
error. 

The CLERK. Being apprised by the gentleman from Iowa there 
is possibility of mistake in the name, the Clerk has sent for the certifi- 
cate in order if there be mistake it may be corrected. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand by error the name of the governor 
who signed the certificate is put on the roll instead of the person who 
was certified to as the Representative-elect. 

Mr. JOYCE. The name of the Representative-elect from the third 
district, William W. Grout, is upon the printed roll-call, and I ask 
his name be called. 

The CierK. The Clerk will state that William W. Grout, whose 
name he will now call, is the Representative-elect from the third 

district. A mistake has been made in copying the name of the gov- 
ernor from the certificate instead of Mr. Grout’s name. The printed 
roll-call before the Clerk is correct. 

Mr. GROUT’S name was called, and he responded ‘‘present.” 

The roll-call showed the presence of the following members: 


ALABAMA. 


Thomas Williams. 
Goldsmith W. Hewitt. 
William H. Forney. 
Joseph Wheeler. 


ARKANSAS. 


Jordan E. Cravens. 
Thomas M, Gunter. 


CALIFORNIA. 
Campbell P. Berry. 
Romualdo Pacheco. 


COLORADO. 
James B. Belford. 
CONNECTICUT. 
John T. Wait. 
Frederick Miles. 


DELAWARE. 
Edward L. Martin. 
FLORIDA. 
Jesse J. Finley. 
GEORGIA. 


Thomas H. Herndon. 
Hilary A. Herbert. 
William C. Oates. 
Charles M. Shelley. 


Poindexter Dunn. 
James K. Jones. 


‘William S. Rosecrans. 
Horace F.. Page. 


John R. Buck. 
James Phelps. 


Robert H. M. Davidson. 


Stanton J. Peelle. 


Moses A. McCoid. 
Sewell S. Farwell. 
Thomas Updegraff. 
Nathaniel C. Deering. 
William G. Thompson. 


IOWA. 
Madison E. Cutts. 
John A. Kasson. 
William P. Hepburn. 
Cyrus C. Carpenter. 


KANSAS. 
Thomas Ryan. 


KENTUCKY. 


John G. Carlisle. 
Joseph C. S. Blackburn. 
Philip B. Thompson, jr. 
John D. White. 

Elijah C. Phister. 


LOUISIANA. 


Newton C. Blanchard. 
J. Floyd King. 
Edward W. Robertson. 


John A. Anderson. 
Dudley. C. Haskell. 


Oscar Turner. 

James A. McKenzie. 
John W. Caldwell. 
J. Proctor Knott. 
Albert 8. Willis. 


Randall L. Gibson. 
E. John Ellis. 
Chester B. Darrell. 
MAINE. 
Thomas B. Reed. 
Nelson Dingley, jr. 
Stephen D. Lindsey. 


George W. Ladd. 
Thompson H. Murch. 


MARYLAND. 


Robert M. McLane. 
Andrew G. Chapman. 
Milton G. Urner. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


William A. Russell. 
John W. Candler. 
William W. Rice. 
Amasa Norcross. 
George D. Robinson. 


MICHIGAN. 
Henry W. Lord. Oliver L. Spaulding. 
Edwin Willits. John T. Rich. 
Edward 8. Lacey. Roswell G. Horr. 
Julius C. Burrows. Jay A. Hubbell. 


George W. Webber. 
MINNESOTA. 
William D. Washburn. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Otho R. Singleton. 
Charles E. Hooker. 
James R. Chalmers. 


MISSOURI. 


Robert T. Van Horn. 
Nicholas Ford. 
Joseph H. Burrows. 
John B. Clark, jr. 
William H. Hatch. 
Aylett H. Buckner. 


NEBRASKA. 
Edward K. Valentine. 


NEVADA. 
George W. Cassidy. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
OssiaA Ray. 


NEW JERSEY. 
John Hill. 
Phineas Jones. 
Augustus A. Hardenbergh. 


NEW YORK. 
John Hammond. 
Abram X. Parker. 
George West. 
Ferris Jacobs, jr. 
Charles R. Skinner. 
Cyrus D. Prescott. 
Joseph Mason. 
Frank Hiscock. 
John H. Camp. 
James W. Wadsworth. 
Jeremiah W. Dwight. 
David P. Richardson. 


George W. Covington. 
J. Frederick C. Talbott. 
Felter S. Hoblitzell. 


William W. Crapo. 
Benjamin W. Harris. 
Ambrose A. Ranney. 
Selwyn Z. Bowman. 
Eben F. Stone. 


Mark H. Dunnell. 
Horace B. Strait. 


Henry L. Muldrow. 
Van H. Manning. 
Henry D. Money. 


Martin L. Clardy. 
Thomas Allen. 

R. Graham Frost. 
Lowndes H. Davis. 
Richard P. Bland. 
Ira S. Haseltine. 
Theron M. Rice. 


Joshua G. Hall. 
James F. Briggs. 


George M. Robeson. 
John Hart Brewer. 
Miles Ross. 

Henry 8S. Harris. 


Perry Belmont. 
William E. Robiuson. 
J. Hyatt Smith. 
Archibald M. Bliss. 
Benjamin Wood. 
Samuel S. Cox. 
Philip H. Dugro. 
Anson G. McCook. 
John Hardy. 
Abram S. Hewitt. 
Roswell P. Flower. 
Waldo Hutchins. 


George R. Black. 
Henry G. Turner. 
Philip Cook. 
Hugh Buchanan. 


Nathaniel J. Hammond. 


James H. Blount. 
Judson C. Clements. 


Alexander H. Stephesn. 


“mory Speer. 


John H. Ketcham. 
Lewis Beach. 
Thomas Cornell. 
Michael N. Nolan. 
Walter A. Wood. 


John Van Voorhis. 
Richard Crowley. 
Jonathan Scoville. 
Henry Van Aernam. 
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NORTH CAROLINA. 
















William R. Cox. 













OHIO. C. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, is recorded ? 




































































































































































































to the roll-call, and the Clerk is ready to receive motions looking to 
the organization of the House. 

[The names of the absentees are Mr. MorsE of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Scaes of North Carolina, Mr. Mitts of Texas, and Mr. DEusTER of 
Wisconsin. } 


Aiken, Cox, William R. Hoge, 
Allen, Covington, Holman, 
Armfield, Cravens, Hooker, 
Atherton, Culberson, House, 
Atkins, Curtin, Hutchins, 
Barbour, Davidson, Jones, James K. 
Beach, Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, 
Belmont Dibble, King, 
Beltzhoover, Dibrell, Klotz, 
Berry, Dowd, Knott, 
Black, Dugro, Latham, 
Blackburn, Dunn, Leedom, 
Blanchard, Ellis, Le Fevre, 

























ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Clerk,I move that we now proceed to the 
organization of this House by the election of a Speaker, and I nom- 
inate for that oftice—— 

The CLERK. If the gentleman from New Jersey will allow the 
Clerk to suggest, he will first put before the House the motion to 






















































































proceed to the election of Speaker, after which nominations will be ae eneest, ene. 
in order. Blount, Finley, Matson, 
Mr. ROBESON. I understand the law to be that we shall proceed | Bragg, Flower, McKenzie, 
in the order which I have stated. Buchanan, Forney, McLane, 
The CierK. The Clerk will submit the motion first to proceed to a ee —* 
the election of Speaker. Caldwell, Geddes, ' Morrison, 
The motion was agreed to. Carlisle, Gibson, Moulton, 
Mr. ROBESON. I now nominate for the office of Speaker of this ey. es wey ee 
House of Representatives Hon. JosrEPH WARREN KEIFER, a Represent- Ghemean. Henkeahers a 
ative-elect from the State of Ohio. Clardy, ’ Hardy, P Oates, 
Mr. HOUSE. I nominate for Speaker of this House Hon. SAMUEL | Clark, Harris, Henry S. Phelps, 
J. RANDALL, Representative-elect from the State of Pennsylvania. — cone ee 
Mr. MURCH. I desire to place in nomination for Speaker of the | Gjerick. en Richardson. Jno. S. 
House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Congress Hon. NICH- | Converse, Hewitt, Abram S. Robertson,’ 

OLas ForD, of Missouri, a member-elect to this Congress. Cook, . Hewitt, G. W. Robinson, Wm. E. 
The CLERK. Are there any other nominations? There being no | ©o*, SamuelS. —Hoblitzelll, Rosecrans, — 
further nominations presented, the Clerk will ask Mr. Burrows of For Mr. Nicholas Ford, of Missouri—s. 

Michigan, Mr. HoLMAN of Indiana, Mr. McCook of New York, and} Brumm, |) | Haseltine, dad. ve 
Mr. Lapp of Maine to act as tellers. ree ee aot lah grove, 
The tellers took their places at the Clerk’s desk. Seabee Keifer P — 
The CLERK. The rule of the House provides that the votes shall | Ford, ' Mills, ’ Randall, 
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be viva voce. The roll will be called and members will respond to 


Louis C. Eateem. Sunene Peet ps their names by announcing their choice for Speaker. 
Orlando Hubbs. to . Armfield. J F 
fg — Robert B. Vance. The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. ROBESON. I would like to ask how the name of Mr. GEORGE 


Benjamin Butterworth. Henry S. Neal. The CLERK. The tellers report to the Clerk that the name is re- 
Thomas eee. ye ne. corded for Mr. Forp, of Missouri. [Laughter and ee) 
Emasuel Shaltz. George W. Goades. Mr. HAZELTON. ’ Mr. Clerk, that is a little thin, [laughter, ] inas- 
Benjamin Le Fevre. Rufus R. Dawes. much as the name of GEORGE C. HAZELTON was not called and could 
James M. Ritchie. Sengtnen 5. eee not have been responded to. There are two names on the roll sub- 
- Leedom. : os stantially the same in sound, my name and that of Mr. HASELTINE from 
owas Keifer. iilen S. McClure. ta t nN tl A, y i that of Mr. H fr 
James S. Robinson. Ezra B. Taylor. Missouri, and doubtless Mr. HASELTINE has inadvertently answered 
John B. Rice. Amos Townsend. ‘forme. The names sound alike, and inasmuch as the given names 
OREGON. were not ee in either case there is reasonable ground for suppos- 
M. C. George. ing that the mistake has arisen in that way. I have a great deal of 
PENNSYLVANIA. respect for Mr. Forp, but I could not vote for him for Speaker. [Laugh- 
; S ii aes ; terand applause.] Therefore I ask that the roll be corrected and that 
Rony B. ape. Coreaiies ©. ae. ‘my name be recorded for Mr. KEIFER, as I voted 
Charlies O'Neill. obert J. C. er. . . ’ ne an 
, Sam uel J. . Randall. J acob M. Com bell. —_ a a Clerk begs to state that there is such similarity 
William D. Kelley. oratio G. Fisher. in the sound of the two names that it is entirely reasonable to sup- 
Alfred C. Harmer. eee ‘pose that they may have been confounded in onan the responses 
— Godshalk. Morgan R. Wise. to the roll-call by the tellers as well as by the reading clerk. The cor: 
Daniel Ermentrout. Russell Errett. ‘rection will be made as the gentleman desires. The names of sucli 
4. mae — a S. Shallenberger nce = failed to vote on the first roll-call will again be 
illiam . . bree ™, eanbinn: , called by the Clerk. : f 
jm oh a Samuel H. Miller. 4 call of the roll was resumed and concluded, with the following 
Charles N. Brumm. Lewis F. Watson. result: ' 
Samuel F. Barr. . For Mr. J. Warren Keifer, of Ohio—148. 
RHODE ISLAND. Aldrich, Farwell, Sewell S. Mason, Shallenberger, 
Henry J. Spooner. Jonathan Chace. — a McClure, Sherwin, 
5 ArT, “ulkerson, McCoid, Shultz, 
eo walsa Goanisin Melts samme 
John S. Richardson. John H. Evins. ‘ord, yodshalk, McKinley, Smith, A. Herr 
Samuel Dibble. George D. Tillman. Bingham, Grout, Miles, y Smith, Dietrich C. 
D. Wyatt Aiken. orem, and onegl eeether, en a, J. Hyatt 
NES c. rewer, all, Moore, Spaulding, 
A. H. Pettibone ? John F. House. Briggs, Hammond, John Morey, Sp mer,” 
Leonidas C. Houk. Washington C. Whitthorne. Browne, Harmer, Neal, Steele, 
GeerseG Dibrell John D. C. Atkins. Buck, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Stone, 
Benton McMillin. (hartaaik Sieeamten. Burrows, Julius C. Haskell, O'Neill, Strait, 
Richard Warner. William R. Moore. Butterworth, Hawk, Orth, Taylor, 
r TEXAS Calkins, Hazelton, Pacheco, Thomas, 
John H. Reagan. George W. Jones. Caneel foe Peover Tet a 
David B. Culberson. Columbus Upson. Candler. ' Hepbarn. Paul. Tyler. R 
Olin Wellborn. NT Cannon, Hill, : Payson, Updegraff, J. T. 
VERMONT. Carpenter, Hiscock, Peelle, Updegraff, Thomas 
Charles H. Joyce. William W. Grout. ; — — See Urner, 
James M. Tyler. Chace, ouk, ettibone, Valentine, 
r VIRGINIA. Cornell, Hubbell, Pound, Van Aernam, 
: ison. J Iph Tucker. Crapo, Hubbs, Prescott, Van Horn, 
Sores , Gewioee — eg eae Crowley, Humphrey, Ranney, Van Voorhis, 
George D. Wise John S. Barbour. Cullen, Jacobs, Ray. Wadsworth, 
Jose mh Jorgensen Abram Fulkerson. Cutts, Jadwin, Reed, Wait, 
Goetae C. Cabell. , , Darrell, Jones, Phineas Rice, John B. Walker, 
WEST VIRGINIA. Davis, George R. Jorgensen, Rice, William W. Ward, 
Benjamin Wilson John E. Kenna f Deoting. od ane mee. rd D.P — 
> . Fi . sson, chardson, DV. tL’. atson, 
John Blair Hoge. De Motte Kelley Ritchie Webber, 
WISCONSIN. Dezendorf. Ketcham Robeson West, ' 
Charles G. Williams. Richard Guenther. Dingley, Lacey, Robinson, Geo. D. White, 
Lucien B. Caswell. Herman L. Humphrey. Dunnell, Lewis, Robinson, James 8. Williams, Chas. G. 
George C. Hazelton. Thaddeus C. Pound. Dwight, Lindsey, Russell, illits, 
Edward S. Bragg. Errett, Lord, Ryan, ‘Wood, Walter A 
TheCLERK. Twohundred andeighty-ninemembers have responded | ¥#"Well, Chas. B. Marsh, Reramen, Young. 


For Mr. Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania—129. 


Ross, 

Scoville, 
Shackelford, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 

Speer, 

Springer, 
Stephens, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, R. W. 
‘Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas. 
Willis, 

Wilson, 

Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 


Murch. 
Rice, Theron M. 


Scales, 
Wood, Benjamin. 
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Mr. ROBESON. I suppose that in accordance with the law and 
custom upon this subject the names will be read over, so that gentle- 
men may know how they are recorded. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will verify the roll by announcing the votes 
of the Representatives as cast by them, in order that the possibility 
of any mistake may be avoided in regard to the manner in which 
they are recorded in the election for Speaker. 

The names of those voting for the various candidates for Speaker 
were then announced from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Clerk, in behalf of the tellers 
appointed to canvass the vote for Speaker, I am directed to report 
that the whole number of votes cast was 285; necessary to a choice, 
143; of which Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER received 148, Hon. SAMUEL 
J. RANDALL 129, and Hon. NicHOLAS ForD 8. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Burrows, ] on 
behalf of the tellers, reports that after canvassing the votes for 
Speaker the result is as follows: Whole number of votes cast, 285; 
necessary to a choice, 143; of which Hon. J. WARREN KEI¥FER, of 
Ohio, has received 148 votes; Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, of Pennsyl- 
yania, 229 votes, and Hon. NICHOLAS ForD, of Missouri, 8 votes. Hon. 
J. WARREN KEIFER, of Ohio, having received a majority of all the 
votes cast for Speaker, is duly elected Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-seventh Congress ; and the Clerk requests Mr. 
RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Hiscock, of New York, to escort 
the Speaker-elect tothe chair. The Clerk willalsorequest Mr. KELLEY, 
of Pennsylvania, the senior Representative upon the floor, to come 
forward and administer the oath of office to the Speaker-elect. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. Hiscock conducted Mr. KEIrER to the chair, 
when the Speaker-elect addressed the House as follows: 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 

I thank you with a heart filled with gratitude for the distinguished 
honor conferred on me by an election as your Speaker. I will assume 
the powers and duties of this high office with, I trust, a due share of 
diffidence and distrust of my own ability to meet them acceptably to 
you and the country. I believe that you, as a body and individually, 
will give me hearty supportin the discharge ofall my duties. Ipromise 
to devote myself faithfully and assiduously to the work before me. I 
invoke your and the country’s charitable judgment upon all my offi- 
cial acts. I willstrive to be just to all, regardless of party or section. 
Where party principle is involved, I will be found to be a Republican, 
but in all other respects I hope to be able to act free from party bias, 

It is a singular fact that at this most prosperous time in our na- 
tion’s history no party in either branch of Congress has an absolute 
majority over all other parties, and it is therefore peculiarly fortu- 
nate that at no other time since and for many years prior to the ac- 
cession of Abraham Lincoln to the executive chair has there been 
so few unsettled vital questions of a national character in relation 
to which party lines have been closely drawn. 

The material prosperity of the people is in advance of any other 
period in the history of our Government. The violence of party 
spirit has materially subsided, and in great measure because many of 
the reasons for its existence are gone. 

While the universal tendency of the people is to sustain and con- 
tinue to build up an unparalleled prosperity, it should be our highest 
aim to so legislate as to permanently promote and not cripple it. 
This Congress should be, and I profoundly hope it will be, marked 
peculiarly as a business Congress. 

It may be true that additional laws are yet necessary to give to 
every citizen complete protection in the exercise of all political rights. 
With evenly balanced party power, with few grounds for party strife 
and bitterness, and with no impending Presidential election to dis- 
tract us from purely legislative duties, I venture to suggest that the 
present is an auspicious time to enact laws to guard against the re- 
currence of dangers to our institutions and to insure tranquillity at 
perilous times in the future. : 

Again thanking you for the honor conferred, and again invoking 

“your aid and generous judgment, I am ready to take the oath pre- 
scribed by law and the Constitution and forthwith proceed, with my 
best ability, guided by a sincere and honest purpose, to dischirge the 
duties belonging to the office with which you have clothed me. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY, having served longest continuously as a member of 
the House, administered to the Speaker-elect the oath prescribed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SHoOBER, its Acting Secretary, 
informed the House that a quorum of the Senate had assembled, and 
that the Senate was ready to proceed to business. 

The message further announced that the Senate had appointed 
a comnittee to join such committee as might be appointed by the 
House of Representatives to wait on the President of the United 
States and inform him that a quorum of each House had assembled, 
and that Congress was ready to receive any communication he might 
be pleased to make, and that Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. GARLAND had 
been appointed such committee on the part of the Senate. 


SWEARING IN OF THE MEMBERS. 


The Speaker proceeded to administer to the members in attend- 
ance the oath of office. The members presented themselves as their 
names were called by States, and took respectively the test oath pre- 
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scribed by the act of July 2, 1862, or the special oath provided in the 
act of July 11, 1868, for those whose disabilities, under the fourteenth 
article of amendments to the Constitution of the United States, have 
been removed by a vote of two-thirds of each House of Congress. 

When the State of Alabama was called, 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, said: I object to administering the oath to 
Mr. WHEELER, who claims to be sworn as a Representative-elect from 
the State of Alabama, and ask that he stand aside for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand aside for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand that the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. WHEELER] has been objected to, and that he has been asked to 
stand aside. 

The SPEAKER. Temporarily. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is right we should know the grounds, as far as 
they can be briefly given, for that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state there are conveniences in 
going forward with the swearing in of members without interrup- 
tion. The Chair would prefer that the statement of the grounds on 
which the swearing of any member is objected to should be post- 
poned until those members have been sworn to whom there is no 
objection. 

r. RANDALL. In the first session of the Forty-first Congress 
this question arose, and the then Speaker, by implication, stated 
that the stepping aside of a member was a voluntary act. I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] who has 
been objected to whether he voluntarily steps aside? 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to state that I was not present during 
the Congress to which the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] refers. But during the two Congresses next preced- 
ing this one, presided over by the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania himself, the precise process contemplated now by the Speaker 
of this House was set forth as the regular usage of the House. I in- 
sist that that custom, which has become fixed, and has in it no hard- 
ship and debars no member of any right, but facilitates the organ- 
ization of this House, ought to have sway here to-day, and that, as 
has been repeatedly done since the organization of the Government, 
those members who are not objected to shall be sworn in first. 

Mr. RANDALL. That was done during the last three Congresses 
without dissent, and the member objected to stepping aside as a vol- 
untary act. But there was no right established as against the right 
of a member to be sworn in as all other members are sworn in who 
bear a certificate from the governor of a State, a Congressman being 
a State officer, and the governor’s certificate being authority as his 
commission here, both according to the Constitution and the law 
thereunder. I ask the Clerk to read the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Knorr] touching this point in the Forty-first 
Congress, and the reply made by the then Speaker, (Mr. Blaine. ) 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Knorr said: I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. Knorr. My point of order is that the duty devolved upon the Speaker by 
law is simply to swear in each member as he presents himself for that purpose. It 
is not for the Speaker to decide whether he can properly take the oath or not. 
And, secondly, that the House cannot discharge any of its functions, either legis- 
lative or quasi judicial, which are conferred upon it by the Constitution, until it 
is organized. Therefore, there is no power, either in the Speaker or in the House, 
at present, to exclude a member-elect from taking the oath. 

The Speaker. The Chair has not assumed to exclude any member-elect from 
taking the oath. But the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Hamill,} in order to re- 
lieve the embarrassment of the House, voluntarily withdrew, as he had a right to 
do, from those who had presented themselves to take the oath. The Clerk will 
now proceed with the call of members to be sworn in. The members-elect from 


the Southern States who were authorized by law to take a special oath will please 
remain in their seats till the other members have been sworn in. 


Mr. RANDALL. The Clerk will also be kind enough to read what 
I have marked on the next page. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER. If the gentlemen to whose qualification objection is made vol- 
untarily retire, the qualification of the other members now in front of the desk will 
proc by general consent. 


Mr. HASKELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has concluded for the present, I will, in verification of the 
statement I made a moment ago, send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
a part of the proceedings of the Forty-fifth Congress, wherein the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] presided, 
and where he, without qualification, as appears in this record, per- 
emptorily ordered the member objected to to stand aside. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker proceeded to administer to the members in attendance the oath of 
office. The members presented themselves as their names were called by States, 
and took respectively the ‘‘ test-oath ” prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862, or the 
special oath provided in the act of July 11, 1868, for those whose disabilities under 
the fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitution of the United States have 
been removed by a vote of two-thirds of each House of Congress. 

When the State of South Carolina was called. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, said : In conformity with usage, I ask that two members. 
from South Carolina stand aside for the present. 

The SpEAKER. The gentleman will indicate to whom he refers. 

Mr. Cox, of New York. I ask that Mr. Cain and Mr. Rainey, of South Carolina, 
(whose cases will be brought up after members have been sworn in, to decide 
whether they have the prima-facie right to a seat upon this floor or not,) stand 
aside for the present. 

The SrEaAKER. The ae named will, for the present, stand aside. 

When the State of Louisiana was called, 

Mr. Cox, of New York, said: I ask that Mr. Darrall, of Louisiana, stand aside. 
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Mr. Frye. I ask that Mr. J. B. Elam and Mr. E. W. Robertson, of the State of 
Louisiana, also stand aside. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen indicated will stand aside for the present. 

When the State of California was called, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I object to the swearing in of Mr. Pacheco. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand aside for the present. 

Mr. HASKELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, that having been established 
recently as a precedent of this House by the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania himself, and as it does no injustice to any man, 
but greatly facilitates the business of this House, I insist that the 
ruling of the Chair is eminently proper that the member objected to 
shall stand aside until those not objected to are sworn in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
HASKELL] has not, by the reading of the record, borne out his state- 
ment upon the floor that the then Speaker did peremptorily ask any 
member to step aside. On the contrary, it would be a very arbitrary 
exercise of power for a Speaker peremptorily to tell a member to step 
aside and prevent him from being sworn, And the record shows that 
the then Speaker did not ask peremptorily any member to step aside, 
but that in the absence of an objection from any source he announced 
to the House that the member objected to would stand aside ; but 
this is a very different case. The gentleman holding the certificate 
from the governor of the State of Alabama in this instance objects, 
if I correctly understand his position, to step aside. He thinks that 
his right to be sworn in is equal in every respect to the right of every 
other member from Alabama, he and his colleagues coming with the 
like certificates exactly. AndI had hoped that this House, or rather 
a majority, having so decided, a preponderance would not so soon 
have engaged in interrupting that equity and fair play which I think 
should control our proceedings. [Ironical applause from the Repub- 
lican side. } 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to say just one word in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will my friend from Kansas allow me to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question? 

Mr. HASKELL. I will, if it does not interfere with my argument. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I simply wanted to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if it is not exceedingly unkind to compel gentlemen to 
stand here on the floor until objections can be stated and discussed 
by members? 

Mr. RANDALL. They will have longer to stand on the floor here- 
after, I am afraid, than they are taxing their strength in doing now. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to resume. I stated that from the record 
there was no indication from the then Speaker of the House that he 
had allowed the member to exercise any will or discretion at all. 
The record read from the Clerk’s desk does not show that the Speaker 
asked the gentleman to stand aside unless he seriously objected to 
doing so. On the contrary, the record just read shows, and my recol- 
lection is clear, that his direction to the member to stand aside was 
positive, and contained no other declaration whatever. But aside 
from this—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I¢ 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] will permit me to proceed. He has seen fit to allude to a pre- 
sumed spirit of intolerance or hostility upon this side of the House. 
I merely desire to call his attention to the fact that it is a great deal 
easier, a great deal plainer, a great deal simpler, working no possi- 
ble injustice to anybody, preserving everybody’s rights and all equi- 
ties, that those members not objected to, who come before this House 
with no man questioning their rights, should now beswornin. Why 
should the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania cause to step 
aside all these men not objected to at all, and subject them to the de- 
lay and annoyance incident upon the trying of prima facie cases, while 
one or two gentlemen have their cases immediately tried? I claim 
that the precedent set by the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself, 
while Speaker of this House, is right, and I insist that the House 
ought now to sustain that view of the case, having the greatest faith 
in the parliamentary knowledge and wisdom of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania when in the chair. 

Mr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HASKELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. Does the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. HASKELL] in- 
sist that the Speaker of this House, on the objection of any one mem- 
ber, has the power to make any member stand aside? 

Mr. HASKELL. No; “the gentleman from Kansas” has asserted 
nothing of the sort. The “gentleman from Kansas” merely asserts 
that as the custom of the House, as a inere formality, as a convenient 
proceeding in accordance with usage and custom, this is the better 
way, and that the present occupant of the chair has acted wisely. 

Mr. HOUSE. That has only been done when the member has 
been willing to do it. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[ Mr. Housr] if he wishes to raise that question of right and power, 
that in my judgment the Chair has the right and the power to desig- 
nate the order and the method by which members shall be sworn in, 
subject, of course, to an appeal to the decision of the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. And one member can prevent the whole of this side 
of the Honse from being sworn in by raising an objection? 

Mr. HASKELL. There is no such intention as.that. 

Mr. HOUSE. Is that the theory? 

There is no covert purpose in this matter. 





Mr. HASKELL. 


Ihave 
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merely stated the precedents and the usage. There is no intention 
on this side of the House to do any one injustice, or to take advan- 
tage of any one. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask that the certificate of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER, ] be read by the Clerk. After that I 
will yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. CALKINS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please state the ground of 
his objection. 

Mr. CALKINS. I object to the swearing in of members being in- 
terrupted in any suck way. The procedure of organizing the House 
is well understood. This request to have that procedure interrupted 
by the reading of a certificate is entirely novel, without precedent, 
and unheard of. For that reason I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair will be kind enough to rule on that. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the Speaker will allow me, the question is not 
whether the gentleman shall be sworn in at all, but it is as to the 
order in which members shall be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to hold that he has the 
power to designate the order in which members may be called and 
swornin. Unquestionably the Chair has no right to decide upon the 
title of any member. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will permit the Chair to conclude. 

Mr. RANDALL. Excuse me. 

The SPEAKER. If any gentleman is objected to, for mere conven- 
ience of proceeding the Chair will ask the gentleman objected to to 
stand aside. He having stood aside, and ail others not objected to 
having been sworn in, the Chair will at once require the roll to be 
called for those persons who have been objected to and will swear 
them in, unless there shall be some good reason given upon which 
the House may act and direct the Chair otherwise. 

Mr. RANDALL. IfI understand the decision of the Speaker cor- 
rectly, he rules out the reading at the Clerk’s desk of the certificate 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. At this time. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Clerk will be kind enough to send me that 
certificate, and I will read it as a part of my remarks. 

In the name and by the authority of the State of Alabama. From the returns 
made to the office of secretary of State, in pursurance of the law, it appears that 
Joseph Wheeler has been elected a Representative in the Forty seven Congress 
of the United States from the eighth Congressional district of Alabama. I do 
therefore, by virtue of the power and authority in me vested, hereby commission 


the said Joseph Wheeler as a Representative in the Forty-seventh Congress, for 
and during the time prescribed by the laws regulating the same. 


Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not yield. 

Mr. HASKELL. [I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] rises 
to a point of order, and will state it. 

Mr. HASKELL. I understood the Chair to rule that the certificate 
was not to be read from the Clerk’s desk. I understood the Chair 
also to rule that he had control of the order by which members are 
to be sworn in. I object, therefore, to the discussion of a point of 
order after it has been decided; and I ask that the regular order of 
business be proceeded with. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has no right to interrupt my 
speech. 

Mr. HASKELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the regular order. I am on the floor and 
am reading this document for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is now reading the certificate as a part of his remarks, 
‘and he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HASKELL. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania appealed 
from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not appealed. 
right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that his decision 
has been appealed from, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
continuing his remarks. 

Mr. HASKELL. If the Chair desires to have the gentleman con- 
tinue, I will not press my point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Pennsy1- 
vania is entitled to finish the reading if he desires to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL, (continuing the reading :) 

Joseph Wheeler is therefore hereby authorized and required to do and perform 
all and singular the duties incumbent on him as a Representative in Congress, as 
aforesaid, according to law and the trust reposed, and to exercise all the powers 
and receive all the emoluments to said office ae 


Given under my hand and the great seal of the State, at Montgomery, on this the 
11th day of November, 1880, and in the one hundred and fifth year of American 


Independence. 

femal.) R. W. COBB. 

3y the governor: 

W. W. Screws, Secretary of State. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. HAMMOND. } 

Mr. ROBESON. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESON] 
will state his point of order, 

Mr. ROBESON. I understood the Speaker of this House to decide 
that the order of swearing in members was within his power of de- 
cision; and I understood him also to declare that he had exercised 


I took the floor in my own 
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his discretion by deciding that the gentleman from Alabama should 
for the present stand aside. 

Now, then, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has concluded his 
remarks under the courtesy of the Speaker, who tolerates and per- 
mits advice upon questions of order. But the decision having been 
made, I say that the gentleman no longer holds the floor, nor can he 
yield it to any one. If he desires to appeal from the decision of the 
Speaker, he has that privilege; but the decision has been made, and 
if it is questioned I desire to be heard in its behalf; but I desire to 
be heard only in proper form and according to the rules and practices 
of parliamentary bodies. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not appeal from the decision of the Chair, if 
the Chair states distinctly that he has so decided. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairhas decided as announced; that this is 
a matter of order wholly within the control of the Chair for the con- 
venience of procedure. The Chair does not decide anything that 
affects the right of the gentleman from Alabama to be sworn in, except 
as to the matter of time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand that the other members are to be 
sworn in and this question will come up immediately afterward. 

The SPEAKER. Immediately after the swearing in of gentlemen 
to whom there is no objection the names of those who have been ob- 
jected to will again be called, and they will then be sworn in, unless 
there is some reason given, sustained by the action of the House, why 
they should not be sworn in. 

Mr. ROBESON. I call for the regular order. 

The administration of the oath to members was then proceeded with. 
When the State of Iowa was called, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I ask that Mr. Curts, of Iowa, stand aside. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will stand aside for the 
present. 

When the State of Louisiana was called, 

Mr.VAN VOORHIS said: Iask that Mr. KING, of Louisiana, stand 
aside, 

Mr. KING. I do not elect to stand aside. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman objected to will stand aside for 
the present. Those to whom there is no objection will be sworn. 

When the State of Mississippi was called, 

Mr. MOORE said: Mr. Speaker, in the interest of justice, in the in- 
terest of common fairness, in the interest of good government and the 
civilization of the nineteenth century, I respectfully and solemnly pro- 
test in the name of the American people against the administration 
of the oath of office to Hon. JaMEs R. CHALMERS as a member of the 
Forty-seventh Congress from the sixth district of Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will treat this as an objection to his 
being sworn in at this time, and he will stand aside. 

When the State of New York was called, 

Mr. KING said: I ask that Mr. VAN Vooruis, of New York, stand 
aside. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. VAN Vooruis will stand aside for the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. LIask that Mr. Wapswortn, of New York, stand 
aside. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Wapsworrth will stand aside for the present. 

When the State of South Carolina was called, 

Mr. CALKINS said: I ask that Mr. SAMUEL DIBBLE stand aside for 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand aside. 

When the State of Tennessee was called, 

Mr. BRAGG said: In the name of humanity, [laughter,] in the 
name of the civilization ofthe nineteenth century, [langhter, ] on be- 
half of the American people who love good order and expect to see 
a Postmaster-General appointed who will execute the duties of the 
ofiice to the satisfaction of everybody, even if he cometh from the 
State of Tennessee, [laughter and applause, ] by the memory of my 
friend, CASEY YOUNG, I do earnestly protest against the taking of the 
oath by WILLIAM R. Moore, of Tennessee. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Wis- 
consin objects to Mr. Moore being sworn in, and the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee will therefore stand aside for the present. 

The Clerk of the House announces the roll of members-elect has been 
ealled through; and if any gentleman whose name has been omitted, 
or if any gentleman whose name has been called, but who has not 
yet been sworn in, there being no objection made, will now come for- 
ward, the oath will be administered to him. 

Mr. RANDALL. In view of the law should not the Delegates be 
now sworn? 

The SPEAKER. The Delegates might be sworn in properly after 
the swearing in of members has been finished, although that is a 
matter in reference to which the Chair has no particular desire. 

Mr. TALBOTT. My colleague [Mr.CHapMan] has not beensworn in. 

Mr. CHAPMAN presented himself and was sworn in. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I now demand the right to be sworn, unless 
some one shows a good reason why I should not be sworn in. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. What is the first case? 

The SPEAKER. The objection made to swearing in Mr. Josern 
WHEELER, of Alabama. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. The ground of objectionisthat Mr. WHEELER 
has not been duly returned or elected a member of the Forty-seventh 
Congress. Isend to the Clerk’s desk the following resolution, which 
sets forth very clearly the grounc.of objection, and I ask it be read. 


| facie cases here no other question is in order. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask that the resolution be 
read now as a part of his remarks, or does he offer it for the adoption 
of the House? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I offer it for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet heard the resolution. 

Mr. HOOKER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and ask what 
motion is made by the gentleman from Texas? 

The SPEAKER. The form of motion is in the resolution, and the 
Chair is unable to give any other answer to the question until the 
resolution has been read. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is in support of the motion already made ? 

The SPEAKER. Until the resolution is read the Chair is unable 
to answer the gentleman’s question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the question of the prima facie as well as of the final right of 
Joseph Wheeler and William M. Lowe, contestants, respectively claiming a seat 
in this House from the eighth district of Alabama, be referred to the Committee on 


Elections, hereafter to be appointed, and until said committee shall report and the 
House decide such question neither of said contestants shall be seated. 


Mr. RANDALL. I must object to that on the ground there is a 
single certificate—no contesting certificate whatever. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I will take care of that. Ido not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania rises to object 
to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Until members are sworn in in obedience to the 
thirtieth section of the Revised Statutes, which I ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand we are dealing 
with the merits of the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. We are now considering the point of order that 
the Speaker only has the right to fix the order in which members shall 
be sworn in. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Very well. Without offering the resolution, 
and to meet that objection, I will have it read as part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas withdraws the resolu- 
tion from the consideration of the House, and simply wishes to treat 
it as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. What is before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The objection to theswearing in of Mr. WHEELER, 
of Alabama. The resolution is not before the House for consideration, 
but is simply read as a part of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary question. I 
inquire whether the Chair decides that pending the swearing in of 
members he will entertain remarks or resolutions from other mem- 
bers? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is in order in considering this question. 
It may be a matter the House may deal with. 

Mr. COX, of New York. How does the point arise? 

The SPEAKER. On the objection to swearing in of the member. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What form of motion does it take ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not taken any yet. 

Mr. COX, of New York. We are debating a negative, then. 

The SPEAKER. It is now in the form of an objection, and we have 
not reached the other point yet. The gentleman from Texas is stat- 
ing his objection, and the Chair is not called to rule upon it until it 
is stated. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I understand that Mr. 
WHEELER has a certificate of election, and I would like to have that 
read. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. 
yose, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has the floor for the 
purpose of stating his objection to the swearing in of the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. HOOKER. 


I have not yielded the floor for any pur- 


I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. My point of order is this: I understand the rul- 
ing of the Speaker to have been, when objection was made in the 
first instance on the call of the name of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. WHEELER,] that he directed, merely ordering what 
should be the method of procedure, that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama should for the time being stand aside, declaring at the same 
time that when all of the members elected against whose swearing 
in no objection was made should have been sworn in, that then the 
cases of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and other 
gentlemen objected to would be taken up and disposed of at once 
in their order. Now, in pursuance of that order of the Speaker, my 
point of order is that the House is now proceeding to execute that 
prior order of the House, and that it is obligatory upon the House 
and the Speaker before proceeding to any other business to swear in 
these members-elect who have the prima faciecase. I therefore make 
the point of order that with the exception of reading the certificate 
of election or the certificates of election, if there be a plurality, that 
there is nothing else in order than the swearing in of these mem- 
bers, because the House has already so ordered; and until that ques- 
tion of swearing in the members is determined who present prima 
As I understand it, the 
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gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] has the certificate of the 
executive ofticer of his State, a certificate in due legal form setting 
forth the fact that he is entitled to the seat for which he holds the 
certificate of election, and that there is no contesting certificate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, in response to the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Mississippi, that he is 
of the opinion that an objection may be made to the swearing in of 
the gentleman from Alabama by the gentleman from Texas, who is 
now on the floor, as the Chair understands, for such purpose, and that 
objection has not yet been heard by the House. When the House has 
heard this objection, or, if the matter is submitted for the decision 
of the Chair, the Chair will then decide whether or not it is a mat- 
ter subject to his disposition, or whether it is a question which should 
properly go before the House for its action. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I desire now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HOOKER. I respectfully suggest, if the Chair will bear with 
me for a moment, that it is the right of the member from Alabama 
and the right of the House to have his certificate of election read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, [Mr. JONES, ] as the 
Chair understands, is proceeding to make objection to the swearing 
in of the gentleman from Alabama. The Chair desires to hear his 
objection. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask for the reading of the certificate. 
Mr. JONES, of Texas. I object to yielding the floor for any pur- 





Be. 

PCThe SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. JONES] is entitled to the floor. He has the right to make his 
objection in his own way, and the question of poeais the certiticate 
can be called up at any time, if desired, after he shall have completed 
his statement. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. They can have the certificate read, if they 
desire, after I have concluded. 

The objection I have indicated and which I have been trying to 
make in this case is that Mr. WHEELER was not elected by a majority 
of the legal votes cast in the district which he claims to have the 
right to represent here, but that, on the contrary, his competitor, 
Mr. William M. Lowe, received a majority of the legal votes actually 
cast, as appears from the official returns in that election, and in sup- 
port of that protest to the swearing in of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] at this time—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I regret to be compelled to interrupt 
the gentleman from Texas, [ Mr. Jonrs, ] but I must rise to a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. It must be now apparent to the Speaker and to 
the House that the objection on the part of the swearing in of the 
gentleman from Alabama by the gentleman from Texas now on the 
floor goes to the merits of the question—is a discussion of the merits 
of the case itself—and goes to the title of the seat on this floor of the 
member from Alabama or the contesting member from Alabama. 
That being the case, the Speaker must observe that it assumes now, 
upon 2 proposition to swear in a member—and I take it for granted 
that there is a concurrent line of authority from the first cases de- 
cided, the New Jersey cases and the Tennessee cases, down to the 
very last one, in support of my objection to this proceeding—to open 
up the question upon its merits. I hold, sir, that he cannot discuss 
that question pending the right of the House to proceed to the swear- 
ing in of a member, and that pending that question you cannot go 
into anything but as to the prima facie right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires te state that the gentleman 
from Texas is entitled to the floor, and his right in that respect is 
not subject to the point at this time. He is making an objection, as 
the Chair understands, to the swearing in of the gentleman from 
Alabama, and the Chair thinks he has a right to state his objection 
in hisown way. The Chair does not believe, from what has already 
been said, he can decide the point made by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi as to whether the gentleman from Texas is going beyond the 
privilege accorded under the rule or not. 

Mr. CALKINS. If my friend from Texas will yield to me for one 
moment, I desire to make a suggestion which I think will meet the 
approval of the House. Let the certificate of the gentleman from 
Alabama be read and a motion made to swear him in. Then the ob- 
jection can be made. That is the line of precedents running for years 
through such cases as this. 

Mr. HOOKER. The view of the gentleman from Indiana, in my 
judgment, is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. CALKINS. That brings the whole thing in its proper order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. The case now before us presents itself to the 
House—if the objection be fully expressed to the House—as a very 
simple proposition. Mr. WHEELER presents the certificate of the 
governor of the State of Alabama. The contestant, Mr. Lowe, pre- 
sents the official returns made by the supervisors of election, from 
which returns, being the original record of the election, it appears 
that Mr. Lowe received upward of 400 majority. 

Now, the position is this, that it is thus officially shown that the 
certificate of election offered here by the gentleman from Alabama is 
not what it purports to be—a prima facie certificate. I ask, in sup- 
port of the objection I maketo the swearing in of the gentleman from 
Alabama, that the return or report of the chief supervisors touching 
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this election be read, so that the House may be fully advised of the 
real merits of the point involved; in other words, as to the prima 
facie case. 

The objection assumes that the prima facie case is against or at 
variance with the certificate of the governor in that the certificate or 
certified report of the chief supervisor shows that his competitor, the 
contestant in this case, received an actual majority of the legal votes 
cast. I send the paper to the desk to be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order upon the reading of that 


aper. 

‘ The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOOKER. My point of order is simply this 
Mr. JONES, of Texas. I ask that the paper be read as a part of my 

remarks, 

Mr. HOOKER. My point of order is, that the prima facie case 
being made out by the certificate of the proper gfiicial, authorized 
by law to give the authentication of the election, you cannot go 
behind that and investigate the question, or the details of the pre- 
ceding processes. The certificate is at this time the only thing for 
es to consider where that presents the prima facie case, as it does 

ere. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that is not strictly a 
point of order, but that it goes to the question of whether the gen- 
tleman is entitled to be sworn in; whether the objection having 
been made, it is a good one or not. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
JONES] desires to have the certificate of the supervisors read as a 

art of his remarks. 

Mr. HASKELL. Before the Chair decides upon that point I want 
to make a su oon in the nature of a point of order. 

jos SPEAK iR. The gentleman from Kansas will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. HASKELL. The order of business in which the House is now 
engaged is upon the swearing inof amember. Now, if a member ob- 
jects to the swearing in of another member, and takes the floor when 
the proper time arrives, he should take it upon a motion or resolution 
of some kind. The pane from Texas [Mr. JonEs] has stated 
the general ground of his objection, and there is nothing before the 
House. There is no motion, no resolution, concerning the matter. 
I think, the gentleman having been granted the courtesy of the floor 
in explanation of his objection, the Chair should rule that he should 
introduce a resolution to dispose of this case in some way, and so: 
bring something before the House for its consideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. That is just what I propose to do after I 
conclude my remarks. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to say one word on the point of 
order. I think there is no controversy, or ought to be no controversy, 
in this House as to the due procedure in a case of this kind. Here 
are credentials read and a prima facie case made out, as clear as any 
case on which any member has ever taken his seat. No motion is 
made to unseat the member. Only an objection comes in from one 
quarter. That is all irregular. You never could organize the House 
by any such mode. What does McCrary say? You, Mr. Speaker, 
having been a distinguished member of the Committee on Elections, 
are familiar with Mr. McCrary’s book on the American Law of Elec- 
tions. Mr. McCrary says: 


If a party holding the ordinary credentials of an oftice-—— 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNnxES] is enti- 
tled to the floor, but the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] was. 
recognized on the point of order made by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, { Mr. HASKELL, ] which has not yet been disposed of. The rights. 
of the gentleman from Texas will be protected. 
* Mr. COX, of New York. I want to give my friend from Texas the 
law of the case as laid down by the distinguished gentleman, Mr. 
McCrary, who was at one time chairman of the Committee on Elec- 
tions of this House. He was a Republican, not exactly in affiliation 
with my friend from Texas, but approaching that way in fact, as we 
know. I read from McCrary’s book, page 148: 

If the party holding the ordinary credentials of an office can be kept out of the 
office by the mere institution of a contest the organization of a legislative body, such 
for example as the House of Representatives of the United States, might be alto- 
gether prevented by instituting contests against a majority of the members, or 
what is more to be syprebendes, the relative strength of political parties in such 
a body might be changed by instituting contests against members of one or the 
other of such parties. These considerations have made it necessary to adopt and 
to adhere to the rule that the person holding the ordinary credentials shall be quali- 
ae allowed to act pending a contest, and until a decision can be had on the 
merits. 

And for a strong reason; a fortiori, no mere objection—not a con- 
test, but no mere objection—coming from one member at the time of 
our ordinary proceeding here of swearing in members ought to pre- 
vail, so as to disorganize this proceeding. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, it is very important we should pro- 
ceed in a case like this according to law, and that our first step for- 
ward should be from a firm basis. Therefore let us understand the 
position of this case. By the law of the land the Clerk of the last 
House makes up the roll of this House as a preliminary body compe- 
tent to organize itself. When that is done, then by the statute the 
Speaker is to proceed to swear in the Representatives-elect. How is 
he to know who are the Representatives-elect?’ By the certificate of 
the constituted authorities of the State according to the laws of the 
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If that certificate is 


‘State whose constituted authorities give it. 
here, properly authenticated by the great seal of the State, according 
to the laws of the State of Alabama, it can only be questioned in two 


ways—I mean prima facie. The one is that it is a forgery, and the 
other is that there is some other disqualification of the member offer- 
ing to be sworn which is not covered by the certificate. But so long 
as the certificate certifies only to what the law authorizes the gov- 
ernor to certify to, so long it is a prima facie case, and commands in 
my opinion prima facie the action of this House, and all other objec- 
tions prima facie are out of order. 

Now my sympathies are all one way in this case, but I cannot vio- 
late what I feel to be the law of the land and the good order which 
is necessary to the proper and expeditious organization of this House. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from Texas will yield to me for 
a moment 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I prefer to retain the floor for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order has not been disposed of. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. JONES] is entitled to the floor for the pur- 
pose of stating his objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. The only point I desire to suggest is that there 
is no motion before the House, and I desire to make one that shall 
bring this subject up. That motion is that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] be now sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, in disposing of the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL, } 
that it seems to be well taken, although the Chair was of the opinion 
that the gentleman making the objection was entitled to disclose the 
grounds thereof. Then, if nothing further be done, if no motion be 
made, no action taken to exclude the gentleman from Alabama from 
being sworn in, the Chair would proceed to swear him in. The mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be in order if the gentle- 
man from Texas yields the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I suggest there must be some motion to be 
discussed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so holds; but the gentleman from 
Texas took the floor for the purpose of presenting his objections, and 
he has been so often interrupted that he has been unable to fully state 
what those objections are. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I wish to state my objection and then offer 
a resolution meeting the demands of the case. 

The SPEAKER. Would it not be better first to offer the resolu- 
tion, or to make some motion? 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me, I 
will make the motion I have indicated, and then yield the floor to 
him to be heard. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the question of the prima facie as well as the final right of Joseph 
Wheeler and William M. Lowe, contestants respectively claiming a seat in this 
House from the eighth district of Alabama, be referred to the Committee on Elec- 


tions hereafter appointed ; and until such committee shall ae and the House 
decide such question neither of said contestants shall be seated. 


Mr. HOOKER. I renew my point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to lay that resolution on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I believe I have the floor, and I ask that 
the paper I have sent to the Clerk’s desk be read. 

The SPEAKER. A resolution has been offered and is before the 
House for consideration, and a motion has been made to lay that 
resolution on the table, which motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMP. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. JonES] had not yielded 
the floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] to make 
any such motion. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman froin Texas did not have the floor 
to yield after he had presented his resolution until he had resumed 
it for debate or some other purpose. The Chair thinks the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is in order in submitting his mo- 
tion, and that motion not being debatable, the question is upon laying 
the resolution on the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DEZENDORF. I now ask that the credentials of the gentle- 
man from Alabama be read. 

The SPEAKER. The credentials have recently been read. The 
Chair will state, there being no motion before the House, in the ab- 
sence of instruction he will regard it his duty to proceed to swear in 
the meiber. 

Mr. WHEELER then came forward, and was qualified by taking the 
modified oath. 
wae The next gentleman objected to will now present 

meelf, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my objection to the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. CurTrs, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to suggest that all the gentlemen be called 
and sworn in at once, if objections are withdrawn. 





I offer the resolution which I send to the 
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The SPEAKER. The suggestion will be acted upon, unless the 
objections shall be renewed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I also withdraw my objection to the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. WapsworTtH. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I objected to the swearing in of Mr. Kina, 
of Louisiana, solely because there was a contest in his case and in 
order to put him in the same category with the other gentlemen 
objected to, and for no other reason. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. KING. And I withdraw my objection to Mr. VAN Vooruts, 
of New York, being sworn in. [Laughter. ]} : 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I desire that the certificate of Mr. 
VAN Vooruis, of New York, be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair might consider it proper to have that 
certificate read simply for the purpose of determining whether it 
makes a prima facie case. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] if he denies that the certificate makes 2 
prima facie case. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I do not know anything about it. 
The gentleman has been objected to as other gentlemen have been 
objected to. I presume those gentlemen would not have been ob- 
jected to unless there was some reason for it. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Georgia objects to the 
swearing in of the gentleman from New York, of course the certifi- 
cate will be read. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I have no objection to that gentle- 
man being sworn in more than another. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing pending before the House. As 
the Chair understands, there is no objection to swearing in the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
jection for this purpose‘ only. 

The SPEAKER. Then there is objection, and the gentleman from 
New York will stand aside again for the present. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to have read the certificate of election of 
J. FLoyp KinG. I suppose it is all regular, and that he ought to be 
sworn in, but I may be mistaken about it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will regard this as an objection, and 
the gentleman from Louisiana will stand aside for the present. 

Mr. WapDswortH, Mr. Cutts, and Mr. Moore were duly qualified 
by taking the “test oath.” 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Since renewing the objection which 
the gentleman from Louisiana had made to the swearing in of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. VAN Vooruis] I have learned a fact as 
to the form of that certificate which I did not know at the time I 
made the objection. I now withdraw that objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection to the swearing in of the gentle- 
man from New York is withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE. I know nothing about the certificate of Mr. Kina; 
Inever knew anything about it; I never cared anything about it 
particularly; and I withdraw the objection to swearing him in. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS was then duly qualified by taking the test oath, 
and Mr. KING by taking the modified oath. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will further call the names of mem- 
bers against whom objection was‘made on the original call. 

The Clerk called the name of JaMEs R. CHALMERS, of Mississippi. 

Mr. MOORE. I renew my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection already made still stands. The 

entleman from Tennessee will please state what action he desires to 

1ave taken, based on his objection. For the purpose of facilitating 
the completion of this business, some motion or resolution ought to 
be submitted in each of these cases before discussion is entered upon. 
In the opinion of the Chair that is the proper and ordinary manner 
of disposing of such questions, and it is also in accordance ‘with the 
rules of the House. Debate should be predicated upon some specific 
motion pending before the House. 

Mr. MOORE. I move that the credentials of Mr. CHALMERS be 
referred to the Committee on Elections when appointed, and that 
until action by the committee he be not sworn in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois moves to lay the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee on the table. That motion 
is not debatable. 

Mr. BROWNE. May not the credentials be read for the informa- 
tion of the House? We would like to know the form of the certificate. 

The SPEAKER. Ata later stage of the proceedings the reading 
may be in order. At present the motion is to lay on the table the mo- 
tion of the gentteman from Tennessee, and the motion to lay on the 
table is not debatable. 

Mr. ROBESON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] rise? 

Mr. ROBESON. To make a motion. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Irise toa point oforder. 
credentials being read. 


That is my only object in asking to 


I desire, as I said, to renew the ob- 


I insist on these 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will withhold the 
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application to have the credentials read until the House has disposed 
of the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to lay on the table the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. : 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, these credentials are perti- 
nent to the motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the reading of the 
credentials would be in the nature of debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. For the purpose of allowing the 
credentials to be read, I withdraw my motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws the mo- 
tion to lay the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee on the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Temporarily, Mr. Speaker ; simply 
for the purpose of allowing the credentials to be read. 

Mr. MOORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the only reason 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I qualified my withdrawal of the 
motion. It was simply for the purpose of allowing the credentials 
to be read. 

Mr. MOORE. I have not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair did not so understand the gentleman 
from Illinois; nor does the Chair think that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee should be taken from the floor except 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then I renew the motion. 

Mr. MOORE. I do not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman from 
Tennessee yielded the floor after the motion to lay on the table was 
withdrawn; and he is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I appended a qualification to my 
withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER. If there is any misunderstanding about the mat- 
ter, the motion to lay on the table may be renewed. The Chair has 
no disposition to take advantage of any gentleman, and will assume 
that the gentleman from Illinois withdrew his motion simply for the 
purpose of having the credentials read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I renew the motion. 

Mr. MOORE. I decline to yield for any purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois tolay on the table the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
hessee, 

The motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, was agreed to, aud the 
motion of Mr. Moore was laid on the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the gentleman from 
Mississippi be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. Itneedsnomotion. The Chairhas not ruled that 
the credentials or certificate of election of the gentleman could not 
be called for, but has simply ruled the paper could not be read while 
the motion to lay on the table was pending before the House. 

Mr. BROWNE. Iask that the credentials be read simply to see 
whether they are regular. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds, for the purpose of instructing 
the Chair and the House on the prima facie case, the credentials may 
be read when asked for. The Clerk will therefore now read them. 
The Clerk read as follows: 












THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI, 
Executive Department. 

I, James M. Stone, governor of the State of Mississippi, do hereby certify that 
at a general election in the State of Mississippi, on the first Tuesday after the first 
Monday in November, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
eighty, it ae the second day of November, as required by law, James R. 
Chalmers was duly and constitutionally elected a Representative to the Forty- 
seventh Congress of the United States of America, to represent the sixth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Mississippi, as appears from the official returns 
now on file in the office of secretary of State. 

In testimony whereof, I, J. M. Stone, governor of the State aforesaid, have 
caused these letters to be made patent and the great seal of the State to be here- 
unto affixed. 

Given under my hand, at the city of Jackson, the 17th day of November, in 
the year * our Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty. 

SEAL. 

By the governor: 

Henry C. Myers, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CHALMERS was then sworn in by taking the modified oath. 

The SPEAKER. The next case to be considered is that of SAMUEL 
D1IBBLE, of South Carolina. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to offer a resolution in that case, and 
also to have the recognition of the Chair to be heard in debate upon 
the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas on the second day of November, 1880, in conformity to law, an election 
was held in the second Congressional district of the State of South Carolina for 
Representative in the Forty-seventh Congress of the United States, at which 
election there were two candidates, namely, Hon. M.P. O'Connor and Hon. E. 
W. M. Mackey, voted for; that, as a result of said election, a certificate was 
issued to Hon. M. P. O'Connor by the secretary of State, bearing the seal of said 
State, and which is now on file with the Clerk of this House; and 

Whereas Hon. E. W. M. Mackey, in conformity with law, served upon Hon. 
M. P. O'Connor notice of contest, to which the said O'Connor filed his answer ; 
and, in pursuance thereof, testimony was taken and filed with the Clerk of this 
House, which still remains in his custody; that during the pending of said con- 
test, and before this House could determine it, on the 26th day of April, 1881, 
Hon. M. P. O'Connor died, and on the 23d day of May, 1881, the governor of the 
State of South Carolina issued his writ of election to fill the supposed vacancy 
caused by the death of Hon. M. P. O'Connor; that as a result of said special 
election the governor and secretary of State of said State issued to Hon. Samuel 
Dibble a certificate of election to fill said vacancy, under which he now claims a 
seat on this floor: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the certificate of election presented by Hon. Samuel Dibble, 
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together with the memorial and protest and all other papers and testimony taken 
in the case of the contest of E. W. M. Mackey against M. P. O'Connor now on file 
with the Clerk of this House, be, and the same hereby are, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, when appointed, with instructions to report it at as early a 
day as practicable, either as to the prima facie right or the final right of said claim- 
ants to the seat as the committee shall deem proper, and that neither claimant shall 
be sworn in till the committee report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to reserve the point of order against that, 
but not to interfere with the gentleman from Indianaaddressing the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. 
floor. 

Mr. CALKINS. There is but one question involved in the case 
which is now before the House, and that simply is a question of law. 
As I am informed by those who have been looking the matter up, no 
other similar case has risen, or there is no report which can be found 
of any similar case during the existence of the Government. 

Before I proceed with my remarks on the point involved, in order 
to get it squarely before the House, I ask the credentials and certifi- 
sate from the governor of South Carolina given to Hon. SAMUEL DrB- 
BLE be read in the presence of the House, and for this purpose: It 
appears, as I claim, upon the face of the certificate plainly that it 
was issued in pursuance of an election held to fill this vacancy, and 
therefore the certificate itself brings up the point of law which I 
wish to submit to the House. I ask that the credentials be read as 
a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to the 


The State of South Carolina, by his Excellency, Johnson Hagood, the governor of 
the State of South Carolina. 
To the honorable the House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, Forty-seventh Congress : 


Whereas a vacancy in the representation from the State of South Carolina, of 
the second congressional district thereof, composed of the counties of Charleston, 
Clarendon, and Orangeburgh, happened by the death, on April 26, A. D. 1881, of 
Michael P. O'Connor, who, at the general election held November 2, A. D. 1880, 
was chosen a member of the said House of Representatives for said congressional 
district ; and 

Whereas in accordance with the Constitution of the United States, I, on May 
23, A. D. 1881, issued a writ of election appointing an election to be holden on June 
9, A. TD. 1881, to fill such vacancy ; and 

Whereas the returns show that such election was duly holden, and that at 
— election Samuel Dibble received the greatest number of votes given at said 
election : 

Now, therefore, I do hereby certify that the said Samuel Dibble has been duly 
elected a member of the House of Representatives of the United States of America, 
Forty-seventh Congress, for the second congressional district of the State of 
South Carolina, composed of the counties of Charleston, Clarendon, and Orange- 
burgh, to fill the vacancy in the representation from the said State of South Caro- 
lina, of the second congressional district thereof, occasioned by the death of the 
said Michael P. O’Connor. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of South Carolina, in 
Columbia, this twenty-second day.of June in the year of our Lord 1881, and in the 
one hundred and fifth year of the sovereignty and independence of the United 


States of America. 
[SEAL. ] JOHNSON HAGOOD, Governor. 


By the governor : 

R. M. Sms, Secretary of State. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, it will be seen the certificate on its 
face recites the fact—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the other certificate 
read as a part of his remarks, as there are two and only one has been 
read ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I understand they are both substantially the 
same, the single difference being that one is signed by the secretary 
and the governor, and the other by the secretary. 

Mr. EVINS. They are virtually the same; but the certificate of 
the governor is a little more full. 

Mr. CALKINS. And the point that is presented by the certificate, 
which will suggest itself immediately to the mind of every one who 
has heard it read, is this: It represents that it was issued in pursu- 
ance of an election held to fill a vacancy; and before I proceed fur- 
ther it is proper for me to say that I have no feeling whatever in the 
matter one way or the other, and am only anxious that the House 
shall decide the question of law so that it will become a precedent 
for future guidance in similar cases. 

The certificate also recites that the writ of election was issued by 
the governor of the State of South Carolina in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. That portion of the Constitution is 
as follows: 

When vacancies hopes in the representation from any State the executive 
authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 

Now, it is clear that if there was no vacancy the governor of South 
Carolina, or the governor of any other State, had no jurisdiction or 
power to issue a writ of election to fill such vacancy when there is 
none. 

The further fact which appears, and which we are all as a court 
bound to take notice of, is that there was a contest commenced in 
this House between the then member-elect, Mr. O’Connor, since dead, 
and E. W. M. Mackey, of the State of South Carolina; and that case has 
been undetermined and undisposed of and still remains for adjudication 
by the House. The question therefore presented here is whether the 
prima facie right conceded to have been held by Mr. O’Connor under 
the certificate of election of November 2, 1880—I say the gestion is 
whether the prima facie right held by him at the time of his death 
gave the governor of South Carolina jurisdiction to determine in such 
way that that determination binds this House; gave him, in other 
words, jurisdiction to issue a writ of election upon a hypothetical case 
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not yet determined. That is the question to be determined here; for 
we all know that this House is the judge of the election, return, and 
qualifications of its own members. 

This case was pending; it has not been disposed of. It has never 
been determined, and it never could be determined until this House 
convened; so that the certificate upon its face bears evidence to 
these facts before the House when the House is brought to consider 
the prima facie case. 

As I have aready stated, I have been unable to find any authority, 
any precedent since the organization of the Government, directed to 
the point here ; but [holdin my hand the Law and Practice of Legis- 
lative Assemblies, by Mr. Cushing, in which he lays down what I con- 
ceive to be principles analogous to the question before the House. 
On page 197, under the head of Vacancies in the Congress of the 
United States, he says: 

The language being ‘‘that when vacancies happen in the representation from 
any State,” the executive thereof shall issue writs of election to fill them, it would 
seem to follow that where a vacancy is of such a nature that it may be created or 
exist independently of the House itself, the executive of the State may in all 
cases take official notice of the vacancy and proceed at once to take the proper 
measures for filling it ; but that where the vacancy is of such a nature that it cannot 
exist or be created without some act of the House itself, the executive of a State 
cannot proceed to take measures to fill it until he receives official notice from the 
House. 

Passing by the first and second clauses under this head, we find the 
following: . 

485. III. In regard to vacancies which are not created or consummated without 
some vote or resolution to that effect on the part of the House, although the act or 
event from which they result happened when Congress was not in session, such va- 
cancies cannot be filled until official notice is given by the House to the executive 
of the State. Vacancies of this description are those which result from a refusal to 
qualify, expulsion, adjudication of a controverted election or return, disqualifica- 
tion, or acceptance of a disqualifying oflice. 

Now, by analogy, I submit to the House after stating what my opin- 
ion is on the law and as a result of my investigation of the law which 
bears upon this subject, whether when a case is pending and unde- 
termined, which is not disposed of and cannot be disposed of until the 
assembling of Congress, whether under such circumstances the gov- 
ernor of a State can make any such case so as to present a prima facie 
right of a member to a seat here until the House has determined the 
question. I submit that question without further argument upon it 
tor the determination of the lawyers in this House. 

Secondly. Icall the attention of the House to a peculiar condition 
of affairs should Mr. DIBpBLE be sworn in on his prima facie right. 
Under the statutes of the United States providing for the contesting 
of elections, certain rules are pointed out by which the contestant 
and contestee must be governed in such contest. In this case it would 
happen if Mr. DIBBLE is sworn in that there is no contest as to his 
seat whatever; no notice of contest has been served upon him, and 
if the House should decide finally that Mr. Mackey was entitled to a 
seat under the election of November 2, 1880, the House would be de- 
priving Mr. DIBBLE of a seat in a case to which he was not a party. 
As I said, no notice whatever has been served upon him. He has not 
participated in the taking of testimony ; he has given no answer to 
the notice of contest, for none has been served, and he is only here 
by reason of an independent election. So that if he should now be 
sworn in and take his seat, and the House shall finally determine that 
Mr. Mackey had received a majority of votes at the November elec- 
tion of 1880, would that of itself make the seat to be occupied by Mr. 
DIBBLE vacant? I make the suggestion to the House, because it pre- 
sents a question which is deserving of careful consideration. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
a question: whether he believes that the death of the contestee for- 
feited the right of the contestant, or whether it is not perfectly open 
for the House to proceed with the original inquiry ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I will answer the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
BELFORD] by saying that the man who received the most legal votes 
at the November election was elected to this House and ought to have 
his seat. Ifthat was Mr. O’Connor, then his death created a vacancy. 
If that was Mr. Mackey, then Mr. O’Connor’s death did not create a 
* vacancy, and there I leave it for this House to determine. Now I 

submit whether, under this state of facts, it does not behoove the 

House to take such action, not from a party stand-point but from the 

stand-point of the law, as to make a precedent for all time to come and 

stand upon the law whatever it is. 

Mr. BROWNE rose. 

Mr. CALKINS. Just one moment. I desire to modify my resolu- 
tion in one particular, and now send it to be read by the Clerk as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the certificate of election presented by Hon. Samuel Dibble, to- 

ether with the memorial and protest and all other papers and testimony taken 

in the case of the contest of E. W. M. Mackey against M. P. O'Connor, now on file 
with the Clerk of this House, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Comunit- 
tee on Elections when appointed, with instructions to report at as early a day as 
practicable whether any vacancy, as alleged in the certificate, existed, and as to 
the prima facie right or the final right of said claimants to the seat as the commit- 
tee shall deem proper, and that neither claimant shall be sworn in until the com- 
mittee report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise for the purpose, not of interfering with the 
debate, but to reserve the right to make the point of order against 
that resolution in so far as it touches the merits of the contest. Ido 
not object to anything that relates to the prima facie certificate. 

Mr. BROWNE. I shall not occupy the attention of the House be- 
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yond two or three minutes. The case presented is this, if I am cor- 
rectly advised by the remarks of my colleague, [Mr. CALKINS:] At 
the November election of 1880 in the second congressional district of 
South Carolina there were two candidates for a seat in this House. 
One, Mr. O’Connor, received the certificate of the executive in due 
form that he had been elected at that election. Immediately his seat 
was contested, and that contest was pending in this House and un- 
adjudicated. Subsequently Mr. O’Connor, who received the certiti- 
sate of the governor, died. The governor by his proclamation de- 
clared the existence of a vacancy, and mm pursuance thereto an elec- 
tion is held, and a second person, Mr. DIBBLE, was declared to be 
elected. Now that gentleman brings into this House his certificate 
in due form reciting the fact that a vacancy existed in that district, 
that an election was held in conformity to law, and that the person 
named in the certificate, Mr. DIBBLE, was duly elected. How does 
this case differ from these other cases of persons holding certificates 
of election, and whom the House has said had prima facie cases? 

It is said, in the first place, if it be held that this contestee has a 
prima facie case, that it in some way interferes with the contest 
between Mackey and O’Connor. It can do no such thing. If the 
contest of Mackey prevail, then there was no existing vacancy and 
the prima facie case of Mr. DIBBLE is gone, because there was no 
vacancy authorizing the second election. 

But it is assumed that inasmuch as the contestee has had no notice 
‘of a contest, therefore it is claimed he cannot be bound by the de- 
cision of the original case. That isa mistake. He is bound by the 
clearest principles of law to take notice of the existing contest be- 
tween Mackey and O’Connor. It is part of the record. He is com- 
pelled to take notice of it; and when a decision is arrived at, he is 
bound by the adjudication. 

It is said also the governor has certified in this ease the fact that 
there was a vacancy occasioned by Mr. O’Connor’s death, and that 
upon that subject we may go behind the certificate. I suppose the 
law of the State of South Carolina requires the governor to certify 
the death of a member of Congress when it occurs and the existence 
of a vacancy. He is bound to call an election to fillthe vacancy. It 
is his duty to ascertain the facts, and it is his duty to put them in 
his certificate. These acts are as clearly within his jurisdiction as it 
was to certify to the original election and its results, precisely so. 
Why? Because he sent only a few months ago his certificate that 
Mr. P. O’Connor was elected to represent this Congressional district 
in the Forty-seventh Congress. When he sends his second certificate 
covering the same Congress, the Forty-seventh Congress, he gives 
the reason for it, viz, that Mr. O’Connor is dead. His death created 
the vacancy; and in pursuance of the death and vacancy he had or- 
dered a second elections When the second election was held the goy- 
ernor certifies that Mr. DipBLE was elected. It wasa part of the duty 
of the executive of South Carolina to ascertain the fact of Mr. O’Con- 
nor’s death. It was a part of his legal duty to declare the vacancy 
thus created and to provide for the election of a successor. And when 
the election took place and Mr. DipBLE was elected, it was his duty 
to certify the facts. And in this way precisely this case now stands. 

If in the original contest between Mackey and O’Connor Mackey 
prevails, then Mr. DIBBLE is not a Representative in this Congress, 
because there was no vacancy. It makes no difference how many 
votes Mr. DIBBLE received at that election, he could not be elected to 
a seat in this House because there-was no existing vacancy; and in 
that event Mackey would take his seat. But on this certificate Mr. 
DIBBLE has as much right to the seat on the prima facie case as any 
other gentleman who has brought his regular certificate here and 
been admitted. I say to my Republican friends and all others that 
we cannot afford to establish bad precedents in cases of thiskind. I 
have seen something of the consequences of bad precedents in elec- 
tion cases. So far as I am concerned, I am determined to make : 
clean record, and consider these questions as judicial ones, and vote 
according to my conscience and my judgment. 

Mr. EVINS. I desire to ask my distinguished friend from Indiana 
(Mr. CaLk1ns] whether he means to press this resolution ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to submit it to the House. 

Mr. EVINS. After the eloquent speech of my other friend from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] whe hae shown so conclusively the right of 
my colleague [Mr. DiBBLE] to a seat on this floor on his prima facie 

case, I will not detain the House with the remarks I had intended to 
make, but will move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CALKINS. Upon the suggestion of some of my friends on this 
side of the House (and I make the suggestion also to the House) I 
will ask that the consideration of this resolution be postponed until 
to-morrow morning. 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. CALKINS. Very well; let it be acted on now. 

The question was taken upon the motion to lay the resolution on 
the table ; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. EVINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DIBBLE then presented himself, and was qualified by taking 
the modified oath. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that all the 
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members present have been sworn in. Under the law, as the Chair 
understands it, the next business in order will be the election of a 
Clerk. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 
now be sworn in. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to nominate for Clerk of this House—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS } 
has raised the question of swearing in the Delegates from the Ter- 
ritories at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order to complete, under the 
law, the organization of the House is the election of Clerk. The mat- 
ter of swearing in the Delegates will follow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is not the swearing in of a member of this House 
a matter of higher privilege? 

The SPEAKER. Under the statute a Delegate from a Territory is 


I rise to a question of privilege. 
The gentleman will state it. 
It is that the Delegates from the Territories shall 


not a member. 


Mr. ROBESON. 


ELECTION OF CLERK. 


McPherson, a citizen of Pennsylvania. 
The SPEAKER. Further nominations for Clerk are in order. 


Mr. HOUSE. I nominate as Clerk of the Forty-seventh Congress 


George M. Adams, of the State of Kentucky. 


Mr. MURCH. I desire to place in nomination Hon. Gilbert De La 


Matyr, a citizen of Indiana. 


The SPEAKER. No further nominations being made, the Clerk 
will now call the roll of members and each member will vote viva 


I nominate for Clerk of this House Hon. Edward 


woce for the person of his choice for Clerk of this House. 


Mr. ROBESON. 


stations? 


The SPEAKER. 


They are not, as the Chair is informed. 


tally will be kept by the old clerks. 


Mr. ROBESON. 


The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
The roll was then called with the following result: 


For Mr. Edward McPherson—148. 


Are not the tellers required to again take their 


Under the supervision of the Speaker? 


Aldrich, Farwell, Sewell S. Mason, Shallenberger, 
Anderson, Fisher, McClure, Sherwin, 

Barr, Fulkerson, McCoid, Shultz, 

Bayne, Gore, McCook, Skinner, 

Belford, Godshalk, McKinley, Smith, A. Herr 
iBingham, Grout, Miles, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Bowman, Guenther, Miller, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Brewer, : Moore, Spaulding, 
Briggs, Hammond, John Morey, Spooner, 

Browne, Harmer, Neal, Steele, 

Buck, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Stone, 

Burrows, Julius C. Haskell, O'Neill, Strait, 
Butterworth, Hawk, > Taylor, 

Calkins, Hazelton, Pacheco Thomas, 

Camp, Heilman, ‘age, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Campbell, Henderson, Parker, Townsend, Amos 
Candler, ao, Paul, Tyler, 

Cannon, Hill, Payson, Updegraff, J. T. 
Carpenter, Hiscock, Peelle, Updegraff, Thomas 
Caswell, Horr, Pierce, rner, 

Chace, Houk, Pettibone, Valentine, 
Cornell, Hubbell, Pound, Van Aernam, 
Crapo, Hubbs, Prescott, Van Horn, 
Crowley, Humphrey, Ranney, Van Voorhis, 
Cullen, Jacobs, Ray, Wadsworth, 
Cutts, Jadwin, Reed, Wait, 

Darrell, Jones, Phineas Rice, John B., Walker, 

Davis, George R. Jorgensen, Rice, Wiliam W. Ward, 

Dawes, Joyce, Rich, Washburn, 
Deering, Kasson, Richardson, D. P. Watson, 

De Motte, Kelley, Ritchie, Webber, 
Dezendorf, Ketcham, Robeson, West, 

Dingley, y, Robinson, Geo. D. White, 

Dunnell, Lewis, Robinson, JamesS. Williams, Chas. G. 
Dwight, Lindsey, Russell, Willits, 

Errett, c Ryan, Wood, Walter A. 
Farwell, Chas. B. Marsh, Scranton, Young. 


For Mr. George M. Adams—129. 


Aiken, Clements, Gibson, Matson, 
Allen, obb, Gunter, McKenzie, 
Armfield, Colerick, Hammond, N,J. McLane 
Atherton Converse, Hardenbergh, MeMillin, 
Atkins, Cook, Hardy, Money, 
Barbour, Cox, Samuel S. Harris, Henry 8S. Morrison, 

h, Cox, William R. Hatch, Moulton, 
Belmont, Covington, Herbert, Muldrow, 
Beltzhoover, Cravens, Herndon, Mutchler, 
ay. Culberson, Hewitt, Abram S. Nolan, 

Black, Curtin, Hewitt, G. W. Oates, 

Blackburn Davidson, Hoblitzell, Phelps, 

Blanchard Davis, Lowndes H. Hoge, Phister, 

Bland, Dibble, Holman. Randall, 

Bliss, Dibrell, Hooker, Reagan, 

Blount, Dowd, House, Richardson, Jno. S. 
Bragg, Dugro, Hutchins, Robertson, 
Buchanan Dunn, Jones, James K. Robinson, Wm. E. 
Buckner, Ellis, Kenna, Rosecrans, 

Cabell, Ermentrout, King, Ross, 

Caldwell, Evins, Klotz, Scoville, 

Carksle, Finley, Knott, Shackelford, 
Cassidy, Flower, Latham, Shelley, 

Chalmers. Forney, Leedom, Simonton, 
Chapman Frost, Le Fevre, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Clardy, Garrison, Manning, Singleton, Otho R. 
Clark, Geddes, Martin, Sparks, 
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Speer, Townshend, R. W. Warner, Wilson, 
Springer, Tucker, Wellborn, Wise, George D. 
Stockslager, Turner, Henry G. Wheeler, Wise, Morgan R. 
Talbott, Turner, Oscar Whitthorne, 

Thompson, P. B. Upson, Williams, Thomas 

Tillman, Vance Willis, 

For Mr. Gilbert De La Matyr—9. 

Brumm, Haseltine, Ladd, Murch, 
a Jos.H. Jones, George W. Mosgrove, Rice, Theron M. 

‘ord, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 286 votes cast; 144 necessary 
to achoice. Of the whole number cast, Mr. McPherson, of Pennsyl- 
vania, has received 148 votes; Mr. Adams, of Kentucky, 129; Mr. De 
La Matyr, of Indiana, 9. Mr. McPherson having received a major- 
ity of all the votes, is declared elected Clerk of this House for the 
Forty-seventh Congress. The oath of office will now be administered 
to him. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented himself at the Clerk’s desk and was 
duly qualified. 

ELECTION OF OTHER OFFICERS. 


Mr. ROBESON. The House being now organized by the election 
of a Speaker and a Clerk, I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Resolved, That George W. Hooker, of the State of Vermont, be, and he is hereby, 
elected Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh 
Congress ; that Walter P. Brownlow, of the State of Tennessee, be, and he is here- 
by, elected Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress; that Henry Sherwood, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is hereby, 
elected Postmaster of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress ; and that Rev. Fred. D. Power, of the State of Virginia, be, and heis hereby, 
elected Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Congress. 


Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBE- 
SON] will withdraw the name proposed for Chaplain, I will make no 
objection to the consideration of the resolution at this time. [Cries 
of “No,” “cc No.” } 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey modify his 
resolution ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Inasmuch as the gentlemaa from Illinois has the 
right to demand a division of the question, if he makes that point 
and insists upon it, I must submit. If he does not insist upon it, I 
decline to modify the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that a division is 
insisted upon. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I retain the floor; but I will yield 
to any gentleman who desires to move an amendment for the inser- 
tion of any other names. I yield for that purpose to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. House. 

Mr. HOUSE. Is the division called for by the gentleman from 
Tllinois still insisted upon ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is; I have not withdrawn the demand. 

Mr. HOUSE. That call for a division relates only to the last name 
in the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. 
to be modified ? 

Mr. ROBESON. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
to the division. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire that there may be no misunderstanding. 
I understand that the gentleman has a right to a division of the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of that opinion. 

Mr. CANNON. And in accordance with that right the division is 
made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that a division of the 
question may be had on a resolution of this kind, and he desires to 
know the extent of the division which is asked. Is a division in- 
sisted upon in regard to every substantive proposition in the resolu- 
tion ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Only upon that one office. 

Mr. HOUSE. As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
makes objection upon the nomination proposed for Chaplain, I sug- 

est to the gentleniun from New Jersey that if he will withdraw from 
Ris resolution that nomination we can then have a vote on the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. ROBESON. Isubmit tothe division, which the gentleman has 
aright todemand. A vote can be taken on the three officers exclu- 
sive of Chaplain, and that question can be decided afterward. 

Mr. HOUSE. Then I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HOUSE] offers 
anamendment, which the Clerk willread. As the Chair understands, 
it is in the nature of a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Sergeant-at-Arms, strike out the name of ‘‘George W. Hooker, of the State 


of Vermont,” and insert the name of ‘‘ John G. Thompson, of Ohio ;” for Doorkeeper, 
P. Brownlow, of the State of Tennessee,” and in- 


strike out the name of ‘‘ Walter 
sert the name of ‘‘C. W. Field, of Georgia;” for Postmaster, strikeout the name of 
‘Henry Sherwood, of the State of Michigan,” and insert the name of “A. W. C. 


Nowlin, of Virginia.” 


Does the Chair understand that the resolution is 


The gentleman is entitled to a division? 
The Chair is of that opinion. 
Then I am constrained for the present to submit 
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Mr. MURCH. I desire to offer an amendment to the substitute. 
Mr. ROBESON. Iyield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MuRcH] 


for that 


se. 
Mr. MURCH. I move to substitute the names that I send to the 


desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For Sergeant-at-Arms, 


Lee Crandall, of Washington, D. C.; for Doorkeeper, H. 


Martin Williams, of Missouri; for Postmaster, W. C. More, of Pennsylvania. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Murcu, it was 


not agreed to. 


The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. House. 
Upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
mnessee to the resolution of the gentleman from New Jersey, I ask the 


Mr. TUCKER. 


yeas and nays. 


The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 


“were ayes 37. 


The SPEAKER. The vote in favor of ordering the yeas and nays 


is not one-fifth of the last vote. 


and nays are refused. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Icall for tellers on or¢ering the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. TUCKER and Mr. ROBESON were appointed tellers. 
The House divided; and before the vote was completed Mr. ROBE- 
SON withdrew the demand for a further count. 


The SPEAKER. 


In the epinion of the Chair the yeas 


No further count being demanded, and a suffi- 


cient number having voted in the affirmative, the yeas and nays are 
ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 157, not 
voting 12; as follows: 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
‘Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
‘Chalmers, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 


Converse, 
‘ 


Cox, Samuel 8. 
Cox, William R. 


Aldrich, 
Anderson, 


Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Bingham, 
Bowman, 
Brewer, 
Briggs, 
Browne, 


CK, 


Burrows, Julius C. 


Burrows, Jos. H. 
Butterworth, 
Cee, 

Samp 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carpenter, 
Caswell, 
Chace, 
ae 
Srapo, 
Orewlay; 
Cullen, 
Cutts, 


Deering, 
De Motte, 


1 ’ 
panel 
Errett. 


Farwell, Chas. B. 
XII 


YEAS—125. 


Cravens, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Lowndes H. 
Dibble, 

Dibrell, 

Dowd, 

Dugro, 

Dunn, 

Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, 

Finley, 

Flower, 

Forney, 

Frost, 

Garrison, 
Geddes, 

Gibson, 

Gunter, 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
ey, 

Harris, Henry S. 
Hatch, 

Herbert, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Hoge, 


Holman, 
Hooker, 
House, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, James K. 
Kenna, 
King, 
Klotz, 
Knott, 
Ladd, 
Latham, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McKenzie, 
McLane, 
MeMillin, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Nolan, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 


Richardson, Jno. S. 


Robertson, 


NAYS—157. 


Farwell, Sewell 8. 
Fisher, 

Ferd, 

Fulkerson, 
George, 
Godshalk, 

Grout, 

Guenther, 


Hammond, John 


Jones, George Ww. 
Jones, Phineas 
Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 


mn, 

Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 

wis, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Marsh, 


o 
A 


Mason, 
McClure, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Miller, 


Pettibone, 
Pound, 
Presco 


tt, 
Reed, 
Rice, John B. 
Rice, Theron M. 
Rice, William W. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. P. 
Ritchie, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 


Robinson, James S. 


Russell, 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 


Robinson, Wm. E. 
Ross, 

Scoville, 
Shackelford, 
Shelley, 

Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 

Speer, 

Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 

a, P. B. 


man, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis 


‘Wilson, 
Wise, George D., 
Wise, Morgan R. 


Shallenberger, 


Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaetiing, 


r, 
Steele, 
Stone, 
Strait, 
Taylor, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Townsend, Amos 
Dydouradt J.T 

© oi. 

Updegraff, Thomas 
Urner, 
Valentine, 
Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Walker, 
Ward. 


ard, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 
Webber, 
West, 


White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willits, 

Woed, Walter A. 
Young. 


NOT VOTING—12. 


Culberson, Morse, 


Deuster, , 
Mills, Rosecrans, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ROBESON. The question now is on the first division of the 
original proposition. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have both the amendments been voted upon? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; botk. have been voted upon and both have 
been voted down. 

Mr. ROBESON. And the original resolution adopted? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The officers just elected, if present, will now be 
Sworn in. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, the next question, I suppose, comes 
up on that portion of the motion which relates to the election of a 
Chaplain. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New Jersey will delay a 
moment we will swear in the officers who have just been elected, if 
they are present. 

The officers just elected, Mr. Hooker, Mr. BROWNLOW, and Mr. 
SHERWOOD, having presented themselves at the Speaker’s desk, were 
duly qualified, all of them taking the test oath. 


ORDER. OF BUSINESS. 
As it is after five o’clock, I move that the House 


Scales, 
Stephens, 
Wood, Benjamin. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
divided. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 
I wish to present a resolution which should be acted upon at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. ROBESON. I believe I have the floor, and I will yield to the 

entleman from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed on the part of the House to 
join the committee appointed on the part of the Senate to wail on the President of 
the United States and inform him that a quorum of the twe Houses has assembled 
-' that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to 
make. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. As there seems to be a disposition to move an 
adjournment, I think it better to provide for that contingency first, 
and therefore I move that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet 
at twelve o’clock to-merrow. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It does so under the rules. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The usual motion, I will say to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, is to add to his resolution ‘‘ until further 
ordered.” 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New Jersey is 
that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet at twelve o’clock 
to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBESON. And until further ordered. I desire to add that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection. 3 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the modification will 
be appended as a part of the resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. [yield now to the gentleman from Michigan, [ Mr. 
BURROWS. ] 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate informing that body that a quo- 
rum of the House of Representatives has assembled, and that J. WARREN KEIFER, 
a Representative from the State of Ohio, has been chosen Speaker, and Epwarp 
McPHERSON, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, Clerk, and that the House is 
now ready to proceed to business. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That motion is in order at any time. 

Mr. ROBESON. Not while I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. I don’t 
yield to any one except it be some motion that takes me off my feet. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The motion to adjourn will do that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first appoint the committee under 
the resolution just adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to forming the committee if 
the motion to adjourn is considered pending. 

Mr. ROBESON. The Chair, I suppose, will announce the commit- 
tee before the adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair proposes to do so. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move the amee do now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the second division of my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The House now reaches that asa matter of course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that, I move the House do now adjourn. 


I move the second division of the resolution as 
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COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER. Before pxtting the question on the motion to 
adjourn the Chair appoints as the committes to join the committee 
on the part of the Senate to wait on the President Mr. Hiscock of 
New York, Mr. OrtH of Indiana, and Mr. REAGAN of Texas. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were 
ayes 60, noes not counted. 

So (further count not being called for) the House refused to ad- 

ourn. 
: ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the second division of the res- 
olution of the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Rosrson,] It will 
be again reported. 

The Clerk read a follows: 

Resolved, That Rev. Fredorick D. Power, of the State of Virginia, be elected 
Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. HOUSE. I move to amend the resolution by striking out the 
name of Rev. Frederick D, Power, of Virginia, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the name of Rev. W. P. Harrison, of Georgia. 

Mr. MURCH. And I offer as a substitute to amend the resolution 
by striking out the name of Rev. Frederick D. Power, of Virginia, 
and inserting the name of Rev. P. P. Ingalls, of Iowa. 

The question being taken on Mr. MURCH’s amendment, it was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. HOUSE’s amendment; and there 
were—ayes 97, noes 119, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Rev. FREDERICK D. POWER appeared and qualified by taking the 
oath prescribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas, [ Mr. Has- 
KELL. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ATKINS. Idesire tomakea parliamentary inquiry. By what 
— the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] occupy the 

oor 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Kan- 
sas before the motion to adjourn was made by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to know by what right the gentleman from 
New Jersey holds the floor and farms it out. 

Mr. ROBESON. By my right to hold the floor when recognized by 
the Speaker. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman was not reco 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognize 
Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] in his own right. 

RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HASKELL. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and upon it I ask the previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-sixth Con- 

shall be the rules of the present House until otherwise ordered; and 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Rules when appointed shall have leave 
to report at any time all such amendments or revisions OF said rules as they may 
deem proper. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the rules that resolution would lie over for 
one day. 

Mr. FROST. I make the point of order we have no rules. 
House is at this time without rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this is a very important subject, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] that this motion does not require to lie over. It is 
the original motion for the adoption of the rules, and is entirely in 
order; and the previous question has been asked for. But if there 
is to be any discussion, or if there be any desire on the part of gen- 
tlemen to examine the resolution more fully, or to modify it, I am 
willing to yield for a motion to adjourn, and let this come up to- 
morrow as unfinished business. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kansas to the last rule, and alsoto Rule XXVIII. The last rule 
declares : 

These rules shall be the rules of the House of Representatives of the present 
and succeeding Congresses, unless otherwise colar 

_ Those who were in the last House will remember the discus- 
- =o took place on that point. I also direct attention to Rule 


No rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without one day's 
notice of the motion therefor. 


I make that point in the abundance of safety, as to what is in the 


ized by the Speaker. 
the gentleman from 


This 
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resolution itself and how far it goes in giving the opportunity of 
changing it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand this resolution is 
to change the rules of the House. He understands the object is to 
make them applicable to the present House. 

Mr. RANDALL. The rules do not give the right to the Committee 
on Rules to report at any time. The resolution therefore in this 
respect does propose to change the rules, 

Mr. FROST. Irise to a parlimentary inquiry. Is the original res- 
olution with my point of order now pending ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas, who has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. FROST. It was as to the right of the gentleman from Kansas 
to demand the previous question that I claimed the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri make the point 
of order that the gentleman from Kansas has not the right to demand 
the previous question? 

Mr. FROST. I do. We have aright to be heard on this before 
the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. RYAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred to the committees therein named, 
when appointed, as follows: 

By Mr. ERRETT : The petition of the Ohio River commission, ask- 
ing an appropriation for the completion of Davis Island dam, near 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of James Millingar, for compensation for prop- 
erty occupied by United States troops in Tennessee during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the Fort Duquesne Land League, Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, in relation to the imprisonment of Michael P. Boy- 
ton and other citizens of the United States by the English authori- 
ties—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi: The petitien of 8S. F. Owen 
and others, for legislation regulating interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of William D. Martin, to be re- 
funded certain taxes illegally assessed and collected from him—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Folkes & Winston and others, for compensa- 
tion for property taken and destroyed by United States forces during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, for the re- 
om of the tax on national banks—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 5 

Also, the petition of Charles W. Button, for compensation for ad- 
at ei for United States revenue officials—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, the petition of William Ridgway and others, to be allowed 
the pay due to Hon. Robert Ridgway, elected as a Representativo 
es Virginia to the House of Representatives—to the Committee on 

aims. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, December 6, 1881. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLLOocK, D. D. 

SAMUEL J. R. MCMILLAN, a Senator from the State of Minnesota, 
appeared in his seat to-day. : 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Mr. McPHERSON, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, ap- 
peared below the bar of the Senate and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives to 
inform the Senate that a quorum of the House has assembled, and 
that J. WARREN KEIFER, a Representative from the State of Ohio, 
has been chosen Speaker, and EDWARD MCPHERSON, a citizen of the 
State of Pennsylvania, Clerk; and that the House is now ready to 
proceed to business. 

I am further directed to inform the Senate.that the House has ap- 
pointed Frank Hiscock of New York, GODLOVE S. OrtH of Indiana, 
and JoHN H. REeaGAN of Texas, a committee on the part of the 
House, to join such committee as may be appointed on the part of the 
Senate, to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
him that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled and that Con- 
gress is ready to receive any communication he may bé pleased to 
make. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition and resolutions 
of citizens of Spink County, Dakota Territory, in favor of the admis- 
sion of Dakota as a State; which were laid on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 
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to introduce a bill (S. No. 112) to enable the people of Dakota to form 
a constitution and State government, and for the admission of the 
State into the Union on an equal feoting with the original States; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimousconsent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 113) to establish an assay office in the city of 
‘Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
‘duce a bill (S. No. 114) to amend section 2133 of the Revised Statutes; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 115) to restore George A. Stevens to his 
relative rank in the Navy of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 116) for the establishment of United States 
ocean mail service and the revival of foreign commerce in American 
steamships; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred te the Committee on Commerce when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
‘duce a bill (S. No. 117) authorizing mail steamship service in the 
‘Gulf of Mexico between the port of New Orleans, Louisiana, and 
certain ports of the Republic of Mexico; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 118) to provide for the establishment of steamship 
mail service between the United States and Brazil; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 119) to provide for opening and keeping unob- 


structed the navigation of Red River and to take care of property of | 


the United States; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when 
‘appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
tluce a bill (S. No. 120) to authorize the Barrataria Ship Canal Com- 
any to construct and operate a ship-canal from New Orleans to the 
Gulf of Mexico through the lands and over the waters of the United 
‘States, and to grant the right of way to said company for said pur- 
pose; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 121) to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road bridge across the Ste. Marie River; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. SLATER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 122) for the relief of J. H. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
he referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 123) for the relief of William Shaw; which was 
‘Tread twice by its title,and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 124) for the relief of Hadley Hobson; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 125) for the relief of B. Jennings; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He alse asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 126) to reimburse the Creek orphan fund; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 127) granting the franking privilege to 
Lucretia R. Garfield; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what committee does the Sen- 
ator desire to have the bill referred? 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not know, Mr. President, that a reference is 
necessary. This bill is strictly in accordance with the precedents 
that have been established in similar cases heretofore; but if a refer- 
ence is desired, it should go the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be referred. 
Every dill should be referred. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table for 
the present, to be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Roads when appointed. 


That is the better course. 
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Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 128) for the relief of Warren Mitchell; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 129) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffreys; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 130) for the relief of Paulina 
Jones, widow of Alexander Jones, deceased, late of Company E, Second 
North Carolina Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 131) to prevent officers of 
the Navy from being kept upon the retired list after the disability 
for which they were placed there has ceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 132) to correct an error in section 
1588 of the Revised Statutes, in reference to the pay of retired officers 
of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws when appointed. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 133) to regulate and improve the civil serv- 
ice of the United States; which was read the first time by its title, 


| and ordered to lie on the table. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 134) to prevent extortion from persons in the pub- 
lic service, and bribery and coercion by such persons; which was 


| read the first time by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to say that I shall endeavor on Mon- 
day next, if it be the pleasure of the Senate, to call these bills up in 
order to submit some remarks to the Senate upon them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The notice will be entered. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 135) for the relief of First Lieutenant Robert 
G. Smither, adjutant of the Tenth United States Cavalry; which was 
read twice by its title, and, together with the accompanying papers, 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 136) for the relief of Andrew J. Miller, of 
Texas; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent,obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 137) for the relief of William Schuchardt, United States 
commercial agent at Piedras Negras, Mexico; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 138) for the relief of James Burke; which wasread 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 139) for the relief ef the legal representatives 
of William J. Budd, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave te 
introduce a bill (8. No. 140) to regulate the disposal of coal lands in 
the State of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
when appointed. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 141) for the protection of homestead settlers 
= the laws of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill lie on the table, and I shall endeavor 
to call it up at an early day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the present. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 142) for the relief of William C. Spencer; 
which was read twice by its title, and’ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

ie also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 143) for the relief of Charles Collins; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 144) granting a pension to Mary E. Ambrester; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 145) to reimburse the State of Oregon for 


The bill will lie on the table for 
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moneys paid by said State in the suppression of Indian hostilities 
during the Modoc war in the years 1872 and 1873; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 146) for the relief of William L. White; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 147) for the relief of Joseph G. Vann; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 

“duce a bill (8S. No. 148) to extend the time for filing for payment the 
“Fourth of July or property claims” for two years longer, to extend 
to July 1, 1884; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill(S. No. 149) granting a pension to Charlotte McCay; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill(S. No. 150) to provide for the settlement of accounts 
with certain railway companies; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the bill lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are those railway companies? If it is a 
claim bill, it.ought to go to the Committee on Claims. Is it thatold 
Southern railroads affair? 

Mr. BROWN. It is the claim of certain Southern railroads to have 
a reduction in the amount paid in under an appraisement made by 
military officers at the close of the war. I will simply state to the 
Senator that I suggested the reference to the Military Committee be- 
cause at the last session of Congress the subject was before that com- 
mittee. I have no objection to the other reference suggested, but I 
presumed the bill had better go to the same committee that acted on 
it before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This bill relates to what is really and strictly a 
claim that has been under discussion here a good many times. It was 
once before the Judiciary Committee, and failing there it then came 
in and went to the Committee on Military Affairs; but the proper 
place for it, I think, is the Committee on Claims. It is nothing but 
a claim against the United States, and I suggest to my triend that 
for the sake of the convenience of the Senate it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave no special preference. I only made the sug- 
gestion because at the last session of Congress the claim was before 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. But my friend from Georgia will see, as we all do 
to-day and always do, that unless special attention is called to the 
matter a bill goes just wherever the gentlemen in interest who put it 
into the hands of a Senator suggest, because we put them in, and they 
go wherever suggested. Therefore a particular reference at the last 
session does not prove much, because it might have happened under 
the circumstances named. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table for the 
present, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained ave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 151) to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor when appointed. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 152) to amend an act entitled “An act to incor- 
porate the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington, in the Dis-, 
trict of Columbia,” approved January 22, 1867 ; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No, 153) establishing courts of 
justice and record in the Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
dueea bill (8S. No. 154) forthe relief of John 8. Braxton ; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (by request, ) asked and, by unan- 
imous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 155) to pro- 
vide for refunding of fees in all cases of void registration of trade- 
marks; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 156) for the relief of Major Jacob E. Bur- 
bank; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 157) to enable the people of the Territory | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





21 


of Dakota to form a constitution and State government, and for the 
admission of the State into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Territories when 
appointed, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 158) estabfishing the Territory of North Dakota 
and providing a temporary government therefor; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Territories when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 159) for the relief of James D. 
Wood ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 160) for the relief of E. Parliman ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 161) for the relief of Nicholas White; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 162) for the relief of Salmon B. Colby; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 163) granting a pension to Hiram Johnson; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 164) granting a pension to Mary A. Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 165) granting a pension to Mrs. Rose M. Wood; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 166) to regulate the fees of ‘the clerks of the 
circuit and district courts in the State of Colorado; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 167) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 168) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow ; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 169) to establish a board of public education and 
to aid in the support of common schools in the several States and 
Territories; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Edueation and Labor 
when appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 170) for the relief of Captain 
Charles H. Briggs; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 171) in relation to 
certain fees allowed registers and receivers; which was read twice 
by its title, and with the accompanying papers ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when ap- 
pointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 172) to authorize the auditing of certain 
unpaid accounts of the Indian Bureau by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury ; which was read twice by its title, and with the accompany- 
ing papers ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 173) for the relief of Herman Biggs; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 174) disposing of the public lands covered 
by and included in meandered lakes, bayous, or streams at the time 
the public lands were surveyed, and which were not included in such 
survey ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 175) for the relief of D. T. Kirby; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 176) granting to the State of Missouri the public 
lands heretofore granted that State to aid in the construction of the 
Saint Louis and Iron Mountain Railroad, and repealing so much of 
the act of July 4, 1866, as places certain conditions and limitations 
upon said grant; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when 
appointed. : y 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 177) fixing compensation of United States mar- 
shals and deputies, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. : : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 178) to amend section 3734 of the Revised Statutes, 
and to provide for the erection of public buildings by contract with 
the lowest bidders; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds when appointed. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 179) fixing the compensation of United States dis- 
trict attorneys, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary when appointed. ; : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 180) to prohibit clerks of the Federal courts from 
collecting fees in any common-law action for copying the papers filed 
in such cause in a book styled “the final record,” and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when 
hppointed. = ‘ 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 181) to establish a United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories when appointed. . 

Mr. MILLER, of California, (by segues) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 182) for the relief 
of Alfred Hedberg ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
when appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 183) for the relief of Asenath A. Phelps, 
administratrix of the estate of Harlow J. Phelps, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 184) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 185) for the relief of the captain, owners, officers, 
and crew of the late United States private-armed brig General Arm- 
strong, their heirs, executors, administrators, agents, or assigns; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations when appointed. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 186) for the relief of Ben Holladay; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 187) for the relief of Lucy D. Hooper; which 
was read twice by its title, and with the accompanying papers 


ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions- 


inted. 
CPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 188) in regard to a monumental column to 
commemorate the battle of Monmouth; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 3) providing 
for a commission to consider and report what legislation is needed for 
the better regulation of commerce among the States; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 4) authorizing the President 
to place Thomas L. Crittenden upon the retired list with the rank 
and pay of a brigadier-general; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to Tlie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs when appointed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following order: 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Paulina Jones, widow of Alexander 
Jones, di Company E, Second North Carolina ae be withdrawn from 
the es the Senate and referred to the Committee on ilitary Affairs when 
appo : 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Has there been an adverse report in that case, 
Mr. President ? 


when a’ 
Mr. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There has been noadverse report, the 
Chair understands. The order is made conditional on there being 
no adverse report; all these orders are ‘‘subject to the rule.” If 
there be an adverse report, the Secretary will not enter the order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the order be so amended, for I have not exam- 
ined to see whether there has been a report at all. 

eae re pro tempore. The order will be made subject to 
the rule. 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the reinstatement of William C. Spencer to 
the Army be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs when appointed. 

Ordered, That the petition of Mary E. Ambrester be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. * 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Charles Collins be taken from the files 
of the — and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads when 
appointed. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 


Ordered, That the pemers inthe caseofJ.F. Moore, of Iredell County, North Caro- 
~ be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
aims. 

Ordered, That papers in the case of G. M. Woodruff, of Wilkes County, North 
— be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of H. D. Coley, of Wade County, North 
= be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Major Jacob E. Burbank be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
when appointed, there having been no adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers relating to the claim of Ben Holladay, of 
Washington, District of Columbia, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Claims of the Senate when appointed, there being no 
adverse report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 


Ordered, That the pes relating to the Creek orphan fund be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of F. G. Schwatka, sr., be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That So panes relating to the claims of citizens of the United States 
for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians, on file in the office of the 
Secretary of the Senate, be taken therefrom and referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. GARLAND, the committee appointed in con- 
junction with a similar committee of the House of Representatives 
2 — the President of the United States, appeared below the 

ar, an 

Mr. ANTHONY said: The committee charged by the two Houses 
of Congress to wait upon the President and inform him that they had 
organized, were prepared for the dispatch of business, and were ready 
to receive any communication it might be his pleasure to make, have 
performed the duty assigned them, and the President replied that he 
would communicate to the two Houses in writing forthwith. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Whereas the Constitution of the United States provides, ‘In case of the re- 
moval of the President from oflice, or of his death, resignation, or inability to dis- 
charge the powers and duties of the said office, the same shall devolve on the Vice- 
President, and the Congress may by law ne for the case of removal, death, 
resignation, or inability, both of the President and Vice-President, declaring what 
officer shall then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly, until the 
disability be removed, or a President shall be elected;"’ and 

Whereas it greatly concerns the pene of the country, and, perhaps, the very 
existence of the Government, that the laws enacted by Congress in pursuance of 
that provision of the Constitution shonld be so comprehensive as to provide for 
every vacancy that can possibly occur in the office of President, and so clear as to 
admit of no controversy nor any question of disputed succession to that high office : 
To the end, therefore, that all doubts or defects which may exist in our present 
laws on this subject may be remedied and future controversy prevented, 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be instructed to examine into said provisions of the Constitution, and intothe 
laws passed by Congress to carry them into effect, and inquire whether the pro- 
visions of said laws are constitutional, proper, and adequate in all respects to their 
purpose and end, or whether any further legislation be necessary or proper ; and 
to report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. BECK. I desire that the resolution should lie upon the table, 
and I shall endeavor to call it up to-morrow if it is the will of the 
Senate, or any other morning when it may be convenient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 

Mr. MAXEY. [had prepared a resolution on the same subject, not 
knowing that any one else had done so. As mine is quite short, I ask 
that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution of Mr. MAXEY, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, instructed to 
inquire what legislation, if any, is necessary to carry into effect the provision of 
the Constitution in case of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, 
resignation, or inability to discharge the powers and duties of the said office, as 
well as the provision in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability of both 
the President and Vice-President ; and said committee will report by bill or other- 
wise. 





1881. 


Mr. MAXEY. When I drew the resolution, not knowing, as I said, 
that any one else had prepared one, I had intended to ask to be heard 
in a few remarks before it should be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary ; but, as the Senator from Kentucky has made the same 
request in regard to his resolution, and as the two resolutions look 
to the same end, I shall ask that mine also lie on the table, so that 
when the other resolution is referred to the Judiciary Committee this 
may in like manner be referred to that committee. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Do the movers of the resolutions 
wish them to be printed? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We all wish them printed. 

Mr. MAXEY. They will be printed under the rules, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Simple resolutions, under the rule, 
the Clerk informs the Chair, are not printed unless ordered. These 
resolutions will be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. Before the question is disposed of for the present, 
I wish to make a remark. As it isevident that the subject is a very 
important one and has been considered, I presume, by every Senator 
more or less within the last three or four months, I would suggest to 
the movers of the resolutions that they fix a day certain when they 
will make the remarks they intend to make in order that ether Sen- 
ators who may wish to submit some remarks may participate in that 
discussion. I shall have some few words to submit then, and at the 
same time will offer a bill in reference to the subject. I ask the 
Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Texas to agree upon 
some day when they will call up their resolutions. 

Mr. BECK. Any day will suit me that will suit the convenience 
of the Senate. I have taken occasion to look up a good many of the 
debates. The resolution itself is almost a copy of one introduced by 
Mr. Crittenden in 1856. Thursday or Friday, next Tuesday, to-mor- 
row, or any time, will suit me; Iam prepared now indeed but for the 
announcement from the President that his message will be sent in 
forthwith. The Senate can determine upon a convenient time. 

Mr. MAXEY. ‘The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] has asked 
the consent of the Senate to hear remarks from himself on Monday 
next on twe bills which he has introduced. If it suits the conven- 
ience of the Senator from Kentucky, the Senator from Arkansas, and 
others who desire to speak on the resolutions, I would suggest Tues- 
day next at the conclusion of the morning business. I should be glad 
to have the resolutions considered at that time, and I suggest Tues- 
day next at the close of the morning hour. 

Mr. BECK. If that suits other Senators it suits me. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] is perhaps most interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from er has given notice that on Tuesday next after 
the morning business he will ask to be heard, with other Senators, 
upon the subject of the resolutions which have been read ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 


TARIFF COMMISSION. 


Mr. MORRILL. As notices seem to be given as to calling up cer- 
tain measures, I desire to say that to-morrow, after the conclusion of 
the morning business, I shall call up the bill (S. No. 22) to provide 
for the appointment of a commission to investigate the question of 
the tariff and internal revenue laws, upon which I shall offer some 
remarks. 

NATIONAL BANK FAILURES. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Sec of the Treasury be directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate copies of general or special instructions issued for the guidance of persons ap- 
pointed to examine and — upon the condition of national banks; also, copies 
of all reports made by such examiners of all examinations of the following-named 
national banks made within two years prior to the failure thereof, and the reports 
of the condition of said banks made by the receivers subsequent to the failure of 
each such bank ar mart td to wit: National Bank of the State of Missouni; Ger- 
man American National Bank, Washington, District of Columbia; First National 
Bank, Newark, New Jersey; Mechanics’ National Bank, Newark, New Jersey; 
and whether pay national bank has been permitted to reduce the amount of its 
bonds on deposit for circulation below the limit of $50,000 fixed by section 4 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, and also whether the articles of association of any national 
bank have been extended, and under what authority of law, if any, such extension 
hag been made. 

INTERNAE REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I offer the following resolution, 
and ask that it lie on the table, with a view of calling it up at some 
future day: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, it is expedient to reduce the reve- 
nue of the Government by abolishing al! existing internal revenue taxes except 
those imposed upon high wines and distilled spirits. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

At one o’clock and five minutes p. m. Mr. O. L, PRUDEN, one of 
the secretaries of the President of the United States, appeared at the 
bar of the Senate, and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the secretary and handed to the 


President fa pameert. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
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the annual message of the President of the United States, which the 
Secretary will read. 

The Acting Secretary of the Senate (Mr. FRANcIs E. SHOBER) read 
the message, as follows: 





To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


An appalling calamity has befallen the American people since their 
chosen representatives last met in the halls where you are now as- 
sembled. We might else recall with unalloyed content the rare pros- 

erity with which throughout the year the nation has been blessed. 

ts harvests have been plenteous; its varied industries have thriven; 
the health of its people has been preserved; it has maintained with 
foreign governments the undisturbed relations of amity and . 
For these manifestations of His favor we owe to Him who holds our 
destiny in His hands the tribute of our grateful devotion. 

To that mysterious exercise of His will which has taken from us 
the loved and illustrious citizen who was but lately the head of the 
nation we bow in sorrow and submission. 

The memory of his exalted character, of his noble achievements, 
and of his patriotic life will be treasured forever as a sacred posses- 
sion of the whole people. 

The announcement of his death drew from foreign governments and 
peoples tributes of sympathy and sorrow which history will record 
. — tokens of the kinship of nations and the federation of man- 

nd. 

The feeling of good-will between our own Government and that of 
Great Britain was never more marked than at present. In recogni- 
tion of this pleasing fact I directed, on the occasion of the late cen- 
tennial celebration at Yorktown, that a salute be given to the British 


flag. ' 

fiw for the correspondence, to which I shall refer hereafter, in rela- ° 
tion to the proposed canal across the Isthmus of Panama, little has 
occurred worthy of mention in the diplomatic relations of the two 
countries. 

Early in the year the Fortune Bay claims were satisfactorily set- 
tled by the British Government paying in full the sum of £15,000, 
most of which has been already distributed. As the terms of the 
settlement included compensation for injuries suffered by our fisher- 
men at Aspee Bay, there has been retained from the gross award a 
sum which is deemed adequate for those claims. 

The participation of Americans in the exhibitions at Melbourne 
and Sydney will be approvingly mentioned in the reports of the two 
exhibitions, soon to be presented toCongress. They will disclose the 
readiness of our countrymen to make successful competition in dis- 
tant fields of enterprise. 

Negotiations for an international copyright convention are in hope- 
ful progress. 

The surrender of Sitting Bull and his forces upon the Canadian 
frontier has allayed apprehension, although bodies of British Indians 
still cross the border in quest of sustenance. Upon this subject a 
correspondence has been opened, which promises an adequate under- 
standing. Our troops have orders to avoid meanwhile all collisions 
with alien Indians, 

The presence at the Yorktown celebration of representatives of the 
French ne and descendants of La Fayette and of his gallant com- 
patriots who were our allies in the Revolution, has served to strength- 
—— spirit of good-will which has always existed between the two 
nations. 

You will be furnished with the proceedings of the bimetallic con- 
ference held during the summer at the city of Paris. No accord was 
reached, but a valuable interchange of views was had, and the con- 
ference will next year be renewed. : 

At the electrical exhibition and congress, also held at Paris, this 

country was creditably represented by eminent specialists who, in 
the absence of an appropriation, generously lent their efficient aid at 
the instance of the State Department. While our exhibitors in this 
‘almost distinctively American field of achievement have won several 
valuable awards, I recommend that Congress provide for the repay- 
ment of the personal expenses incurred, in the public interest, by the 
honorary commissioners and delegates. 
_ No new questions respecting the status of our naturalized citizens 
in Germany have arisen during the year, and the causes of complaint, 
especially in Alsace and Lorraine, have practically ceased through 
the liberal action of the Imperial Government in accepting our often- 
expressed views on the subject. The application of the treaty of 1868 
to the lately acquired Rhenish provinces has received very earnest 
attention, and a definite and lasting agreement on this point is con- 
fidently expected. ‘The participation of the descendants of Baron 
von Steuben in the Yorktown festivities, and their subsequent recep- 
tion by their American kinsmen, strikingly evinced the ties of good- 
will which unite the German people and our own. 

Our intercourse with Spain has been friendly. An agreement con- 
cluded in February last fixes a term for the labors of the Spanish and 
American claims commission. The Spanish Government has been 
reauane to pay the late awards of that commission, and will, it 1s 
believed, accede to the request as promptly and courteously as on 
former occasions, 

_ By recent legislation onerous fines have been imposed upon Amer- 
ican shipping in Spanish and colonial ports for slight irregularities 
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in manifests. One case of hardship is specially worthy of attention. 
The bark Masonic, bound for Japan, entered Manila in distress, and 
is there sought to be confiscated under Spanish revenue laws for an 
alleged shortage in her trans-shipped cargo. Though efforts for her 
relief have thus far proved unavailing, it is expected that the whole 
matter will be adjusted in a friendly spirit. 

The Senate resolutions of condolence on the assassination of the 
Czar Alexander II were appropriately communicated to the Russian 
Government, which in turn has expressed its sympathy in our late 
national bereavement. It is desirable that our cordial relations with 
Russia should be strengthened by proper engagements, wevegsce | to 

ble Americans who visit the empire the consideration which 
is due to them as citizens of a friendly State. This is especially need- 
fal with respect to American Israelites, whose classification with the 
native Hebrews has evoked energetic remonstrances from this Gov- 
ernment. 

A supplementary consular agreement with Italy has been sanc- 
tioned and proclaimed, which puts at rest conflicts of jurisdiction in 
the case of crimes on shipboard. 

Several important international conferences have been held in 
Italy during the year. At the geographical congress of Venice, the 
beneficence congress of Milan, and the hygienic congress of Turin, 
this country was represented by delegates from branches of the pub- 
lic service, or by private citizens duly accredited in an honorary 
capacity. It is hoped that Congress will give such prominence to 
the results of their participation as they may seem to deserve. 

The abolition of all discriminating duties against such colonial 
productions of the Dutch East Indies as are imported hither from 
Holland has been already considered by Congress. I trust that at 
the present session the matter may be favorably concluded. 

The insecurity of life and property in many parts of Turkey has 
given rise to correspondence with the Porte, loo ~~ particularly to 
the better protection of American missionaries in the empire. The 
condemned murderer of the eminent missionary, Dr. Justin W. Par- 
sons, has not yet been executed, although this Government has 
repeatedly demanded that exemplary justice be done. 

The Swiss Government has again solicited the good offices of our 
diplomatic and consular agents for the protection of its citizens in 
countries where it is not itself represented. This request has, 
within proper limits, been granted. 

Our agents in Switzerland have been instructed to protest against 
the conduct of the authorities of certain communes in permitting the 
emigration to this country of criminals and other objectionable per- 
sons. Several such persons, through the co-operation of the com- 
missioners of emigration at New York, have been sent back by the 
steamers which brought them. A continuance of this course may 
prove a more effectual remedy than diplomatic remonstrance. 

Treaties of commerce and navigation, and for the regulation of 
consular privileges, have been concluded with Roumania and Servia 
since their admission into the family of European states. 

As is natural with contiguous states having like institutions and 
like aims of advancement and development, the friendship of the Uni- 
ted States and Mexico has been constantly maintained. This Gov- 
ernment has lost no occasion of encouraging the Mexican Government 
to a beneficial realization of the mutual advantages which will re- 
sult from more intimate commercial intercourse and from the opening 
of the rich interior of Mexico to railway enterprise. I deem it im- 
portant that means be provided to restrain the lawlessness unfor- 
tunately so common on the frontier, and to suppress the forays of the 
reservation Indians on either side of the Rio Grande. 

The neighboring states of Central America have preserved internal 
peace, and their outward relations toward us have been those of in- 
timate friendship. There are encouraging signs of their growing 
disposition to subordinate their local interests to those which aré 
common to them by reason of their geographical relations. 

The boundary dispute between Guatemala and Mexico has afforded 
this Government an opportunity to exercise its good offices for pre- 
venting a rupture between those states, and for procuring a peaceable 
solution of the question. I cherish strong hope that in view of our 
relations of amity with both countries our friendly counsels may 
prevail. 

A special envoy of Guatemala has brought to me the condolences 
of his government and people on the death of President Garfield. 

The Costa Rican Government lately framed an engagement with 
Colombia for settling by arbitration the boundary question between 
those countries, providing that the post of arbitrator should be of- 
fered successively to the King of the Belgians, the King of Spain, 
and the President of the Argentine Confederation. The King of the 
Belgians has declined to act, but I am not as yet advised of the action 
of the King of Spain. As we have certain interests in the disputed 
territory which are protected by our treaty engagements with one of 
the parties, it is important that the arbitration should not, without 
our consent, affect our rights, and this Government has accordingly 
thought proper to make its views known to the parties to thea - 
ment, as well as to intimate them to the Belgian and Spanish Gov- 
ernments. 

The questions growing out of the proposed interoceanic water-way 
across the Isthmus of Panama are of grave national importance. 
This Government has not been unmindful of the 'solemn obligations 
imposed upon it by its compact of 1846 with Colombia, as the inde- 
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pendent and sovereign mistress of the territory crossed by the canal, 
and has sought to render them effective by fresh engagements with 
the Colombian Republic looking to their practical execution. The 
negotiations to this end, after they had reached what appeared to be 
a mutually satisfactory solution here, were met in Colombia by a dis- 
avowal of the powers which its envoy had assumed, and by a pro- 
posal for renewed negotiation on a modified basis. 

Meanwhile this Government learned that Colombia had proposed 
to the European powers to join in a guarantee of the neutrality of 
the proposed Panama Canal—a guarantee which would be in direct 
contravention of our obligation as the sole rantor of the integ- 
rity of Colombian territory and of the neutrality of the canal itself. 
My lamented predecessor felt it his duty to place before the European. 
powers the reasons which make the prior guarantee of the United. 
States indispensable, and for whieh the interjection of any foreign. 
guarantee might be regarded as a superfluous and unfriendly act. 

Foreseeing the probable reliance of the British Government on the: 
provisions of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850, as affording room 
tor a share in the guarantees which the United States covenanted 
with Colombia four years before, I have not hesitated to supplement 
the action of my predecessor by proposing to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment the modification of that instrument and the abrogation of such 
clauses thereof as do not comport with the obligations of the United 
States toward Colombia, or with the vital needs of the two friendly 
parties to the compact. 

This Government sees with great concern the continuance of the 
hostile relations between Chili, Bolivia, and Peru. An early peace 
between these republics is much to be desired, not only that they 
may themselves be spared further misery and bloodshed, but because. 
their continued antagonism threatens consequences which are, in my 
judgment, dangerous to the interests of republican government on 
this continent, and calculated to destroy the best elements of our 
free and peaceful civilization. 

As in the present excited condition of.popular feeling in these coun- 
tries there has been serious misapprehension of the position of the 
United States, and as separate diplomatic intercourse with each 
through independent ministers is sometimes subject, — tothe want 
of prompt reciprocal communication, to temporary misunderstanding, 
I have deemed it judicious at the present time to send a special envoy 
accredited to all and each of them, and furnished with general instruc- 
tions, which will, I trust, enable him to bring these powers into 
friendly relations. 

The Government of Venezuela maintaiis its attitude of warm friend- 
ship and continues with great regularity its payment of the monthly 
quota of the diplomatic debt. Without suggesting the direction in 
which Congress should act, I ask its attention to the pending ques- 
tions affecting the distribution of the sums thus far received. 

The relations between Venezuela and France growing out of the 
same debt have been for some time past in an unsatisfactory state, 
and this Government, as the neighbor and one of the largest credit- 
ors of Venezuela, has interposed its influence with the French Govern- 
ment with the view of producing a friendly and honorable adjust- 
ment. 

I regret that the commercial interests between the United States 
and Brazil, from which great advantages were hoped a year ago, have 
suffered from the withdrawal of the American lines of communication 
between the Brazilian ports and our own. 

Through the efforts of our minister resident at Buenos Ayres and 
the United States minister at Santiago a treaty has been concluded 
between the Argentine Republic and Chili disposing of the long- 

ending Patagonian beundary question. It isa matter of congratu- 

ation that our Government has been afforded the opportunity of suc- 
cessfully exerting its good influence for the prevention of disagree- 
ments between these republics of the American continent. 

I am glad to inform you that the treaties lately negotiated with 
China have been duly ratified on both sides and the exchange made 
at Peking. Legislation is necessary to carry their provisions into 
effect. The prompt and friendly spirit with which the Chinese Gov- 
ernment, at the request of the United States, conceded the modifica- 
tion of existing treaties should secure careful regard for the interests 
and susceptibilities of that government in the enactment of any laws 
relating to Chinese immigration. 

Those clauses of the treaties which forbid the participation of citi- 
zens or vessels of the United States in the opium trade will doubtless 
receive your approval. They will attest the sincere interest which 
our people and Government feel in the commendable efforts of the 
Chinese Government to put a stop to this demoralizing and destructive 
trafic. 

In relation both to China and Japan some changes are desirable in 
our present system of consular jurisdiction. I hope at some future 
time to lay before you ascheme for its improvement in the entire East. 

The intimacy between our own country and Japan, the most ad- 
vanced of the eastern nations, continues to be cordial. I am advised 
that the emperor contemplates the establishment of full constitu- 
tional government and that he has already summoned a parliamentary 
congress for the purpose of effecting the change. Such a remarkable 
step toward complete assimilation with the western system cannot 
fail to bring Japan into closer and more beneficial relationship with 
ourselves as the chief Pacific power. 

A question has arisen in relation to the exercise in that country of 
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the judicial functions conferred upon our ministers and consuls. The 
indictment, trial, and conviction in the consular court at Yokohama 
of John Ross, a merchant-seaman on board an American vessel, have 
made it necessary for the government to institute a careful examina- 
tion into the nature and methods of this jurisdiction. 

It appeared that Ross was ce age shipped under the flag of the 
United States, but was by birth a British subject. My predecessor 
felt it his duty to maintain the position that, during his service as a 
regular shipped seaman on board an American merchant vessel, Ross 
was subject to the laws of that service and to the jurisdiction of the 
United States consular authorities. 

I renew the recommendation which has been heretofore urged by 
the Executive upon the attention of Congress, that after the reduc- 
tion of such amount as may be found due to American citizens, the 
balance of the indemnity funds heretofore obtained from China and 
Japan, and which are now in the hands of the State Department, be 
returned to the governments of those countries. 

The King of Hawaii, in the course of his homeward return after a 
journey around the world, has lately visited this country. While our 
relations with that kingdom are friendly, this Government has viewed 
with concern the efforts to seek replenishment of the diminishing pop- 
ulation of the islands from outward sources, to a degree which may 
impair the native sovereignty and independence, in which the United 
States was among the first to testify a lively interest. 

Relations of unimpaired amity have been maintained throughout 
the year with the respective Governments of Austria-Hungary, Bel- 
gium, Denmark, Hayti, Paraguay, Uruguay, Portugal, and Sweden 
and Norway. This may also be said of Greece and Ecuador, although 
our relation with those states have for some years been severed by 
the withdrawal of appropriations for diplomatic representatives at 
Athens and Quito. It seems expedient to restore those missions, even 
on a reduced scale, and I decidedly recommend such a course with 
respect to Ecuador, which is likely, within the near future, to play 
an important part among the nations of the Southern Pacific. 

At its last extra session the Senate called for the text of the Geneva 
convention for the relief of the wounded in war. I trust that this 
action foreshadows such interest in the subject as will result in the 
adhesion of the United States to that humane and commendable en- 
gagement. 

I invite your attention to the propriety of adopting the new code 
of international rules for the prevention of collisions on the high seas, 
and of conforming the domestic legislation of the United States thereto, 
so that no confusion may arise from the application of conflicting rules 
in the case of vessels of different nationalities meeting in tidal waters. 
These international rules differ but slightly from our own. They 
have been adopted by the Navy Department for the governance ot 
the war ships of the United States on the high seas and in foreign 
waters; and, through the action of the State Department in dissemi- 
nating the rules and in acquainting shipmasters with the option of 
conforming to them without the jurisdictional waters of the United 
States, they are now very generally known and obeyed. 

The State Department still continues to publish to the country the 
trade and manufacturing reports received from its officers abroad. 
The success of this course warrants its continuance and such appro- 
priation as may be required to meet the rapidly increasing demand 
tor these publications. With special reference to the Atlanta cotton 
exposition, the October number of the reports was devoted to a val- 
uable collection of papers on the cotton-goods trade of the world. 

The international sanitary conference, for which, in 1879, Congress 


made provision, assembled in this city early in January last, and its | 


sessions were prolonged until March. Although it reached no specific 
conclusions affecting the future action of the participant powers, the 
interchange of views proved to be most valuable. The full protocols 
of the session have been already presented to the Senate. 

As pertinent to this general subject, I call your attention to the 
operations of the National Board of Health. Established by act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1879, its sphere of duty was enlarged by 
*the act of June 2 in the same year. By the last-named act the board 
was required to institute such measures as might be deemed neces- 
sary for preventing the introduction of contagious or infectious dis- 
eases from foreign countries into the United States or from ore State 
into another. 

The execution of the rules and regulations prepared by the board 
and approved by my predecessor has done much to arrest the pro- 
gress of epidemic disease, and has thus rendered substantial service 
to the nation. 

The international sanitary conference, to which I have referred, 
adopted a form of a bill of health to be used by all vessels seeking to 
enter the ports of the countries whose representatives participated in 
its deliberations. This form has since been prescribed by the National 
Board of Health and incorporated with itsrules and regulations, which 
have been ~ gee prone by me in pursuance of law. 

The health of the people is of supreme importance. All measures 
looking to their protection against the spread of contagious diseases, 
and to the increase of our sanitary knowledge for such purposes, de- 
serve attention of Congress. 

The report of the aren of the Treasury presents in detail a 
highly satisfactory exhibit of the state of the finances and the con- 
dition of the various branches of the public service administered by 
that department. 


| Leaving a surplus revenue of 





The ordinary revenues from all sources for the fiscal year ending. 
June 30, 1881, were: 
From customs $198, 159, 676 02 

135, 264, 385 51 
From sales of public lands 2,201, 863 17 
From tax on circulation and deposits of national 

banks 
From repayment of interest by Pacific Railway Com- 
panies 
From sinking fund for Pacific Railway Companies. 
From customs fees, fines, penalties, &c 
From fees—consular, letters patent, and lands 
From proceeds of sales of Government property -... 
From profits on coninage 
From revenues of the District of Columbia 
From miscellaneous sources 


8, 116, 115 7: 


810, 833 

805, 180 £ 
1, 225,514 8 
2,244, 983 

262, 174 
3, 468, 485 6 
2, 016, 199 
6, 206, 880 


Total ordinary receipts 
The ordinary expenditures for the same period were: 


For civil expenses $17,941,177 19 

For foreign intercourse 1, 093, 954 92 

For Indians 6,514, 161 09 

For pensions 

For the military establishment, in- 
cluding river and harbor improve- 
ments and arsenals 

For the naval establishment, includ- 
ing vessels, machinery, and im- 
provements at navy-yards 

For miscellaneous expenditures, in- 
cluding public buildings, light- 
houses, and collecting the revenue. 

For expenditures on account of the 
District of Columbia 

For interest on the public debt 

For premium on bonds purchased. . 


360, 782, 292 


40, 466, 460 55 


15, 686, 671 66 


41, 837, 280 57 


3, 543, 912 03 
82,508, 741 18 
1, 061, 248 78 


Total ordinary expenditures 260, 712, 887 


100, 069, 404 
Which was applied as follows : 
To the redemption of— 
Bonds for the sinking fund 
Fractional currency for the sinking fund 
Loan of February, 1861 
Ten-forties of 1864 
Five-twenties of 1862 
Five-twenties of 1864 
Five-twenties of 1865 
Consols of 1865 
Consols of 1867 
Consols of 1868 
Texan indemnity stock 
Old demand, compound-interest, and other notes... 
And to the increase of cash in the Treasury 


00 
05 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
a) 
00 
OO 
00 


93. 


74, 371, 200 
109, 001 
7, 418, 000 
2, 016, 150 
18, 300 

3, 400 

37, 300 
143, 150 
959, 150 
337, 400 

1, 000 

18, 330 

14, 637, 023 


100, 069, 404 

The requirements of the sinking fund for the year amounted to 
$90,786,064.02, which sum included a balance of $49,817,128.78, not 
provided for during the previous fiscalyear. The sumof$74,480,201.05 
was applied to this fund, which left a deficit of $16,305,873.47. The 
increase of the revenues for 1881 over those of the previous year was 
$29,352,901.10. It is estimated that the receipts during the present 
fiscal year will reach $400,000,000, and the expenditures $270,000,000, 
leaving a surplus of $130,000,000 applicable to the sinking fund and 
the redemption of the public debt. 

I approve the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that provision be made for the early retirement of silver certificates, 
and that the act requiring their issue be repealed. They were issued 
in pursuance of the policy of the Government to maintain silver at 
or near the gold standard, and were accordingly made receivable for 
all customs, taxes, and publicdues. About sixty-six millions of them 
are now outstanding. They form an unnecessary addition to the 
paper currency, a suflicient amount of which may be readily supplied 
by the national banks. 

In accordance with the act of February 28, 1878, the Treasury De- 
eo cene gt has, monthly, caused at least two millions in value of silver 

ullion to be coined into standard silver dollars. One hundred and 
two millions of these dollars have been already coined, while only 
about thirty-four millions are in circulation. 

For the reasons which he specifies, I concur in the Secretary’s rec- 
ommendation that the provision for coinage of a fixed amount each» 
month be repealed, and that hereafter only so much be coined as shall 
be necessary to supply the demand. 

The Secreta vises that the issue of gold certificates should not 
for the present be resumed, and suggests that the national banks may 
properly be forbidden by law to retire their currency except upon rea- 
sonable notice of their intention so todo. Such legislation would. 
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seem to be justified by the recent action of certain banks on the occa- 
sion referred to in the Secretary’s report. 

Of the fifteen millions of fractional currency still outstanding, only 
about eighty thousand has been redeemed the past year. The sugges- 
tion that this amount may properly be dropped from future state- 
ments of the public debt seems worthy of approval. 

So also does the suggestion of the Secretary as to the advisability 
of relieving the calendar of the United States courts in the southern 
district of New York, by the transfer to another tribunal of the nu- 
merous suits there pending against collectors. 

The revenue from customs for the past fiscal year was $198,159,676.02, 
an increase of $11,637,611.42 over that of the year preceding; $138,- 
098,562.39 of this amount was collected at the port of New York, leay- 
ing $50,251,113.63 as the amount collected at all the other ports of 
the country. Of this sum, $47,977,137.63 was collected on sugar, me- 
lado, and molasses; $27,285,624.78 on wool and its manufactures; 
$21,462,534.34 on iron and steel and manufactures thereof; $19,038,- 
665.81 on manufactures of silk; $10,825,115.21 on manufactures of 
cotton; and $6,469,643.04 on wines and spirits; making a total reve- 
nue from these sources of $133,058,720.81. 

The expenses of collection for the past year were $6,419,345.20, an 
increase over the preceding year of $387,410.04. Notwithstanding the 
increase in the revenue from customs over the preceding year, the 
gross value of the imports, including free goods, decreased over twenty- 
five millions of dollars. The most marked decrease was in the value 
of unmanufactured wool, $14,023,682, and in that of scrap and pi 
iron, $12,810,671. The value of imported sugar, on the other hand, 
showed an increase of $7,457,474; of steel rails, $4,345,521; of barley, 
$2,154,204; and of steel in bars, ingots, &c., $1,620,046. 

Contrasted with the imports during the last fiscal year, the exports 
were as follows: 


Domestic merchandise 
Foreign merchandise 


$883, 925, 947 
18, 451, 399 


902, 377, 346 


Excess of exports over imports of merchandise 259, 712, 718 
Aggregate of exports and imports 1, 545, 041,974 


Compared with the previous year, there was an increase of $66,738,- 
688 in the value of exports of merchandise, and a decrease of $25,290,- 
118 in the value of imports. The annual average of the excess of im- 
ports of merchandise over exports thereof for ten years previous to 
June 30, 1873, was $104,706,922; but for the last six years there has 
been an excess of exports over imports of merchandise amounting to 
$1,180,668,105, an annual average of $196,778,017. The specie value of 
the exports. of domestic merchandise was $376,616,473 in 1870, and 
$883,925,947 in 1881, an increase of $507,309,474, or 135 per cent. The 
value of imports was $435,958,408 in 1870, and $642,664,628 in 1881, an 
increase of $206,706,220, or 47 per cent. 

During each year from 1862 to 1879, inclusive, the exports of specie 
exceeded the imports. The largest excess of such exports over im- 
ports was reached during the year 1864, when it amounted to $92,- 
280,929. But during the year ended June 30, 1880, the imports of 
coin and bullion exceeded the exports by $75,891,391; and during 
the last fiscal year the excess of imports over exports was $91, 168,650. 

In the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury the at- 
tention of Congress was called to the fact that $469,651,050 in 5 per 
cent. bonds and $203,573,750 in 6 per cent. bonds would become re- 
-deemable during the year, and Congress was asked to authorize the 
refunding of these bonds at a lower rate of interest. The bill for such 
refunding having failed to become a law, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in April last, notified the holders of the $195,690,400 6 per cent. 
bonds then outstanding that the bonds would be paid at par on the 
Ist day of July following, or that they might be ‘‘continued” at the 
pleasure of the Government, to bear interest at the rate of 3} per 
cent. per annum. 

Under this notice $178,055,150 of the 6 per cent. bonds were con- 
tinued at the lower rate, and $17,635,250 were redeemed. 

In the month of May a likenotice was given respecting the redemp- 
tion or continuance of the $439,841,350 of 5 per cent. bonds then out- 
standing, and of these, $401,504,900 were continued at 3} per cent. per 
annum, and $38,336,450 redeemed. 

The 6 per cent. bonds of the loan of February 8, 1861, and of the 
Oregon war debt, amounting together to $14,125,800, having matured 
during the year, the Secretary of the Treasury gave notice of his in- 
tention to redeem the same, and such as have been presented have 
been paid from the surplus revenues. There have also been redeemed 
at par $16,179,100 of the 3} per cept. “continued” bonds, making a 
total of bonds redeemed, or which have ceased to bear interest dur- 
ing the year, of $123,969,650. 

The reduction of the annual interest on the public debt through 
‘these transactions is as follows: 


By reduction of interest to 3} per cent............-. $10, 473, 952 25 
-By redemption of bonds 

16, 826, 292 25 

The 3} per cent. bonds, being payable at the pleasure of the Gov- 
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ernment, are available for the investment of surplus revenues with- 
out the payment of premiums. 

Unless these bonds can be funded at a much lower rate of interest 
than they now bear, I agree with the Secretary of the Treasury that 
no legislation respecting them is desirable. 

It is a matter for congratulation that the business of the country 
has been so prosperous during the past year as to yield by taxation 
a large surplus of income to the Government. If the revenue laws 
remain unchanged, this surplus must, year by year, increase, on ac- 
count of the reduction of the public debt and its burden of interest, 
and because of the rapid increase of our population. In 1860, just 
prior to the institution of our internal-revenue system, our popula- 
tion but slightly exceeded 30,000,000. By the census of 1880 it is now 
found to exceed 50,000,000. It is estimated that, even if the annual 
receipts and expenditures should continue as at present, the entire 
debt could be paid in ten years. 

In view, however, of the heavy load of taxation which our people 
have already borne, we may well consider whether it is not the part 
of wisdom to reduce the revenues, even if we delay a little the pay- 
ment of the debt. 

It seems to me that the time has arrived when the people may 
justly demand some relief from their present onerous burden, and 
that by due economy in the various branches of the public service 
this may readily be afforded. 

I therefore concur with the Secretary in recommending the aboli- 
tion of all internal revenue taxes except those upon tobacco in its 
various forms and upon distilled spirits and fermented liquors, and 
except also the special tax upon the manufacturers of and dealers in 
such articles. The retention of the latter tax is desirable as afford- 
ing the officers of the Government a proper supervision of these 
articles for the prevention of fraud. I agree with the Secretary of 
the Treasury that the law imposing a stamp tax bag matches, 
proprietary articles, playing-cards, checks, and dra may with 
propriety be repealed, and the law also by which banks and bankers 
are assessed upon their capital and deposits. ‘There seems to be a 
general sentiment in favor of this course. 

In the present condition of our revenues the tax upon deposits is 
especially unjust. It was never imposed in this country until it was 
demanded by the necessities of war, and was never exacted, I believe, 
in any other country, even in its greatest exigencies. Banks are re- 
quired to secure their circulation by pledging with the Treasurer of 
the United States bonds of the General Government. The interest 
upon these bonds, which at the time when the tax was imposed was 
6 per cent., is now, in most instances, 3} per cent. Besides, the en- 
tire circulation was originally limited by law and no increase was 
allowable. When the existing banks had practically a monopoly of 
the business there was force in the suggestion that for the franchise 
to the favored grantees the Government might very properly exact a 
tax on circulation; but for years the system has been free and the 
amount of circulation regulated by the public demand. 

The retention of this tax has been suggested as a means of reim- 
bursing the Government for the expense of printing and furnishing 
the circulating notes. If the tax should be repealed it would cer- 
tainly seem proper to require the national banks to pay the amount 
of such —— to the Comptroller of the Currency. 

It is perhaps doubtful whether the immediate reduction of the rate 
of taxation upon liquors and tobacco is advisable, especially in view 
of the drain upon the Treasury which must attend the payment of 
arrears of pensions. A comparison, however, of the amount of taxes 
collected under the varying rates of taxation which have at different 
times prevailed suggests the intimation that some reduction may 
soon be made without material diminution of the revenue. 

The tariff laws also need revision ; but, that a due regard may be 
paid to the conflicting interests of our citizens, important changes 
should be made with caution. Ifa careful revision cannot be made 
at this session, a commission such as was lately approved by the Sen- 
ate and is now recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury would 
doubtless lighten the labors of Congress whenever this subject shall 
be brought to its consideration. 

The accompanying report of the Secretary of War will make known 
to you the operations of that Department for the past year. He sug- 
gests measures for promoting the efficiency of the Army without 
adding to the number of its officers, and recommends the legislation 
necessary to increase the number of enlisted men to 30,000, the 
maximum allowed by law. This he deems necessary to maintain 
quietude on our ever-shifting frontier; to preserve peace and suppress 
disorder and marauding in new settlements; to protect settlers and 
their property against Indians and Indians against the encroach- 
ments of intruders, and to enable peaceable immigrants to establish 
homes in the most remote parts of our country. 

The Army is now necessarily scattered over such a vast extent of 
territory that whenever an outbreak occurs re-enforcements must be 
hurried from many quarters, over great distances, and always at 
heavy cost for transportation of men, horses, wagons, and supplies. 

I concur in the recommendations of the Secretary for increasing 
the Army to the strength of 30,000 enlisted men. 

It appears by the Secretary’s report that in the absence of disturb- 
ances on the frontier the troops have been actively employed in col- 
lecting the Indians hitherto hostile and locating them on their proper 
reservations; that Sitting Bull and his adherents are now prisoners 
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at Fort Randall; that the Utes have been moved to their new reser- 
vation in Utah; that during the recent outbreak of the Apaches it 
was necessary to re-enforce the garrison in Arizona by troops with- 
drawn from New Mexico; and that some of the Apaches are now held 
prisoners for trial, while some have escaped, and the majority of the 
tribe are now on their reservation. 

There is need of iegislation to prevent intrusion upon the lands set 
apart for the Indians, A military force, at great expense, is 
now required to patrol the boundary line between Kansas and the 
Indian Territory. The only pepe that can at present be in- 
flicted is the forcible removal of the intruder and the imposition of 
a pecuniary fine, which in most cases it is impossible to collect. 
There should be a penalty by imprisonment in such cases. 

The separate organization of the Signal Service is urged by the 
Secretary of War, and a full statement of the advantages of such 
permanent organization is presented in the report of the Chief Sig- 
nal Officer. a detailed account of the useful work performed by the 
Signal Corps and the Weather Bureau is also given in that report. 

f ask attention to the statements of the Secretary of War regard- 
ing requisitions frequently made by the Indian Bureau upon the 
Subsistence Department of the Army for the casual support of bands 
and tribes of Indians whose appropriations are exhausted. The War 
Department should not be left by reason of inadequate provision for 
the Indian Bureau to contribute for the maintenance of Indians. 

The report of the Chief of Engineers furnishes a detailed account 
of the operations for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

I commend to your attention the suggestions contained in this re- 
port in regard to the condition of our fortifications, especially our 
coast defenses, and recommend an increase of the strength of the 
Engineer battalion, by which the efficiency of our torpedo system 
would be improved. 

I also call your attention to the remarks upon the improvement of 
the South Pass of the Mississippi River, the proposed free bridge over 
the Potomac River at Georgetown, the importance of completing at an 
early day the north wing of the War Department building, and other 
recommendations of the Secretary of War which appear in his report. 

The actual expenditures of that Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1881, were $42,122,201.39. The appropriations for 
the year 1882 were $44,889,725.42. The estimates for 1883 are 
$44,541,276.91. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy exhibits the condition of 
that branch of the service, and presents valuable suggestions for its 
improvement. I call your especial attention also to the appended 


report of the advisory board which he convened to devise suitable 
measures for increasing the efficiency of the Navy, and particularly 


to report as to the character and number of vessels necessary to 
place it upon a footing commensurate with the. necessities of the 
Government. 

I cannot too strongly urge upon you my conviction that every 
consideration of national safety, economy, and honor imperatively 
demands a thorough rehabilitation of our Navy. 

With a full appreciation of the fact that compliance with the 
suggestions of the head of that Department and of the advisory 
board must involve a large expenditure of the public moneys, I 
earnestly recommend such appropriations as will accomplish an end 
which seems to me so dealin e. 

Nothing can be more inconsistent with true public economy than 
withholding the means necessary to accomplish the objects intrusted 
by the Constitution to the National Legislature. One of those objects, 
and one which is of paramount importance, is declared by our fun- 
damental law to be the provision for the ‘‘common defense.” Surely 
nothing is more essential to the defense of the United States and of 
all our people than the efficiency of our Navy. 

We have for many years maintained with foreign governments the 
relations of honorable peace, and that such relations may be per- 
manent is desired by every patriotic citizen of the Republic. But if 
we heed the teachings of history we shall not forget that in the life 
of every nation emergencies may arise when a resort to arms can 
alone save it from dishonor. No danger from abroad now threatens 
this people, nor have we any cause to distrust the friendly professions 
of other governments. But for avoiding as well as for repelling 
dangers that may threaten us in the future, we must be prepared to 
enforce any policy which we think wise to adopt. We must be ready 
to defend our harbors against aggression, to protect, by the distribu- 
tion of our ships of war over the highways of commerce, the varied 
interests of our foreign trade, and the persons and property of our 
citizens abroad, to maintain everywhere the honor of our flag, and 
the distinguished position which we may rightfully claim among the 
nations of the world. 

The report of the Postmaster-General is a gratifying exhibit of the 
growth and efficiency of the postal service. 

The receipts from postage and other ordinary sources during the 
past fiscal year were $36,489,816.58. The receipts from the money- 
order business were $295,581.39, making a total of $36,785,397.97. 
The expenditure for the fiscal year was 251,736.46. The deficit 
supplied out of the general Treasury was $2,481,129.35, or 6,4; per 
cent. of the amount expended. The receipts were $3,469,918.63 in 
excess of those of the previous year, and $4,575,397.97 in excess of the 
estimate made two years ago, before the present period of business 
prosperity had fairly begun. 
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The whole number of letters mailed in this country in the last fis- 
cal year exceeded one thousand millions. 

The registry system is reported to be in excellent condition, having 
been remodeled during the past four years, with good results. The 
amount of registration fees collected during the last fiscal year was 
$712,882.20, an increase over the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, of 
$345,443.40. 

The entire number of letters and packages registered during the 
year was 8,338,919, of which only 2,061 were lost or destroyed in 
transit. 

The operations of the money-order system are multiplying yearly 
under the impulse of immigration, of the rapid development of the 
newer States and Territories, and the consequent demand for addi- 
tional means of intercommunication and exchange. 

During the past year, 338 additional money-order offices have been 
established, making a total of 5,499 in operation at the date of this 
report. 

Juring the year the domestic money orders aggregated in value 
$105,075, 769.35, 

A modification of the system is suggested, reducing the fees for 
money orders not exceeding $5 from ten cents to five cents, and 
making the maximum limit $100 in place of $50. 

Legislation for the disposition of unclaimed money orders in the 
possession of the Post-Office Department is recommended, in view of 
the fact that their total value now exceeds one million dollars. 

The attention of Congress is again invited to the subject of establish- 
ing a system of savings depositories in connection with the Post- 
Oftice Department. 

The statistics of mail transportation show that during the past 
year railroad routes have been increased in length 6,249 miles, and 
in cost $1,114,382, while steamboat routes have been decreased in 
length 2,182 miles, and in cost $134,054. The so-called star routes 
have been decreased in length 3,949 miles, and in cost $364,144. 

Nearly all of the more expensive routes have been superseded by 
railroad service. The cost of the star service must therefore rapidly 
decrease in the Western States and Territories, 

The Postmaster-General, however, calls attention to the constantly 
increasing cost of the railway mail service as a serious difficulty in 
the way of making the Department self-sustaining. 

Our postal intercourse with foreign countries has kept pace with 
the growth of the domestic service. Within the past year several 
countries and colonies have declared their adhesion to the pestal 
union. It now includes all those which have an organized postal 
service, except Bolivia, Costa Rica, New Zealand, and the British 
colonies in Australia. 

As has been already stated, great reductions have recently been 
made in the expense of the star-route service. The investigations of 
the Department of Justice and the Post-Office Department have re- 
sulted in the ene of indictments against persons formerly 
connected with that service, accusing them of offenses against the 
United States. I have enjoined upon the officials who are charged 
with the conduct of the cases on the part of the Government and 
upon the eminent counsel who, before my accession to the Presidency, 
were called to their assistance, the duty of prosecuting with the ut- 
most vigor of the law all persons who may be found chargeable with 
frauds upon the postal service. ‘ 

The ay Attorney-General calls attention to the necessity of 
modifying the present system of the courts of the United States—a 
necessity due to the large increase of business, especially in the Su- 
preme Court. Litigation in our Federal tribunals became greatly 
expanded after the close of the late war. So long as that expansion 
might be attributable to the abnormal condition in which the com- 
munity found itself immediately after the return of peace, prudence 
required that no change be made in the constitution of our judicial 
tribunals. But it has now become apparent that an immense in- 
crease of litigation has directly resulted from the wonderful growth 
and development of the country. There is no ground for belief that 
the business of the United States courts will ever be less in volume 
than at present. Indeed, that it is likely to be much greater is gen- 
erally recognized by the bench and bar. 

In view of the fact that Congress has already given much consider- 
ation to this subject, I make no suggestion as to detail, but express 
the hope that your deliberations may result in such legislation as 
will give early relief to our overburdened courts. 

The Acting Attorney-General also calls attention to the disturbance 
of the public tranquillity during the past year in the Territory of 
Arizona. A band of armed desperadoes, known as ‘‘ cowboys,” 
probably numbering from fifty to one hundred men, have been en- 
gaged for months in committing acts of lawlessness and brutality, 
which the local authorities have been unable torepress. The depre- 
dations of these ‘‘cowboys” have also extended into Mexico, which 
the marauders reach from the Arizona frontier. With every disposi- 
tion to meet the exigencies of the case, I am embarrassed by lack of 
authority to deal with them effectually. The punishment of crimes 
committed within Arizona should ordinarily, of course, be left to the 
Territorial authorities. But it is worthy consideration whether acts 
which necessarily tend to embroil the United States with neighbor- 
ing governments should not be declared crimes against the United 
States. Some of the incursions alluded to may perhaps be within the 
scope of the law (Revised Statutes, section 5286) forbidding ‘‘ mili- 
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tary expeditions or enterprises” against friendly states; but in view 
of the 8 y assembling of your body, I have preferred to await such 
legislation as in your wisdom the occasion may seem to demand. 

tt may, perhaps, be thought proper to provide that the setting on 
foot within our own territory of brigandage and armed marauding 
expeditions against friendly nations and their citizens shall be pun- 
ishable as an offense against the United States. 

I will add, that in the event of a request from the Territorial gov- 
ernment for protection by the United States against ‘domestic vio- 
lence” this Government would be powerless to render assistance. 

The act of 1795, chapter 36, passed at a time when Territorial gov- 
ernments received little attention from Congress, enforced this duty 
of the United States only as to the State governments. But the act 
of 1807, chapter 39, applied also to Territories. This law seems to 
have remained in force until the revision of the statutes, when the 
provisien for the Territories was dropped. I am not advised whether 
this alteration was intentional or accidental, but, as it seems to me 
that the Territories should be offered the protection which is accorded 
to the States by the Constitution, I suggest legislation to that end. 

It seems to me, too, that whatever views may prevail as to the 
policy of recent legislation by which the Army has ceased to be a part 
of the posse comitatus, an exception might well be made for permitting 
the military to assist the civil Territorial authorities in enforcing the 
laws of the United States. This use of the Army would not seem to 
be within the alleged evil against which that legislation was aimed. 
From sparseness of population and other circumstances it is often 
quite impracticable to summon a civil posse in places where officers 
of justice require assistance, and where a military force is within easy 
reach. 

The report of the Secretary of the Interior, with accompanying 
documents, presents an elaborate account of the business of that 
Department. A summary of it would be too extended for this place. 
I ask your careful attention to the report itself. 

Prominent among the matters which challenge the attention of 
Congress at its present session is the management of our Indian 
affairs. While this question has been a cause of trouble and embar- 
rassment from the infancy of the Government, it is but recently that 
any effort has been made for its solution, at once serious, determined, 
consistent, and promising success. It has been easier to resort to 
convenient makeshifts for tiding over temporary difficulties than to 
grapple with the great permanent problem, and, accordingly, the 
easier course has almost invariably been pursued. 

It was natural, at a time when the national territory seemed almost 
illimitable and contained many millions of acres far outside the 
bounds of civilized settlements, that a policy should have been ini- 
tiated which more than aught else has been the fruitful source of our 
Indian complications. I refer, of course, to the policy of dealing with 
the various Indian tribes as separate nationalities, of relegating them 
by treaty stipulations to the occupancy of immense reservations in 
the West, and of encouraging them to live a savage life, undisturbed 
by any earnest and well-directed efforts to bring them under the 
influences of civilization. ; 

The unsatisfactory results which have sprung from this policy are 
becoming apparent to all. As the white settlements have crowded 
the borders of the reservations, the Indians, sometimes contentedly 
and sometimes against their will, have been transferred to other 
hunting-grounds, from which they have again been dislodged when- 
ever their new-found homes have been desired by the adventurous 
settlers. These removals, and the frontier collisions by which they 
have often been preceded, have led to frequent and disastrous con- 
tlicts between the races. It is profitless to discuss here which of 
them has been chiefly responsible for the disturbances whose recital 
occupies 80 large a space upon the pages of our history. We have ta 
deal with the appalling fact that though thousands of lives have 
been sacrificed, and hundreds of millions of dollars expended in the 
attempt to solve the Indian problem, it has, until within the past 
few years, seemed scarcely nearer a solution than it was half a cen- 
tury ago. But the Government has, of late, been cautiously but 
steadily feeling its way to the adoption of a policy which has already 
produced gratifying results, and which, in my judgment, is likely, if 
Congress and the Executive accord in its support, to relieve us, ere 
long, from the difficulties which have hitherto beset us. 1 

For the success of the efforts now making to introduce among the 
Indians the customs and pursuits of civilized life, and gradually to 
absorb them into the mass of our citizens, sharing their rights and 
holden to their responsibilities, there is imperative need for legislative 
action. My suggestions in that regard will be chiefly such as have 
been already called to the attention of Congress, and have received to 
some extent its consideration : 

First. I recommend the passage of an act making the laws of the 
various States and Territories applicable to the Indian reservations 
within their borders, and extending the laws of the State of Arkansas 
to the portion of the Indian Territory not occupied by the five civil- 
ized tribes. 

The Indian should receive the protection 6f the law. He should 
be allowed to maintain in court his rights of person and property. 
Ho has repeatedly begged for this privilege. Its exercise would be 
very valuable to him in his progress toward civilization. 

Second. Of even greater importance is a measure which has been 
frequently recommended by my predecessors in office, and in further- 
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ance of which several bills have been from time to time introduced 
in both Houses of Congress. The enactment of a general law per- 
mitting the allotment in severalty, to such Indians, at least, as desire 
it, of a reasonable quantity of land secured to them by patent and 
for their own protection made inalienable for twenty or twenty-five 
years, is demanded for their present welfare and their permanent 
advancement. 

In return for such considerate action on the part of the Government 
there is reason to believe that the Indians in large numbers would be 
persuaded to sever their tribal relations and to engage at once in agri- 
cultural pursuits. Many of them realize the fact that their hunting 
days are over, and that it is now for their best interests to conform 
their manner of life to the new order of things. By no greater induce- 
ment than the assurance of permanent title to the soil can they be led to 
engage in the occupation of tilling it. 

© well-attested reports of their increasing interest in husbandry 
justify the hope and belief that the enactment of such a statute as I 
recommend would be at once attended with gratifying results. A 
resort to the allotment system would have a direct and powerful influ- 
ence in dissolving the tribal bond, which is so prominent a feature of 
savage life, and which tends so strongly to perpetuate it. 

Third. I advise a liberal appropriation for the support of Indian 
schools, because of my confident belief that such a course is consist- 
ent with the wisest economy. 

Even among the most uncultivated Indian tribes there is 2 Bsc 9 
to be a general and urgent desire on the part of the chiefs and older 
members for the education of their children. It is unfortunate, in 
view of this fact, that during the past year the means which have 
been at the command of the Interior Department for the purpose of 
Indian instruction have proved to be utterly inadequate. The suc- 
cess of the schools which are in operation at Hampton, Carlisle, and 
Forest Grove, should not only encourage a more generous provision 
for the support of those institutions, but should prompt the establish- 
ment of others of a similar character. They are doubtless much more 
potent for good than the day schools upon the reservation, as the 
pupils are altogether separated from the surroundings of savage life 
and brought into constant contact with civilization. 

There are many other phases of this subject which are of great 
interest, but which cannot be included within the becoming limits 
of this communication; they are discussed ably in the reports of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

For many years the Executive, in his annual message to Congress, 
has urged the necessity of stringent legislation for the suppression of 
polygamy in the Territories, and especially in the Territory of Utah. 
The existing statute for the punishment of this odious crime, sv 
revolting to the moral and religious sense of Christendom, has been 
persistently and coubinepteselly violated ever since its enactment. 
Indeed, in spite of commendable efforts on the part of the authorities. 
who represent the United States in that Territory, the law has in very 
rare instances been enforced, and, for a cause to which reference will 
presently be made, is practically a dead letter. 

The fact that adherents of the Mormon Church, which rests upom 
polygamy as its corner-stone, have recently been peopling in large 
numbers Idaho, Arizona, and other of our Western Territories, is well 
calculated to excite the liveliest interest and apprehension. It im- 
poses upon Congress and the Executive the duty of arraying against 
this barbarous system all the power which, under the Constitution 
and the law, they can wield for its destruction. 

Reference has been already made to the obstacles which the United 
States officers have encountered in their efforts to punish violations 
oflaw. Prominent among these obstacles is the difficulty of procur- 
ing legal evidence sufficient to warrant a conviction even in the case 
of the most notorious offenders. 

Your attention is called to a recent opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, explaining its judgment of reversal in the case 
of Miles, who had been convicted of bigamy in Utah. The court re- 
fers to the fact that the secrecy attending the celebration of marriages 
in that Territory makes the proof of polygamy very difficult; and the 
propriety is suggested of modifying the law of evidence which now 
imakes a wife incompetent to testify against her husband. This 
suggestion is approved. 

I recommend also the passage of an act providing that in the 
Territories of the United States the fact that a woman has been 
married to a person charged with bigamy shall not disqualify her 
as a witness upon his trial for that offense. I further recommend 
legislation by which any person solemnizing a marriage in any of 
the Territories shall be required, under stringent penalties for neglect 
or refusal, to file a certificate of such marriage in the supreme court 
of the Territory. 

Doubtless Congress may devise other practicable measures for ob- 
viating the difficulties which have hitherto attended the efforts to 
suppress this iniquity. I assure you of my determined purpose to 
co-operate with you in any lawful and discreet measures which may 
be proposed to that end. 

Although our system of government does not contemplate that the 
nation should provide or support a system for the education of our 
people, no measures calculated to promote that general intelligence 
and virtne upon which the perpetuity of our institutions so greatly 
depends has ever been regarded with indifference by Congress or the 
Executive. 
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A large portion of the public domain has been from time to time 
devoted to the promotion of education. 

There is now a special reason why, by setting apart the proceeds 
of its sales of public lands, or by some other course, the Government 
should aid the work of education. Many who now exercise the right 
of suffrage are unable to read the ballot which they cast. Upon 
many who had just emerged from a condition of slavery were sud- 
denly devolved the responsibilities of citizenship in that portion of 
the country most impoverished by war. I have been pleased tolearn 
from the report of the Commissioner of Education that there has 
lately been a commendable increase of interest and effort for their 
instruction; but all that can be done by local eee and private 
generosity should be supplemented by such aid as can be constitu- 
tionally afforded by the National Government. 

I would suggest that if any fund be dedicated to this purpose it 
may be wisely distributed in the different States according to the 
ratio of illiteracy, and by this means those localities which are most 
in need of such assistance will reap its special benefits. 

The report of the Commissioner of Agriculture exhibits the results 
of the experiments in which that Department has been engaged dur- 
ing the past year, and makes important suggestions in reference to 
the agricultural development of the country. 

The steady increase of our population, and the consequent addition 
to the number of those engaging in the pursuit of husbandry, are giv- 
ing to this Department a growing dignity and importance. Tho 
Commissioner’s suggestions touching its capacity for greater useful- 
ness deserve attention, as it more and more commends itself to the 
interests which it was created to promote. 

It appears from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions that, 
since 1860, 789,063 original pension claims have been filed; 450,949 
of these have been allowed and inscribed on the pension-roll; 72,539 
have been rejected and abandoned, being 13+- per cent. of the whole 
number of claims settled. 

There are now. pending for settlement 265,575 original persion 
claims, 227,040 of which were filed prior to July 1, 1880. These, when 
allowed, will involve the payment of arrears from the date of dis- 
charge in case of an invalid, and from date of death or termination 
of a prior right in all other cases. 

From all the data obtainable it is estimated that 15 per cent. of 
the number of claims now pending will be rejected or abandoned. 
This would show the probable rejection of 34,040 cases, and the prob- 
able admission of about 193,000 claims, all of which involve the pay- 
ment of arrears of pension. 

With the present force employed, the number of adjudications re- 
maining the same and no new business intervening, this number of 
claims (193,000) could be acted upon in a period of six years; and 
taking January 1, 1884, as a near period from which to estimate in 
each case an average amount of arrears, it is found that every case 
allowed would require, for the first payment upon it, the sum of 
$1,350. Multiplying this amount by the whole number of probable 
admissions gives $250,000,000 as the sum required for first payments. 
This represents the sum which must be paid upon claims which were 
tiled before July 1, 1880, and are now pending, and entitled to the 
benefits of the arrears act. From this amount ($250,000,000) may be 
deducted from ten to fifteen millions, for cases where, the claimant 
dying, there is no person who, under the law, would be entitled to 
succeed to the pension, leaving $235,000,000 as the probable amount 
to be paid. 

In these estimates no account has been taken of the 38,500 cases 
filed since June 30, 1880, and now pending, which must receive at- 
tention as current business, but which do not involve the payment 
of any arrears beyond the date of filing the claim. Of this number 
it is estimated that 86 per cent. will be allowed. 

As has been stated, with the present force of the Pension Bureau, 
six hundred and seventy-five clerks, it is estimated that it will take 
six years to dispose of the claims now pending. @ 

+ Itis stated by the Commissioner of Pensions that by an addition 
of two hundred and fifty clerks (increasing the adjudicating force 
rather than the mechanical) double the amount of work could be 
accomplished, so that these cases could be acted upon within three 
years. . 

2 Aside from the considerations of justice which may be urged for a 
speedy settlement of the claims now on the files of the Pension Office, 
it is no less important on the score of economy, inasmuch as fully 
one-third of the clerical force of the office is now wholly occupied in 
giving attention to correspondence with the thousands of a 
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whose cases have been on the files for the past eighteen years. 
fact that a sum so enormous must be expended by the 
to meet demands for arrears of pensions is an a 
gress and the Executive to give cautious consideration to any simi- 
lar project in the future. The great temptation to the presentation 
-of fictitious claims afforded by the fact that the average sum ob- 
tained upon each application is $1,300 leads me to suggest the pro- 
priety of making some special appropriation for the prevention of 
fraud. 

I advise appropriations for such internal improvements as the wis- 
dom of Congress may deem to be of public importance. The neces- 
sity of improving the navigation of the Mississippi River justifies a 

-special allusion to that subject. I suggest the adoption of some meas- 
ure for the removal of obstructions which now impede the navigation 
-of that great channel of commercé. 
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In my letter accepting the nomination for the Vice-Presidency I 
stated that in my judgment “no man should be the incumbent of an 
office the duties of which he is for any cause unfit to perform; who 
is lacking in the ability, fidelity, or integrity which a proper admin- 
istration of such office demands. This sentiment would doubtless 
meet with general acquiescence, but opinion has been widely divided 
upon the wisdom and practicability of the various reformatory schemes 
which have been suggested and of certain proposed regulations gov- 
erning appointments to public office. 

“The efficiency of such regulations has been distrusted, mainly be- 
cause they have seemed to exalt mere educational and abstract tests 
above general business capacity and even special fitness for the par- 
ticular work in hand. It seems to me that the rules which should be 
applied to the management of the public service may properly con- 
form in the main to such as regulate the conduct of successful pri- 
vate business: 

“Original appointments should be based upon ascertained fitness. 

“The tenure of office should be stable. 

‘* Positions of responsibility should, so far as practicable, be filled 
by the promotion of worthy and efficient officers. 

“The investigation of all complaints and the punishment of all 
official misconduct should be prompt and thorough.” 

The views expressed in the foregoing letter are those which will 
govern my administration of the Executive Office. They are doubt- 
less shared by all intelligent and patriotic citizens, however diverg- 
ent in their opinions as to the best methods of putting them into 
practical operation. 

For example, the assertion that “ original appointments should be 
based upon ascertained fitness” is not open to dispute. 

But the question how in practice such fitness can be most effectu- 
ally ascertained is one which has for years excited interest and dis- 
cussion. The measure which, with slight variations in its details, 
has lately been urged upon the attention of Congress and the Execu- 
tive has as its principal feature the scheme of competitive examina- 
tion. Save for certain exceptions, which need not here be specified, 
this plan would allow admission to the service only in its lowest 
grade, and would accordingly demand that all vacancies in higher 
positions should be filled by promotion alone. In these particulars 
it is in conformity with the existing civil-service system of Great 
Britain. And indeed the success which has attended that system in 
the country of its birth is the strongest argument which has been 
urged for its adoption here. 

The fact should not, however, be overlooked that there are certain 
features of the English system which have not generally been re- 
ceived with favor in this country, even among the foremost advocates 
of civil-service reform. Among them are: 

1. A tenure of office which is substantially a life-tenure. 

2. A limitation of the maximum age at which an applicant can 
enter the service, whereby all men in middle life or older, are, with 
some exceptions, rigidly excluded. 

3. A retiring allowance upon going out of office. 

These three elements are as important factors of the problem as 
any of the others. Toeliminate them from the English system would 
effect a most radical change in its theory and practice. 

The avowed purpose of that system is to induce the educated young 
men of the country to devote their lives to public employment by an 
assurance that having once entered upon it they need never leave it, 
and that after voluntary retirement they shall be the recipients of au 
annual pension. That this system as an entirety has proved very 
successful in Great Britain seems to be generally conceded even by 
those who once opposed its adoption. 

To a statute which should incorporate all its essential features I 
should feel bound to give my approval. But whether it would be for 
the best interests of the public to fix upon an expedient for immediate 
and extensive application, which embraces certain features of the 
English system but excludes or ignores others of equal importance, 
may be seriously doubted, even by those who are impressed, as I am 
myself, with the grave importance of correcting the evils which in- 
here in the present methods of appointment. 

If, for example, the English i which shuts out persons above the 
age of twenty-five years from a large number of public employments 
is not to be made an essential part of our own system, it is question- 
able whether the attainment of the highest number of marks at a 
competitive examination should be the criterion by which all appli- 
cations for appointment should be put to test. And under similar 
conditions it may also be questioned whether admission to the serv- 
ice should be strictly limited to its lowest ranks. 

There are very many characteristics which go to make a model civil 
servant. Prominent among them are probity, industry, good sense, 
good habits, good temper, patience, order, courtesy, tact, self-reliance, 
manly deference to superior officers and manly consideration for infe- 
siors. The absence of these traits is not supplied by wide knowledge 
of books or by promptitude in answering questions, or by any other 
quality likely to be brought to light by competitive examination. 

To make success in such a contest, therefore, an indispensable con- 
dition of public employment would very likely result in the practical 
exclusion of the older applicants, even though they might possess 
qualifications far superior to their younger and more brilliant com- 
petitors. 

These suggestions must not be regarded as evincing any spirit of 
opposition to the competitive plan, which has been to some extent 
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successfully employed already, and which may hereafter vindicate 
the claim of its most earnest supporters. But it ought to be seriously 
considered whether the application of the same educational standard 
to persons of mature years and to young men fresh from school and 
oulheage: would not be likely to exalt mere intellectual proficiency 
above other qualities of equal or greater importance. 

Another feature of the proposed system is the selection by promo- 
tion of all officers of the Government above the lowest grade, except 
such as would fairly be regarded as exponents of the policy of the 
Executive and the principles of the dominant party. 

To afford encouragement to faithful public servants by exciting in 
their minds the hope of promotion, if they are found to merit it, is 
much to be desired. 

But would it be wise to adopt a rule so rigid as to permit no other 
mode of supplying the intermediate walks of the service ? 

There are many persons who fill subordinate positions with great 
credit, but lack those qualities which are requisite for higher posts 
of duty ; and, besides, the modes of thought and action of one whose 
service in a.governmental bureau has been long continued are often 
so cramped by routine procedure as almost to disqualify him from 
instituting changes required by the public interests. An infusion of 
new blood, from time to time, into the middle ranks of the service 
might be very beneficial in its results. 

he subject under discussion is one of grave importance. The 
evils whies re complained of cannot be eradicated at once; the 
work must be gradual. 

The present English system is a growthof years, and was not created 
by a single stroke of executive or legislative action. Its beginnings 
are found in an order in council, promulgated in 1855, and it was 
after patient and cautious scrutiny of its workings that fifteen years 
later it took its present shape. 

Five years after the issuance of the order in council, and at a time 
when resort had been had to competitive examinations as an experi- 
ment much more extensively than has yet been the case in this coun- 
try, a select committee of the House of Commons made a report to 
that house, which, declaring its approval of the competitive plan, 
deprecated, nevertheless, any precipitancy in its general adoption as 
likely to endanger its ultimate success. 

During this tentative period the results of the two methods of pass 
examination and competitive examination were closely watched and 
compared. It may be that before we confine ourselves upon this im- 
portant question within the stringent bounds of statutory enactment 
we may profitably await the result of further inquiry and experi- 
ment. 

The submission of a portion of the nominations to a central board 
of examiners selected solely for testing the qualifications of appli- 
cants may, perhaps, without resort to the competitive test, put an 
end to the mischiefs which attend the present system of appointment, 
and it may be feasible to vest in such a board a wide discretion to 
ascertain the characteristics and attainments of candidates in those 
particulars which I have already referred to as being no less im- 
portant than mere intellectual attainment. 

If Congress should deem it advisable at the present session to es- 
tablish competitive tests for admission to the service, no doubts such 
as have been suggested shall deter me from giving the measure my 
earnest support. And I urgently recommend, should there be a failure 
to pass any other act upon this subject, that an appropriation of 
$25,000 per year may be made for the enforcement of section 1753 of 
the Revised Statutes. With the aid thus afforded me, I shall strive 
to execute the provision of that law according to its letter and spirit. 

I am unwilling, in justice to the present civil servants of the Gov- 
ernment, to dismiss this subject without declaring my dissent from 
the severe and almost indiscriminate censure with which they have 
been recently assailed. That they are as a class indolent, inefficient, 
and corrupt is a statement which has been often made and widely 
credited. But when the extent, variety, delicacy, and importance of 
their duties are considered, the great majority of the employés of the 
Government are in my judgment deserving of high commendation. 

The continuing decline of the merchant marine of the United States 
is greatly to be yore In view of the fact that we furnish so large 
a proportion of the freights of the commercial world, and that our 
shipments are steadily and rapidly increasing, it is cause of surprise 
that not only is our navigation interest diminishing, but it is less 
than when our exports and imports were not half so large as now, 
either in bulk or value. There must be some peculiar hinderance to 
the development of this interest, or the enterprise and energy of 
American mechanics and capitalists would have kept this country at 
least abreast of our rivals in the friendly contest for ocean suprem- 
acy. The substitution of iron for wood and of steam for sail have 
wrought great revolutions in the carrying trade of the world; but 
these changes could not have been adverse to America if we had 
given to our navigation interests a portion of the aid and protection 
which have been so wisely bestowed upon our manufactures. I com- 
mend the whole subject to the wisdom of Congress, with the sug- 
gestion that no question of greater magnitude or farther-reaching 
importance can engage their attention. 

In 1875 the Supreme Court of the United States declared unconsti- 
tutional the statutes of certain States which imposed upon ship- 
owners or consignees a tax of $1.50 for each passenger arriving from a 
foreign country, or, in lieu thereof, required a bond to indemnify the 
State and local authorities against expense for the future relief or 
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support of such passenger. Since this decision the expense attend- 
ing the care and supervision of immigrants has fallen on the States 
at whose ports they have landed. As a large majority of such immi- 
grants, immediately upon their arrival, proceed to the inland States 
and the Territories to seek permanent hbmes, it is manifestly unjust 
to impose upon the State whose shores they first reach the burden 
which it now bears. For this reason, and because of the national 
importance of the subject, I recommend legislation regarding the 
eaeeneee and transitory care of immigrants at the ports ef debar- 
ation. 

I regret to state that the people of Alaska have reason to complain 
that they are as yet unprovided with any form of government by 
which life or property can be protected. While the extent of its 
population does not justify the application of the costly machinery 
of Territorial administration, there is immediate necessity for con- 
stituting such a form of government as will promote the education 
of the people and secure the administration of justice. 

The Senate, at its last session, passed a bill providing for the con- 
struction of a building for the Library of Congress, but it failed to 
become a law. The provision of suitable protection for this great 
collection of books, and for the copyright department connected with 
it, has become a subject of national importance and should receive 
prompt attention. 

The report of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, here- 
with transmitted, will inform you fully of the condition of the affairs 
of the District. 

They urge the vital importance of legislation for the reclamation 
and improvement of the marshes and for the establishment of the 
harbor lines along the Potomac River front. It is represented that 
in their present condition these marshes seriously affect the health of 
the residents of the adjacent parts of the city, and that they greatly 
mar the general aspect of the park in which stands the Washington 
Monument. This improvement would add te that park and to the 
park south of the Executive Mansion a large area of valuable land, 
and would transform what is now believed to be a dangerous nuisance 
into an attractive landscape extending to the river front. 

They recommend the removal of the steam railway lines from the 
surface of the streets of the city, and the location of the necessary 
depots in such places as may be convenient for the public accommo- 
dation; and they call attention to the deficiency of the water supply, 
which seriously affects the material prosperity of the city and the 
health and comfort of its inhabitants. 

I commend these subjects to your favorable consideration. 

The importance of timely legislation with respect to the ascertain- 
ment and declaration of the vote for Presidential electors was sharply 
called to the attention of the people more than four years ago. It 
is to be hoped that some well-defined measure may be devised before 
another national election, which will render unnecessary a resort to 
any expedient of a temporary character for the determination of ques- 
tions upon contested returns. 

Questions which concern the very existence of the Government 
and the liberties of the people were suggested by the prolonged ill- 
ness of the late President, and his consequent incapacity to perform 
the functions of his office. 

It is provided by the second article of the Constitution, in the 
fifth clause of its first section, that ‘‘in case of the removal of the 
President from office, or of his death, resignation, or inability to dis- 
charge the powers and duties of said office, the same shall devolve 
on the Vice-President.” 

What is the intendment of the Constitution in its specification of 
‘inability to discharge the powers and duties of said office” as one 


‘of the contingencies which calls the Vice-President to the exercise 


of Presidential functions? 

Is the inability limited in its nature to long-continued intellectual 
incapacity, or has it a broader import? 

What must be its extent and duration? 

How must its existence be established? 

Has the President whose inability is the subject of inquiry any 
voice in determining whether or not it exists, or is the decision of 
that momentous and delicate question confided to the Vice-President, 
or is it contemplated by the Constitution that nares should pro- 
vide by law precisely what should constitute inability, and how, 
and by what tribunal or authority it should be ascertained ? 

If the inability proves to be temporary in its nature, and during its 
continuance the Vice-President lawfully exercises the functions of the 
Executive, by what tenure does he hold his office? 

Does he continue as President for the remainder of the four years’ 
term? 

Or would the elected President, if his inability should cease in the 
interval, be empowered to resume his office? 

And if having such lawful authority he should exercise it, would 
the Vice-President be thereupon empowered to resume his powers and 
duties as such? 

I cannot doubt that these important questions will receive your 
early and thoughtful consideration. 

. Deeply impressed with the gravity of the responsibilities which 
have so unexpectedly devolved upon me, it will be my constant pur- 
pose to co-operate with you in such measures as will promote the glory 
of the country and the prosperity of its people. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

WASHINGTON, December 6, 1881. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the message be laid on the table and 
printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution I offered yesterday on the sub- 
ject of the standing and select committees of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Vermont to yield a mo- 
ment to allow me to call up a resolution offered by me yesterday, 
which will lead to no debate. I move, with the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, to take up the resolution offered by me yesterday 
in respect to the death of the late President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Harris in the chair.) The reso- 
lution referred to by the Senator from Ohio will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary read the following resolution, submitted yes- 
terday by Mr. SHERMAN: 

Resolved, That a committee of six Senators be appointed on the part of the Sen- 
ate, to join such committee as may be appointed on the part of the House, to con- 
sider and report by what token of respect and affection it may be proper for the 
Con of the United States to express the deep sensibility of the nation to the 
event of the decease of the late President, James A. Garfield, and that so much of 
the message of the President as relates to that melancholy event be referred to said 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the resolution just read be taken up for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Does the Senator from Vermont 


The resolution is before the Senate. 


AMERICAN COPYRIGHTS. 
Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be instructed to consider and report 
what legislation is necessary to protect owners of American copyrights against the 
introduction, through the mails or otherwise, of fereign reprints of works copy- 
righted in this country. 

I ask for the present adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be read again. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state that it is merely a direction to the Com- 
mittee on Patents to consider whether any legislation is necessary to 
prevent the introduction of pirated copyright works. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I presume there will be no objec- 


tion, but I should like to hear the resolution read again. 


The Acting Secretary read the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mtr. President, I ask the Senate to take up the 
resolution which I offered yesterday. I submit that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. EDMUNDS, as follows: 

Resolved, That the standing and select committees of the Senate as they existed 
at the close of the last session of the Senate be revived and continued for the pres- 
ent session of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Iask the Senator from Vermont if 
= intends to include the joint standing committees? I presume he 
does. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution is not up yet. 
isfactory when it gets up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution which 
has been read. 

The motion was agreed to. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I take the right that the rules give 
me to modify the resolution in mere form so as to include what the 
Senator from West Virginia suggests, so that it will read: 

That the standing committees of the Senate as they existed at the close of the last 
session of the Senate, and the select committees of the Senate as they existed at 
the close of the session of the Senate which began on the 4th of March, 1881, be, 
and the same are hereby, revived and continued, with all the powers and duties 
belonging to said committees respectively at the time aforesaid. 

I refer to the 4th of March, 1881, in regard to the select committees 
because I find on a careful reading of the Journal of the very last 
session that they do not appear to have been then revived. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, a solemn event, which ex- 
cited the sympathy of the civilized world, recently brought about an 
unexpected change in the Presidency. The Forty-seventh Congress 
now meets under the constitutional successor to the President who 
was only inaugurated last March, and who was stricken down in the 
maturity of his manhood, after but four short months of experience 
in the executive chair. 

These stern facts are full of admonition. They teach us how frail 
are human hopes, and how transitory is human power. In presence 
of this sad instruction ambition may well pause, and all of us may 
lente Dect vain are the aspirations to which too much of our lives is 

evoted. 


I will make it sat- 


Great as wos the bereavement which spread sorrow over the land, 
and which touched the heart of every fireside, it was sanctified by 
the consolation that the people of all sections were brought nearer 
together by a common grief, and thus came to understand each other 
betterthroughkindredemotions. Asperities that had long estranged 
them were softened and the violence of faction was chastened by 
affliction. 

Although President Arthur represents the party that elected Gen- 
eral Garfield, his personal position is necessarily delicate and trying. 
He is entitled by his whole bearing through a critical ordeal to gen- 
erous countenance. As a Senator, I propose to extend to his admin- 
istration candid treatment, sustaining it when right, and opposing 
it when wrong, on all public questions. Holding to this purpose, ond 
intending to insist on a pure, an economical, and a just administra- 
tion of the executive trust, the new President ought to be aided by 
all proper legislative co-operation in carrying out the general policy 
he may propose to the country. Whatever that policy in the future 
may be, it is entitled to fair trial and to patient hearing. 

With this view of my duty, I shall vote willingly to continue the 
committees in this body as they are now constituted. Itis best that 
the party which has the President and the House of Representatives 
should be held answerable for all public measures. Then there will 
be no divided responsibility. 

If the opposition are wise they will accept this conclusion. At the 
special session in March they made but a brief and feeble stand 
against the organization of the committees which shape the great 
legislation of the country. Indeed, they almost conceded that im- 
portant point to their adversaries. But in the protracted contest for 
the offices of the Senate, under the same political conditions, my Dem- 
ocratic friends yielded no ground from the beginning to the end of it. 
Doubtless they had satisfactory reasons for this course of policy. 

Last spring I took occasion to state the reasons why my vote should 
be given for the then existing organization of the Senate. Although 
the circumstances have materially changed since that time, the obli- 
gation which I voluntarily assumed has not been altered. Hence, I 
adhere to that declaration, always reserving to myself the right of 
rejecting offensive candidates. 

I am greatly encouraged in this decision by the course of my distin- 
guished friend from Vermont, [ Mr. EDMUNDS, ] eminent as a leader of 
his party as he is also eminent for public and for private worth. Upon 
his motion the present Chief Clerk, distinctly appointed as a Demo- 
crat, was unanimously made Acting Secretary. That graceful deed 
is a cheering sign, which affords me pleasure to applaud publicly, be- 
cause this is the first place where an example should be set against 
the common scrambling for office that disfigures our political life. 

The country was almost equally divided between the two great par- 
ties at the Presidential election. The majority in the House of Rep- 
resentatives is small, and in this Chamber the Republicans and Dem- 
ocrats confront each other with like numbers. The committees are 
now held by one party, and the offices of the Senate are held by the 
other party. From my stand-point, it would be unwise to disturb this 
condition of things, and Ido not propose to engage in any struggle 
that looks to that object. 

As our politics are organized a public man who steps outside the 
party lines is always exposed to harsh criticism, no matter how proper 

ismotives may be. The mnchinens of both enforces rigid discipline, 
and denounces revolt as treason. For the last ten years my political 
position has been entirely independent of any organization. I have 
accepted the good wherever it was found, and I have voted for the 
best men whether they were called Republicans or Democrats. 

Consistency is not a virtue if it means dogmatic adhesion to a 
given idea when change would be meritorious. : The greatest states- 
men of modern times have been courageously inconsistent, and have 
become public benefactors by abandoning mistaken policy. If convic- 
tion satistied me that the opinions formed long ago and followed since 
then were erroneous it would not cost me a moment’s thought to cast 
them off like a worn-out garment. I believe them to be sound, and 
so believing I shall stand = them as a moderator between extremes. 

It ple a majority of the Senate to confer upon me the highest 
distinction in their gift. Prized as that honor is, and ought to be, 
it is doubly valuable in my estimation because it came wholly un- 
sought, and without the exchange of a single word, directly or in- 
directly, that could by possibility impose an obligation. 

This is the only answer I shall ever make to unworthy minds that 
would measure the integrity of others by their own low standard of 
personal honor. 

The day is drawing near when I shall retire from this Chamber. 
My only ambition while here is to be instrumental in bringing about 
perfect peace between the North and the South as the best means of 
promoting the permanent prosperity of the whole Union. When the 
rude voice of faction, which for fifteen years past in time of peace 
has disturbed the national fellowship that should have been restored 
at the close of the civil war, shall be silenced, this country will bound 
forward in a career of grandeur and of glory that will astound man- 
kind, 

Reconciliation has a nobler aim than mere material wealth. If this 
last experiment of republican government is to endure and to be 
perpetuated, as we all humbly pray God it may be for unborn gen- 
erations, then the spirit of aecpene and of toleration in which it 
was created by the patriotism of the fathers must be revived and 
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imitated. In no other way can the “more perfect Union” which 
their inspired wisdom formed out of the disjointed confederation be 
preserved as the shining light of a higher civilization and as the 
refuge of the oppressed from all lands. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Presig@ent, yesterday I had read at the desk an 
amendment, that I saidthen it was my purpose to offer to the res- 
olution of the Senator from Vermont. I thought, in view of the 
relative strength of the two parties in the Senate, that it was but fair 
that we should have an equal division of the committees. Since hear- 
ing the speech of the President of the Senate, it would be a useless 
consumption of time for me to ask for any action on that amendment, 
and I shall therefore decline to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the resolution of the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Acting Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) Iam 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] on party 
questions. I have authority, however, to transfer the pair. After 
consultation with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. VANCE, ] 
who is paired with the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KeLioae,] | 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Louisiana so that I can vote. 
I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAIR, (when his name was called.) I will state that I am 
paired with my colleague from Nevada, [Mr. JONEs. ] 

Mr. GROOME, (when Mr. GORMAN’s name was called.) I would 
state that my colleague [Mr. GORMAN] is paired with the Senator 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Ropsrns.] If my colleague were here, 
he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. GROVER, (when his name was called.) Iwas paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. VAN WYCK, ] but the pair has been trans- 
ferred and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. ROLLINS. When the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
left the city yesterday he asked me to pair with him. I told him I 
would do so unless some Senator on this side was absent, in which 
case I should transfer the pair. He is now paired with the Senator 
from Virginia, [Mr. MAHONE.] I reserve the right to vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call will proceed. 

The call of the roll was continued. 

Mr. BECK, (when Mr. HAe’s name was called.) I received a note 
this morning requesting me to pair with the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
HALE, ] who was called home by a severe family affliction. With 
the consent of his colleague, I have transferred that pair to my col- 
league, [Mr. WILLIAMS, | as he is now absent. 

Mr. PLUMB, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
‘Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. BUTLER. ] 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On all political ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. JOHNSTON. ] 

‘Otherwise I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

When the name of Mr. VANCE was called, and he voted, 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. enone in- 
formed me that he was paired with the Senator from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Vancr.] The Senator from North Carolina has voted under a 
misapprehension. 

Mr. VANCE. I took it for granted that the announcement made 
‘by the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] would ex- 
plain the reason of my voting. I was paired with the Senator from 
‘Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG ;] but the Senator from Wisconsin took the 
liberty of transferring that pair, as he was paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. GEORGE, ] so that we could both vote. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I did not know that the transfer had been made. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; and it has been announced. 

The roll-call havin 
yeas 32, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—22. 
Ingalls, 
Lapham, 
Logan, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Anthony, 


Morrill, 
Platt, 
Rollins, 
Soeers, 
er, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Windom. 


Dawes, 
Edmunds, 


5 Frye, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, 
Cameron of Wis., ae 
Conger, Hill of Colorado, 


ig Miller of N. Y., 
Davis of Dlinois, Hoar, 


Mitchell, 


NAYS—30. 


Bayard, Jones of Florida, 
Beck, 
Brown, 
Calh 


Farley, 
Garland, 
Groome, 
Grover, 


Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walker. 


Pendleton, 


Hill of Georgia, 
Jackson, Pugh, 
Jonas, Ransom, 


‘Coke, 
Davis of W. Va., 


ABSENT—14. 
Kellogg, 
Mahone, 
Plumb, 
Teller, 


Butler, 
Fair, 
George, 
Gorman, 


Hale, 

Hampton, 

Johnston, 

Jones of Nevada, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock and ten minntes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


Van Wyck, 
Williams. 
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been concluded, the result was announced— | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 6, 1881. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
PRAYER. 


Rev. FREDERICK D. POWER, Chaplain to the House, offered the 
following prayer: 

O God, almighty and ever blessed One, we thank Thee for this 

athering of the Representatives of the people. We praise Thy name 
for the favor Thou hast shown this nation and these Thy servants 
during the days past. 

We give Thee thanks that notwithstanding a cloud of sorrow has 
enveloped the hearts and homes of our people, Thy providence has 
preserved us. Bring, we beseech Thee, joy out of mourning, light 
out of darkness, wisdom out of experience, and grant that we may be 
made better for the tears of the past summer and for the life that 
Thou hast taken to higher walks with Thee. 

Grant Thy blessing now, we beseech Thee, upon this assembling of 
Thy servants. Give wisdom and grace, that the labors of this body 
may be for the best interests of this our land, and may be done in the 
fear and love of God. 

Bless abundantly these Representatives of the people, in body, 
mind, and spirit, and gain great glory for Thine own name always; 
through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


READING OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. FROST. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing now in order but the reading of 
the Journal of yesterday. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read. 

Mr. FROST. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon approving the Journal 
of yesterday, which has been read. 

Mr. FROST. It is upon that point I rise. 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. In what respect? 

Mr. FROST. The Journal, as read by the Clerk, states that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] introduced a resolution to 
adopt the rules of the last House; and that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] thereupon made the point of order that the 
resolution was not then in order. The Clerk in preparing the Jour- 
nal has failed to add that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Frost] 
made another point of order on that resolution. I desire to have the 
Journal corrected in that respect. ; 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair as to what actually 
took place is that the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Frost] attempted 
to make a point of order. 

Mr. FROST. I made the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. And it was not entertained by the Chair at the 
time. 

Mr. FROST. I made a point of order upon the demand of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] for the previous question. I dis- 
tinctly stated upon the floor, when a motion was made to adjourn, 
that I would not yield the floor, to which I was entitled at that time 
upon the point of order, except upon the distinct understanding that 
the resolution of the gentleman from Kansas and my amendment 
thereto were to be considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that there was 
pending a point of order made by another gentleman. 

Mr. FROST. LIappeal to the recollection of gentlemen in my neigh- 
borhood at the time. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that there was 
pending a point of order made by another gentleman, and that the at- 
tempt of the gentleman from Missouri to make another point of order 
at that time was not entertained by the Chair. The Clerk, in ac- 
cordance with Rule XVI, has made up the record on that subject. 

Mr. FROST. It is upon that very point—— 

The SPEAKER. There can be but one point of order pending at 
the same time. 

Mr. FROST. There is no Rule XVI operating at this time. 

Mr. HASKELL. The Journal of this House is a record of the trans- 
actionsofthe House. The transaction referred to is not denied. The 
Journal is correct in its record, if the statement of the transaction is 
correct. Whether the point of order if pending would properly lie 
against the demand for the previous question at that time does not 
affect the Journal. The Journal is accurate in its statement of what 
happened, and that isthe whole scope of the Journal. 

Mr. FROST. The Journal is not accurate, inasmuch as it fails to 
state that I made that point of order. 

The SPEAKER. It is sufficient for the Chair to state that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri attempted to make a point of order, which, 
under the circumstances, was out of order, after the demand for the 
previous question had been made by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. FROST. Under what rule? 

The SPEAKER. There was also pending at that time a point of 
order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] and 
it was not proper for the Chair to entertain the point of order made 


I desire to correct the 
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by the gentleman from Missouri. It is sufficient for this purpose to 
state that whether the Chair was right or wrong in refusing to enter- 
tain the point of order at the time, the fact is he did not entertain it, 
and the record would be wrong if it undertook to state what the gen- 
tleman suggests. 

Mr. FRO T. Will the Speaker permit me to have read the record 
of the proceedings, not the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. HasKE 1. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and upon it I ask 
the prevees question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘‘ Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-sixth 
Congress shail be the rules of the present House until otherwise ordered; and 

‘Resolved further, That the Committee on Rules when appointed shall have leave 
to report at any time all such amendments or revisions of said rules as they may 
dleem preper.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the rules that resolution would lie over for one day. 

Mr. Frost. I make the point of order we have no rules. This House is at this 
time without rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this is a very important subject, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
that this motion does not require to lie over. It isthe original motion for the adop- 
tion of the rules, and is entirely in order; and the previous question has been asked 
for. Butif there is to be any discussion, or if there be any desire on the part of 
gentlemen to examine the resolution more fully, or to modify it, I am willing to 
yield for a motion to adjourn, and let this come up to-morrow as unfinished business. 

Mr. FROST. Now I desire to make this parliamentary inquiry, 
whether I shall be entitled to the privilege of renewing my objec- 
tion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order in making his in- 
quiry now. The House is considering the question of approving the 
Journal of yesterday; that is the subject before the House at this time. 

Mr. FROST. Iam now asking a parliamentary inquiry. Idonot 
insist upon the correction of the Journal, although I claim that it is 
not correct, if—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider the point involved in the 
gentleman’s parliamentary inquiry when it is reached. If there be 
no further objection to the approval of the Journal or “he proceed- 
ings of yesterday, it will stand approved as read. 

The Journal was approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL. } 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to move the previous question on the res- 
olutions which I offered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There is no previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the regular order, which isthe 
completion of the organization of this House. Members are present, 
ready to be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas offers the resolutions 
which were read yesterday, and upon them demands the previous 
question. 

Mr. FROST. And I make the point of order—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. KNOTT. I simply wish to ask 

Mr. HASKELL. I cannot yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Knorr. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a point of order raised against these 
resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to rise to a point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a question of privilege, a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege—the swearing in of members. Under 
the thirtieth section of the Revised Statutes, members who have not 
yet been sworn are entitled to take the oath at once, that they may 
vote, . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that members of the 
House now present who were not sworn in yesterday are entitled to 
be sworn in now. If there are any such present they will come for- 
ward and take the oath. 

Mr. LEOPOLD Mors, of Massachusetts, and Mr. ALFRED N. SCALES, 
of North Carolina, presented themselves at the Clerk’s desk and 
were duly qualified, the former taking the “test oath” and the latter 
the ‘‘modified oath.” 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other members present who were 
not sworn in yesterday? [A pause.] The gentleman from Kansas 
is recognized. 

Mr. HASKELL. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. HASKELL. 





I will yield to the gentleman—— 
I claim that the gentleman—— 
I have the floor. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has no right to yield to anybody. 
Mr. HASKELL. I hold the floor upon a demand for the previous 
question on my resolutions. é 
— RANDALL. Against which on yesterday I raised a point of 
order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes a point 
of order—— 
Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania objects to 
my yielding, of course I will not do so. 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman at this time has no right to yield 
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until the point of order which I raised against his resolutions is 
decided by the Chair. 

Mr. HASKELL. I have been recognized to-day. The resolutions 
came over from yesterday; and the point of order made yesterday 
was acceded to by me. The one day required under the rules for a 
resolution to lie over has elapsed. I have taken the floor again to- 
day in my own right, and have made the motion again to-day in my 
own right as a new motion, and I hold the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. And in order that there shall not be any misun- 
derstanding or controversy I again make the point of order against 
it, on the ground—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will now state 
his point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. My point of order is that, according to the law, 
there is other business than that proposed by the gentleman from 
Kansas which requires immediate attention—the swearing of the 
Delegates as provided for by the thirtieth section of the Revised 
Statutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. And there is a further point of order made, that 
there is no previous question until the rules are adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Task for the reading of the thirtieth section of 
the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 30. At the first session of Congress, after every general election of Repre- 
sentatives, the oath of office shall be administered by any Member of the House of 

Representatives to the Speaker; and by the Speaker to all the Members and Dele- 
zates present, and to the Clerk, previous to any other business ; and to the Mem- 
Cae and Delegates who afterward appear, previous to their taking their seats. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, in asking for the regular order, I ask that 
under the law the Delegates from the Territories be now sworn in. 

Mr. HASKELL. Upon the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that Delegates should now be sworn in under the 
statute as read, I yield the point. I am prepared for the swearing in 
of the Delegates; but I insist that I hold the floor upon the resolu- 
tions which I offered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is of opinion that, since the House is 
now completely organized, the Delegates from the Territories are en- 
titled, under the statute, to be sworn in; and the Chair now directs 
the Clerk to call for that purpose the Delegates from the Territories 
of Arizona, Dakota, Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, Washington, and 
Wyoming. 

The Clerk called the names of the Delegaf€es from the Territories 
designated by the Speaker; and they presented themselves at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Have all the Delegates been called? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has called the Delegates as he was 
instructed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Has the Delegate from Utah, Mr. Cannon, 
been called? I make a point of order. 

The Speaker proceeded to administer the oath of office to the Dele- 
gates from the Territories designated, who were duly qualified by 
taking the test oath, with the exception of Mr. OuRY, of Arizona, who 
took the modified oath. 


DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 


The SPEAKER. Before making any further call, the Chair desires 
to state to the House that there is a controversy over the matter of 
Delegate from the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. RANDALL, He was not asked to step aside. 

The SPEAKER. There are several certificates, or at least two cer- 
tificates, held by two different gentlemen, and it is a matter, as the 
Chair understands it, which cannot be determined in advance, either 
by the old or new Clerk. The Chair does not understand he has any 
power to determine for the House who shall go upon the roll and be 
called for the purpose of being sworn in. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would inquire—— 

Mr. HASKELL. I have the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. LI rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. HASKELL. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized, but 
the gentleman from New York will be heard on his point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is a point of privilege as to the right of 
a member of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask, whether the name of the Delegate 
from Utah was not placed on the roll by the Clerk? 

Mr. DUNNELL. By whose authority? 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair has already stated that is immaterial ; 
for, as he is at present advised, he knows no law which authorizes 
any Clerk, either old or new, to put a Delegate on any roll. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; but, Mr. Speaker, there was a gentleman 
here claiming to be the Delegate from the Territory of Utah, and 
who claimed a seat upon this floor as such Delegate, and this House 
must take cognizance under the law of that fact and that right. 
That is a question of the highest privilege, and must be now deter- 
mined. 

Mr. HASKELL, and Mr. Cox of New York, rose to address the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
the Chair will state he is of the same opinion. It is a question of 
privilege, an@ it is a question of privilege to be determined, but it 
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is a question for the House and not for the Chair to determine. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York rises to a question 
of the highest privilege—the right of a Delegate to a seat on this 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. That is exactly the question the Chair under- 
stands to be now before the House for consideration. 

Mr. HASKELL. I raised the distinct question, and stated I hada 
resolution respecting that question, which I offered for the considera- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I respectfully inquire of the Chair whether he 
asked the Delegate from Utah to step aside—the Delegate whose name 
is upon the roll ? 

The SPEAKER. His name has never been called. The inquiry 
of the Chair now is of the House, and not of any individual as to who 
shall be sworn as Delegate from Utah. And that is the question be- 
fore the House. The gentleman from Kansas offers the following 
resolution—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to a question of the highest privilege, and 
ask to have read the certificates, as the Chair has stated there are 
two, of the election of a Delegate from Utah. They are in the posses- 
sion of the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt in the world these certificates 
and all others in the possession of the House can be read when desired 
at the proper time, and the Chair will then direct them to be read. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct these certificates to be read 
as soon as there is some resolution or motion before the House prop- 
erly for action. 

Mr. RANDALL. The question is on swearing in the Delegate from 
Utah. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question before the House now. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask the roll be read. 

The SPEAKER. When the question before the House is put in 
proper form the Chair will hear gentlemen on their several points. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the resolution be reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the certificates be read. 

wed SPEAKER. What is the inquiry of the gentleman from New 
York 

Mr. COX, of New York. Why not call the roll made by the Clerk 
in pursuance of law 

The SPEAKER. e Chair has already announced that he does 
not recognize any roll as made up in accordance with law, so far as 
Delegates are concerned, and therefore cannot direct any to be called. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the Chair decide—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas offers a resolution, 
which will be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair decide it is not the right of a 
member here to ask that the certificate of a Delegate who seeks to 
a Territory upon this floor shall be read as a question of 

rivilege 
" The SPEAKER. The Chair does say that it is the right of the 
gentleman to have the certificate read when the question is properly 
before the House, and in order that the question may be properly 
before the House the Chair now directs the Clerk to read the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. COX, of New York. By what right did the Chair call for the 
other names of ig on that roll? 

Mr. HASKELL. He has not called any names. I am on the floor 
by recognition of the Speaker on this question of privilege, and 
— that resolution is read I am in order on this question of priv- 
liege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to have the certificates and the 
roll read. Let the roll be called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. The 
Chair desires, in the first place, that there shall be order in the House. 

He desires also to state, in answer to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from New York, and in order that there may be no misunderstand- 
ing as to what the Chair understands to be the law on this subject, 
that the old Clerk is required and directed to make up a roll of mem- 
bers by States. But that obligation does not extend to a roll of the 
Delegates from the Territories, and therefore the roll of the members 
was called in pursuance of thelaw. But there isno roll, as the Chair 
understands the law, which he is bound to recognize of the Delegates 
from the Territories. 

Mr. RANDALL. But does the Chair decide that I, as a member of 
this House, have no right in my representative capacity to call for 
the reading at this time of the warrant or the certificate by which a 
Delegate is sent here claiming to represent one of the Territories? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has expressly stated that the gentle- 
man would have the right to call for the reading of the certificate 
og he is entitled to the floor for that purpose, and at the proper 

me. 

_ The Chair desires to state further that there is a committee ready 
%, to report at this time, which he will now recognize. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HISCOCK, from the committee appointed to wait on the 
President and inform him that the House of Representatives was 
organized and ready to proceed to business, reported that the 





committee, having performed that duty, had been informed by the 
President that he would communicate with Congress forthwith 
through a message in writing. 

DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 

Mr. HASKELL. Upon the question of privilege, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to say a word before the resolution which I have submitted is 
presented for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

a SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] has 
the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I had risen to a question of privilege, 
and I have never been taken off the floor. I have the right to be 
heard upon a question which I have presented, and the gentleman 
from Kansas has not the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] has 
the floor on a question of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the Speaker deny my right to be 
heard upon the question of privilege which I have raised? 

Mr. HASKELL. Iam on the floor on the question of privilege, and 
have not yielded it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HaskELL] has 
the floor. 

Mr. HASKELL. I have not yielded the floor, and have it on the 
same question of privilege to which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] refers. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
the question of privilege. 

Mr. HASKELL. You have no right to the floor. 
the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ihave not sat down sinceI got up. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to be heard in my own right on 
this question. 

Mr. HASKELL. I demand the reading of my resolution and the 
right to be heard upon the resolution, having been accorded the floor 
for the purpose of presenting this question of privilege, and the gen- 
tleman from New York cannot at this stage take me off the floor upon 
the same question of privilege. I have a prior right to the recogni- 
tion of the Chair, which has been accorded to me, and I demand the 
reading of the resolution which I have submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized for the 
purpose of offering a resolution on the subject of swearing in the Dele- 
gate from the Territory of Utah, and he is entitled to the floor for that 
purpose. But at the same time the gentleman from New York rises 
to a question of privilege, and wants to have the question decided as 
to whether there is not a roll made up by the Clerk, and which would 
direct the Speaker in this matter. Now the Chair is trying to be 
understood in saying that there was no roll which he felt bound to 
recognize that contained the name of any Delegate from any Terri- 
tory: 

Mr. RANDALL. He selects at will. 

The SPEAKER. And to that extent disposes of the question of 
privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But there is aroll which was made up by 
the Clerk; and as this raises a question of fact, I ask that the section 
of the law be read which applies to it; and also that the certificates 
be read, with a view to making a motion touching the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor, 

Mr. RANDALL. In response to the statement of the Speaker that 
there is no roll of the Delegates, I desire to ask, if there is no roll, 
how does it happen that he has selected the names of other Delegates 
who were allowed to be sworn in and omits the Delegate from Utah? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that he has the right to 
call the Delegates to be sworn in such order as he may think proper, 
and has proceeded in that manner and called all of the Delegates 
agemes whom there was no objection, upon ascertaining from the 
Clerk that there was no challenge, contest, or controversy in their 
cases. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair has selected at will. 

The SPEAKER. And each of them desiring to be sworn in, and 
nobody objecting to their being sworn in, they were called and sworn 
without objection. 
= COX, of New York. But how was the Chair to make the selec- 

10n 

Mr. REED.. The House gave its consent; there was no objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The House gave no consent, for an objec- 
tion was made at the time. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair directed the swearing in of those Dele- 
gates who presented proper certificates and against whom there was 
no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. And now I ask that the certificate or certificates 
presented, and which the Speaker says are conflicting in reference to 
the Utah case, be read so that the House may be able to have the full 

statement of the question before action is taken upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolution that has 
been sent to the desk by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That Allen G. Campbell, Delegate-elect from Utah Territory, is enti- 
tied to.be sworn in as Delegate to this House on his prime facie ease. 


I have not yielded the floor since I rose to 


You are not on 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a } Se awes of order. 

Mr. HASKELL. I have the floor on that resolution. I ask for the 
reading of the certificate from the governor of Utah and of any other 
certificate, if there be one, certifying who was elected as Delegate 
from Utah Territory. : 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is entitled to have 
that certificate read. And the Chair desires to state, that in com- 
pliance with the request of several members who consider it may be 
best to have read all real or the pretended certificates or evidences 
of title to the seat of the Delegate from Utah Territory, that they 
may be before the House, he will, in the absence of objection, direct 
that to be done now. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
which ought to be read. 

Mr. HASKELL. Let me say, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to know if I am in order now? 

The SPEAKER. It is now in order to read these certificates or 
pretended certificates. a 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am informed that among these certifi- 
cates are the credentials of Mr. Cannon, whose name is on the roll. 
These are also entitled to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already directed them to be read. 

Mr. HOUSE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOUSE. Do [understand the Chair to rule, or to assert, that 
there is no law authorizing the Clerk of this House to make up the 
roll of Delegates from the Territories ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have asked that the law on that point 
should be read. 

Mr. HOUSE. I ask that the thirty-eighth section of the Revised 
Statutes be now read, that it may be seen whether there is such a 
law. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not now before the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have asked again and again that the 
law be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to read the certificates as 
they are presented here. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Executive Office, ss: 

I, Eli H. Murray, governor of the Territory of Utah, do declare and certify that 
at the regular election for Delegate to the Forty-seventh Con; held in said Ter- 
ritory on the first ae after the first Monday in November, A.D. 1880, to wit, 
the 2d ee November, 1880, the returns whereof were opened in my presence by 
the secretary of the Territory, Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen of 
the United States, over the age of twenty-one ia having the test number of 
votes, and was therefore duly elected as said Delegate to the said Congress, and I 
therefore do give this certificate eer. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the Territory to be affixed. 

Done at Salt Lake City, this 8th day of January, A. D. 1881. 

[SEAL.] ELI H. MURRAY, 
Governor. 


I understand there are various papers 


By the governor : 

ARTHUR L. Tuomas, Secretary of Utah Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the Clerk to read the other certificate of 
the governor of Utah. 

Mr. HAWK. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Is the 
paper which is now to be read a certificate from any duly-authorized 
Territorial official ? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair cannot decide that question, but it will 
go to the House for the House to consider whether it is or is not from 
the prppet authority. 

Mr. HASKELL. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. There are some certificates or pretended certifi- 
cates that have not yet been read. 

Mr. HASKELL. T rise to a point of order. I ask now to be heard 
in br rt of my case, I have introduced a resolution of the highest 
possible privilege. I have been recognized to-day by the Chair and 
the resolution is pending. By all the rules and precedents of this 
House I have the floor upon this motion. I have asked for the read- 
ing of the certificate of thé governor of the Territory of Utah before 
I commenced an argument on the question of privilege and upon the 
resolution I have offered. I have theright to take charge of my own 
debate and to manage a. own case; and I have asked for the read- 
ing of the certificate of the governor of that Territory. That certifi- 
cate has been read. If there is a certificate from the governor of the 
Territory of Utah to any other person, I will now ask to have that 
read. If there is no certificate from the governor of the Territory or 
any other officer of the Territory, then I want, in my right as a mem- 
ber of this House under the law, to discuss the certificate of the gov- 
ernor—the only certificate there is. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, 

DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that it does not pro- 
pose to give directions as to the matters that may be presented in 
support of thisresolution. But the understanding was, as submitted 
by the Chair, that such papers as purported to be certificates or were in 





the nature of evidences of title to a seat by anybody might be read 
at this time. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is all right, Mr. Speaker. But if the Chair 
will permit me, I will state this matter clearly; and I certainly have 
some rights on this floor. I did not object to the reading of all the 
papers at the proper time. I shall insist the gentlemen on the other 
side shall have as much time for debate as myself. I shall insist upon 
that. That is only just and fair. Before we are through with this 
argument all the papers will be read. 

now ask to have read at this time—if there is such a thing—an- 
other certificate of the governor of Utah. But if the governor has 
issued but one certificate, I wish the clerk so to state from that desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the Clerk that there is 
but one certificate here from the governor of the Territory of Utah. 

> HASKELL. That is what I supposed, and which has been 
read. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Is it not in order by the unani- 
mous consent of the House to have all these papers read? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that all such papers were 
to be read as purported to be evidence of title to the seat of a Dele- 
vate from the Territory of Utah. But the gentleman from Kansas 

Mr. HASKELL ] insists that he shall give direction to this matter; and 
while he is entitled to the floor, the Chair accords him that right, for 
itis aright. These papers will all be read in due time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. One further parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Did not the Speaker direct that 
all the certificates, both real and pretended, should be read? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON} 
is right in saying that the Chair suggested, as a matter of conven- 
ience, that all the papers should be read; but the Chair agrees that 
the gentleman from Kansas has an absolute right to control his own 
argument, and to demand to have read in his own way and in his 
oe time such papers as he is entitled to have read while he has the 

oor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Subject to all points of order? 

The SPEAKER. Subject to points of order, of course. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I make a point of order. » 

The SPEAKER. One atatime. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. THOMPSON] has a point of order, the Chair understands. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Did not the Speaker take the 
gentleman from Kansas off the floor by a direction that both the real 
and the pretended certificate should be read ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not take him off the floor and did 
not attempt to take him off the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My point of order is that a roll is in exist- 
ence, and under the law which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read the names of Delegates as well as Members on that roll should 
be called, and the Members and Delegates whose names are on that 
roll should be sworn in unless objection be made. 

In support of my remarks on this point of order I ask the Chair to 
direct the Clerk to read sections 31 and 38 of the Revised Statutes, to- 
gether with the note to section 38, so that it may go to the House 
that the Clerk of the House has made out the roll in pursuance of 
law with Mr. Cannon’s name upon it; and, therefore, the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] is not in order while the 
law is being followed, which is larger than any rule and larger even 
than the gentleman from Kansas. d 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the point of order, al- 
though the Chair has ruled—and there has been no appeal taken— 
that the gentleman from Kansas—— 

, Mr. ROBESON . On the point of order oo me to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. At the proper time. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] insists upon having his point of order considered be- 
cause he has not had read the sections of the Revised Statutes to 
which he has referred. They will be now read at his request. 

Mr. HASKELL. Have I the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is entitled to the 
floor so far as the consideration of his resolution is concerned. But 
the point of order made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
takes him tera from the floor. The Clerk will now read sec- 
tions 31 and 38 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 31. Before the first meeting of each Congress the Clerk of the next preced- 
ing House of Representatives shall make a roll of the Representatives-elect, and 
— thereon the names of those persons, and of such persons only, whose creden- 

ials show that they were regularly elected in acco ce With the laws of their 
States respectively, or the laws of the United States. 

SEc. 38. Representatives and Digits elect to Con whose credentials in 
due form of law have been duly filed with the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, in accordance with the provisions of section thirty-one, may receive their 
compensation monthly, from the beginning of their term until the beginning of the 
first session of each Congress, upon a certificate in the form now in use to be 
signed by the Clerk of the House, which certificate shall have the like foree and 
effect as is given to the certificate of the Speaker; but, in case the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives shall be notified that the election of any such holder of 
a certificate of election will be contested, his name shall not be a upon the 
roll of members-elect so as to entitle him to be paid, until he shall have been sworn 
in as a member, or until such contest shall be determined, 

Notr.—So much of this se¢tion as requires the Clerk of the House to omit from 





the per sot of Members and Delegates elected to Congress those holders of gel 
cates whose election he may be notified will be contested, was repealed by the 
provision in chapter 130, statutes of 1875, volume 13, page 389. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It will appear that section 38 of the Re- 
vised Statutes provides that Delegates also shall be placed on the 
roll as well as Members. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. To draw pay. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But their names may be omitted on a con- 
test only as to pay. Surely my friend from Massachusetts is too good 
a lawyer not to interpret this provision aright. The Clerk, pursuing 
that law—- 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And my friend from New York 
is too well informed to claim that under the thirty-first section, which 
he has had read, Delegates are at all included. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I had both sections read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Ah! but the gentleman will 
find that the thirty-eighth section says that Delegates shall be put 
upon a roll for the purpose only of pay; that is all. Not to entitle 
them to seats. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is mistaken, I think. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Well, I rest upon the language 
of the statute. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But the judge as to who shall go on the 
roll, who shall be sworn in, who presents the proper credentials, 
whether certified by the governor or any one else, is not the Speaker, 
but the Clerk. By the law, if any one is designated at all under the 
thirty-eighth section it is the Clerk of the House, in pursuance of the 
thirty-first section, to which the thirty-eighth section is supplement- 


ary. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. May I have the privilege of 
asking the gentleman a question? If there is no difference between 
the status of Representatives-elect and Delegates-elect, I ask the 
gentleman why the legislators who enacted the law did not put both 
Representatives-elect and Delegates-elect in the thirty-first section ? 
Why did they make the difference? After requiring the Clerk of the 
House to make up a roll of a body of men who shall be competent to 
organize the House, shall be the voting members for the election of 
Speaker and Clerk, they went further and said that for the purpose 
of payment the Clerk may make a roll which shall include Delegates- 
elect; but those Delegates are not under the law entitled to be put 
on the roll of the House on equal terms with members. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I can answer my friend from Massachu- 
setts. One law was passed in 1867, the other in 1873. The latter was 
a supplementary law. Now look at the construction of it. In the 
first place, there is no doubt as to the Clerk putting members on the 
roll. Then in section 38 it is provided that— 

Representatives and Delegates elect to Congress, whose credentials in due form 
of law have been duly filed with the Clerk of the House of Representatives, in 
accordance with the provisions of section 31, may receive their compensation 
monthly from the beginning of their term until the beginning of the first session 
of each Congress, upon a certificate in the form now in use, to be signed by the 
Clerk of the House, which certificate shall have the like force and effect as is given 
to the certificate of the Speaker; but in case the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives shall be notified that the election of any such holder of a certificate of 
election will be contested, his name shall not be placed upon the roll of members- 
elect—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. ‘ Members,” not Delegates. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman hold still a moment ? 
so as to entitle him to be paid—— 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Yes; the roll for pay is the only roll spoken 
of as to Delegates; they do not go upon a roll like members. 

Mr. REED. The original law cited by the gentleman from New 
York was approved on the 4th of March, 1863. Its provisions are in 
‘terms preserved in the statute which he has read. The next Con- 
‘ after that law was passed met in December, 1863 ; and thereupon 
the Speaker, Mr/ Colfax, ruled upon that law; and his ruling, which 
has been undisturbed up to the present day, will be found on page 
450 of the Compilation of Questions of Order relating to Organi- 
zation. It is in these words: 

“The Speaker will state that by law the Clerk of the House cannot put on the roll, 
:as formerly, the names of the Delegates from the various Territories ; he can only 
place there the names of Representatives of the States. 

The House acquiesced, without a murmur from anybody, in that 
decision; and it has been acquiesced in since whenever the question 
has been raised. The present occupant of the chair has ruled upon 
‘this point, and, his decision not having been appealed from, it seems 
to me the question is adjudicated, and that we are wasting time in 
talking about it further. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not yield the floor for a speech; I 
“supposed the gentleman was going to ask a question. 

. REED. The gentleman from New York did not yield the floor 
to me; I took it in my own right. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman took it according to his 


-custom. 
Mr. REED. Ofcourse. My custom is to take the floor in my own 


right, not in anybody else’s right. I am glad to have that compli- 
«ment from the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I know the gentleman’s custom; itis very 
cheerful and pleasant. 

Mr. REED. I will yield to the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 
‘ROBESON, ] if I have the right. 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to finish my remarks. 

Mr. ROBESON, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will be heard in 
proper time. The gentleman from New Jersey will now proceed. 

r. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, there is no difficulty about this 
question—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, have I yielded the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman trom New 
York to yield the floor, and thereupon he recognized the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] in his own right; and that gentleman now 
yields to the gentleman from New Jersey. The Chair has not, since 
the gentleman from New York yielded the floor, again recognized him. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yielded to a question from my colleague, 
and then in came this gentleman from Maine, whom I always love to 
hear speak. [Laughtez.] I was listening to him. 

But now I wish to say, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REED. I do not wish to get a reputation for sarcasm. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will permit the gentleman to say what he has 
to say in conclusion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will say in conclusion on the point of 
order, and I speak pertinently, that I cannot argue the merits on the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kansas. He has sought to preju- 
dice this point of order somewhat by stating there is a certificate 
for Mr. Campbell and none for the other man. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the point of 
order of the gentleman from New York, and on that point of order the 
Chair is willing to hear members, but does not wish debate to run 
into the. merits of the resolution. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to say to my friend from New York and 
to the House that the very moment I am given the floor to conduct 
this case I shall ask for the reading of all the papers before going 
into the discussion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman did not say that at first. 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman from New York did not give me 
the opportunity. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire on this point to relieve some 
wrong impressions which, I think, have been made-on the House, and 
for that purpose I wish to read from section 31: 

Before the first meeting of each Congress, the Clerk of the next preceding House 
of Representatives shall make a roll— 

What of? 
of the Representatives-elect, 

Not of any Delegate, but of the Representatives-elect. That is the 
command, that is the authority upon which he makes that roll. 
What is the next point? 
and place thereon— 

That is, on the roll of those Representatives— 
and place thereon the names of those persons, and of such persons only, whose 
credentials shall show that they were regularly elected in accordance with the 
laws of their States respectively, or the laws of the United States. 

If that does not exclude from that roll Delegates or any other per- 
sons except Representatives-elect, then there is no certainty in legal 
language, and none in the ascertainment of it by legal interpretation. 

Now, when that is done for the purpose of giving Delegates-eleet 
who come into that position months before Congress meets, and they 
cannot be sworn in, a chance to be paid, section 38 is made to au- 
thorize the Clerk to put them on the pay-roll, and the pay-roll only. 
That is the condition, and there vanishes, as smoke before the wind, 
all the power of the Clerk to make a roll which binds either prima 
Sacie or actually the power of this House. 

What then remains? The certificates of the Delegates filed in the 
Clerk’s office of this House bearing the seals of the Territorie@ and 
under the laws of the United States which controls them. As a 
matter of privilege under the law the Speaker takes notice of the 
fact they are there, and by the thirtieth section of the Revised Stat- 
utes the Speaker is authorized to proceed to swear in the Repre- 
sentatives and Delegates elect. That authorization of law without 
restriction or without order given clothes the Speaker with the right, 
as he has properly ruled, to select the order in which they are to be 
sworn. Therefore, in taking up these certificates he has elected 
thaf those who have certificates which are not disputed shall first be 
sworn in. That has been done for the dispatch of public business 
and for the convenience of the House. 

Now, sir, there rises another question, of which my friend from 
Kansas has charge, which comes up on the swearing in of men who 
appear under credentials which are disputed, which question the 
Speaker has relegated to this House and upon it recognized my friend 
from Kansas. 

Mr. McLANE. [rise to call the attention of the gentleman to a 
point of order which I make. I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to ad- 
dress myself to section 31 or section 38 of the Revised Statutes, ex- 
cept to call the attention of the honorable gentleman from New Jer- 
sey to the fact that section 38 is, as he has stated, a pay section, and 
has reference to the pay of Representatives and Delegates; but, at 
the saas time, it refers to the thirty-first section, which provides for 
the general roll as the thirty-eighth section does tothe pay-roll. But 
the point I make to the Chair is that the Chair has disposed of this 
whole question; and that is my point of order. For the Chair stated 
to the House that he had examined the law, and that in his opinion 
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there was no law which required Delegates to be placed on the roll 
provided for in section 31, The Chair made no reference to the thirty- 
eighth section. The Chair, perhaps, had not read that section. I 
think it must be apparent to the House from the ruling of the Chair 
that he had not sectien 38 in view at all. The Chair was confining 
his attention to the thirty-first section, under which the roll of the 
Clerk of members entitled to be sworn was made up; and the Chair 
distinctly claims the privilege and right to direct the mode in which 
members, as well as these Delegates, should be sworn, and the House 
acquiesced in that, as it did yesterday in the claim of the Chair to 
regulate the mode in which members should be sworn. And the Chair 
claiming that power, the House acquiescing, directed that all the cer- 
tificates of all the Delegates should be read to this House. The Chair 
already so decided, and could only decide it with the consent of this 
House; and the House having consented, it is not competent for the 
Chair to withdraw that ruling. The Chair isas much bound by that 
ruling as the House is bound it; and I submit, with great defer- 
ence to the Chair, that it errs when it permits the gentleman from 
Kansas to assume control of the Utah case. 

The gentleman from Kansas has two or three times asserted that 
because he has submitted that resolution therefore he has control 
of this question. Mr. Speaker, I object to that assertion. He has no 
control of any question. We are executing an order of this House 
with the unanimous consent of the House. That is the point made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, and the Chair erred when in reply 
to the gentleman from Kentucky the Chair said he would withdraw 
that order. The Chair did say so to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
The Chair stated clearly to him and to the House that he had ordered 
all of the certificates to be read, but in deference to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] he withdrew that order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my point is that the Chair has no right to with- 
draw that order. That the Chair has the power to direct the order 
in which the oaths shall be administered nobody questions, because 
this was a proceeding begun by the unanimous consent of the House, 
and the Chair owes it to its own dignity and to this House to exe- 
cute the order and not to allow the coathemad from Kansas to inter- 
pose his resolution or obtain control of the question in that manner. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Maryland allow me a 
question ? 

Mr. McLANE. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. How did the Speaker to-day know that the gen- 
tlemen whom he has allowed to be sworn as Delegates from the various 
Territories were the Delegates from the Territories they claim to rep- 
resent, except from the roll itself? 

Mr. MCLANE. The Chair stated—— 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, in response to the in- | 


quiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] that he 
knew these gentlemen who were sworn to-day were Delegates from 
these different Territories, because they presented themselves in per- 
son and applied to be sworn, and exhibited their certificates. After 
that they were called befere the Clerk’s desk to be sworn, and the 
matter was before the House without objection, and they were sworn 
in in accordance with the action of the House giving its consent in 
that manner. 

Mr. RANDALL. The certificates were not presented to the House, 
and the Speaker does not assume to decide that they were entitled to 
seats. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker does not assume to decide that they 
were entitled to seats; but when they claim the right to be sworn in 
as any member from a State has the right to claim the privilege of 
being sworn in when he presents a certificate and no objection is 
made to it, the Chair acts simply in accordance with what would seem 
to be a reasonable exercise of his authority in the premises. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was neither exhibition of the certificates 
nor reading of the certificates to the House, and the only knowledge 
which the Chair has of the fact of their being Delegates from these Ter- 
ritories was the fact that their names were placed on the roll by the 
Clérk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
submitted a question that has already been passed upon and disposed 
of, so far as this day’s action is concerned. With reference to the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. MCLANE, } 
it is a point made ona matter already passed. It is true thatthe gen- 
tleman from Kentucky stated clearly that the Chair had once ruled 
that all the certificates should be read; but as there seemed to be some 
misapprehension or some doubt as to the acquiescence of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [ Mr. Sec in that arrangement, and as he was 
entitled to and has offered a resolution on which he is entitled to be 
heard, which resolution is now before the House, the Chair did not 
insist upon the reading, but allows the gentleman from Kansas to con- 
trol his own remarks without undertaking to insist upon what the 
Chair supposed was the agreement acquiesced in by the House. 

Another question before the House now, in the shape of a point of 
order, is the one suggested by the gentleman from New Yerk, [Mr. 
Cox.] It is true the gentleman from New Jersey made a point of 
order earlier in the day, which was considered and overruled. But 
as the gentleman still insisted that there were certain sections of the 
law that he desired to present for the consideration of the Speaker 
and the House, and which entitled him on the point he had raised to 


a favorable ruling, and which sections had not been read to the House, | 
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the Chair was willing to open the question again and allow the sec- 
tions of the statute, which it was claimed had a direct bearing upon 
this case, to be read. For that reason he was willing to reconsider 
the former ruling and reopen the point of order, and that is now the 
question under consideration. 

Mr. McLANE. Will the Speaker indulge me for a moment? I 
apprehend the question precisely as the Chair states it; and I beg 
his attention to my point of order as I now submitit. The Chair had 
certainly concluded that question of privilege. The Chair had cer- 
tainly decided it after it had been presented properly, and that con- 
cluded it, and had turned to the gentleman from Kansas, who prior 
to the raising of that question had submitted his resolution, but the 
question of privilege took him off the floor necessarily—— 

The SPEAKER. For the time being? 

Mr. McLANE. For the time being, and the Chair entertained the 
question of privilege presented by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Cox,] and decided against the question of privilege, as the Chair 
now states. Then it was, when the Chair had so decided, that the 
Chair ruled out the gentleman from Kansas, and stated distinctly that 
he took it upon himself to-day, as he did yesterday, to direct the order 
in which the swearing in should take place. Yesterday the Chair took 
upon himself to direct the order in which the members of the House 
should be sworn in, with the consent of the House. Nobody supposes 
that the Chair ordered any member peremptorily to stand aside of 
his own will. But it was done with the consent of the House, and 
that order directing the manner in which the oath should be admin- 
istered was acquiesced in by the House, and also by the gentlemen 
themselves to whom objection was made, and we concluded that day’s 
labor by the swearing in of the members, and to-day the Chair has 
done the same thing. He made a statement which was distinctly 
heard and understood by the House, and acquiesced in, as to the man- 
ner in which Delegates should be sworn in. I was giving my per- 
sonal attention to it, and I for one, and I think every member of this 
House, acquiesced in the claim of the Chair to direct the mode in 
which the Delegates should be sworn in, precisely as he directed the 
mode in which the members were sworn in on yesterday. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Will the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
LANE] allow me a moment ? 

Mr. McLANE. Let me finish. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland declines to yield. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will simply suggest that we are consuming 
time to no purpose 

Mr. McLANE. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. HAZELTON. We are consuming time because the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] has already stated that he would have 
read for the information of the House all of these certiticates. 

Mr. McLANE. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The gentleman from Maryland is in error. He 
labors under a misapprehension, and I desire to set him right. 

Mr. McLANE. I ask that the gentleman on my right [Mr. Haze.- 
TON] may come to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is entitled to the 
floor on the point of order. 

Mr. McLANE. It is only by the indulgence of the Chair that I 
occupy the floor; and when the Chair gives me the slightest intima- 
tion that he has heard enough, I will-conclude what I have to say. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be heard. 

Mr. McLANE. The point addressed to the Chair is, that the Chair 
having directed the mode in which these Delegates should be sworn, 
ruled out the question of privilege made by the gentleman from New 
York, and ruled out for the time being the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas. Now, the Chair afterward, as he has just 
stated, permitted the gentleman from New York to have those papers 
read. And why did the Chair give that privilege? Because he fad 
assumed, with the consent of the House, the contrel of the whole 
subject of swearing in the Delegates. Otherwise, the gentleman 
from New York, having his question of privilege ruled against him, 
could not again take the floor to have those papers read. 

There were sections of the law read by the indulgence and grace 
of the Chair and by no other right. And the Chair isnow absolutely 
bound by his own order and by the unanimous consent of this House. 
That point I want to submit to the Chair. I am inno difference with 
the Chair. I am in full concurrence with the Chair. But I want the 
Chair to maintain his own dignity and the dignity of the House, and 
I cannot listen with patience to the gentleman from Kansas while 
over and over again he tells us that he has control of this question 
upon his resolution. Why, sir, his resolution is not before the House. 
Ithas been temporarily laid aside by the Chair. Andnowif the Chair 
undertakes to withdraw his own order, then I interpose the objection 
that the Chair had no right to make that order without our consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the question of order 
is not now very important, because there is but one Delegate yet to 
be sworn. The Chair has only held that so far as the rights of the 
gentleman from Kansas are concerned that that gentleman is entitled 
to be heard on his own resolution in his own/way. Other members 
will have their time and be heard in their own way in opposition, if 
they desire. The question that remains undisposed of, a question that 
should be considered and determined before the gentleman from 
Kansas proceeds, is as to the point of order made by the gentleman 
from New York. 





38 


Mr. HERBERT. I desire to be recognized for a few moments on 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to say a word on the construction of sec- 
tions 38 and 31 of the Revised Statutes, given by the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. RoBEsSON.] These two sections are to be construed 
together in pari materia. Section 38 says: 

Representatives and Delegates elect to Congress, whose credentials in due form 


of law have been duly filed with the Clerk of the House of Representatives, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of section 31. 


I call the attention of the House to the language of that section. 
It does not purport to give any power to the Clerk that he had not 
before. That is not the subject-matter about which section 38 is treat- 
ing. But it does refer to and it does construe section 31. Section 38 
says—lI repeat its words : 

Representatives and Delegates elect to Congress, whose credentials in due form 
of law have been duly filed with the Clerk of the House of Representatives, in ac- 
cerdance with the provisions of section 31— 
shall be entitled to certain things thereafter specified in that section, 
38. Now, then, if one of these sections refers to the other, the two 
ought to be construed as if they were in the same act, passed at the 
same time. We find, construing both together, that section 31, the 
first section of the act, provides that the Clerk shall make out a roll 
from credentials to be presented to him by the Representatives-elect. 
And we find from the next section that the word ‘‘representatives” 
includes both Representatives in Congress from the States and Dele- 
gates from the Territories. Can there be any possible doubt about it? 

In a strictly technical sense a Delegate from a Territory is not a 
Representative in Congress. Yet the theory of the law is that he 
represents here the people of his Territory. It is in that sense that 
the word “representatives” is used in the first section, or section 31. 
Section 38 by its reference to section 31 clearly shows that any con- 
struction which would limit the word “‘representatives” so that it 
would mean only those who are technically ‘‘Representatives” from 
States would be contrary to the spirit of the law. 

I say, therefore, that the construction of the gentleman from New 
Jersey sticks in the bark. It does not give the meaning that Con- 
gress intended should attach to the word “‘representative.” Clearly 
and beyond all doubt section 38 intends to construe section 31 as 
applying to Delegates from Territories as well as to Representatives 
from States. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. ROBESON. Willthe gentleman yield to me for one moment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has 
been recognized. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to call attention to the wording of these 
two sections, this being a question on which we will be called upon 
to vote. 

Section 31 provides for making the roll of members of this House. 
Section 38 does not supplement and enlarge the roll; but it refers to 
credentials that warrant the making of payments to Representatives 
and Delegates. Ifit had declared how the roll of Representatives 
and Delegates should be made up, it would have raised a different 
question, But it only provides a rule that shall guide the Clerk in 
the making of payments upon credentials presented; so that as far 
as the roll is concerned that depends on section 31; so far as other 
legal rights are concerned, they depend on section 38. You cannot 
construe the reference to credentials as enlarging section 31 in requir- 
ing the roll to include Delegates as well as Members. 

r. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on the 
point of order? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I desire to make a suggestion; 
pe ” the point of order, but after the point of order has been de- 
cided. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the point of order. 
Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] desire to be heard 
further? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I donot. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regards this question as one of im- 
portance, because in some view its decision may be regarded as a 
guide to the action of the Clerk hereafter. Should the Chair decide 
with reference to these Delegates that the Clerk had the right to put 
their names on the roll and in that way control to some extent the 
matter of their being sworn in, such decision might affect future 
cases. 

As the Chair understands it, there is no difference between the 
swearing in of a Member and the swearing in of a Delegate, because 
at all stages, even though the Clerk may place upon the roll thename 
of a member of Congress from a State, the House might decide not to 
swear him in notwithstanding his name is on that roll. We are 
therefore dealing here with a question that stands exactly as though 
there was before the House a member from a State in regard to 
whose certificate there was a contest. 

The Chair reads section 31 of the Revised Statutes in the light of 
the object of that section, which was to repose power somewhere, to 
confer some authority, to make up a roll of members to be called at 
the beginning of Congress, so that the House might be enabled to 
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and following that, perhaps, after the members are sworn in, the 
election of « Clerk. There was no object in putting upon such a roll 
the names of Delegates who have no right to vote aohees the Congress 
of the United States proposed to vest in the outgoing Clerk the sole 
power of determining who was entitled to seats in the incoming Con- 
gress. As the Chair understands it, that power has been vested no- 
where, by law at least; not in the Speaker, and certainly not in the 
Clerk, but is left where it belongs, to be determined under the Consti- 
tution and laws by the House of Representatives. 

The language of section 31, which has been so often read, clearly 
indicates that it was intended to direct that there should be placed 
upon the roll the names of members of Congress elected. under the 
“laws of their States respectively,” not under the laws relating to 
Territories. It is true the section refers to their being elected under 
‘the laws of the United States.” And section 4 of article 1 of the 
Constitution of the United States provides that laws may be passed 
by Congress directing the mode of electing members of Congress from 
States. In the opinion of the Chair, that power also rests in Con- 
gress, if it chooses to exercise it. 

Section 38 of the Revised Statutes, so much relied upon by some 
members, refers, to use the language of the section, to ‘credentials 
in due form of law of Representatives and credentials filed with the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives.” These words are used also, 
‘‘in accordance with the provisions of section 31.” A careful reading 
of section 31 of the Revised Statutes will show nothing at all in that 
section on the subject of filing credentials. It isasingular fact that 
section 38 refers to a section that contains nothing upon the matter 
of filing credentials. It furnishes us no guide, no reason, by implica- 
tion or otherwise, for the inference that Delegates, as well as Mem- 
bers, were included in the words of section 31. The Chair therefore 
overrules the point of order made by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, allow me to sug- 

est—— 

Mr. ATKINS. Will it be in order to move to postpone this whole 
subject until to-morrow, so that the President’s message might be 
now read and members might draw seats? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that an understanding has 
been arrived at upon that point. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I rise to make a suggestion, 
which I hope will be acceptable to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
HASKELL] and to the members of the House. I find upon examina- 
tion that the credentials under which Mr. Cannon claims title to a 
seat here will occupy a long time in reading. They cover seventeen 
closely-printed pages in the pamphlet which I have here in my hand. 
The House therefore will perceive that it will take most of the after- 
noon to read those credentials before we can come to a consideration 
of the case. 

There is upon the Speaker’s table an important communication from 
the President which members desire to have read. Members also de- 
sire to draw seats. I suggest, therefore, that the credentials not read 
be printed in the REcoRD of to-morrow morning. The governor’s 
certificate has already been read and will be printed in the REcorD; 
and in that way members will have before them all the papers in the 
case. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ROBINSON] has clearly made a mistake. The pamphlet to which he 
refers contains more than the credentials filed with the Clerk. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That may be so. 

Mr. COX, of New York. All the papers filed with the Clerk might 
be printed in the REcorb. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I assure my friend from New 
York [Mr. Cox] that the papers filed with the Clerk are very volumi- 
nous. In this connection allow me to say that it may be thought the 
Delegate from Utah, whoever he may be, may be prejudiced in the 
selection of a seat. I would suggest that we can do as was done in 
the Forty-fifth Congress in the Colorado case—allow the seat of the 
Delegate from the Territory of Utah to be drawn by the Clerk of the 
House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And whoever may become the 
incumbent of that seat can then take it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
As the proposition has been made that the President’s message, which 
is usually read at the beginning of every session, be taken up imme- 
diately and read, I wish to inquire whether that would be the next 
procedure or whether the gentleman from Kansas will not also allow 
to go over the resolution already offered touching the rules? 

Mr. HASKELL. I yielded the floor for the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to make his suggestion; and I am entirely willing that any- 
thing purporting to be a credential in behalf of Mr. Cannon shall be 
printed in the REcoRD, that every one may see it; and this, together 
with the question of the rules, may go over until to-morrow, in order 
that this day may be devoted to the reading of the President’s mes- 
sage and the drawing of seats. I simply desire to have it understood 
distinctly that this question shall come up to-morrow morning im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, as it has to-day—just as 
if we had gone on with it to-day. With that understanding I yield, 
so far as] am concerned, and hope the House will consent to the 
printing of this certificate or alleged certificate of Mr. Cannon, and 
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Mr. CARLISLE. That will include, I suppose, all the papers filed 
with the Clerk. 

Mr. HOUSE. Is it understood that all the papers filed with the 
Clerk are to be printed in the Recorp? Is that the proposition? 
[Cries of ‘‘ Yes!” ] 

Mr. HASKELL. Except the evidence. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Except the testimony. 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not want the evidence taken on one side 
printed and that on the other side excluded. Let all the papers 
bearing on any legal right, going toward the issue, simply exclud- 
ing the ex parte testimony, be printed. 

Nr. CARLISLE. Sim hy excluding the testimony of witnesses. 

Mr. HASKELL. Excluding testimony of witnesses. Let the 
order include every paper that can by any means be construed as a 
certificate or an alleged certificate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Or a credential. 

Mr. HASKELL. Or a credential. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that there are among 
the papers arguments made perhaps before the governor of the 
Territory of Utah; and it is not contemplated, as the Chair under- 
stands, that they shall be printed in the REcoRD, but only such 
papers as purport to be certificates issued by the governor or secre- 
tary of State or any other person, and which tend to sustain the 
title to the seat as a Delegate. 

Mr. HOUSE. I understand that there is a long opinion of the gov- 
ernor giving his reasons for the certificate. 

TheSPEAKER. Asthe Chair understands, that would not be printed 
under the arrangement. 

Mr. HOUSE. I should like to have that printed. 

The SPEAKER. Is that the desire of the House? [Cries of “ Yes!” 
“ Yes 1” 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to state that that opinion with the certi- 
fication of votes is all there is of Mr, Cannon’s certificate. He has no 
certificate in the proper sense of the term. Consequently that opin- 
ion will have to be printed in order that Mr. Cannon’s case may be 
presented. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is suggested that in ad- 
dition to the official papers, excluding the testimony, the opinion of 
the governor shall be printed. Is there unanimous consent that these 
papers shall be printed in to-morrow merning’s REcorD? The Chair 
hears no objection. Itis so ordered. Is there also unanimous consent 
that this whole question go over until the next meeting of the House, 
and be considered immediately after the reading of the Journal? The 
Chair hears no objection to that, and it is so ordered. 

The papers ordered to be printed in the RECORD are as follows: 

EXHIBIT A. 


Extracts from the executive record, pages 326 to 364 inclusive. 
In the matter of issuing a certificate to the person duly elected Delegate to the 
Forty-seventh Congress. 


1881. 


DECISION OF THE GOVERNOR. 


On the 14th day of December, 1880, the secretary of the Territory, in my pres- 
ence, ee the returns received by mail of an election for Delegate of the Terri- 
tory of Utah in the Forty-seventh Congress, held on the Tuesday after the first 
Monday of November of said year. 

The returns show that George Q. Cannon received 18,568 votes, and Allen G. 
Campbell received 1,357 votes. At that time notice of protest by Allen G. Camp- 
bell was . which protest was afterward filed, objecting to a certificate being 
issued to Mr. Cannon. Following is the protest: 


To His Excellency Eli H. Murray, Governor of the Territory of Utah: 


The time will soon arrive for the final canvass, under your supervision, of the 
returns of votes given at the late election for Delegate to Congress from this Ter- 
ritory. 

I am not ignorant of what the public generally know in respect to the voting at 
this election and its supposed result. On the surface the returns will not show, 
probably, that a majority of the votes actually cast were given forme. But if it be 
true, as I insist it is, that all the votes not polled in my favor are legally blank, 
then I owe it to those who placed me in nomination, and by a still higher obligation 
to the whole community, in the interest of good government to protest, and I do 
protest against the opening of any votes for George Q. Cannon. 

The performance of this duty, however, would be productive of no result, except 
to mortify and disgust legal voters whose choice is nullified, unless there is a power 
confe on you to so conduct this canva ss that legal voters shall only be included. 

if it were a matter of indifference whet her the names voted for as candidates rep- 
resented actual persons or mere mythical characters—persons qualified or persons 
ineligible—if it were immaterial to discriminate between votes given by those en- 
titled to exercise the elective franchise and those given by persons whom the law 
excludes on the ground of sex, minority, or alienage from the privilege of voting, 
then a mere count of votes and comparison of aggregates would decide to whom 
your certificate of election should be given. It is not, however, consonant to the 
American theory of popular elections to office to ignore such disqualifications nor 
to confer such limited powers upon those charged with the duty to ascertain the 
result, that there can be no elimination of votes illegally received. 

It cannot be said that the laws have so imperfectly guarded the ballot-box and 
provided for pure and regular elections, that if illegal votes are once received by 
some error of judgment or failure of duty by officers registering voters or having 
the immediate control of elections, the wrong is forever incapable of rectification. 

No remedy is adequate or effective in respect to offices for short terms which does 
not administer the corrective during the canvass, for before any other remedy can 
be sought and applied the motive to pursue it ceases by the expiration of the term ; 
= vere prospers and the authors are thereby encouraged to repeat it, and gene- 
rally do. 

This subject has such local importance that I venture some suggestions in sup- 
port of your powers in the premises, at the risk of incurring your criticism for 
assuming to defend the executive jurisdiction. 

Section 25 of the Utah Compiled Laws provides: ‘‘ That so soon as all the returns 
are received the secretary, in the presence of the governor, shall unseal and ex- 
amine them, and furnish to each person having the highest number of votes for an: 
Territorial office a certificate of his election.” The returns here spoken of are: 
brief een of the offices and names voted for and the number of votes each per- 
son receives. 
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By sections 23 and 24, it will be observed that the duty imposed by section 25 is 
to give the certificate to the person having the highest number of votes, and that 
it is not required by the terms of that section that the highest number of votes 
shall be determined from the returns. The duty to examine the returns, and that 
to give a certificate, are successive and distinct duties. The returns from certain 
counties, or the vote of certain precincts, may have to be rejected, for causes appar- 
ome on the face of the returns, or other evidence may afford grounds for such rejec- 
tion. 

The direction to you and the secretary as final canvassers is to issue the certifi- 
cate to the person having the highest number of votes, not to him appearing by 
the returns to have the highest number; therefore, since the mode of ascertaining 
the impertant fact is not prescribed, and since on general principles, when a gen- 
eral — is required to be performed, there is conferred by nec implication 
the incidental power to adopt any suitable means necessary to the doing of that 
duty, evidence may be received in connection with the returns, to assist in coming 
toa correct conclusion. This construction of the statute harmonizes your func- 
tions in respect to this office with those of similar offices generally. 

In Cushing's Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, page 52, the author 

uotes from another: ‘‘There can be no doubt that in those branches wherein 

e law_has marked out a definite line it is ministerial; but“as regards the two 
material branches of deciding upon the copay or incapacity of candidates, or 
upon the qualifications or disqualifications of electors, the sakjoot requires some 
investigation; but if thereturning officer (you are clearly one) be fully apprised of 
some notorious disqualification, whether of a candidate or of an elector, such as 
their being minors, or claiming in the right of roperty, which clearly does not 
entitle them to the privilege, he is so far a judicial officer as to prevent their voting 
or being returned,” and the author adds: ‘‘In judicial decisions of this country, 
when the point isadverted to. it seems to be considered that the functions of return- 
ing officers are chiefly judicial in their character.” 

f so, it follows, of course, in the absence of a legislative rule to the contrary, 
that you are to act upon evidence, and on any evidence which applies to the sub- 
ject and would be competent before any other judicial tribunal aving the same 
question to decide. 

I shall, in accordance with these views, address thismy protest to you as a quasi- 
judicial officer, protest oom the issue of any certificate of election to Gouge Q. 
Cannon, and I demand the issue of one to myself, because he has not, and I have, 
the highest number of votes for the office of Delegate to Congress of the United 
States, on the following grounds: 

First. It will appear by the returns to the secretary that 1,357 votes were given 
for me for said office, and there is no evidence tending to gainsay my qualifications 
for the office, or those of the electors voting for me. 

Second. George Q. Cannon is an unnaturalized alien. Being such he is not eli- 

ible to the office; all the votes given for him are void. I quote from the author 
fore referred to: ‘If an election is made of a person who is ineligible, that is 
incapable of being elected, the election of such person is absolutely void, even 
though he is voted for at the same time with others who are eligible, and who are 
accordingly elected, and this is equally true whether the disability is known to 
the elector or not; whether a majority of all the votes, or a plurality only, is neces- 
sary to the election, and whether the votes are given orally or by ballot.’’ (Jd., p. 
66.) According to this author and the authorities which he cites, it is the law in 
this country, and also in England, that not only will the election of a disqualified 
person be held as void, but if such election takes place after notice of the dis- 
qualification is given to the electors, the candidate having the next highest num- 
ber of votes will be elected. (Jd., pp. 66, 67.) 

Notice of Mr. Cannon’s disqualification has been very thoroughly published in 
this Territory before the election. 

This legal objection of alienage derives great force from the political and moral 
aspect of his life and conduct. George Q. Cannon is a polygamist, having lived 
for many years and is still living with four women as wives, in violation of the 
law. He openly advocates polygamy in his public addresses in Utah, and thus in- 
cites others to break the law enacted by Congress on that subject in harmony with 
the moral sertiment of the civilized world. 

Not only is he not naturalized, but he is not qualified to be naturalized; without 
thorough reconstruction he could not be proven to be a man of good moral charac- 
ter, nor could he, while in his present criminal contumacy, sincerely make oath 
that he is ‘‘attached to the Constitution of the United States and well disposed to 
the good order and happiness of the same.” 

Third. Under void legislation of this Territory, females have voted in large num- 
bers ; they are partisans of said Cannon, and it must be taken for granted that 
they voted for him at the late election. Calculating the present number of votes 
in this Territory by adding to the vote given six years ago, (about 27,000,) accord- 
ing to the ratio of popular increase from 1870 to 1880, as shown by the census re- 
turns, there were at least 40,000 de facto voters in the Territory when the last elec- 
tion took place. The entire vote polled at this election, including the vote of 
females, was less than 20,600; therefore, at least twenty thousand voters staid at 
home, and less than half the total vote was actually polled and returned. 

The females in this Territory claiming the right to vote outnumber the males 
having that right; the poll lists show also that they outstrip the males in voting. 
Thus it will be seen that there are more females in this Territory claiming the right 
to vote than the whole number of votes polled at the late election. As these votes 
are illegal, how can you avoid the conclusion that they have vitiated the election 
by rendering it impossible to determine without — that the pretended majority 
reported for Mr. Cannon does not consist of such votes. The fact that there was 
such an enormous illegal vote known as certain to be polled will account for the 
absence of so many legal voters from the polls. 

That the act of the Territorial Legislature purporting to establish female suf- 
frage is void is now generally conceded. It is so because it attempts to confer the 
privilege by a special act on different and easier terms of qualification than those 
required by existing general law applicable to the other sex, thus violating the rule 
of uniformity. 

In conclusion, be it understood that I protest against the issuance of any certifi- 
cate to George Q. Cannon as the substantive matter and purpose of this paper; 
and it seems clear beyond all controversy that if he is not qualified to hold the 
office that no majority of legal votes can be said to have been given for him, and 
that it is within your power for these causes to withhold the certificate of election. 

On reaching this conclusion as a secondary matter, I trust you will find it con- 
sistent with your views and in the line of duty to hold that the votes given for 
me entitle me to the certificate. 

With great respect, I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
ALLEN G. CAMPDELL. 

Frisco, December 12, 1880. 

The answer of Mr. Cannon to the protest of Mr. Campbell was filed before me 
January 7, 1881, which answer is as follows: 

To His Excellency Lli H. Murray, Governor of the Territory of Utah: 

Sir: In reply to the communication of Allen G. Campbell, esq., in which he pro- 
tests against the issue of a certificate of election to me as Delegate of the Terri- 
tory of Utah in the Forty-seventh Congress of the United States, and demands 
the issue of the certificate to himself, I respectfully submit the following state- 
ment: 

The grounds on which Mr. Campbell bases his protest and demand are: 

1. That as canvassing officers the governor and secretary have power to “go 
behind the returns” and ascertain from extrinsic evidence the number of votes 
legally cast for each candidate. 
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2. That there is no evidence tending to disprove his qualifications for the office 


of Delegate in Congress. ; : . r 
3. That there is no evidence tending to disprove the qualifications of the 1,367 
electors who voted for him. : 
4. That I am an unnaturalized alien. 
5. That, being such, I am not eligible to the office of Delegate in Congress, and 
that my ineligibility resulting from alienage is aggravated by polygamy, which he 
thinks is incompatible with citizenship and inconsistent with an honest oath of 
allegiance to the Constitution of the United States. 
6. That all of the 18,568 votes cast for me at the late election are therefore void, 
and are to be excluded from the canvass. 
7. That as a consequence the certificate of election is to be delivered by the can- 
vassers to him, and not to me. 
8. That the females in the Territory who claimed the right to vote outnumbered 
all the votes polled at the late election. 
9. That it “must be taken for granted” that all votes cast by females were cast 
for me. 
10. That the Territorial legislation which extends the right of suffrage to females 
is void. 
11. That it is therefore impossible to determine, without proof, that the 18,568 
votes cast for me included more legal votes than the 1,357 votes cast for him. 
12. That the votes of the females have ‘‘ vitiated the election.” : 
With your excellency’s permission, I will answer these several propositions in 
their order. 
1. The process of reasoning by which Mr. Campbell reaches the conclusion that 
the governor and secretary, as canvassing officers, have power to ‘‘go behind the 
returns, and to ascertain from extrinsic proofs the number of votes cast for each 
candidate,” is first to be considered. He refers to the following provisions of the 
Compiled Laws of Utah: 
23. “Immediately upon receiving the electoral returns of any precinct, the 
county clerk and probate judge, or, in his absence, one of the selectmen, shall 
unseal the list and ballot-box, and count and compare the votes with the names on 
the list, and make a brief abstract of the oflices and names voted for, and the num- 
ber of votes each person received; the ballot-box shall then be returned and the 
votes and list preserved for reference in case the election of any person shall be 
contested. 
24. ‘‘ When all the returns and abstracts are made the clerk shall forthwith make 
a general abstract and post it up in his office, and forward to the secretary of the 
Territory a certified copy of the names of the persons voted for, and the number 
of votes each has received for Territorial offices, and furnish each person having the 
highest number of votes for county and precinct offices a certificate of his election. 
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25. ‘‘So soon as all the returns are received, the secretary, in the presence of the 
overnor, shall unseal and examine them, and furnish to each person having the 
ighest number of votes for any Territorial office a certificate of election.” 

e thinks that because these statutory provisions do not, in express terms, 
require the canvassers to give the certificate to the person shown by the returns 
to have the highest number of legal votes, they by implication do require them to 
give it to the person who, whatever the returns show, did in fact receive the 
highest number of legal votes; ‘that this duty necessarily implies the power to 
employ suitable means to ascertain who received the highest number of legal 
votes; and that, therefore, the governor and secretary, as canvassers, have the 
right to resort to extraneous evidence to ascertain the real facts in this case. He 
seeks to fortify his conclusion by the following citation from page 52 of Cushing’s 
Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies: 

“There can be no doubt that in those branches wherein the law has marked out 

a definite line it is ministerial; but-as regards the two material branches of decid- 
ing upon the capacity or incapacity of candidates, or upon the qualifications or 
disqualifications of electors, the subject requires some investigation; but if the 
returning officer be fully apprised of some notorious disqualification, whether of a 
candidate or of an elector, such as their being minors or claimin, 
property, which clearly does not entitle them to the privilege, he is so far a judi- 
cial officer as to prevent their voting or being returned. In judicial decisions of this 
country, when the point is adverted to, it seems to be considered that the func- 
tions of returning officers are chiefly judicial in their character.” 

L respectfully submit that each and every step in this reasoning is erroneous, 

and that the conclusion reached is absolutely destitute of warrantin law. The 
provisions of sections 23, 24, and 25 of the statutes of Utah confer upon the gov- 
ernor and secretary, as canvassing officers, no judicial power ‘‘to go behind the 
returns” for the purpose of ascertaining the number of votes cast for any candi- 
date. It is made their duty to ascertain whom the returns show to have received 
the highest number of votes, and to give the certificate to him. The only judicial 
or quasi-judicial power vested in them is to determine whether the papers before 
them purporting to be returns are returns made in substantial conformity to the 
law. If they decide that the papers are such returns, they must embrace their 
showing in the official canvass. If they decide that they are not such returns, 
they must exclude them from the canvass. 

e precinct judges of elections in this Territory make no returns beyond the 
mere transmission to the county clerk of the sealed ballot-box and list of electors. 
They are not precinct canvassers. They do not return to the county clerks the 
number of votes cast for each candidate. They only return the ballots and the 
poll lists. Upon the county clerks and probate judges or selectmen is impose 
the duty of canvassing the votes, in the first instance, by counting the ballots and 
comparing their number with the number of names on the poll lists, and preparin 
statements of the offices and names voted for and the number of votes cast for eac 
candidate. ‘The votes and lists are not sent to the secretary of the Territory, but 
remain in charge of the clerks. The law makes no provision for any inspection of 
the ballots or of the poll lists by the governor or secretary before their canvass is 
completed and the certiticates delivered to the successful candidates. It places 
nothing before the governor and secretary except a certified copy of the names of 
the persons voted for and the number of votes cast for each. If the law requires 
them not merely to ascertain the number of votes shown by the clerk’s returns to 
have been received by each candidate, but the number of votes shown by the bal- 
lots and poll lists, and by extrinsic proof, to have been legally cast for each candi- 
date—that is to say, not merely to canvass the clerk’s returns, but to canvass the 
votes themselves and determine their legality—then the law is an outrage, not onl, 
onthe governor and secretary, who are compelled to make ‘‘ bricks without straw, 
but on the candidates whose rights are to be adjudicated by officers from whom 
the law deliberately withholds the means essential to correct adjudications. This 
would be a most scandalous condition of the territorial law if it really existed; but 
such is not the law of Utah. 

The ee now under consideration has been adjudicated many times by judi- 

cial and legislative tribunals in the United States, upon statutory provisions sub- 
stantially like those embraced in sections 23, 24, and 25 of the Laws of Utah. It 
has never been decided in favor of Mr. Campbell. Mr. McCrary, in his Law of 
Elections, (section 62,) correctly states the rule established by the concurrent au- 
therity of these decisions to be that the canvassers ‘‘must receive and count the 
votes as shown by the returns, and they cannot go behind the returns for any pur- 
pose; and this necessarily oe that when a paper is presented as a return, and 
there is a question as to whether it is a return or not, they must decide that ques- 
tion from what appears upon the face of the paper itself.’ 
Under statutory provisions similar to those of Utah the supreme court of Mis- 
souri held that the powers of the canvassers were restricted to the determination 
of the result shown by the returns. 
atatute: 
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the returns and to cast up the votes given for all candidates for any office, and 
shall give to the person having the highest number of vetes for member of Con- 
from each district certificates ef election under his hand, with the seal of 
the State attached thereto.” 

In State vs. Steers (44 Mo., 224) the court held: 

‘Here is no discretion given, no power to pass upon and adjudge whether votes 
are legal or illegal, but the simple ministerial duty to cast up and to award the 
certificate to the person having the highest number of votes.” 

The New York election law of April 17, 1822, provides that the inspector ap- 
pointed for that purpose ‘‘shall, in person, deliver to the said clerk at the office, or 
to his deputy, or to the keeper of the said office, a true copy of the said statement 
of votes,” and thereupon the board of canvassers ‘‘shall proceed to calculate and 
ascertain the whole number of votes which shall be given at such election in the 
said county for the several persons who shall be voted for as governor. lieutenant 
governor, senators, and Representatives in the Congress of the United States, or 
so many of the said oflicers as shall be voted for, and shall set down in oe the 
names of the several candidates so voted for at any such election for any of the 
oftices aforesaid, and the number of votes, in words written at full length, which 
shall be given for any such candidate at any such election in the said county, and 
shall certify the same to be a true copy of the votes given in said county.” 

In the case of The People vs. Van Slych, (4 Cow.,; 323,) which was decided in Feb- 
ruary, 1825, under the foregoing statutory provision, the court said : 

‘The duties of the canvassers are ministerial. They are required to attend at 
the clerk’s office and calculate and ascertain the whole number of votes given at 
any election, and certify the same to be a true canvass. This is not a judicial act, 
but merely ministerial. They have no power to controvert the votes of the elect- 
ors.” 

It is provided in section 25 of the Revised Statutes of Illinois (1856) that the clerk 
of the county commissioners’ court, taking to his assistance two justices of the 
peace of his county, ‘shall proceed to open the returns and make abstracts of the 
votes in the following manner: * * * And it shall be the duty of the said clerk 
of the county commissioners’ court immediately to make out a certificate of election: 
to each of the persons having the highest number of votes.” 

In the case of The People vs. Head, 25 Ill., 327, the court held : 

‘This contest, under our statute, is an original proceeding instituted by the con- 
testant for the purpose of trying the legality of the election, and not of the canvass. 
It goes behind the canvass and purges the election itself. The court, in ing it, 
is not confined tothe poll books as returned, but it can go behind these and ing > 
by proof dehors whether the votes, or any of them, were illegal. But the canvass- 
Theirs is a mere mechanical, or rather arithmetical, 


ers have no right to do this. 
duty. They may probably judge whether the returns are in due form, but after 
that they can only canvass the votes cast for the several candidates and declare 
the result.” 

Section 95, chapter 6, of Revised Statutes of Wisconsin (1849) is in these words : 

‘“ Whenever it shall satisfactorily appear that any person has received a plurality 
of the legal votes cast at any election for any office, the canvassers shall give to 
such person a certificate of election, notwithstanding the provisions of law may net 
have been fully complied with in noticing or conducting the election, or canvassing 
the returns of votes, so that the real will of the people may not be defeated by an 
informality.” 

Under this statute it was held by the supreme court of Wisconsin, in Attorney 
General vs. Barstow, (4 Wis., 775,) as follows: 

‘** Whether it would have been competent for the Legislature, under the consti- 
tution which delegates all of the judicial power of the State to the courts of the 
State, to give to the beard of State canvassers judicial authority to settle and adju- 
dicate rights of this nature it is not necessary to inquire. They have not given 
them any such power. Their duties are strictly ministerial. They are to add up 
and ascertain by calculation the number of votes given for any oflicer. They have 
no discretion to hear and take proof as to frauds, even if morally certain that mon- 
strous frauds have been perpetrated. The ninety-fifth section of this statute gives 

wer.” 
Statutes of Michigan for 1846 (page 51) contain the fullowing pro- 


them no such 

The Revise 
vision : 

“The said board of canvassers, when formed as aforesaid, shall proceed to exam- 
ine the statements received by the secretary of State of the votes given in the sev- 
eral counties, and make a statement of the whole number of votes given for the 
oftice of Representative in each Congressional district, which shall show the names 
of the persons to whom such votes shall have been given for said office, and the 
whole number of votes given to each. The said canvassers shall certify such state- 
ment to be correct, and subscribe their names thereto, and they shall thereupon de- 
termine what persons have been, by the greatest number of votes, duly elected to 
such offices, and make and subscribe on such statement a certificate of such deter- 
mination, and deliver the same to the secretary of State.” 

Under this statutory provision the supreme court of the State, in the case of The 
ple vs. Van Cleve, (1 Mich., 336,) said: 
narepublican government, where the exercise of official power is but a deriva- 
tive from the people through the medium of the ballot. it would be a monstrous 
doctrine that would subject the public will and the public voice thus expressed to 
be defeated by either the ignorance or the corruption of a board of canvassers. The 
duties of these boards are simply ministerial. Their whole duty consists in ascer- 
taining who are elected and in preserving the evidences of such election.” 

It is provided on page 77 of the Revised Statutes of Maine for 1841, as follows : 

‘The returns for each town and plantation shall be delivered into the office of 
the clerk of the county commissioners on or before the first day of the meeting of 
said commissioners next after the said month of September, to be by them opened 
and compared with the like returns from the several towns and plantations in 
such county or registry district, and the person having a majority of the votes 
shall be declared registrar of deeds for said county or registry district.” 

The supreme coart of Maine, in Bacon vs. York County commissioners, (26 
Me., 498,) a case which arose under this statute, held : 

“The canvassers had no power to go beyond the returns of the selectmen and 
town clerks, and receive one evidence, and determine therefrom that the town 
meeting was not properly called, and for that cause reject the votes of that town."” 

In O’Ferrall vs. Colby, (2 Minn., 186,) a case decided under similar statutory pro- 
visions, the court held : 

‘* We cannot, therefore, resist the conclusion that the duties of the clerk of the 
board of supervisors in receiving and opening election returns, in canvassing and 
estimating the votes; and in giving certificates of election are purely ministerial, 
and that no judicial or discretionary powers are conferred upon him or the board 
of canvassers, except, perhaps, so far as to determine whether the returns are 
spurious or genuine, or polled at established precincts, and in ascertaining from 
the returns themselves for whom the votes were intended.” 

The supreme courtof Indiana, under 4 similar statute, in the case of Brower vs. 
O’Brien, (2 Carter, Ind., 430,) held : 

‘‘ With regard to this point, it may be observed that the duties of both the board 
of canvassers and the clerk in making the statement are purely ministerial. It is 
not within their province to consider any ———_ relating to the validity of the 
election held or of the votes received by the ‘ies voted for. They are simply 


Peo 
“ 


to cast up the votes given for each person, from the proper election documents, 
and to declare the persons who, upon the face of these documents, appear to have 
received the highest number of votes given, duly elected to the offices voted for.” 
The 
return 
voti 
If 


ph quoted from Mr. Cushing’s work shows upon its face that the 
ng ofticer, who is said to be ‘‘so far a judicial officer as to prevent their 
on being returned” is a judge of the election as well as a returning officer. 
r. Cushing refers to mere canvassers, his statement that in the judicial 
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decisions of this country their functions are held to be chiefly judicial is an inex- 
cusable blunder. 

2. Mr. Campbell's next geogeniion is that there is no evidence tending to 
impeach his qualifications for the office of Delegate in Congress. That the returns 
present no such evidence is probable ; and if the returns on their face disclose 
nothing to a his qualifications, it is quite immaterial to inquire now whether 
Mr. Campbell is or is not eligible to the office which he seeks. The House of 
Representatives is the only tribunal empowered to adjudicate that 
the governor and secretary find, from the returns, that he is elected, they must 
award the certificate to him, whatever proofs outside of the returns may or may 
not be attainable to impeach his eligibility before the House of Representatives. 
Such proofs cannot be used in this canvass. 

3. The same answer is to be made te the assertion that there is no evidence 
ualifications of the 1,357 electors who voted for Mr. 
ence may exist on this point outside of the returns, it 
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uestion. If 


tending to wae the 
Campbell. Whatever evi 
cannot be considered by the governor or secretary in this proceeding; it can only 
be considered =o House of Representatives of the United States. 

4. Mr. Campbell’s next assertion is that I am an unnaturalized foreigner. 
This presents a question of fact upon which the returns to_be canvassed by the 

rovernor and secretary probably furnish no evidence beyond the presumption to 

e drawn from those returns, that the electors performed their duty according to 
law, and therefore that the candidates for whom they voted have all the —_ 
qualifications for office, whatever they may be. If there be any proofs attainable 
tending to overthrow this presumption and to show that I am an unnaturalized 
foreigner, and therefore destitute of the necessary qualification of citizenship, it 
is obviously incompetent for the canvassing board to go behind the returns and 
consider such eens s. The 7, tribunal which has power to do so in this case is 
the House of Representatives of the United States. 

The difference between the duties of the precinct election officers and those of 
the canvassers is ve at. The precinct election officers are judges of election. 
In the first instance it devolves upon them to judge of the qualifications of elect- 
ors, in subordination to the provisions of law regulating their duties; but it never 
devolves upon any canvasser to judge of the qualifications of electors, unless by 
virtue of express and, I will add, most extraordinary and dangerous statutory 

provisions. Only ina few exceptional cases have any such indefensible provisions 
een made by statute in the United States. 

The House of Representatives is by the Constitution made the judge of the elec- 
tion, returns, and qualifications of its members. This power of the House does 
not exclude the power of the —— of election to act within their statutory 
authority as judges of the qualifications of electors; nor does it exclude the power 
of canvassers to act as judges of the returns presented to them to be canvassed 
so far as to determine whether they are or are not returns substantially conform- 
ing to thelaw. But it does exclude the — of precinct officers to judge of the 
qualifications of candidates; and it excludes the power of canvassers to judge 
either of the qualifications of electors or of the qualitications of candidates. It 
also confers upon the House the power to decide on all points, including the quali- 
fications of electors and the legal sutticiency of the precinct returns. 

I respectfully submit, therefore, that the governor and secretary have no power 
to go behind the returns to ascertain whether I am or am not an unnaturalized 
foreigner. This disposes of the point. 

But then the fact is that on the 7th day of December, 1854, by a judgment of a 
court of competent jurisdiction, I was duly naturalized according to law, as Mr. 
Campbell well knows. 

In the case of Spratt vs. Spratt, (4 Pet., 393,) Chief-Justice Marshall said: 

‘*The various acts upon the subject submit the decision of the right of aliens to 
admission as citizens to courts of record. They are to receive testimony, to com- 
pare it with the law, and to judge upon both law and fact. This judgment is 
entered on record as the judgment of the court. It seems to us, if it be in legal 
form, to close all inquiry and, like every other judgment, to be complete evidence 
of its own validity.” 

: an Campbell vs. Gordon, (6 Cranch, 176,) the Supreme Court of the United States 
2e1d : 

“Tt is true that this requisite (good moral character) to his admission is not 
stated in the certificate, but it is the opinion of this court that the court of Suf- 
folk must have been satisfied as to the character of the applicant, or otherwise a 
certificate that the oath prescribed by law had been taken would not have been 
granted. The oath, when taken, confers upon him the rights of a citizen, and 
amounts to a judgment of the court of his admission to those rights. It is there- 
ie the unanimous opinion of the court that William Currie was duly natural- 
ized.” 

If, now, it were competent for the House itself, in a contested case, to reverse or 
vacate this judgment, and to declare that I am an unnaturalized foreigner, it would 
not be competent for the governor and secretary, acting as canvassers, to do this. 
The notion that any jurisdiction to reverse or vacate that judgment for mistake or 
fraud, or on any other grounds, is vested in the canvassing officers in this case, 
is too preposterous to admit of any comment from me. But in the case of 
Baskin vs. Cannon, in the Forty-fourth Congress, this precise objection to my 
eligibility was urged before the Committee on Elections of the House, and was 
overruled by the unanimous vote of the committee, on the ground that the judg- 
ment of the first district court of Utah on this point was conclusive, and I retained 
my seat in the House. 

Not only is there no legal ground for a question of iny eligibility by the Terri- 
torial canvassers, or even by the House of Representatives itself, based on the 
ground of alienage, but, though such ineligibility could be a lawful ground of action 
by the committee or the House, it would not, as Mr. Campbell supposes, be aggra- 
wated by polygamy, if that could also be added as a factor in the adjudication. 
For, in the case of Maxwell vs. Cannon, in the Forty-third Congress, (Smith’s 
Digest, 188,) it was unanimously held by the committee, with the concurrence of 
the House, that the only qualifications or disqualitications of Delegates were those 
prescribed shy the Constitution for Representatives, and that polygamy was not a 
ee for a seat in the House of Representatives of the United States. 

Mr. Campbell's fifth proposition is that my alleged want of citizenship renders 
me ineligible to the office of Delegate in Congress. I concede for the sake of argu- 
ment that an unnaturalized foreigner ought to be ineligible to the oflice of Dele- 
gate from Utah, just a8 he is ineligible te the office of Representative in Congress. 

make this concession, not because I am certain that the proposition is founded 
in the Constitution or in the law, but because it seems to me to be founded in com- 
mon sense. The Constitution provides neither for the qualifications of the oftice 
of Delegate in Congress nor for the office itself. The law accords to every Terri- 
tory the right to send a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States. (Revised Statutes, section 1862.) It prescribes the qualification of citi- 
zenship for the Delegates from Washington, Idaho, and Montana, (Revised Stat- 
utes, section 1906,) but for the Delegates from no other Territory. Whether in the 
face of the constitutional provisions that ‘‘the House shall be composed of mem- 
bers chosen every second year by the people of the several States,”’ (article 7, sec- 
tion 2,) that ‘‘each House shall be the judge of the election, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its members,”’ (article 7, section 5,) and that ‘‘each House may determine 
the rules of its procedure,” (article 7, section 5,) the law creating the office of Dele- 
= would or would not have any validity as against a rule of the House excluding 

rom the floor all Territorial Delegates or any other persons not constitutional mem- 
bers or officers of the House, I admit for the purpose of this ment that so long as 
Delegates shall be received in conformity with the provisions of the statute it will 
be within the power of the House, and alse its duty, practically to recognize and 
enforce this qualification of citizenship whether prescribed by law or not ; but it is 
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an insult to the governor and secretary to suggest that they are capable of such an 
unwarrantable invasion of the jurisdiction of the courts and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives as to attempt to incorporate as an element into their canvass in this 
case a decision adverse to my eligibility based on a reversal or vacation of the 
judgment by which I was naturalized. 

6, 7. The next two propositions of Mr. Campbell may be conveniently considered 
together. He asserts that by reason of my alleged ineligibility all the 18,586 votes 
cast for me at the late election are void and are to be excluded from the canvass, 
and that as a consequence the certificate of election is to be given to him and not 
to me. I will cite without discussion the authorities by which the doctrine in- 
volved in these propositions has been repudiated as often as it has appeared in the 
Senate or in the House. 

The case of Smith vs. Brown (2 Bart., 395) is the leading case in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It was reported from the Committee on Elections by the chairman, 
Mr. DAWEs, on the 28th of January, 1868. His exhaustive discussion of the sub- 
ject appears on pages 402-405 of the second volume of Bartlett's Contested Election 
Cases. He refers to the case of Ramsey vs. Smith, Clark, and Hall, (23,) argued 
by Mr. Madison in the House at the first session of the First Congress, and to the 
cases of Albert Gallatin in the Senate in 1793, Philip Barton Key in the House in 
1807, John Bailey in the House in 1824, James Shields in the Senate in 1849, and 
John Young Brown in the House in 1859. He also reviews the English authorities 
and the opinion expressd in Cushing’s Treaties, which is cited by Mr. Campbell ; 
and he closes the discussion by declarin x that ‘‘ the law of the British Parliament. 
in this particular has never been adopted in this country and is wholly inapplicable 
to the system of government under which we live.” 

t = the subsequent case of Zeigler vs. Rice this precise question was decided as 
ollows: 

‘Thus it will be seen that actording to the contestee’s own statement he had 
entered into an ment to recruit for the rebel army; was on his way to carry 
out fully his understanding when he was captured and claimed protection as a 
rebel officer when captured. The committee are well satisfied that the acts of the 
contestee were well understood by the voters of said district at the time the con- 
testee was voted for, but do not agree with contestant that, as contestee was in- 
eligible, the candidate who was eligible is entitled to the seat.” (2 Bart., 884.) 

he committee accordingly recommended a resolution unseating Mr. Rice and 
declaring the seat vacant; but the House refused even to evict Mr. Rice. On the 
contrary, by the adoption of a substitute for the committee's resolution without a 
division, Mr. Rice was declared entitled to the seat. The proceedings may be 
found on page 5447, volume 80 of the Congressional Globe. 

In the Fortieth Congress Simeon Corley, of South Carolina; Pierce M. B. 
Young and Nelson Tift, of Georgia; and Roderick R. Butler, of Tennessee; and in 
the Forty-first Congress Francis E. Shober, of North Carolina, members of the 
House, were relieved of their disabilities long after their election, and yet, when so 
relieved, were admitted to their seats in the House. Ali were ineligible when 
chosen, but in neither case was the seat given to a competitor, nor the election even 
declared void. 

In the case of Joseph C. Abbott, in the Senate, (Forty-second Cougress,) the doc- 
trine now asserted by Mr. Campbell was fully considered, and was repudiated by 
the Senate. There has not been and probably will not be in this country another 
discussion of the subject so exhaustive as that which was had in this case. The 
English authorities were all presented, and very few, if any, American decisions, 
whether judicial or parliamentary, escaped the scrutiny of the Senators who sub- 
mitted the report of the committee and the views of the minority, which are printed 
together in Senate Report No. 58, Forty-second Congress, second session. 

In the case of Maxwell vs. Cannon, decided in the Forty-third Congress, the same 
question was raised, and the committee and the House, without a division, rejected 
the doctrine now asserted by Mr. Campbell. 

8. In reply to Mr. Campbell's assertion that the females in the Territory who 
claimed the right to vote outnumbered all the votes polled at the late election, I re 
spectfully submit, in the first place, that this alleged fact probably does not appear 
on the face of the returns; and, in the next place, that if it be a fact capable of sub- 
stantiation by extraneous proofs, and at the same time entitled to weight in any 
aspect of this case, the only tribunal invested with power to ascertain the fact and 
use it as a basis of judicial action is the House of Representatives of the United 
States. 

9. Mr. Campbell asserts that it ‘‘must be taken for granted” that all votes cast 
by females were cast for me. Onthis pointalso Mr. Campbell is mistaken. If this 
is not shown by the returns the canvassers can neither presume it nor permit Mr. 
Campbell to attempt to prove it before them by extrinsic evidence, nor can they 
consider the fact when so proven. If he shall contest my seat in the next Con- 
gress, and shall deem the mode in which the females voted material to any issue 
in the contest, he will learn that the House will not presume what he asserts on 
this point to be true, but will compel him to prove it. 

10. Mr. Campbell asserts that the Territorial legislation which extends the right 
of suffrage to females is void, because ‘it attempts to confer the petyOege by @ 
special act on different and easier terms of qualification than those required by ex- 
isting general laws applicable to the other sex, thus violating the rule of uniform- 
ity.” If this assertion be true, it can have no bearing upon the action of the can- 
vassers, who have no power to look beyond the returns for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether females voted, how many voted, or for whom they voted, but only 
upon the action of the House of Representatives in a contest or under a protest be- 
fore that tribunal. It is not a necessity of my case, therefore, that I shall vindi- 
cate the ‘act conferring upon women the elective franchise,” approved February 
12, 1870. 

11. The next proposition of Mr. Campbell is that it is, in view of the premises, 
impossible to determine, without proof, that the 18,568 votes cast for me included 
more legal votes than the 1,357 votes cast for him. ‘This involves a singular miscon- 
ception of the effect of these returns and of the relation sustained to them by the 
governor and secretary as canvassing officers. Mr. Campbell asserts the presump- 
tion to be that the votes returned for me were illegal votes, and that they are not to 
be canvassed for me in the absence of aftirmative proof dehors the returns showing 
that they were in fact legal votes. ‘The absurdity of this assertion is not even miti- 
gated bya concession that the same presumption arises as to votes cast forhim. The 
rule does not, in his judgment, ‘‘work both ways.” The truth, however, on this 

point is very manifest. ‘The presumption is that all votes shown by returns, legal 
in form, to have been cast for him or for me were so cast and were lawfully cast. 
‘This presumption is not conclusive on the House in a contest duly prosecuted. It 
may be overcome by extrinsic proof. Butit is conclusive on the canvassing officers, 
and cannot before them be overcome by proofs outside of the returns if the returns 
are regular and legal. 

12. Mr. Campbell’s last point is that the votes of the women have ‘‘vitiated 
the election by rendering it impossible to determine without proof that the pretend- 
ed majority for Mr. Campbell does not consist of such votes.” This is a most 
remarkable view of the law to be entertained by an aspirant to aseat in Congress. 
No board of canvassers can ever be absolutely certain that the majority of any 
candidate does not consist of ille, votes, without extrinsic proof which is not 
merely presumptive, but absolutely conclusive. But the absence of such conclu- 
sive proof does not make the election void. It is an impossibility that an y county 
returns should furnish conclusive proof of the legality of any votes. The proof 
which these returns afford is not conclusive, but presumptive. Upon this presump- 
tive proof the canvassers must act. They can resort to no other. It is for them 
conclusive. They must award the credentials te the candidate shown by the 
returns to have been elected. In the House the case is different. The House 
may in a case of contest, or of protest, inquire into and pass upon the title to 
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the seat; but even in the House the credentials will be presumptive evidence 
of title, and will be decisive of the case overcome counter proof. The 
House itself will not in the absence of a contest require conclusive proof. And in 
a contested case a preponderance of proof will be or be not decisive, whether the 
proof be or be not conclusive. 

If the Honse in a contested case shall find that of my 18,568 votes 17,212, were 
ign, Soe cast by women or by men, and that of Mr. Campbell’s 1,357 none 
were illegal, the election will not be rendered void, but the seat will be awarded 
to Mr. Campbell. But if the House shall not find that so many illegal votes were 
cast for me, it will confirm my title to the seat, whatever assertions Mr. Camp- 
bell may see fit to make in im hment of that title. Of the question presented 
in this branch of Mr. Cam ’s protest the governor and secretary, as canvass- 
ers, obviously have no shadow of jurisdiction. 

Having answered all the propositions upon which Mr. Campbell bases his protest 
against an award of the certificate of election to me, and his demand of an award 
of the certificate of the election to himself, I respectfully submit that a returned 
majority of 17,211 votes in a total vote of 19,925 gives me a title tothe credentials 
which cannot be overridden by the governor underany of the poobarte suggested 
by Mr. Campbell without the grossest violation of law and of official duty. 


GEORGE Q. CANNON. 
W£ASHINGTON, D. C., December 30, 1880. 


Oral arguments on the points involved were made by Hon. John R. McBride for 
Mr. Campbell, and by Hon. W.H. Hooper and John T.Caine, esq., for Mr. Cannon. 
The following certificates of the clerk of the third judicial district were filed 
by Mr. Campbell: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, County of Salt Lake, ss: , 

I, O. J. Averell, clerk of the district court for the third judicial district, sitting 
in and for the county and Territory aforesaid, do hereby certify that I have made 
a diligent search of all the records of said third judicial district court, as well as 
of all the records of the first judicial district court of said Territory in my office 
and in my custody from the ——— of said court, October 6, 1851, up to the 
present time, and that I am unable to find any record, in any of said records, of 
the admission of George Q. Cannon to become a citizen of the United States of 
America, or any record or order of said court authorizing the clerk of said third 
district court or of said first district court to issue a certificate of citizenship to 
him said George Q. Cannon. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
court this 6th day of January, A. D. 1881. 

0. J. AVERELL, Clerk, 


By H. G. McMILLAN, Deputy Clerk. 
FOURTH DAY, DECEMBER 7. 

Court met pursuant to adjournment, officers all present. 

Journal read. 

R. T. Burton, deputy marshal, made return of the summons issued in the case of 
C. Vrohis & Co. vs. Robert Caldwell, and W. P. Reynolds vs. Alfred B. Lambson. 
and the subpoenas issued in the case of The People vs. William Sullivan, all indorsed 
duly served. 

Clerk issued five subpeenas for witnesses before United States grand jury, 
returnable forthwith. 

Durrick B. Huntington was appointed by Mr. Holman United States district 
attorney assistant interpreter for the Indians to interpret both before the United 
States grand jury and court, and he appeared before the clerk and was duly sworn 
as such interpreter. 

The United States grand jury not being ready to make any presentments, the 
court adjourned until the following morning at eleven o'clock. 

LEO SHAVER, Judge. 
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TERRITORY OF UTAH, 
County of Salt Lake, 8s: 

I, 0. J. Averell, clerk of the district court for the third judicial district, anes 
in and for the county and Territory aforesaid, do hereby certify that the above an 
foregoing is a full, true, and perfect copy of the journal or minute-book, and all en- 
tries therein made and appearing on the 7th day of December, A. D. 1854, of the 
first judicial district court of the Territory of Utah, as the same appears of record 
in my office on page No. 216 of the journal of said first district court; and further, 
that I am the lawful custodian of said record, and authorized by law to certify the 
same. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
third judicial district court of Utah Territory this 5th day of January, A. D. 1881. 

(SEAL.] 0. J. AVERELL, Clerk. 

By H. G..McMILLAN, Deputy Clerk. 

There was also presented for inspection the book of clerk's certificates of decla- 
rations of intention to become citizens and certificates of citizenship, in which ap- 
pears what purports to be a copy of the certificate, and which is claimed to be the 
naturalization of Mr. Cannon. Also, a reply to the answer of Mr. Cannon, signed 
Allen G. Campbell, by John R. McBride, attorney, which reply is as follows: 


To the governor of Utah Territory : 

The law in force in this Territory at the time of George Q. Cannon's alleged nat- 
uralization required : 

First. That a naturalization only could take place in one of the district courts. 
(See Laws of Utah, compilation of 1855, page 22.) 

Second. A statement of the proof in which the person was admitted ‘‘shall be 
stated and set forth * * * in the record of the court admitting the applicant ; 
otherwise the same shall not entitle him to be considered and deemed a citizen of 
the United States.” —Nat. Laws, 4th par., sec. 2. Ibid., page 23. 

Third. The third section of the “act in relation to the judiciary,” (page 29, Utah 
Comp. Laws of 1855,) required “‘the clerk to keep a record of the proceedings of 
the court, under the direction of the judge. He shall from time to time read over 
all the entries therein in open court, which, when correct, shall be signed by the 
judge.” 

These sections, both of the United States and the Utah statutes, make it the 
duty of the court and the clerk to make a record of the proceedings, and that record 
must, to be authentic, be signed by the judge of the court, and if a record is not 
so made in naturalization cases the party ‘shall not be deemed a citizen.” In tho 
case of George Q. Cannon there is no such record. On the contrary, it appears 
from a certified copy of the actual record of the court at the time when he claims 
to have been naturalized, that no such proceeding took place; and it further ap- 
pears that no such naturalization proceedings took place either then or at any 
time. 

The pretended certificate does not purport to be an exemplification of any rec- 
ord, and it appears that it was the common practice of the clerks to issue natural- 
ization papers here without the proceeding being had before the court or judge at 
all. They were habitually peddled out over the country to any one who would pay 
for them. Such a certificate or statement by a clerk as to the person holding it 
being a citizen is no more proof of the fact than if he had certified to the holder's 
solvency, his general reputation, or, as to the place of his birth. The law gives no 
effect to such a certilicate—it is void on its face. 

A clerk may make a copy of a record of the court, and certify that it is a true 
copy, but no instance is known of a clerk being permitted to certify that certain 
things were done in court; the record must speak for itself, and he authenticates 
the record. Here, then, is no record and never has been, and as to this particular 


part the record shows that the clerk here stated a fact to exist which did not then 
nor does it now exist. 
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rendered a; t the party. It affords no presumption even of the existence of 
the fact. To prove the existence of any judgment, it must be exemplified, and 
then properly authenticated ; in other words, where the record is © the evi- 
dence, no statement or certificate of it is per The authenticated copy of it, with 
the signature of the judge and the certificate of the clerk, is the only proof which 
the law reco; s and without which the statute says the party “shall not be 
deemed to be a citizen.” 

Mr. Cannon is disqualified to receive votes by a Territorial law, (section 3, page 
87, compiled laws of 1876.) 

Every vote cast for him is, in the lan e of Mr. Cushing, ‘‘ thrown away,” 
and cannot be counted. (Cushing L. and Pr., page 66, section 176, 178.) 

The result is that Mr. Campbell is entitled to the certificate of election as Dele- 


gate to Congress. 
ALLEN G. CAMPBELL, 
By JOHN McBRIDE, Attorney. 


Mr. Caine, for Mr. Cannon, filed a printed answer, which is made part of this 
paper. (See above.) 

. McBride, for Mr. Campbell, cites the following authorities : 

Section 3, chapter 1, page 29 of laws of Utah, 1851-1872; part 4, section 2, page 23, 
laws of Utah, 1851-1872. 

Spratt vs. Spratt, 4 Peters, 6 Cranch, page 176, compiled laws of Utah, page 87; 
7 Tassachusstte, pages 523, 527; Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative 
Assemblies, page 66 and pages 51 and 52. 

Mr. Caine, for Mr. Cannon, cites the following authorities : 

Act of Con organizing the Territory of Utah, passed September 9, 1850. 

McCrary’s American Law of Elections, es 151, 167. 

It is not for me to go behind the returns efend the statute conferring suffrago 
upon women in the Territory or to consider any of the questions growing out of 
their exercise of suffrage. Call it ministerial, or judicial, or quasi-judicial, it is left 
“= for me to ascertain the law, and to do that which it directs me to do. 

he act of Congress passed ee 9, 1850, establishing the Territory of Utah, 
in referring to the election of Delegate to Congress, says: ‘‘ The person having 
the test number of votes shall be declared by the governor duly elected, and a 
certificate thereof shall be given accordingly.” 

The act of Congress approved June 8, 1872, enacts that the qualifications of vot- 
ers and of holding office shall be such as the Legislatures of Territories hereafter 
to be organized as well as those already organized may prescribe, subject, never- 
theless, to the following restrictions, namely : ‘‘ The right of suffrage and of holding 
office shall be exercised only by citizens of the United States above the age of 
twenty-one years, and by those above that age who have declared on oath before a 
competent court of record their intention to become such, and have taken an oath 
to support the Constitution of the Unlted States,” &c. 

Congress therein ee, determines that ‘‘ person,” as used in the act of 1850, 
means a “citizen.” Under this law, the Legislature of Utah has restricted the 
right of voting and of holding office to citizens of the United States, excluding 
those who have merely declared their intentions to become such. 

The certificate of the clerk of the third district court, he having the custody of 
the records, and having examined them, explicitly states, under his seal, that from 
the organization of the court to the present time, he is ‘‘ unable to find any record, 
in any of said records, of the admission of George Q. Cannon to become a citizen, 
or any record or order of said court authorizing the clerk of said third district or 
of said first district court to issue a certificate of admission to citizenship to him, 
said George Q. Cannon.” This must decide my action. The certificate of W. I. 
Appleby, clerk of the first district court, is claimed to be the naturalization of Mr. 
Cannon. The following is a copy of this paper : 


CERTIFICATE OF CITIZENSHIP OF ONE WHO ARRIVED IN THE UNITED STATES BEFORE 
HE WAS RIGHTEEN. 


A clerk mist as well issue an execution without any judgment having been 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Great Salt Lake County, se: 
United States first district court for the Territory of Utah. 

Be it remembered that on the 7th day of December, A. D. 1854, George Q. Can- 
non, a subject of — Victoria, made application and satisfied the court that he 
came to reside in the United States before he was eighteen years of age; and there- 
— the said George Q. Cannon appeared in open court and was sworn in due form 
of law, and on his oath did say that for three years last past it has been his bona 
Jide intention to become a citizen of the United States and to renounce and abjure 
forever all allegiance and fidelity to every foreign prince, potentate, State, and 
sovereignty whatever; and thereupon, the court being satisfied by the oaths of 
Joseph Cain and Elias Smith, two citizens of the United States, that the said George 
Q. Cannon for one year last past has resided in this Territory, and for four years 

revious thereto he resided in the United States; that during that time he has 

ehaved as a man of good moral character; that he isattached to the principles of 
the Constitution of the United States, and well disposed to the good order of the 
inhabitants thereof, admitted him to be a citizen of the same. And thereupon the 
said George Q. Cannon was in due form of law sworn to support the Constitution 
of the United States, and absolutely and entirely to renounce and abjure forever 
all allegiance and fidelity to every foreign prince, potentate, State, and sovereignty 
whatever, and particularly to Victoria, Queen of Great Britain and Ireland, whose 
subject he heretofore has been. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed the seal 
of said court this seventh day of December, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
four, and of the Independence of the United States the seventy-ninth. 

(SEAL. } W. I. APPLEBY, Clerk. 
TERRITORY OF UTAH, 

Salt Lake County, 8s: 

I, Ezra T. Sprague, clerk of the supreme court of said Territory of Utah, do 
hereby certify that the annexed and foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of 
an instrument contained in a certain book received by me from my predecessor in 
said office of clerk, and which remains deposited in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal, and the seal of said 
court, this seventh day of January, A. D. 1881. 

{L. 8.] E. T4~SPRAGUE, Clerk. 

The record of the court is the only means of ascertaining its judgments and 
orders. ‘The clerk's certificate of the judgments and orders of a competent court 
and not his individual statements without seal, is the only guide in all cases, and 
therefore must be in this case. The records of the court fails to make Mr. Cannon 
a citizen, and he, as I, must stand by the record. Mr. Cannon, under any other 
circumstances, might, perhaps, acquire citizenship by the time his term of office 

commences, but itis charged in Mr. Campbell's protest, and not denied in Mr. 
Cannon's answer, that he is living in polygymy, a violation of the act of Congress 
of 1862, making it acrime. This being the case, he is not ‘‘ well disposed towards 
the Government of the United States."’ Therefore he cannot, in good faith, take 
the oath of naturalization, and the courts of this Territory uniformly entorce this 
rule. The House of Representatives, Congressional Record of June 16th, 1874, 

age 5046, affirmed the same principle in House bill 3679, providing that Delegates 
in Congress should be twenty-five years of age, seven years a citizen, aud an inhab- 
itant of such Territory, ‘‘and no such person who is guilty ot bigamy or polygamy 
shall be eligible to a seat as such Delegate.” 

It having been shown that Mr. Cannon is not a citizen, and that he is incapable 
of becoming a citizen, I cannot, under the law, certify that he is ‘duly elected,’’ 
and Mr. Campbell having received the greatest number of votes cast for any citizen 
was therefore duly elected, and must receive the certificate accordingly. 
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I am aware that my action on this question is not final. The House is the judge 
of the qualifications and election of its members, but in the discharge of my sworn 
duty under the law to give the certificate to the person duly elected, I cannot do 
otherwise than give it to Allen G. Campbell. 

ELI H. MURRAY. 


CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION ISSUED TO ALLEN G. CAMPBELL, DELEGATE TO THE FOR- 
TY-SEVENTH CONGRESS. 
UnitEpD STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Executive Office, 8s: 

I, Eli H. Murray, governor of the Territory of Utah, do declare and certify that 
at a regular election for Delegate to the Forty-seventh Congress, held in said Ter- 
ritory on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1880, returns 
whereof were opened in my presence by the secretary of the Territory, Allen G. 
Campbell was the person, being a citizen of the United States, having the greatest 
number of votes, and was therefore duly elected as Delegate from said Territory to 
said Congress, and I do give this certificate accordingly. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the Territory to be affixed. Done at Salt Lake City this 8th day of January, A. D. 


1881. 
ELI H. MURRAY, Governor. 


yee) 
3y the governor: 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, 
Secretary of Utah Territory. 


‘TERRITORY OF UTAH, 
Secretary's Office, 38: 

I, Arthur L. Thomas, secretary of the Territory of Utah, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of the ‘ decision of the governor in the 
matter of issuing a certificate to the person duly elected Delegate to the Forty- 
seventh Congress,” and of the “certificate of election issued to Allen G. Campbell, 
Delegate to the Forty-seventh Congress,” as appears of record in my office. 

Attest my hand and the great seal of the Territory of Utah this 10th day of 


February, A. D. 1881 
| SEAL. } ARTHUR L. THOMAS, 
Secretary of Utah Territory. 


CREDENTIALS OF HON. A. G. CAMPBELL. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Executive Office, 88: 

I, Eli H. Murray, governor of the Territory of Utah, do declare and certify 
that at a regular election for Delegate to the Forty-seventh Congress, held in said 
Territory on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1880, to 
wit, the second day of November, 1880, returns whereof were opened in my pres- 
ence by the secretary of the Territory, Allen G. Campbell was the person, being 
a citizen of the United States, over the age of twenty-one years, having the great- 
est number of votes, and was, therefore, duly elected as Delegate from said Terri- 
tory to said Congress, and I do give this certificate accordingly. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the Territory to be affixed. 

Done at Salt Lake City this eighth day of January, A. D. 1881. 

SEAL.] ELI H. MURRAY, Governor. 


Sy the governor: 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, 
Secretary of Utah Territory. 


CREDENTIALS OF HON. GEORGE Q. CANNON. 

Uta TERRITORY, 
Secretary's Office, 88: 

I, Arthur L. Thomas, secretary of the Territory of Utah, do hereby certify that 
the feo» a correct summary of the returns filed in my oftice of the election 
held in this Territory on the second day of November, A. D. 1880, for the purpose 
of electing a Delegate to Congress: 





Persons voted for. 


| 


Counties. 


A. G. Campbell. 


| Scattering. 


Box Elder 
Beaver 


Salt Lake 
San Juan* 
Sanpete 





Summit 
Matos Dubs base aches s5atcsaveduceduns 


‘Wasatch 
Washington 
Weber 
Uintah 








*No election. 


Witness my hand and the great seal of the Territory of Utah, at Salt Lake City, 
this twentieth day of January, A. D. 1881. 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, 


[SEAL.] 
Secretary of Utah Territory. 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that we now proceed to draw for seats. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, if the rules adopted 
in the last Congress are to be regarded as governing this body, (and 
the Chair is obliged so to regard them, whether this House has adopted 
them or not, because we must act under some rules, for the time being 
at least,) there is no doubt that the next business in order would be 
the drawing of seats; but there is upon the Speaker’s table a message 
which it might be important to read; and, unless there is objection, 
the Chair will lay that message before the House and direct that it 
be read now. 

Mr. PAGE. Oh, no; let us draw for seats first. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection, and the next business will be 
the drawing of seats by Members and Delegates. 

Mr. BELFORD. I suggest that the Clerk be directed to place in 
the box the name of the Territory of Utah, and when that name is 
drawn a seat can be assigned to the Territory, to be occupied by the 
Delegate when admitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to hear the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. BELForD.] Before the drawing for 
seats begins the Chair directs the Clerk to read for the information 
of the House the rule under which the drawing will proceed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 

At the commencement of each Congress, immediately after the Members and 
Delegates are sworn in, the Clerk shall place in a box, prepared for that purpose, 
a number of small balls of marble or other material equal to the number of Mem: 
bers and Delegates, which balls shall be consecutively numbered and thoroughly 
intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House for that purpose, by 
the hands of a page, draw said balls one by one from the box, and announce the 
number as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Member or Delegate whose 
name on a numbered alphabetical list shall correspond with the number on the 
ball, shall advance and choose his seat for the term for which he is elected. 

2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated and so remain 
until selected under this rule, and any seat having been selected shall be deemed 
forfeited if left er before the call of the roll is finished, and whenever the 
seats of Members and Delegates shall have been drawn, no proposition for a second 
drawing shall be in order during that Congress. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that Hon. WILLIAM D. KELLEY, the senior mem- 
ber of this House, be allowed to select his seat before the regular 
drawing begins. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is hardly a question 
for a motion to be submitted on a yea and nay vote, but may be ac- 
complished by unanimous consent. The Chair, therefore, will sub- 
mit the question made by the gentleman from California to the House 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. Iask unanimous consent for the purpose I have stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There is a gentleman on this side 
of the House who served in this House for a number of years before 
Mr. KELLEY became a member, and I ask, by unanimous consent, 
that he also may be permitted to select his seat in advance of the 
drawing. 

Several MEMBERS. Who is he? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 

Mr. REED. It seems we had better not issue any preferred stock 
at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAGE. It has always been done in these cases. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have a question of privilege to 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I do not wish to bring it before the 
House at this time if the President’s message is to be read; but if the 
President’s message is not to be presented and read at this time, I de- 
sire to have a resolution read which involves a question of privilege, 
and which I submit as a matter of privilege involving the dignity of 
this House. By reference to the rules it will be seen that such ques- 
tions take preccdence of the drawing of seats. As I have said, if it is 
the desire to have the President’s message read, I will withdraw the 
resolution for the present. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late! 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks the House has entered substan- 
tially on the matter of the drawing for seats. That now takes pre- 
cedence, and it is a pretty high question of privilege. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. If the Chair will look to the rules 
he will see that questions involving the dignities of the House are 
enumerated as first in order. I call for the reading of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. When the House resumes business, which will 
be in a few moments, the Chair will recognize the gentlemen from 
New York. The Chair will now submit to the House requests for 
unanimous consent, and, first in order, that made by the gentleman 
from California on behalf of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
KELLEY, ] and then the request of the gentleman from Illinois on be- 
half of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] that these two 

entlemen shall be allowed to select their seats in advance of the 
drawing. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. McLANE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. MORSE. I move that the same privilege be extended to the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. SDALL. 

a = ALL. I don’t ask for it, but will take my chances with 
the others. 


A} 


8. S. Cox, of New York. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the drawing of seats begins, I desire to 
state that the gentleman from Texas, Mr. MILLs, who was in his 
place on the floor of the House, yesterday was taken violently ill anda 
surgeon was summoned. I have received a note from the gentleman 
from Texas, and a message from his surgeon, to the effect that it is 
impossible for him to be here, and therefore I ask, by unanimous con- 
sent, when his name is called the Speaker shall designate some one 
to select a seat for him. 

The SPEAKER. That request will be submitted tothe House. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BRAGG. My colleague, Mr. DEUSTER, has been unavoidably 
detained on the ocean, and I move by unanimous consent that I may 
be permitted to select a seat for him when his name shall be drawn. 

Mr. PAGE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it is subject to a single ob- 
jection. 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BLACK. I make the same request, Mr. Speaker, that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, Mr. ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS, be permitted to 
select his seat in advance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. He does not occupy a seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House 
in the case of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS, ] that he 
shall be allowed to select his seat in advance of the drawing. 

Mr. VALENTINE. If it is for the gentleman himself, I make no 
objection. 

Mr. COX. I make the same request for my colleague, Mr. BENJA- 
MIN Woop, who is absent and ill, and cannot be here to draw for 
himself. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisadifferent request in its character. This 
one is that Mr. STEPHENS be allowed to select a seat in advance of 
the drawing. Is there objection to that request? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Yes; I object. 

Mr. PAGE. I make the request that Mr. KELLEY be allowed to 
select his seat. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I renew my request in behalf of 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. SIMONTON. It may seem ungracious, Mr. Speaker, but I 
object to any one taking a seat in preference to any other. We had 
better have a fair draw all around. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unanimous 
consent that Mr. KELLEY be permitted to select his seat in advance. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. And I renew my request in behalf 
of the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. McLANE. And I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. Let the requests be asked for separately, and let each 
stand on its separate merits. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first submit the request of the 
gentleman from California in behalf of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. KELLEY. } 

ree HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, I also make the same request in 
behalf of- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will withhold his request a 
moment until we have disposed of those already pending. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then I give notice that I shall make a similar 
request when the opportunity is presented. 

Mr. McLANE. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McLANE. I desire to know if the call for the regular order 
will not exclude all of these requests? 

Mr. PAGE. It is too late now 

The SPEAKER. This seems to be the regular order. It is in the 
line of drawing for seats. 

Mr. McLANE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the selection of seats. That 
order is being proceeded with, but if, by unanimous consent, requests 
are received for the reservation of certain seats, the Chair rules that 
gentlemen can be allowed to select them in advance of the drawing, 
if the consent is granted and if no objection is made to that course of 
proceeding. 

Mr. SIMONTON. There is objection. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now submit the request of the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I must object to all such requests and insist upon 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit the request of the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE, ] namely, that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] be allowed to select his seat now. 

Mr. HATCH and several members objected. 

Mr. BROWNE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to ask unanimous consent that 
Mr. Hawk, of Illinois, who, as is well known to the House, is unable 
to get around very well, be permitted to occupy his old seat in this 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit that request, that the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hawk, ] who is a lame man, be allowed 
to select his seat now. 

There was no objection. 


DECEMBER 6, 


Mr. SPARKS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the selection of seats. 

Mr. BROWNE. One selection having been accorded to the other 
side, and one to this side of the House, I hope the regular order 
under the rule will be proceeded with. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Some arrangement should be 
made in regard to a seat for the Delegate from Utah. 

Several MEMBERS. That has been already arranged. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If it has been arranged, as I 
understand from those around me, it is all right. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order under the rule will require the 
members to retire outside of the bar until their names are called in 
the regular order of drawing. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish 
to ask if objection has been made to the request in behalf of my col- 
league [Mr. Woop] which I have submitted to the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that objection has been 
made. 

In pursuance of the resolution of the House, the drawing for seats 
was then proceeded with, beginning at five minutes after two o’clock, 
the name of Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, being first called, and con- 
cluding at nine minutes after three o’clock, with the name of Mr. 
O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, being the last called. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion 
for a moment.» The President’s message has been received, and 
should be disposed of. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Then, of course, I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the annual 
~~ ge of the President of the United States, which the Clerk will 
read. 

The message was read by the Clerk. 
proceedings of the Senate. ] 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous ¢onsent for the 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. I 
only desire to say that this is in accordance with precedents in cases 
of this character. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of one member from each State represented in this 
House be appointed on the part of the House to join such committee as may be 
appointed on the part of the Senate, to consider and report by what token of respect 
and affection it may be proper for the Congress of the United States to express the 
deep sensibility of the nation to the event of the decease of their late President, 
James Abram Garfield; and thatsomuch of the message of the President as refers 
to that melancholy event be referred to said committee. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask for the present consideration of that reso- 
lution. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted unanimously. 

DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. KELLEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to submit a resolution touch- 
ing the President’s message. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the annual message of the President and accompanying docu- 
ments be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
and printed. 


The resolution was adopted. 
EXTRA COPIES OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
Mr. KELLEY. I submit the following resolution for reference to 
the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That 20,000 extra copies of the message and accompanying documents 
be printed for the use of the House. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask the reference of the resolution to. the Com- 
mittee on Printing when appointed. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on Printing 
under the rule. 


{It will be found in the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
yield to me before pressing that motion. 

WAR BETWEEN CHILI AND PERU. 

Mr. McLANE. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution 
which I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will hear the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania withholds his 
motion to adjourn till after the reading of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his judgment not incompatible 


with the public interest, to communicate to this House the instructions sent by 
the State Department to our ministers in Chili and Peru in regard to the existing 


| war between those countries. 
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Mr. KELLEY. LIobject. There will be time enough for that when 


the committees are organized. I insist on my motion to adjourn. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. ROBESON. I move that when this House adjourns to-day it 
shall adjourn to meet on Friday next. And I make that motion with 
the view of moving on Friday another adjournment over till next 
Tuesday, and with the understanding that there shall be no business 
done on next Friday, which is private bill day anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey mean to 
exclude from the business of next Friday the consideration of the 
regular order made to-day, which is the Utah contested-election 
case? 

Mr. ROBESON. My ideaisthatthe adjournment over until Friday, 
and from that day till Tuesday next, will be for the facilitation of 
public business and to expedite the organization of this House ; and 
that the question now pending, referred to by the Chair, can be bet- 
ter examined and considered by waiting some time longer. 

Mr. HASKELL. That order, then, will come up on Tuesday next? 

The SPEAKER. The present order of the House is to take up that 
case at the next meeting of the House after to-day. That, however, 
can be changed. 

Mr. ROBESON. Idesire to have that done in connection with the 
motion I have submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair then understands the gentleman from 
New Jersey makes that as a suggestion, in addition to his motion? 

Mr. ROBESON. For the present my motion is that when the House 
adjourns to-day it shall adjourn to mect on Friday next. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is as far as the Constitution permits. But 
there can be no objection to coming to an understanding that on 
Friday we will make a further adjournment. There are many gen- 
tlemen here who, if this understanding is arrived at, will go to their 
homes and return on Monday or Tuesday. There is, in fact, a neces- 
sity, which I recognize and appreciate, for this proposed adjournment 
over. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the proposition to be made, 
to which he hears no objection, that when the House meets on Fri- 
day next there will be little business of any kind done, and that on 
that day the House will further adjourn till Tuesday next. 

Mr. HASKELL. The understanding includes the postponement of 
the consideration of the Utah contest till Tuesday next? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

The motion of Mr. ROBESON was agreed to. 

The question recured on Mr. KELLEY’s motion that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p.m.) the House adjourned till Friday next at 
twelve o'clock. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred to the committees therein named, 
when appointed, as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of A. B. Farquar, of York, 
Pennsylvania, forthe adoption of the French metric system of weights 
and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of Josiah Shenkle, for compen- 
sation for services rendered in saving Government property—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Josiah Shenkle, for ys, aeepene for services 
rendered in saving the steamer Echo during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: Joint resolution of the Illinois Legis- 
lature, requesting the improvement of Sturgeon Bay—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, joint resolution of the Illinois Legislature, requesting the 
appropriation of $100,000 for the improvement of the Kankakee and 
Iroquois Rivers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of J. M. Page, of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, for a Seria the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of J. B. Hansler and others, 
for the improvement of New York Harbor—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Newark conference, for the suppression of 
polygamy in Utah Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, the petition of R. G. West, in relation to the cancellation of 
postage-stamps—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of W. Downey and others, in relation to the im- 
prisonment by the British Government of Michael Boynton—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey, in relation 
to the struggle of the Dutch farmers in the south of Africa to main- 
tain their independence—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of 95 citizens of Palmyra, Missouri, 
for the repeal of the tax on banks and the check-stamp tax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of George C. Jenks, of New York, 
for compensation for a patent letter-box used by the United States 
authorities—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. McLANE: The petition of James E. Montell, that he be 
refunded certain taxes improperly collected from him by United 
States authorities—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, the petition of Caroline R. French, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 7, 1881. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 

CHARLES H. VAN WYCK, a Senator from the State of Nebraska, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. PEN- 
DLETON, Mr. Dawes, Mr. LAPHAM, Mr. BAYARD, and Mr. MORGAN the 
committee onthe part of the Senate, under the resolution adopted yes- 
terday, to consider and report by what token of respect and affection 
it may be proper for the Congress of the United States to express the 
deep sensibility of the nation to the event of the decease of the late 
President, James A. Garfield. 

SPEECHES OF THIERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of State, which will be reported. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 


M. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, December 6, 1881. 

Sir: Referring to my predecessor's communications to the Senate, dated respect- 
ively April 24, 1880, and December 7, 1880, transmitting for the library of the Sen- 
ate, at the request of Madame Thiers, certain volumes of the speeches of M. Thiers, 
the eminent French statesman, I now have the honor to forward herewith two ad- 
ditional volumes of the work in question, which have been received through the 
American legation at Paris. 

Madame Thiers having died during the past year, Mademoiselle Dosne, of Paris. 
has kindly executed the wishes ef her deceased sister by supplying for the library 
of the Senate the volumes of M. Thiers’ speeches which have appeared since her 
sister's death. . 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


JAMES G. BLAINE. 
The honorable the PRESIDENT of the Senate. 
Accompaniments: Discours Parlementaires de M. Thiers, Vols. X and XI. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose that paper should be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library, with the volumes, and printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 


NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the act of June 2, 1879, the annual report of the National 
Board of Health for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881; which was 
referred to the Select Committee to investigate and report the best 
means of Preventing the Introduction and Spread of Epidemic Dis- 
eases. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Acting Attorney-General, transmitting the annual report of the 
Department of Justice for the year ending June 30, 1881; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


CONDITION OF FORTIFICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War; which was read, as follows: 


Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, December 6, 1881. 

The Secretary of War, by a provision of the act of March 3, 1881, ‘‘ making appro- 

peetions for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 

or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and for other pu es," was directed to 
make ‘“‘report of the condition of the fortifications, and what number of them, if 
any, can be dispensed with.”’ 

n compliance with this requirement, the Secretary of War has the honor to 
transmit to the United States Senate a letter of the Chief of Engineers and the 
report of the board of engineers for fortifications referred to them. 

Although the problem of defense of our maritime frontier has been greatly 
changed since the sites of our fortifications were selected many years ago, mainly 
by joint boards of Army and Navy officers, the reasons governing their selection 
in a greater or less degree still exist. 

In the late war, although the enemy was not a maritime one, it was found to be 
necessary not only to acquire and to fortify new sites within and adjacent to the 
harbors covered by our works of fortification, but to fortify harbors which had not 
theretofore been included in our system of defense, and it seems likely that in any 
future war with a maritime power the list of harbors to be fortified will be still 
further increased. 

Guided by this experience it would seem to be unadvisable to relinquish any of 
the sites belonging to our present maritime defenses. 

ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the communication be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs? 
Mr. BECK. Ought not the communication to go to the Committee 
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on Appropriations? We have a good deal to do with those matters 
as they come before us on the appropriation bills. I think it should 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 


BUILDING FOR SURGEON-GENERAL’S CLERKS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War; which was read, as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, December 6, 1881. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to report, for the information of Congress, 
that at the last session, while the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill was under consideration, an amendment was a to providing for the em- 
ployment of additional clerks in the Surgeon-General’s Office, ‘‘to be exclusively 
engaged in preparing and making reports to expedite the settlement of pension 
a plicatiens led for by the Commissioner of Pensions.” As the employment of 
this increased force would necessitate the purchase of furniture and the hire of a 
building for their accommodation, (the force then employed being overcrowded,) 
it seems to have been the intention to provide a sufficient sum for this purpose, 
(see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, February 21, 1881, volume 11, part 3, pages 1870-1872, ) 
and accordingly the bill was amended to read as follows : 

‘For contingent expenses, namely : blank books, stationary, rent, fuel, gas, fur- 
niture, repairs, and incidentals, $18,000; $5,000 of which sum shall be available for 
the current fiscal year.” As amended, the bill became alaw March 3, 1881, (21 
Statutes, page 403.) 

But as the above-quoted appropriation did not provide in terms for the rent of 
an additional building, the Secretary of War was without authority to use the 
appropriation made, in view of the prohibition contained in the following acts of 
Congress, viz: 

‘Hereafter no contract shall be made for the rent of any building, or part of any 
building, to be used for the purposes of the Government in the District of Colum- 
bia, until an appropriation therefor shall have been made in terms by Congress, 
and that this clause be regarded as notice to all contractors or lessors of any such 
building or any part of building.” (Act of March 3, 1877, 19 Statutes, page 370.) 

““Where buildings are now rented for public use in the District of Columbia the 
Executive Departments are authorized, whenever it shall be advantageous to the 
public interest, to rent others in their stead: Provided, That no increase in the 
number of buildings now in use norin the amount paid for rents shall result there- 
from.” (Act of June 15, 1880, 21 Statutes, page 228, and act of March 3, 1881, 21 
Statutes, page 404.) 

The additional clerks authorized by the act were, however, employed, and until 
the ist of July, 1881, as many clerks as could be accommodated were employed 
during the usual hours of business ; the remainder of the force then came on duty, 
and worked until ten o’clock at night. This plan answered for awhile, although 
very inconvenient, but as the weather grew hotter it became imperatively neces- 
sary to provide other accommodations, and accordingly the offer of Mr. R. O. 
Holtzman, of June 4, 1881, (copy inclosed,) was accepted, and under a license 
granted by him (copy inclosed) the second and third stories of his building, situ- 
ate on the corner 0 and Tenth streets northwest, were occupied as oftices for 
a part of the force of the Surgeon-General’s Office. 

t is respectfully recommended that the Secretary of War be specially author- 
ized to pay for the hire of the Tot during the current fiscal year out of the 
appropriation already made, and that he be authorized to hire a building thereafter 
for the accommodation of these clerks during their employment, as was the evi- 
dent intention of Congress when the law was p: ‘ 

ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of War. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the United States Senate. 


The communication was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


READING OF EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War; which will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isit necessary that this communication should also 
be read? These communications ought not to appear in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, as they will do if they are read, unless there is 
some special necessity for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They always have been read, but 
they do not necessarily appear in full in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not my understanding that they have been 


read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Communications from the heads of 
Departments have been read, the Chief Clerk informs the Chair, 
while the papers transmitted in connection with the communications 
have not been. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am quite confident that the Chief Clerk is mis- 
taken, and that it has not been customary to read at length commu- 
nications from the several Departments; and I object to the reading, 
unless there is special reason for it. Let all such communications be 
read by title and properly referred, or lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are letters addressed to the 
President of the Senate, which he must lay before the Senate. The 
rule provides that that shall be done. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very true; but that does not require that they 
shall be read in extenso from the desk. Let them be referred, or lie 
on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct whatever is 
the pleasure of the Senate upon the subject. If the Senator makes 
a motion in regard to the reading of the communication, the Chair 
will entertain it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the usual habit in regard to letters from 
the Departments is simply to announce that a communication has 
been received from the Secretary of State, for example, in regard to 
a certain matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was not the custom of the 
late Vice-President, Mr. Wheeler, for every communication from the 
head of a Department, as the Chair recollects, was read. ~ 
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ail” SHERMAN. Messages from the President are always read in 
ll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of Departments... 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are never read in full, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They arereadin full, according tothe 
recollection of the Chair, and the Chair will direct them to be read, 
unless a motion is made and carried to the contrary. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will make a motion if it is considered necessary 
by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the reading of the communications 
and documents and messages from the Departments be dispensed with, 
and that they lie on the table and be printed, or be referred, unless 
there is a demand from some Senator that a communication shall be 
read at length. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion relates to communications from the 
heads of Departments? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the motion of the Senator from Kansas 
is a little too sweeping, and that it would take ineverything. Now, 
we cannot tell where a communication from the Secretary of War, 
for example, should be referred, until it is read. The communica- 
tionsof the heads of the Departments, as arule, are brief. Theaccom- 
panying papers are not read. I think it would be better for us, un- 
less it is a very long communication and we know the subject-mat- 
ter treated of, to let the letter of the head of a Department be read, 
so that we may know what it is about. We frequently pass resolu- 
tions calling for information, and if the communications which come 
here in response are not read, Senators interested will probably not 
observe them at all, and they will be passed over for weeks and weeks. 

Mr. INGALLS. The annual message of the President, for instance, 
is accompanied by reports from the heads of all the Departments, 
including the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Navy, 
the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Interior. Is it to be 
assumed, for an instant, that it has been the custom for reports 
from heads of Departments to be read at length here in the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to say that those 
reports are not addressed to the President of the Senate? They are 
addressed to the President of the United States, and they accompany 
his annual message; they are the “accompanying documents,” and 
need not be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. The report of the Secretary of the Treasury is 
addressed directly to Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By a special law that is done. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly, by a special law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But that does not apply to all the Departments. 

Mr. INGALLS. That makes it still more emphatic. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only a few of the reports are made directly to 
Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam confident that my statement will be borne 
out by the ee of all those who have been in the Senate for 
any considerable length of time, that it is impracticable to have all 
these communications read at length from the desk. I ask that my 
motéon may be acted upon. 

Mr. BECK. I desire only to say that in regard to the communi- 
cation last read, from the Secretary of War, I listened to it with 
some care; it was called for, if I recollect aright, by the Committee 
on Appropriations, on account of the renting of buildings all over 
the city. The very fact that it goes upon the record calls the 
attention of every Senator, and everybody else, if you please, to 
what we have regarded as a very serious matter, the renting of 
property all over this city by the Departments of the Government. 
A general order that none of these communications shall be read 
would deprive a Senator of the information that he would thus 
obtain by having them read. If a communication is printed and 
referred to a committee without reading, not one Senator outside of 
the committee to which it goes ever sees it or is able to give any 
information in regard to matters which when printed in the RECORD 
every Senator would be very glad to aid the committee in investi- 

ating. 

. I ae not say that every communication ought to be read at length. 
Perhaps the one about to be read might as well at once be referred 
and printed. I do not know what it is, but it may tell us something 
we ought to know. Before the reading of the previous communica- 
tion, from the Secretary of War, I assumed it would go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and perhaps it would have been so referred 
if nothing had been said; but the moment it was read it developed 
what it was about, and then the communication took the proper di- 
rection, which without reading could not have been given to it. If 
this communication is to be referred now without reading, I doubt 
if the Senator from Kansas or any Senator on this floor knows where 
= communication ought to go, because we do not know what it is 
about. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand the rule to be, according to all the 
precedents, that communications and reports from the Departments 
are not read in extenso at the desk of either branch of Congress. The 
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letter socompany ing a report from a Department is read to inform 
the Senate or the House as to the matter which is transmitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is all that has been read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is all that ought to be read. I think I 
have never heard a report of one of the Departments read in extenso 
in either branch of Congress. I agree, if I gathered exactly what 
the Senator from Kansas said, with him that it would be totally im- 
practicable to do so. I think that the precedents will be found uni- 
form upon this point. I think I could appeal not merely to Senators 
long in service here, but to the Reporter and those who have assisted 
the longest in the transaction of the business of this body, for the 
correctness of what I have said. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am perfectly willing for the Senator from In- 
diana to appeal to the gentleman to whom he has alluded, our Re- 
porter, who is probably the best posted, and I will guarantee he will 
say to the Senator that it has been the unbroken, invariable rule and 
practice of the Senate to read every communication of the character 
of that now pending—a letter from the Secretary of War addressed 
to the President of the Senate—until the reading of the communica- 
tion shall disclose to the Senate that there is no necessity for the read- 
ing of the whole of it. 

This is not at all an annual report of the Secretary of War accom- 
panying the message of the President. The Senator from Indiana 
speaks of the annual reports which accompany the message of the 
President; but this is not such a communication. This is a special 
report from the Secretary of War upon a specific subject. I say (and 
I appealto the same source that the Senator from Indiana does) that 
it has been the invariable, unbroken custom of the Senate that such 
communications shall be read until the reading discloses the fact that 
there is no necessity for their further reading, and then it is dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. BECK. When the Senator from Indiana comes to understand 
this question he will agree with the Senator from Missouri and my- 
self. It is not an entire report that is to be read, but simply a brief 
letter from the head of a Department stating what the report is about. 
That is all that is now about to be read, and the Senator from Indi 
ana admits that it is the custom to read such communications. The 
reports themselves are not to be read. The Senator from Kansas 
seeks to prevent the reading of even the letters which tell us what 
the reports are about. The Senator from Indiana, I know, agrees 
with the view taken by the Senator from Missouri and myself. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope theSenator from Kansas will withdraw his 
motion, as it has evidently taken now about thirty times as much 
consumption of time as would have been required to read the paper 
that is pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that this question will go by informally, 
because there is really no difficulty in the matter. I hope the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will withdraw the motion. The President of the 
Senate informs the Senate in his own way of the character of the 
papers transmitted by a Department, usually by having read the 
brief letter of transmissal signed by the head of Department, and 
that is the end of it. That is the shortest way of stating what is the 
subject-matter communicated to the Senate. But arule which would 
require the Secretary to read all the long communications from the 
heads of Departments would result in consuming too much time. For 
instance, the law expressly requires the annual report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to be sent to the President of the Senate; and if the 
President of the Senate should have that read it would occupy prob- 
ably two or three hours. Now, that is never done. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is also sent to the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is sent to the House also. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, that is 
never read, because no Senator ever asks that it shall beread. Any 
Senator, as I understand it, can ask that the report of the Secretapy 
of the Treasury shall be read at length at the desk. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I can say is that the Senate has uniformly 
acted upon the general rule, as the clearest way usually of stating 
the subject-matter to be presented to the Senate, to read the letter 
of transmissal, and there it ends, without going into any detail in 
regard to the contents of the papers that may be transmitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has consulted with the 
officers of the Senate and with the Reporter, and letters addressed to 
the President of the Senate from the head of a Department have 
always been read, according to their recollection. 

Mr. GARLAND. As to the matter of fact that has given rise to 
this discussion, I wish to ascertain if it has been proposed that any- 
thing shall be read at the desk but the letter of the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Nothing else. 

Mr. GARLAND. It has not been proposed that a report shall be 


read ? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Nothing of the kind. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then there is no foundation for this controversy, 
as I understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator from Kansas moves 
that the further reading of the letter of the Secretary of War be 
bo nergy with. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 

ansas. 


The motion was not agreed to. 
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FORTS IN DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 


The communication was read, as follows: 


Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, December 5, 1881. 
The Secretary of War has the honor to transmit to the United States Senate a 
copy of a report of Ee Nelson A. Miles, commanding Department 
of the Columbia, dated September, 1881, of an inspection of Forts Cour d’ Alene 
and Colville and Camp Ppokaae, Washington Territory, with an indorsement 
thereon of the General of the Arm 


, in which he recommends that a specific ap- 
ee of $40,000 be asked for to build a permanent military post in Northern 
ashington Territory, to replace old Fort Colville, now in decay. 

This fort is necessary for the protection of the frontier settlements east of the 
great plain of the Columbia River, and the appropriation of the sum asked for by 
the General of the Army is respectfully recommended to the favorable considera- 


tion of Congress. 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would seem to the Chair that the 
communication should first go to the Military Committee, so that they 
may decide whether the fort suggested should be erected. 

Mr. BECK. I think it would be better to refer it to the Military 
Committee, and let them determine first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and printed. 

Mr. MAXEY. Before the conclusion of that matter I wish to sug- 
gest that it is always usual that recommendations as to fortifications, 
&c., should be referred to the Military Committee, that they may 
determine on the propriety of the recommendation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication has been so 
referred. 

OTHER EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the Adjutant- 
General asking for the passage of an act to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to change the name of Charles Alton Howard, sec- 
ond lieutenant Ninth Regiment of Cavalry, United States Army, to 
Alton Henry Budlong; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting a copy 
of his accounts as to post-office expenditures rendered to and adjusted 
by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1881; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with section 311 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
copies of the accounts rendered to and settled with the First Comp- 
troller for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the nineteenth 
annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the Eighth 
General Council of the Reformed Episcopal Church, held in the city 
of New York in May, 1881, Charles D. Kellogg, secretary, favoring 
legislation looking to the extirpation of polygamy in the Territory of 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of 58 persons residing in different 
parts of Ilhnois, praying for a. regulating freights on rail- 
roads and preventing unjust discriminations by common carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of N. Dunlap and others, citizens of 
Illinois, praying for legislation regulating freights on railroads and 
preventing unjust discriminations by common carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of James T. Clarke, Twenty- 
second United States Infantry, praying that he be retired from the 
— with pay; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of J. M. Hussey and others, 
of Mendon, Ohio, praying for legislation regulating freights on rail- 
roads and preventing unjust discriminations by common carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of second-class letter-car- 
riers, praying for an increase of compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Z. A. Wickham, colonel Second Reg- 
iment National Guard of Missouri, and others, praying for amend- 
ments to the existing militia law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. McWilliams and others, 
citizens of Sarcoxie, Richey, and Talmage, Missouri, praying for 
legislation regulating freights on railro and preventing unjust 
discrimination by common carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of a large number of citizens of 
Llano, in Llano County, Texas, and the petition of A. H. Lentz and 
others, citizens of Beckville and Carthage, in Panola County, Texas, 
praying for legislationregulating freights on railroads and preventing 
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unjust discriminations by common carriers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented the petition of Charles M. 
Blake, ee in the Army of the United States, praying 
for restoration to the Army and for arrears of compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Cornelia A. Schultz, of 
Adams County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of an act 
granting her a pension and compensation for the losses she sustained 
at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pennsylvania; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Joseph Hertford, pray- 
ing compensation as clerk to the Indian office at the Sac and Fox 
agency, Indian Territory, in 1879; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL samme a memorial of citizens of the State of Florida, 
in favor of the appointment of Frank Jordan, of Jacksonville, in 
that State, to a lieutenancy in the Navy, and to his being placed 
upon the retired list; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 189) for the relief of 
the heirs of General Count C. Pulaski; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 190) to authorize an appointment in the Army ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 191) for the relief of Frances H. Plummer; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file in 
the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 192) to quiet the title to certain lands in the 
Upper Peninsula of Michigan ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 193) for the relief of certain employés on the 
work for the improvement of the Des Moines Rapids of the Missis- 
sippi River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 194) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, late ad- 
ditional paymaster in the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 195) for the relief of Henry P. Rolfe; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 196) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Concord, in the State of New Hampshire ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
«luce a bill (8. No. 197) for the relief of Greenleaf Cilley; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 198) for the relief of 
Frances Anna McNaughton ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 199) to establish a branch mint of the United 
States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
luce a bill (8. No. 200) to provide for the sale of a portion of the reser- 
yation of the Omaha tribe of Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
luce a bill (S. No. 201) for the relief of John S. Logan ; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 202) for the relief 
of George Frick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 203) for the relief of the widow and 
children of Smith E. G. Rawson ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 264) for the relief of J. S. Underhill ; 
re was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 205) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence ; 
ba oe was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 
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Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 206) for the adjustment of the claim of the 
State of Arkansas against the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 207) to extend the provisions of an act approved 
Mareh 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of purchasers and 
locators of swamp and overflowed lands, and for other purposes ;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 208) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States for the District of Columbia; and an act enti- 
tled “An act to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia,” approved January 31, 
1879; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JACKSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 210) for the relief of W. W. McDowell, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 211) for the relief of the Roman Catholic church 
of Saint Peter and Saint Paul, at Chattanooga, Tennessee; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 212) to amend sections 2582, 2583, 2607, and 
2684 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the col- 
lection districts of California; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 213) for the relief of Edward Byrne; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 214) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William 
F. Shepard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 
on file in the ease, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 215) for the relief of the National Bank of 
Western Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 216) for the relief of Jacob Adler, of Arkansas ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 217) for the relief of C. Frank; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 218) for the relief of J. Rk. Rutherford, of Arkan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intre- 
duce a bill (S. No. 219) for the relief of Rebecca Wright, widow of 
James Wright, a soldier in the war of 1812; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 220) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to erect public buildings in the cities of Key West and Jacksonville, 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mmitee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 221) authorizing the President to appoint Frank 
Jordan upon the retired list of the Navy with the rank of lieutenant ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 222) to establish a branch of the United States land 
office at Freeport, in Walton County, Florida; which was read twice by 
its title,and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 223) providing for the erection of a light-house at 
Anclote Key, in Hernando County, Florida; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 224) to amend section 2562 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the boundary lines of the collection 
district of Saint Mark’s, in the State of Florida, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 225) to establish a life-saving and life-boat service 
at or near Cape San Blas, Calhoun County, Flerida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 996) for the relief of Theodore F. Hartridge and 
William G. Christopher, sureties on the official bond of Felix G, Liv- 
ingston, late collector of customs at Fernandina, Florida; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. Imove the reference of the bill to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN. That bill ought to go to the Committee on Finance, I 
should think. It is for the relief of a collector of internal revenue, 
is it not? 

Mr. CALL. No, a collector of customs. 

Mr. LOGAN. It amounts tothe samething. It ought to go to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. According to the recollection of the 
Chair, similar bills have gone to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is where this ought to go. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that a similar bill was referred at the last 
session of Congress to the Committee on Claims, and received a favor- 
able report from that committee. I thought it ought to go to the same 
committee to which it had been previously referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The uniform practice, the Chief 
Clerk informs the Chair, is that where the sureties on official bonds 
are sought to be excused the Committee on Finance decides the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave tointro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 227) for the relief of Cyprian T. Jenkins; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 228) granting a pension to P. B, Perry, sr.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 229) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the Mexican and other wars therein named, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 230) granting a pension to Angus McAuley ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 231) to repeal a portion of sections 5 and 6 of an 
act in relation to pensions, approved March 9, 1878; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 232) for the relief of the estate of William D. Mose- 
ley ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 233) for the relief of James R. Sanchez and E. C. L. 
Sanchez, heirs-at-law of James R. Sanchez; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 234) for the relief of Herman Ruge; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 235) for the relief of John Sammis, a citizen of 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 236) creating the port of Tampa, Florida, a port 
of entry ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr, LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 237) to correct and complete the record of 

Colonel and Brevet Major-General B. H. Grierson, United States 
Army, aid-de-camp on the staff of General B. M. Prentiss, United 
States Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 238) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Peoria, in the State of Illinois; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 239) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Quincy, in the State of Illinois; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 240) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry Strawbridge; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 241) for the relief of John T. Hennaman, of 
Baltimore, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and referred 

ito the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 242) for the relief of J. Rosenfeld & Co.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GROOME (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 243) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and administratrix of the estate of the 
late John Holroyd, deceased; which was read. twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 244) for the relief of Thomas H. Lawrence ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 245) for the relief of Timothy E. Ellsworth; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 246) granting an increase of pension to William 
Shelley ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 247) for the relief of Clinton G. Colgate; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 248) for the relief of Mary P. Abeel; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 249) for the relief of Helen M. Scholetield; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 250) for the relief of Herbert Joyce; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No, 251) granting a pension to Alice McMahon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 252) granting a pension to Margaret Corrigan ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 253) for the reliefof H. K. Belding; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained * 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 254) for the relief of Major William 
M. Maynadier, paymaster in the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 255) to declare certain lands subject to taxa- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 256) to provide for the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to the united Peorias and Miamies of the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 257) concerning the trade-dollar; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 258) authorizing and directing the Postmaster- 
General to readjust the salaries of certain postmasters in accordance 
with the provision of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. ‘ 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 259) for the relief of Samuel C. Van Honten; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, (by request, ) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 260) to confirm the 
title to certain lands in the. Territory of Arizona to Charles P. Sykes 
and John Currey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill(S. No. 261) granting a pension to Phebe W. Ross; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 262) for the relief of Philomon Morris; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. GROOME (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 263) for the relief of George 
H. Plant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 264) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
compensate the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company 
for facilitating the transportation of the overland mails under agree- 
ment; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (8. No. 265) to provide for the payment of the amount due 
the Burlington, Cedar Rapids and Northern Railway Company for 
transportation of United States mails; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 266) for the relief of George W. Wicks & Co., 
of Louisville, Kentucky ; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 267) for the relief of those suffering from the de- 
struction of the salt works near Manchester, Kentucky, pursuant to 
the orders of Major-General Carlos Buell; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 268) authorizing the pay- 
ment of prize-money to officers of the Farragut fleet for the destruc- 
tion of enemy’s vessels in April, 1862; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Fs 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 269) to procure and publish certain information 
relative to the demand and price of American agricultural and other 
products in foreign countries; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 270) to repay the State of Georgia $27,175.50, 
money advanced by said State for the defense of her frontiers against 
the Indians, from 1795 to 1818, and not heretofore repaid; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 271) for the relief of Frank D. Yates and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 272) for the relief of Mrs. 8. A. 
Wright and Mrs. C. Fahnestock; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 273) granting a pension to James O’Con- 
nor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 274) granting a pension to Thomas E. Brawner; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 275) granting a pension to Samuel P. Bronson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 276) granting a pension to John C. Hargrave; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 277) granting a pension to John P. Platt; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 278) granting a pension to James Morgan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 279) for the relief of Thomas H. Reeves; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 4 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 280) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John, 
Hays, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 281) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 
County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kin- 
sey B. Cecil; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 282) for the relief of James Bridger; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 283) for the relief of Charles E. Gunn; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill just introduced and three others which 
I am about to offer are just alike in principle. They are to indem- 
nify for stamps and losses sustained by postmasters by burglary. 
Some of the cases have been going to the Committee on Claims, and 
some to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Those cases 
were all acted upon favorably at the last session of the last Congress 
by the Senate, and they were reported favorably in the other House, 
but failed to I think they had probably better go, all of them, 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Let them all go 
together wherever they go. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 284) for the relief of George Hollingsworth ; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 285) for the relief of Van B. Bowers; which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 286) for the relief of Thomas Doak; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 287) for the relief of William Morrison; which 
was read twite by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 288) for the relief of Joseph Kinney, administrator 
of David Ballentine, of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 289) for the relief of Wetmore & Brother, of Saint 
Louis, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 290) for the relief of John Taylor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 291) for the relief of Samuel A. Lowe; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 292) for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 293) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 294) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler; 
i was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Ylaims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 295) for the relief of John M. Goodhue; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 296) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained Jeave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 297) for the relief of Mark Walker; which was 
~—_ twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. ) for the relief 
of the heirs of William Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 299) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of David R. 
Dillon, of New York, for compensation for the steamer Amazon while 
in the service of the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN. I know nothing of the merits of the case and am 
not and will-not be responsible for the bill, but I introduce it now 
that it may go on the Calendar in regular course. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask why that goes to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and not to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. BROWN. I designated no committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is to confer jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims. Similar bills, the Chair will inform the Senator 
from Massachusetts, have been before the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary—a good many of them on that subject. The Chair is not pre- 
pared to decide whether that is the proper place for them or not, but 
they have been there. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose, Mr. President, that that bill is intended to 
recognize a claim upon the United States so far as to give a person 
a right of action upon it. If so, it comes within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Claims. I do not know how many such bills may 
have gone to the Committee on the Judiciary, but certainly a very 
large number of them since I have been upon the Committee on 
Claims have gone to that committee. I have no doubt that com- 
mittee will be very willing to divide their labor with the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN. I simply desire to say that I have every disposition 
to accommodate any wish my friend from Massachusetts may have 
on that subject. I do not care which committee it goes to; the sole 
object is to give jurisdiction to the Court of Claims. 


That reference will be ordered if 


) asked and, by unanimous 
298) f 


The bill will be referred to the 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been referred to the Com- one That the petitions and papers of Millie E. Hays and Kinsey B. Cecil 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 300) for the benefit of citi- 
zens of Northampton County, Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 301) to enable the people of New Mexico 
to form a constitution and State government, and for the admission 
of the said State into the Union on an ve, veg footing with the origi- 
nal States; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. Upon the motion for second reading and reference 
I shall take early occasion to submit some remarks upon the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie upon the table sub- 
ject to the call of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 302) to establish a depart- 
ment of agriculture and commerce; which was read the first time by 
its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask that the bill lie on the table, 
and at an early dayI shall call it up for second reading and reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table sub- 
ject to the call of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 303) for the relief of Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 5) directing that 10,000 copies 
of the Medical and Surgical History of the War of the Rebellion be 
printed ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 


Ordered, That the 7 in the claim of L. Madison Day be taken from thediles 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the pepers in the case of Mary C. Thompson, widow of the late Till- 
man Thompson, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Ordered, That the proses in the case of Charles P. Redmond be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse 
report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 


Ordered, That the papers pertaining to the case of Thomas B. Shannon, of San 
Francisco, in the State of California, taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, there being no adverse report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and egoempenain papers of Mrs. Rosa Vertner Jef- 
freys, of Kentucky, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the petition and a — of Elizabeth Carson, of 
Kentucky, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 
Ordered, That the petition and sccompenying papers of Lieutenant Frank P. 
referred to the Committee on Mil- 


Gross be taken from the files of the Senate an 
itary Affairs. 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying pom of John Thorns, of Ken- 
ae be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

‘aims. 

Ordered, That the apers of Samuel H. Chew be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying Ropers of T. T. Garrard and others, 
of Clay County, Kentucky, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the petition and —— g papers of Oliver H. Pe 
istrator of Mary Scott, deceased, be taken from the files of the Senate 
to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Frank D. Yates and others, of 
Colorado, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, there being no adverse report thereon. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Horace A. W. Fabor be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committée on Claims, there 
being no adverse report thereon. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the creditors of the late Henry 
O. Waggoner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France, be from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse 
report thereon. 

Ordered, That the om relating to the claim of B. F. Rockefellow be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being 
no adverse report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Jacob and Charles Schnieder, of Knox 
County, Tennessee, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, there having been no report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petitions of Joseph Kinney, administrator of David Ballentine, 
Wetmore & Co., of Saint Louis, ohn Taylor, Samuel A. Lowe, and 
Thomas B. Wallace be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 


Committee on Claims. 
tion and papers of Edward P. Vollum be taken from the 


tition and a 


, admin- 
referred 


Ordered, That the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ordered, That the petitions and papers of Charles E. Gunn, George Hollings- 
worth, Van B. Bowers, and Thomas Doak be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 





ohn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Public 


s. 
Ordered, That the petitions and papers of James O'Connor, Thomas E. Brawner, 
Samuel P. Bronson, John C. Hargrave, and John P. Platt be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of C. Bohn, of Norfolk, 
Vir; in ‘ia, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of Henry Williams, of 
Hampton, Virginia, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Ordered, That the petition of Jenetta E. Wilson, of the District of Columbia, for 
a pension, and the accompanying papers, be withdrawn from the files of the Sen- 
ate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. EDWARD Mc- 
PHERSON, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion that a committee of one member from each State represented in 
the House be appointed on the part of the House, to join such com- 
mittee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, to consider and 
report by what token of respect and affection it may be proper for 
the Congress of the United States to express the deep sensibility of 
the nation to the event of the decease of their late President, James 
Abram Garfield; and that so much of the message of the President 
as refers to that melancholy event be referred to said committee. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution ; which was read: 
Resolved, Thata special committee of seven Senators be cuneate? by the Chair, 


to whom shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves asking for the extension 
of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the resolution be referreed to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE SOLDIERS’ HOME INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. LOGAN submitted the following resolution ; which was read: 

Resolved, That the special committee supointed under a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of May 20, 1881, to investigate the Soldiers’ Home at Washington, and which 
was directed to report on the second Monday of the present month, be allowed such 
additional time to report as is necesary to complete the investigation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask for immediate action. The cause of the delay 
was the death of General Burnside, who was the chairman of the com- 
mittee referred to. That delayed action; and I suggested the name 
of another person in his place. I simply ask for the continuation of 
the committee, so that they can report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois will be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to the consideration of the reso- 
lution. 1 only suggest to the Senator from Illinois, to save any possible 
misapprehension at the cashier’s office, that he insert “to report at 
the present session,” so as not to leave it open to any doubt about its 
continuing beyond this session. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois modifies 
his resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be reported as modified. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee appointed under a resolution of the Senate 
of May 20, 1881, to investigate the Soldiers’ Home, at ——— and which was. 
directed to report on the second Monday of the a month, be allowed such 


additional time to report as is necessary to complete the investigation, and to re- 
port at the present session. 


The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SAWYER. I offer a resolution on which I wish immediate 
action. It is simply a resolution of inquiry. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to cause to: 
be examined, and report to the Senate, whether the Government works on the Fox. 
and Wisconsin Rivers improvement at Menasha and Appleton, Wisconsin, is the 
cause of the extremely high stage of water in Lake Winnebago and vicinity; and, 
. oo gl it can be remedied, and what legislation, if any, is necessary to accom- 
pis: ° 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The usual method of calling on Department offi- 
cers for information is a direction, as they are not supposed to be an 
authority quite equal to the legislative power of the Government. 
But this resolution calls upon the Secretary of War to do something 
affirmatively in the way of making an investigation. 1 doubt very 
much whether the Senate has power, either by request or by order, 
to call upon him to do that. If we call upon him to give us all the 
per egeea in the possession of his Department that is as far as we 
ought to go. 

r. SAWYER. I have no objection to modifying it in that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I hope my friend will modify fis resolution. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let the Senator suggest the modification. I have 
no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate all the information in the possessioy of his 
Department” on the subject to which the resolution refers. ‘hat will 
get all the Senator wants. 
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Mr. SAWYER. Ihave noobjection tothat. It will get all I want. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as 
modified. ; i 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he ishereby, directed to communicate 
to the Bonnte all iemation in his Department as to whether the Government 
works on the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers improvement at Menasha and Appleton, 
Wisconsin, is the cause of the extremely high stage of water in Lake Winnebago 
and vicinity; and, if so, how it can be remedied, and what legislation, if any, is 
necessary to accomplish it. 

Mr. SAWYER. [ accept that. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


PURCHASE OF PICTURES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire into the 
e iency of purchasing the picture of the embarkation of Cecelius Calvert, sec- 
oxpttord ateinere, painted ey Anthony Van Dyke, and the full-size portrait of 
General George Washington, painted from life by Charles Wilson Peale, now the 
property of Titian R. Peale. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I have reason to believe that that picture is 
not the property of Titian R. Peale, I should like the resolution to go 
over, inasmuch as it implies that it is his property. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that 
it is simply a resolution instructing the committee to inquire into that 
subject. I do not propose to raise the question now before the Senate 
whether that picture is the property of Mr. Peale, and if the allega- 
tion there that it is his property is objectionable, I am willing to have 
it modified so that it shall state that it is alleged to be the property of 
Titian R. Peale. 

Mr. HOAR. “In his possession.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. The better way would be to say “‘in the possession 
of.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in his possession, according to my infor- 
mation last year, when we investigated the subject. I have no doubt 
the resolution can be made satisfactory, if the Senator from Indiana 
will allow it to go over so that we can look into it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well, let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the resolution 
of the House of Representatives for the appointment of a committee 
of one member from each State represented in the House, to join such 
committee as may be appointed by the Senate, to consider and report 
what token of respect and affection it may be proper for Congress to 
express the deep sensibility of the nation at the decease of the late 
President, James Abram Garfield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think no action is necessary to be taken by the 
Senate on that resolution. It is a House resolution, and the Senate 
have passed a resolution precisely similar, in hac verba. Therefore, 
I suppose the communication had better be laid on the table, as the 
two Houses have acquiesced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 
Does the Senator from Ohio wish the House of Representatives to be 
informed of the passage of his resolution? ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that it is not at all necessary to act on 
this. We now have the action of the two separate Houses; the same 
resolution has been adopted by each House and communicated to the 
other for their information. I ought to say that the resolution with 
the names of the committee on the part of the Senate should be com- 
municated to the House by message, if it has not already been done: 
They will undoubtedly send the same kind of a message here, com- 
municating the names of the members of the House committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Acting 
Secretary to inform the House of Representatives of our action. The 
Acting Secretary, however, informs the Chair that that is done in the 
re; course of business. 

r. SHERMAN. Very well. 


TARIFF COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair will lay before the Senate the bill (S. No. 22) to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a commission to investigate the question 
of the tariff and internal-revenue laws, upon which the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] desired to be heard to-day. 

Mr. MORRILL. I came here this morning with a purpose of ad- 
dressing the Senate upon a revision of the laws, with a view to a 
reduction in the tariff and internal revenue; but there has been such 
a deluge of bills introduced in the Senate this morning that I have 
been led somewhat to doubt my own position upon that subject. I 
rather fear that, if all the bills which have been introduced this morn- 
ing are to pass, we shall be unable to spare any part of the revenue. 
In order to give the subject further contemplation, and not to weary 
the Senate, after this protracted morning’s service in the introduction 
of these bills, by a speech from me, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at one o’clock and forty-four min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


The resolution lies over. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttook, D. D. 

M. C. BUTLER, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, and 
JOHN S. WILLIAMS, a Senator from the State of Kentucky, appeared 
in their seats to-day. , 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to 
the resolution of May 19, 1881, the names of all officers, clerks, and 
other employés in that Department, together with the salaries paid 
each, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting plans and estimates for a proposed new build- 
ing at Fort Apache, Arizona Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint: resolution of the 
Legislature of Michigan, in favor of securing telegraphic communica- 
tion between the llekt-hones and life-saving stations on the Manitou 
Islands, in Lake Michigan, and the mainland; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Guard Association of the 
United States, praying for an amendment of the existing militia law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan, in favor of legislation providing for telegraphic 
communication between the light-house and life-saving stations on 
the Manitou Islands, in Lake Michigan, and the mainland; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of Maria C. 
Bowers, widow of Barnabas Bowers, late a private in Company K, 
Seventeenth Virginia Infantry Volunteers, praying to be allowed a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on ‘Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Mason, of West Virginia, 
praying that the Court of Claims be given jurisdiction to fix the 
amount of damages caused by a certain injunction obtained by the 
United States; which wasreferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Louisa Gassaway, the only 
surviving child of Captain John Gassaway, of the Revolutionary 
army, praying for a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Elias L. Pitman and others, 
citizens of Kansas, praying for legislation regulating freights on rail- 
roads and preventing unjust discrimination by common carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of John: Richardson and 
others, citizens of Huntington County, Indiana, praying for legisla- 
tion regulating freights on railroads and preventing unjust discrimi- 
nation by common carriers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Missouri, urging Congress to establish an efficient Ter- 
ritorial government in the Indian Territory, and to open the public 
lands in that Territory belonging to the Government to settlement 
under the homestead and pre-emption laws of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Missouri, 
urging the passage of a law by Congress entirely removing the duty 
from salt; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Missouri, 
urging Congress to provide for a survey and preparation of sectional 
and schedule maps of the swamp and overflowed lands in Southeast 
Missouri and Northeast Arkansas, known as “sunk lands;” which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Missouri, 
urging Congress to aid the construction of a ship-railway across the 
Isthmus of Tehuantepec, authorized under the grant of the Mexican 
Government to James B. Eads; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Missouri, 
favoring the cee of $25,000 for the improvement of Grand 


River, in North Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Missouri, 
declaring unjust the present revenue laws regulating the sale of leaf- 
tobacco, and favoring a repeal of so much of such laws as prevents 
the producer of tobacco from selling or giving away the same in such 
qpentisies as he may see fit; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Mis- 
souri, in favor of Congressional legislation securing to the Saint 
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Louis and San Francisco Railway Company the right of way 
through the Choctaw Nation ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Railroads. , 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Mis- 
souri, urging the passage of a bill by Congress granting pensions 
to all surviving soldiers of the Mexican war, and the widows of 
deceased soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of J. J. Russell and others, citi- 
zens of Wright County, Missouri, praying for legislation regulating 
freights on railroads and preventing unjust discriminations by com- 
mon carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of W. D. Davis and others, citizens 
of Salado, Texas; the petition of W. F. Moore and others, citizens of 
Fairfield, Texas; the petition of J. W. Kennedy and others, citizens 
of Alum Creek, Texas; and the petition of John T. Ricks and others, of 
Old Round Rock, Williamson County, Texas, praying for legislation 
regulating freights on railroads and preventing unjust discrimina- 
tions by common carriers; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented additional papers to accom- 
pany Senate bill No. 36, to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States for sup- 
plies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subse- 
quent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, 
and providing for the payment thereof; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota in favor of a special act of ye 44 granting a captain’s 
pension to Jacob Nix for injuries received by him in the service of 
the State during the Indian massacre of 1862; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, 
praying that certain citizens of that State be paid damages for depre- 
dations committed by the Ute Indians in September and October, 
1879; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Colorado, in 
favor of legislation by Congress to require the several Pacific Rail- 
road companies to obtain patents for lands within that State granted 
by Congress to them, and which they have sold to private individu- 
als, in order that the same may become taxable by the State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Colorado, 
in favor of such legislation as will confirm to certain settlers a tract 
of land in that State which has been long occupied and improved by 
them; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Board of 
Trade of San Francisco, California, in favor of an appropriation for 
the survey of certain unsurveyed lands in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, California, favoring restrictive measures in regard to Chinese 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, California, favoring the extension of the protection of the laws 
to citizens resident in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (by request,) asked and, by unan- 
imous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 305) for the 
relief of the heirs of Richard W. Meade; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 304) for the relief of the heirs and 


legal representatives of Captain Lambert Wickes; which was read, 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
- Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 306) granting a pension to 
Edward R. Fullington; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 307) to provide that the principal officers 
of each of the Executive Departments may oceupy seats on the floor 
of the Senate and House of Representatives; which was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the bill be read the second time 
by its title and referred to a select committee of ten, to be appointed 
by the Chair. 


Mr. GARLAND. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that he fix 
the number at nine, so as to have an odd number on the committee. 

Mr. PENDLETON. ‘Ten is a very convenient number for this bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. Unless the Senator knows exactly what they are 
going tu report I suggest that the number should be nine, because we 
oa not have a report at all with an evenly divided committee. 

tr, PENDLETON. I shall take my chance on that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill be read again. 

The bill was read the second time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
a of the Senator from Ohio to refer the bill to a select commit- 
tee of ten. 
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Mr. HOAR. I move to refer that question to the Committee on 
Rules. I understand that to be the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have moved that the bill be referred to a 
select committee of ten. 

Mr. HOAR. With the understanding I have stated, I move that 
the resolution or motion to raise ct committee be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. I do not make this motion with any special 
reference to the subject-matter of the Senator’s proposition, fer I do 
not desire to antagonize it, but only on the ground that it seems to 
me all motions to raise select committees should be first referred to 
the Committee on Rules. That I understand to be the practice. I 
followed that practice myself yesterday in moving to raise a select 
committee for a particular purpose. 

Mr. PENDLETON. When a similar bill was referred before to a 
select committee it did not take the direction suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. Ihave no objection, if it be as a matter of form, 
that the proposed reference be made to the Committee on Rules, if 
they will do me the favor to report.to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the Senator from Massachusetts is 
laboring under a slight misapprehension in regard to the reference of 
bills upon which a special committee is moved to the Committee on 
Rules, as distinguished from a resolution to raise a committee upon 
some particular subject. It may not be a very great distinction of 
substance, but in point of form and history I think where a Senator 
has introduced a bill which he moves shall be referred to a select 
committee so and so, that such a motion has never, or if at all very 
rarely, been referred to any committee; but the Senate decides 
whether that particular bill shall be considered by a standing or a 
select committee. The rules themselves provide that a motion may 
be made to refer a bill to a select committee, and that if there be a 
motion also to refer it to a standing committee the motion for ref- 
erence to the standing committee shall be first put. Therefore I 
think the Senator from Ohio is perfectly according to precedent in 
moving, without any reference to the Committee on Rules, to commit 
this bill for consideration to a select committee. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont is technically right un- 
doubtedly, but it seems to me that he is wrong in substanee where 
the purpose is to raise a select committee on a particular subject. 
Where a bill has been debated and the Senate find it a convenient 
disposition of a particular measure, they undoubtedly, within their 
rules, may refer it to a select committee or to a standing committee, 
as they please; but where a bill is introduced as a means of bringing 
the subject first before the Senate, there having been no considera- 
tion whatever of the bill, the first and second reading being merely 
by title, so that the proposition is practically to raise a new select 
committee with the consequences that follow, I understand the prac- 
tice of the Senate has been to refer the proposition, in the first in- 
stance, to the Committee on Rules. I followed that practice yester- 
day in my own case, supposing that it ought to be binding upon me. 
But the Senator from Ohio states a fact that I did not recollect, which 
seems to answer my suggestion, namely, that this same subject-mat- 
ter has been heretofore considered by a select committee, and this 
is therefore reviving and continuing a select committee previously 
ordered, and on that statement I will withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is withdrawn, and the question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio, to refer the bill to a select committee of 
ten, to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the most accessible point from five to 
eight miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 309) to provide for the recording of marriages in 
the Territories of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce @ bill (S. No. 310) to make the wife a competent witness in 
trials for bigamy in the Territories of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That bill is purely a matter relating to judicial 

roceedings, and it ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Personally I should be very glad not to have it so referred, but it 
ought to go there regularly. 

The PRESIDENT, pro tempore. The bill ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST. It appliesto the Territories alone. 
matter of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a judicial question, and such 
matters have gone to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection at all to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 311) granting to California five per cent. of 
the net proceeds of the sale of public lands in that State; which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 312) further defining the class of persons in- 
cluded in the provisions of section 5 of the act of July 17, 1854, amend- 
atory of the Oregon donation law of September 27, 1850; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 313) to establish a post-road in Texas; which 
wasread twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Post-Ofiices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 314) to designate, classify, and fix the salaries of 
persons in the railway mail service; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 315) for the relief of Silas F. Field, one of 
the sureties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late mar- 
shal of the United States in and for the eastern district of Arkansas; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask that the bill may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill should go to the Committee on Claims, 
and not to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iwill state to the Senator from Vermont that the 
money has been paid by the sureties into the Treasury, and I under- 
stand the uniform practice has been that such abill to get the money 
for reimbursement: out of the Treasury should go to the Committee 
on Finance. It is not a claim in the ordinary sense of the word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance if there be no objection. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 316) for the relief of William J. Gamble; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

\He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 317) for the relief of Winfrey N. Swayne; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 318) for the relief of John 
Graham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 319) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. Virginia Zeilin; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paen, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 320) in relation to certain fees allowed 
registers and receivers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 321) to refer the claim of the “ Western 
Cherokees” or “Old Settlers” to the United States Court of Claims 
for adjudication ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 322) for the relief of John J. Salter; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 323) for the relief of James M. Bacon; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military , 


Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
dluce a bill (S. No. 324) for the relief of the heirs or legal represent- 
atives of Samuel H. Moer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 325) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Major-General the Baron De Kalb; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 326) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the 
heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, ille- 

ally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at 
a, Brazil; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 327) to provide for the sale of the lands be- 
longing to the Prairie Band of Pottawatomie Indians in the State of 
Kansas, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 328) to provide for the sale of the lands of the 
Miami Indians in Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
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to introduce a bill (S. No. 329) to authorize the preparation and pub- 
lication of a classified, analytical, and descriptive catalogue of all Gov- 
ernment publications from July 4, 1776, to March 4, 1881; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move the reference of the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and I hope that that committee will give attention 
to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 330) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Missouri River at or near Arrow Rock, Missouri; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A similar bill was reported favorably at the last 
session of Congress from the Committee on Commerce. I move the 
reference of this bill to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 331) to amend sections 2304, 2305, 2306, 
2307, 2308, and 2309 of the Revised Statutes of the United States ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 332) to amend section 714 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 333) relinquishing the right of the United States 
to an island therein named; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 334) to provide for an investigation and examina- 
tion of the accounts of certain land-grant railroads, in accordance with 
the decision of the Supreme Court, and for a full report of the results 
thereof to Congress; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A similar bill was reported favorably at the last 
session. I move that this be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 335) to extend the time for filing claims for 
horses and equipments lost by officers and enlisted men in the service 
of the United States, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 336) for the relief of James J. Faught, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Missouri Cavalry ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 337) to authorize a preliminary examination and 
survey of the passes between the affluents of the Upper Missouri and 
Columbia Rivers for the purpose of ascertaining the distances between 
the navigable waters of said rivers and the practicability of uniting 
said rivers by canal or otherwise ; which was read twice by its title, 
one ened to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 

oard. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 338) for the relief of certain owners of 
the steamer Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 339) providing for the pay of Rear-Admiral 
Roger N. Stembel; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 340) granting a pension to Erastus Crippen ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 341) to define and punish contempts in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 342) granting a pension to 
Kate C. McDougal, widow of the late Commander Charles J. McDou- 
gal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 343) to relieve the Treasurer 
of the United States from the amount now charged to him and depos- 
ited with the several States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. A similar bill was reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations with a favorable report last year. I 
move that this bill be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 344) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, 
surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala- 
bama, and the children of Octavia Le Vert, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
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introduce a bill (S. No. 345) concerning details from the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 346) to provide for the disposition of the Fort 
Larned military reservation; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 347) to declare certain lands heretofore granted to 
railroad companies forfeited to the United States, and to open the 
same to settlement; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. ~ . : , 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 348) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes concerning taxes upon banks and bankers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 349) for the relief of Mary 
A. Lord; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 350) to provide for the performance of the 
duties of the Presidential office in case of the removal, death, resig- 
nation, or inability of the President and Vice-President; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask that the bill be printed and lie on the table, 
and I shall submit some remarks upon it when the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] and of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MAXEY] come up on Tuesday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has had its first and sec- 
ond readings, and it will lie on the table and be printed, subject to 
be called up by the Senator from Arkansas. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Silas F. Field be taken from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Ordered, That the —— in the case of William J. Gamble be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the popes in the case of Winfrey N. Swayne be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the claim of James M. Wilber be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, to 
accompany Senate bill No. 98. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


' Ordered, That the papers in the case of Claude H. Masten, administrator, &c., 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there 
being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Mary A. Lord be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions, there having been 
an adverse report, but newly discovered evidence being presented. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the matter of Messrs. C. B. Bryan & Co., of Mem- 
phis, in the State of Tennessee, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


J. MILTON BEST. 


Mr. BECK. On Monday I introduced and had referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims a bill (S. No. 78) for the relief of the estate of J. Milton 
Best, deceased, of Kentucky. 1 made a mistake in filing it. I wish 
to withdraw the bill and papers subject to the rule, so that it can be 
changed and presented again in a proper form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Leave is granted, if there be no 
objection. 

TARIFF COMMISSION. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
vation of the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue 
laws. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am suffering from a cold, from 
which I had hoped to be relieved by this morning, butam not. Yes- 
terday I was so discouraged by the overwhelming avalanche of bills 
presented here calling for money out of the Treasury that I began to 
think that the policy of establishing a commission to see whether any 
reduction of the taxation of the country should be considered ought 
to be reversed, and that instead of a commission for that object there 
should be one to see whether we could not obtain something more of 
revenue from the tariff and internal taxes; but recolleeting that of 
something over ten thousand bills that were presented at the last 
Congress only between six and sg¥en hundred became laws, I am 
still encouraged to go on with the bill the title of which has just 
been stated. ] 

I have brought this subject to the darly attention of the Senate 
because, if early legislative action on the tariff is to be had, obviously 
the measure proposed by Senator Eaton and passed at the iast session 
of the Senate is a wise and indispensable preliminary, which can- 
not be started too soon. The essential information needed concerns 
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important interests, vast in number and overspreading every nook 
and corner of our country; and when made available by the in- 
gathering and collocation of all the related facts, will secure the 
earliest attention of Congress, as well as the trust and confidence of 
the country, and save the appropriate committees of both Houses 
weeks and months of irksome labor—possibly save them also from 
some blunders and from final defeat. 

An enlargement of the free list, essential reductions and readjust- 
ments of rates, are to be fully considered, and some errors of conflict- 
ing codifications corrected. 

f a general revision of the Bible seems to have been called for, it 
is hardly to be wondered at that some revision of our revenue laws 
should be invited. But changes in the frame-work of a law that 
has had more of stability than any other of its kind in our history, 
and from which an unexampled growth of varied industries has 
risen up, should be made with much circumspection, after deliberate 
consideration, by just and friendly hands, and not by ill-informed and 
reckless revolutionists. When our recent great army was disbanded 
war taxes were also largely dismissed, and we have now, and cer- 
only shall have hereafter, no unlimited margin for slashing experi- 
ments. 

We can expect no further examples of receipts exceeding the 
estimates by nearly $100,000,000, nor of expenditures falling short 
$200,000,000. Such violent waves, coming either to fill or to empty 
the Treasury, are no longer to occur. Our normal condition, modi- 
tied by national growth, must be resumed. We are to consider how 
much, if any, of internal revenue can be relinquished, and next 
where and how the tariff can be safely and wisely revised, so as to 
leave it properly productive, and in harmony with all interests, pre- 
serving the proper equilibrium among the different branches of trade 
and just to every section of the country. 

The amount of revenue required must be determined, and the re- 
quirement for ordinary expenses, for interest on the public debt, 
and for pensions, as well as for some enlargement of our Lilliputian 
Navy and the decent equipment of our military fortifications, is still 
so great that extreme protection is not so much the question as that 
of revenue; and with barely moderate discrimination in favor of 
American fields and workshops, not leaving them in danger of unfair 
foreign competition, little more, it is believed, will be found neces- 
sary. If, however, there must anywhere be rusty: plows, blown-out 
furnaces, idle looms, unemployed men, and ragged tramps, then let 
the Old World retain these wretched evidences of hard times as long 
as a protective tariff will exclude them from our shores. 

I have some remarks to make upon the general subject of the tariff 
and prefer not to postpone them until the subject will necessarily be 
encumbered with details in their nature subordinate. It is not my 
habit to discuss the tariff upon every question before the Senate, and 
I shall therefore make no apology, it being properly before us, for 
asking indulgence to give it some consideration, especially now, in 
the early and comparatively unappropriated time of the Senate. 

In speaking to-day I cannot avoid the use of language which will 
show that I am proud of our country and of its people, of its public 
spirit and industrial energy; but I do not claim to be singular. All 
hearts here are wedded to American institutions, and these, as we 
believe, are destined to historic immortality. 

# shall also speak of Great Britain; not with any hate, but in the 
words of Holmes, ‘‘Our little motherland—God bless her!” for how 
much is there in the grandeur of her life of centuries, her literature 
and laws, that challenges unstinted admiration. But it is enough 
that her ways are not our ways; enough that she imposes the laws 
upon her own people; and when she straddles across the Atlantic 
and intrusively seeks to impose her free-trade shackles upon the 
United States I claim the right to protest against it with as much of 
plain and homely emphasis as I may be able to command. Pardon 
me if I repel with some warmth the idea that America is ever to be 
exhibited as one of the fettered captives of a far-fetched and ill- 
planted ‘‘Cobden Club.” Not that I do not appreciate the great 
merits of Mr. Cobden as an eminent Englishman; but his principles 
of free trade are no more entitled to American homage than his 
principles of monarchy. 

No suspicion of partisanship can adhere to me if I do not outrun 
the fulminations against free trade of the late democratic candidate 
for the Presidency; and I am confident that a*‘‘tariff for revenue 
only” does not excite in me more intense disgust than in the demo- 
cratic vice-presidential candidate of 1876, who vigorously supports 
in the North American Review the measure for a tariff commission. 
‘* All parties,” said General Hancock, ‘‘agree that the best way for 
us to raise revenue is largely by the tariff. So far as we are con- 
cerned, therefore, all talk about ‘free trade’ is folly.” Now, that is 
quite in the line of what J propose to say. 

Governor Hendricks, while treating ‘‘the plate-glass politics” of 
Southern Indiana with magnificent disdain, exhibits no want of sense 
at least when he writes that ‘“‘Congress cannot look to revenue only, 
but must exercise judgment and discretion, and that in the exercise 
thereof regard must be had to the interest and welfare of each par- 
ticular object of taxation and to its comparative importance in the 
country. The rates cannot be uniform. A horizontal tariff is im- 

ssible.” 

These sentiments are not those of men in their dotage, but of live 
men, possibly not yet wholly retired from all political service, and 
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on these questions they must be enrolled as acceptable political 
backers. 

In considering the questions before us—questions, in the words of 
Dr. Johnson, where ‘‘the greatest powers of the understanding are 
applied to the greatest number of facts”—I regret that my ability is 
so unegual to their importance, and while I hope to advance my opin- 
ions with that modesty which is always decent, I must admit that 
they are opinions not suddenly formed, but such as are based on prin- 
ciples which have come down to us from our fathers undimmed by 
lapse of time, and which appear to me as the head-lights of a prosper- 
ous country now having but one heart and fifty million proprietors. 

ALL TAXATION UNATTRACTIVE. 

Perhaps there is no subject of equal importance more constantly 
before legislators than the various and complex systems of taxation, 
upon which all civilized governments depend for enduring support, 
and none less attractive or so unlikely to be patiently and laboriously 
investigated by the majority of those whose duty it may be to revise 
this joyless class of statutes. The subject affords play neither to sud- 
den wit nor to loitering imagination, but from first to last tires every- 
body with a wilderness of statistics, frigid facts, and debatable 
problems. 

The imposition of even necessary taxes upon those through whose 
favor we derive all of our legislative authority is not fascinating 
work, and to some it appears so likely to obscure professed love for 
the people, or so threatening to official longevity, that they prefer 
a defensive record adverse to all taxation. ‘‘hey would not imperil 
congressional honors by taxing such necessaries of life as tobacco and 
whisky, and they denounce the wrong which does not leave them 
both free to every head of a family and to all who may declare their 
intention to become the head of a family. These tender friends have 
no idea of subjecting tender-footed constituents to any burden beyond 
that of regular and eager support at the polls, and they lean to an 
alliance with those who maintain the good time coming, when the 
word not shall be expunged in the next revision from all the com- 
mandments, when holidays shall be equally rewarded with working 
days; when mines and quarries shall spontaneously open where fort- 
unes can be had without digging; when paper money, hitched to 
undiscoverable gold, shall be created by the fiat of the Government, 
and be distributed every morning like manna to hungry Hebrews; 
when not only those who are lazy can be lazier still, but when all 
monopoly and ownership of property shall cease, and every one have 
or be the donkey he covets. 

But in our country common sense and common schools and the com- 
mon people are more than a match for any school of demagogues. 
It is satisfactory to feel that we may here safely appeal, not in vain, 
to the broad interests of a broad land, to the knowledge and virtue 
which should guide statesmen, and to the example of illustrious men, 
whose lasting glory it will ever be that they bound together the peo- 
ple of a continent with a coherence that is fixed and invincible. 

Not to have confidence in Congress would be to impeach our own 
institutions, as well as to adopt the sneers and doubts of hereditary 
enemies, who have been wont to include Americans among those 
whom 

No king could govern, and no god could please. 

In the end, therefore, I am glad to believe, we shall reach the cgn- 
clusions of a great people, who, looking to their enduring honor, as 
well as to their present and prospective interests, will cling to such 
salutary measures as have already contributed so greatly to our 
growth and character, rather than to borrowed expedients, rejected 
abroad, and unnatural not less everywhere in the New World than 
to our own people. 

THE UNITED STATES PAYS ITS PUBLIC DEBT. 

The policy among ancient nationalities was to accumulate large 
sums in reserve for conquest or defense. Then, when war arose, no 
new taxes were imposed, but money was paid outso plenteously that 
every: home industry was animated and made more profitable. We 
may deplore the fact that the victors often plundered and even en- 
slaved the conquered; yet the financial economy which provided in 
advance for great emergencies must be commended, and it presents 
a striking contrast to the policy of leading nations in modern times, 
which seems to be to create collossal national debts, to mortgage 
future revenues, and pledge the honor of posterity to be responsible 
fer both the necessities and unbounded prodigalities of their ances- 
tors. 

Under such circumstances even the ordinary burdens, national and 
local, cheerfully borne in time of peace and prosperity, begin to chafe, 
and those added by reason of exceptional necessities are often looked 
upon with little composure, and even desperate resolutions are some- 
times formed to summarily shake them off. The honor of making 
perpetual pecuniary sacrifices for one’s country is nowhere too eag- 
erly courted. New ways to pay old debts, or cunning shifts for their 
avoidance, are often Valen with greater satisfaction, and it is 
sometimes found that these shameless expedients secure favor even 
among those who in private life would scorn to make a promise that 
could be left unredeemed. 

A public debt increases the cost of living, and the obligation to 
pay often loses vitality and becomes decrepit with age. The early 
gradual extinguishment of our public debt therefore appears to me 
as essential to the preservation of our moral character as to our thrift. 
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An intelligent people should be inspired with the hope of ultimate 
deliverance from debt; and while for such great objects the heaviest 
war taxes are no longer expedient, nor required, enough must remain 
to show that our debt-paying policy is deep-rooted and unalterable. 

Abundant as our revenue now seems to be, it is not much more 
than equal to what has been relinquished since the war. In 1866 
the receipts were $558,032,620.06, or nearly double that of Great 
Britain during that supreme exigency which terminated at Waterloo. 
Other nations may have reached the grinding limits of taxation, but 
so far as our country is concerned, with no ambition beyond the vic- 
tories of peace, should a crisis occur calling for a fighting nation we 
have unstrained resources to put two million or more of gallant men in 
the field, with no fear of a lack of support or adequate reward. 

While extricating ourselves from public debt, and from all its in- 
hering perplexities, as rapidly as we may, we are bound to make the 
burdens to be borne as light and equal as possible. A large national 
debt is not only a bond to keep the peace at any price, but it is an 
advertised lack of national energy, which sometimes encourages bald 
pretensions, or invites aggressions from those who would otherwise 
be likely to treat us with their ‘most distinguished consideration.” 

We intend to keep the peace, but cannot consent to speak with 
“bated breath,” nor to be financially handcuffed. It was the in- 
feriority of neighboring and debt-laden states, as much as their 
German cousinship, which invited their recent absorption by Prussia. 
Nor can we forget that the last of the Napoleons once thought the 
United States ripe forspoliation, The broken-down credit of Turkey 
keeps the beaks and claws of all Europe uplifted to tear her prov- 
inces asunder. France has seized Tunis, and while holding the 
African wolf by the ears, waits to avenge Sedan by the recovery of 
Alsace and Lorraine. England, with hands too full to indisputably 
grip all she now claims, covets Egypt. Austria, defeated in Italy, 
would be mistress of the Lower Danube, and Russia sullenly awaits 
the inevitable hour for Constantinople. The United States, however, 
seeks neither colonial satellites nor territorial conquests. Con- 
tented with the past, we await without fear the possibilities of all 
coming centuries. 

It must be admitted that a great public debt is not merely a source 
of weakness, perpetuating grievous taxation, but its influence is 
anti-republican. It largely increases executive patronage by bring- 
ing forth an unusual force of tax-gatherers, as well as a hateful brood 
of informers. 

Though public debts are often justified by the gravity of the oc- 
casions which gave them birth, it is too evident that per se they are 
not public blessings. If President Jackson had thought otherwise, 
he would not in 1835 have announced in such exultant tones that 
‘all the remains of the public debt have been redeemed.” Our pop- 
ulation then did not reach fifteen million, and the hero of New 
Orleans was proud of the fact that twenty-five million dollars of 
public debt had been extinguished in three years! A generation has 
passed away and another has succeeded, and we have paid off in a 
single year more than four times as much as was paid when the coun- 
try was liberated and electrified by the feat of 1835. 

Since the era of President Jackson, our population has more than 
trebled, and the wealth of the nation is many, many times greater ; 
but the future President who may have the eminent fortune to an- 
nounce to the American people that ‘‘all the remains of the public 
debt have been redeemed” will mark an epoch, and such a day will 
be once more celebrated as a national jubilee. 

The future of our country, its public spirit and frugality, should 
not hereafter be less distinguished than in the past, and the American 
policy, payment of the public debt, universal education, no great 
standing army, and the retention of so much of the tariff as will fur- 
nish ample revenue and secure to labor both employment and adequate 
reward, will continue to illustrate our career and be regarded not 
only with patriotic affection by our own people, but with rapture by 
many people less fortunate. 

FREE TRADE NOT THE CREED OF OUR FATHERS. 

Among the original States of the Union, the most prosperous and 
most advanced in manufactures, as well as all others, gave up their 
power to regulate trade and commerce to the General Government ; 
but with the deep conviction that their most important interests 
would receive greater protection, and with no fear that they would 
then or ever be neglected or trampled under foot. Madison, in the 
First Congress, said such a neglect would be a fraud on the States 
and on the people. What inducements, let me ask, would citizens 
have had to pay taxes, fight battles, if after all they were to have 
no other protection than that accorded foreigners subject to no tax 
and to no service? If State laws regulating trade and commerce 
were superseded, States ripe for manufactures felt more sure of bein, 
fully and efficiently guarded by the broad shield of tho Union. The 
arms they laid down were laid down to be placed in equally friendly 
but stronger hands. Invisible local boundaries were to give place 
to ramparts planted on national frontiers. Free trade was to be 
opened to coequal sister States, and to sister States only, but as- 
suredly not to be opened to peoples bearing no part of our public 


*“ This month of J. anuary, 1835,” said Mr. Benton, at the Washington banquet, 
‘in the fifty-eighth year of the Republic, Andrew Jaekson bei resident, the 
national debt is paid, and the apparition, so long unseen on earth, a great nation 
be a national debt, stands revealed to the astonished vision of a wondering 
world.” 
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burdens; least of all not to be opened to foreign rivals, nor to foes 
from whom we had heroically just won ourindependence. Nonational 
government then practiced or advertised the policy of free trade, and 
one only now pretends to any faith in that much-battered creed, and 
that one appears nothing loath to renounce it whenever and wherever 
adherence fails to promote her interests. 

States having a deficient population, with limited manufactures 
and remote from markets, most require protection. By no other 
means can their growth and prosperity be so surely advanced. It is 
manufactures in their infancy, in States hardly starting in diversified 
occupations, which need creative stimulus. This was understood 
and declared by the framers of our Constitution, and reiterated, with- 
out discordant notes, for many years after the adoption of that in- 
strument. The first petition of Congress, coming from Maryland, 
asked for protection to manufactures, and the next, from Virginia, 
asked for protection to salt, and subsequently to other articles. The 
preamble to the first revenue act set forth that it was ‘‘for the dis- 
charge of the debts of the United States and encouragement and pro- 
tection of manufactures.” The Congress of 1789 was not ashamed to 
avow its policy, and did not hide it in incidentals nor in judicious 
euphemisms. 

OUR EARLIEST STATESMEN ALL FOR PROTECTION. 

ae after Burke the profoundest ae of his age, in 

; ident Washi brought fort , v 
eae veperta, win bn es political Handa tot Lnemoecartes perity evolved by various skilled industries; and, though Kentucky 
ability will be consulted and quoted as authority as long as our eeu wxnhe a ee ee hee od mong . 
pe funding the publie abt, as ‘Gan rewind ae Tupoition of Georgia and South Carolitva, losing no time in belated hosannas to ; 
duties on imports for the protection of domestic manufactures, were | State-rights idolatries, seem alive to that statesmanship which brings. 
unanswerable then and unanswerable they remain, and, having been | them to the front of growing prosperity; and mainly because these | 
so considered, were reprinted, many years after the tragical death of | ¢/der sister States, with great energy, appear now to have practically 
the author, by a democratic Congress as the work of a gifted states- | #ecepted Henry Clay’s masculine policy of “entire independence of 
man. lifted far above the plane of merely political controversy. all foreign states as respects our essential wants.” The whole coun- 

Jefferson, in his “Notes on Virginia yen expressed some views | tty owes endless gratitude to the great Kentucky statesman, the 
adverse to the establishment of manufactures, but subsequently his splendor of whose oratory may be forgotten and his compromises for- 
views underwent a radical change, and, beaides employing twenty given, but whose early eee advocacy of American industries 
of = slaves in Sear nails, he or re mcd a peeeesst manufacturer a ee ute i tered a er maa . 

- Pra 2 12 , , A a c , Jy be . i 

a “4 Spoon with a fiyitg-ahattle. “in 1816 he wittea: "Rt parienes Among turfmen—and the ministers of Great Britain have rarely i 
has oa. a that were are now as necessary to our inde- aa ing f ae ee. bose ene ‘ae 7 aa: ; 
oO Je 7 “a y : 

P The policy of guvipction was adhered to by Adams and Jefferson. | Vious races is recognized and inflexibly demanded. No free-trade : 
There was little dissent, apparently, from any quarter, and the lead- axioms are tolerated at the Derby, but younger colts and fillies are } 
ing argument in support of the tariff of 1816 must be credited to Mr. | Protected by a stringent tariff of weights against greater age and : 
Calhoun, who, almost for the first time, then exhibited his remarka- | 2g4inst prior records of speed. All the racers of England have had 
ble logical resources in debate. It was supposed that future wars this protection increased at every successive race against the Ameri- . 
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tion to home industries, and might more than once, perhaps, have 
been elected to the Presidency but for his stiff utterance, his ‘rather 
to be right than to be President,” and his moderate opinions upon 
slavery and Texas annexation. When, among other States, Missouri 
was carried for him in 1824, Mr. Benton was a most prominent sup- 
porter, and, upon the ground, as stated by him, “that the most efti- 
cient protector of American iron, lead, hemp, wool, and cotton 
would be the triumphant champion of the new tariff.” Mr. Benton, 
however, soon bowed to other gods; and Mr. Clay, in 1844, was beaten 
by Mr. Polk on the Texas issue, and also by having his protective 
garments suddenly stolen from him by Mr. Polk, who came out at 
the last moment in favor of “ fair protection to our agriculture, man- 
ufactures, and commerce.” At the decease of Mr. Clay, Mr. Breck- 
inridge, a life-long political adversary, but a knightly neighbor, 
declared in his eloquent eulogy : 

If I were to write his epitaph, I would inscribe as the highest eulogy on the stone 
which shall mark his resting-place : ‘‘ Here lies a man who was in the public serv- 
ice for fifty years and never attempted to deceive his countrymen. ’ 

Kentucky is a noble State, of ample proportions, peopled by a gal- 
lant race, and is entitled to great credit for the pure-blooded stock— 
the Durhams and Lexingtons—of her blue-grass regions, with large 
disputable claims for the amy. and quality of her pure Bourbon 

roducts; but the home of Henry Clay ought to have led our people 
in the activities of material development, interweaving all the pros- 
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with England were probable, possibly inevitable, and absolute inde- | ©@2 Parole and Iroquois. If, then, horses may with stern propriety 
pendence in peace or war was to be broadly and resolutely asserted. 

President Monroe, by precept and example, was almost a fanatic 
as to the policy of encouraging American manufactures. Soon after 
he was inaugurated, he made, in 1817, his extensive tour through the 
Northern and Eastern States, from the Atlantic to Detroit, clad in 
blue homespun and a cocked hat. He was met by crowds of people 
at every town, and he not only thoroughly inspected our naval de- 
pots, arsenals, and fortifications, but he was equally inquisitive in re- 
gard to our very humble but growing manufacturing establishments; 
and one very small one, then just starting, for the manufacture of 
copperas, in my native town, he traveled much out of his way to visit 
in Vermont, which enabled me, a mere child, by going on foot two 
wiles and a half on a rainy day, to see the man of whom Jefferson 
said that ‘‘if his soul were turned inside out, not a spot would be 
found on it.” 

General Jackson was a member of the Senate, and voted for the 
tariff of 1824. From one of his letters, written in the same spirit with 
which he had earlier, when a boy-prisoner, refused to black the boots 
of a British officer, I copy the following words: 

~ Upon the success of our manufactures, as the handmaid of agriculture and com- 
merce, depends, ina great measure, the yf boy ona of our country ; and Iassure 
you that none can feel more sensibly than I do the necessity of encouraging them. 

There is no authority upon the interpretation of the Constitution 
standing above that of James Madison, justly called the ‘Father 
of the Constitution.” His letter to Professor Davis, so late as 1833, 
after referring with approbation to a recent tariff speech by Mr. Web- 
ster, at Pittsburgh, presents elaborate and impregnable arguments 
in behalf of protection, and in that remarkably cogent and lucid style 
which adorned all the writings of this peerless statesman. Might not 
this able, patriotic, and unselfish Virginian have said, as sadly as 
Bacon, ‘‘I leave my name and memory to foreign nations, and to 
mine own countrymen, after some time is passed over?” 

Later we have endured seasons of instability, but our nearest ap- 
proaches to free trade have been seasons of national disaster, strewn 
with the wrecks of general ruin, as were the years ’37, ’47, and 57; 
and the further we have receded from free trade, the better has labor 
fared and the greater has been the material and, I do not hesitate 
to say, the educational advancement of the country. Free trade with 
foreign nations affords no buoyancy to life at home, but, like a patent 
life-preserver wrongly adjusted, would put our heads under water 
and heels uppermost. 

Henry Clay, personally, long the best beloved public man in the 
United States, was most distinguished as the bold leader of protec- 


be protected against any odds, why may not men? If it would have 
been wrong to allow Parole to carry off all prizes with no increase of 
weight to be successively borne, it would be equally wrong to permit 
younger and less experienced nations in manufactures to submit to 
and be distanced by those long possessed of foremost advantages and 
the previous winners in many contested fields. And yet the owners 
of Manchester and Birmingham five-year-olds hold that a match with 
Atlanta and Indianapolis, two-year-olds, is equal, just, and scientific, / 
and refuse to be comforted whenever they are fairly handicapped by ' 
protective tariffs. . ' 

Rather vain of our Anglo-Saxon origin, as we all willingly admit 
ourselves to be, we are also prone to think much of English blood in 
the brute creation. Accordingly will it be denied that a few of our 
most erudite and highest bred American newspaper editors, who have 
adopted as a science the eccentric free-trade dogma of Great Britain, 
appear to have a strange fancy for an English bull-dog at their front 
doors to bark at everything American which passes by, and were those 
who follow the teachings of Jefferson and Clay, of Jackson and Web- 
ster, to be passing, would they not have to jump out of their tracks. 
~ + the teeth of these un-American dogs in the calves of their 

egs' 

But whenever these editors, otherwise excellent, come to thor- 
oughly explore their free-trade dogma, they will find it like all other 
commercial rules and regulations, solely a matter of expediency, des- 
titute of even a protoplasm of exact science, and then it may be ex- 
pected that these barking sentinels will no longer be useful even in ; 
the most vociferous partisan warfare. 

THE TARIFF OF 1861. 

The tariff act of 1861, which, by a nick-name given by baffled op- 
onents as an echo to a name so humble as my own, it was perhaps 
oped to render odious, was yet approved by a democratic President. 

and gave to Mr. Buchanan a much-needed opportunity to perform at 
last one official act approved by the people. 

If I refer to this measure it will not be egotistically nor to shirk 
responsibility, but only in defense of those who aided its passage— 
such as the never-to-be-forgotten Henry Winter Davis, Thad. Stevens, 
and William A. Howard, and let me add the names of Fessenden 
and Crittenden—and, without the parliamentary skill of one [Mr. 
SHERMAN] now a member of this body, its success would not have 
been made certain. 

And yet this so-called ‘‘ Morrill tariff,” hooted at as a ‘‘ Chinese 
wall” that was to shut out both commerce and revenue, notwith- 
standing amendments subsequently piled and patched upon it at 
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every fresh demand during the war, but retaining its vertebra and 
all of its specific characteristics, has been as a financial measure an 
unprecedented success in spite of its supposed patronymical incum- 
brance. Transforming ad valorem duties into specific, then averag- 
ing but 25 per cent. upon the invoice values, imposing much higher 
rates upon luxuries than upon necessaries, and introducing com- 
pound duties* upon woolens, justly compensatory for the duties on 
wool, it has secured all the revenue anticipated, or $198,159,676 in 
1881 against $53,187,511 in 1860, and our total trade, exports and im- 
ports, in 1860, of $687,192,176, appears to have expanded in 1880 to 
$1,613,770,633, with a grand excess of exports in our favor of $167,- 
683,912, and an excess in 1881 of $259,726,254, while it was $20,040,- 
062 against us in 1860. A om reduction of the public debt has 
followed, and the interest charged has fallen from $143,781,591 in 
1867 to about $60,500,000 at the present time. 

If such a result is not a practical demonstration of healthy intrin- 
sic merits, when both revenue and commerce increase in a much 
greater ratio than population, what is it? Our imports in the past 
two years have been further brilliantly embellished by $167,060,041 
of gold and silver coin and bullion, while retaining in addition all 
of our own immense domestic productions; and it was this only 
which enabled us to resume and to maintain specie payments. Let 
the contrast of 1860 be also borne in mind, when the excess of our 
exports of gold and silver was $57,996,004. 

As a protective measure this tariff, with all its increasing amend- 
wents, 29 proven more satisfactory to the people and to various in- 
dustries of the country than any other on record. The jury of the 
country has so recorded its verdict. Agriculture has made immense 
strides forward. The recent exports of food products, though never 
larger, is not equal by twenty-fold to home consumption, and prices 
are everywhere more remunerative, agricultural products being 
higher and manufactures lower. Of wheat, corn, and oats there was 
produced 1,184,540,849 bushels in 1860, but in 1880 the crop had 
swelled to 2,622,200,039 bushels, or had much more than doubled. 
Since 1860 lands in many of the Western States have risen from 100 
to 175 per cent. The production of rice, during the same time, rose 
from 11,000,000 pounds to 117,000,000 pounds. The fires of the tall 
chimneys have everywhere been lighted up; and while we made only 
987,559 tons of pig-iron in 1860, in 1880 we made 4,295,414 tons; and 
of railroad iron the increase was from 235,107 tons to 1,461,837 tons. 
In twenty years the production of salt rose from 12,717,200 bushels 
to 29,800,298 bushels. No previous crop of cotton equaled the 4,861,000 
bales of 1860; but the crop of 1880 was larger, and that of 1881 is 
reported at 6,606,000 bales. The yield of cotton from 1865 to 1881 
shows an increase over the fifteen years from 1845 to 1861 of 14,029,000 
bales, or almost an average gain of a million bales a year. 

The giant water-wheels have revolved more briskly, showing the 
manufacture of 1,797,000 bales of cotton in 1880 against only 979,000 
bales in 1860, and this brought up the price of raw cotton to higher 
figures than in 1860. Thirteen States and one Territory produced 
cotton, but its manufacture spreads over thirty States and one Terri- 
tory. The census of cotton manufactures shows: 


1880. 


Capital invested $98, 585, 269 | $207, 781, 868 
Number of operatives. - 122, 028 175, 187 
Wages paid ts --| $28, 940, 108 $41, 921, 106 
Value of productions --.-.- sate Saveebececetesnkesawns $115, 681, 774 192, 773, 960 


| i 
1860. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


It will be found that a larger amount of capital has been invested 
in cotton mills than in woolen, and that the increase of productions 
has been large and healthy, a very handsome proportion of which is to. 
be credited to Southern States. Goods of many descriptions have also 
been cheapened in price. Standard prints or calicos which sold in 1860 
for nine and one-half cents per yard now sell for six and one-half cents. 

The census returns of woolen manufactures show the following 
astonishing results : 


Census of 
1860. 


Census of 
1880. 


Males employed 

Females employed 
Capital invested 

Wages paid $47, 115, 614 
Value of raw material consumed $162, 609, 436 
be er rrr ry prey + $265, 684, 796 
Importations of woolens $33, 613, 897 
Annual production of wool 264, 500, 000 


74, 367 
; 65, 261 
.| $155, 454, 105 


24, 841 
16, 519 
$30, 862, 654 
9, 808, 254 
36, 586, 887 
61, 895, 217 
37, 876, 945 
60, 511, 343 
It thus appears, that while the number of hands employed is three 
times and a half larger than in 1860, the wages paid is about five times 
larger and the capital is five times greater. The annual productions 
have been more than quadrupled, and the aggregate importations have 
fallen off over four millions. With these results in our front, pro- 
tection on wool and woolens will be likely to withstand the hand- 
grenades of all free-trade besiegers. 





*The Dominion of Canada has since imposed compound duties upon a large 
aumber of article, 
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In New England and some other States sheep husbandry has fallen 
off, and in some places it has been replaced by the dairy business; 
but in other States the wool-clip has largely increased, especially 
has the weight of the fleece increased. The number of sheep has 
increased about 80 per cent. and the weight of wool over 400 per 
cent. The discovery that the fine long merino wools, known as the 
American merino, are in fact the best of combing wools and now 
used in many styles of dress goods has added greatly to their demand 
and value. Many kinds of woolen goods can be had at a less price 
than twenty years ago. Cashmerets that then brought forty-six 
cents per yard brought only thirty-eight and one-fourth cents in 1880, 
and muslin de laines dropped from twenty cents to fifteen, showing 
that the tariff did not make them dearer, but that American compe- 
tition caused a reduction of prices. 

The length of our railroads has been trebled, rising from 31,185 
miles in 1860 to 94,000 miles in 1881, and possibly to one-half of all 
in the world. For commercial purposes the wide area of our country 
has been compressed within narrow limits, and transportation in 
time and expense, from New York to Kansas, or from Chicago to 
Baltimore, is now less formidable than it was from Albany or Pitts- 
burgh to Philadelphia prior to the era of railroads. The most distant 
States reach the same markets, and are no longer neighbors-in-law, 
but sister States. The cost of eastern or western bound freight is less 
than one-third of former rates. Workingmen, including every ship- 
load of emigrants, have found acceptable employment. Our aggre- 
gate wealth in 1860 was $19,089,156,289, but is estimated to have 
advanced in 1880 to over forty billions. Further examination will 
show that the United States are steadily increasing in wealth, and 
increasing, too, much more rapidly than free-trade England, notwith- 
standing all her early advantages of practical experience and her 
supremacy in accumulated capital. The increase of wealth in France 
is twice as rapid as in England, but in the United States it is more 
tapid than even in France. 

These are monumental facts, and they can no more be blinked out 
of sight than the Alleghanies or the Rocky Mountains. They belong 
to our country, and sufficiently illustrate its progress and vindicate 
the tariff of 1861. If the facts cannot be denied, the argument re- 
mains irrefutable. If royal “cowboys” who attemped to whistle 
down American independence one hundred years ago ingloriously 
failed, so it may be hoped will fail royal trumpeters of free trade who 
seem to take sides against the United States in all commercial contests 
for industrial independence. 

Among the branches of manufactures absolutely waked into life by 
the tariff of 1861, and which then had no place above zero, may be 
named crockery and china ware. Thenumber of white-ware factories 
is now fifty-three, with forty decorating establishments; and the pro- 
ducts, amounting to several millions, are sold at prices 25 to 50 per 
cent, below the prevailing pricesoftwenty yearsago. Clay and kaolin 
equal to the best in China have been found east, west, and south in 
such abundance as to promise a large extension of American enter- 
prise, not only in the ordinary butin the highest branches of ceramic 
art. Steel may also here claim its birth. ‘No more of all sorts than 
11,838 tons were made in 1860, but 1,397,015 tons were made in 1880. 
Those who objected to a duty on steel have found they were biting 
something more than a file. Silks in 1860, hardly unwound from the 
cocoon, were creeping along with only a small showing of sewing-silk 
and a few trimmings, but now this industry rises to national import- 
ance, furnishing apt employment to many thousand women as well as 
to men; and the annual products, sharply competing with even the 
Bonnét silks of Lyons, amount to the round sum of $34,500,000. Not- 
withstanding the exceptionally heavy duties, I am assured that silk 
goods in general are sold for 25 per cent. less than they were twenty 
years ago. 

Plate-glass is another notable manufacture, requiring great scien- 
tific and mechanical skill and large capital, whose origin bears date 
since the tariff of 1861. It is made in Missouri and in Indiana, and 
to a small extent in Kentucky and Massachusetts; but in Indiana it 
is made of the purest and best quality by an establishment which, 
after surmounting many perils, has now few equals in the magnitude 
or perfection of its productions, whether on this or the other side of 
the Atlantic, and richly merits not only the favor but the patronage 
of the Government itself. Copper is another industry upon which a 
specific duty was imposed in 1861, which has had a ee growth, and 
now makes a large contribution to our mineral wealth. The amount 
produced in 1860 was less than one-fifth of the present production, 
and valued at $2,288,182; while in 1880 the production rose to the 
value of $8,849,961. The capital invested increased from $8,525,500 
to $31,675,096. In 1860 the United States Mint paid from twenty-three 
and one-half to twenty-five cents per pound for copper; but has pb- 
tained it the present year under a} protective tariff as low asseventeen 
cents. Like our mines of inexhaustible coal and iron,copperis found in 
many States, some of it superior to any in the world, and for special 
uses is constantly sought after by foreign governments. 

Many American productions sustain the character they have won 
by being the best inthe world. Our carpenters and joiners could not 
be hired to handle any other than American tools; and there are no 
foreign agricultural implements, from a spade to a reaper, that an 
American farmer would accept as a gift. There is no saddlery hard- 
ware nor house-furnishing equal in quality and style to American. 
Watches and jewelry and the electric gold and silver plated ware of 
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American workmanship as to quality have the foremost place in the 
marts of the world. The superiority of our staple cotton goods is 
indisputable, as is proven by the tribute of frequent counterfeits dis- 
played abroad. The city of Philadelphia alone makes many better 
carpets and more in quantity than the whole of Great Britain. These 
are noble achievements, which should neither be obscured nor lost 
by the sinister handling and industrious vituperation of free-trade 
monographists. 

The vast array of important and useful inventions recorded in our 
Patent Office, and in use the world over, shows that it is hardly arro- 
gance for us to accept the compliment of Mr. Cobden and claim that 
the natural mechanical genius of average Americans will soon appear 
as much superior to that of Englishmen as was that of Englishmen 
one hundred years ago to that of the Dutch. 


THE TARIFF SHIELDED US IN 1873. 


If we had been under the banner of free trade in 1873, when the 
wide-spread financial storm struck our sails, what would have been 
our fate? Is it not apparent that our people would have been 
stranded on a lee shore, and that the general overproduction and 
excess of unsold merchandise everywhere abroad would have come 
without hindrance, with the swiftness of the winds, to find a market 
here at any price? As it was the gloom and suffering here were very 
great, but American workingmen found some shelter in their home 
markets, and their recovery from the shock was much earlier assured 
than that of those who in addition to their own calamities had also 
to bear the pressure of the hard times of other nations. 

In six years, ending June 30, 1881, our exports of merchandise 
exceeded imports by over $1,175,000,000—a large sum in itself, 
largely increasing our stock of gold, filling the pockets of the people 
with more than two hundred and fifty millions not found in the 
Treasury or banks, making the return to specie payments easy, and 
arresting the painful drain of interest so long paid abroad. It is also 
a very conclusive refutation of the wild free-trade chimeras that 
exports are dependent upon imports, and that comparatively high 
duties are invariably less productive of revenue than low duties. 
The pertinent question arises, Shall we not in the main hold fast to 
the blessings we have? As Americans we must reject free trade. 
To use some words of Burke upon another subject: ‘If it be a pan- 
acea, we do not want it. We know the consequences of unnecessary 
physic. Ifit be a plague, it is such a plague that the precautions of 
the most severe quarantine ought to be established against it.” 


FREE-TRADE PROSPERITY ON THE WANE. 


It gives me no pleasure to notice retrograde steps in the prosperity 
of Great Britain; and, if some evidence of this sort is brought out, 
like that of the five thousand houses now marked ‘‘To let” in Shef- 
field and ten thousand in Birmingham, it will have no other purpose 
than to show that free trade has failed to secure the promised su- 
premacy to English manufactures, The avowal of Mr. Gladstone, 
that the additional penny to the income-tax produces less revenue 
than formerly, indicates a positive decrease of wealth; and the steady 
diminution of British exports since 1873, amounting in 1880 to one 
hundred and sixty million dollars, with a diminution in the total of 
exports and imports of two hundred and fifty million dollars, is more 
conclusive proof as well of British decadence as of the advancement 
of other nations. 


it isno worse, for what would have happened if the wrathful English- 
man had said “total depravity?” 

The repeal of the corn laws was not for the benefit of foreign na- 
tions, but solely for the benefit of Englishmen. 

First. It was their belief that their skill and great capital gave 
them that superiority which would secure them against alt competi- 
tion except that arising from cheaper food. 

Second. The cheaper-fed workmen of Germany, France, and Amer- 
ica presented the only competition not to be resisted, and it had to be 
at once squarely met. Protection was abandoned, and abandoned 
possibly forever, but abandoned because the laboring British popula- 
tion had become too great and too hungry, with over a million and a 
half of paupers, when measured by the supply of home-grown food. 
Some of the little Benjamins must go to Egypt for corn. Starving 
men do little work, but occasionally do too much. The sole condi- 
tions to the continuance of the dense population and the grand scale 
of British manufactures in competition with modern nations appeared 
to be parsimony and privation, or lower-priced bread and lowest- 
priced labor. With these partially secured there came a season of 
temporary relief, but, unfortunately, with no increase of wages. It 
was barely a success at the cost of an alliance with the discontent of 
underpaid workmen, with strikes and organized expatriation. Free 
trade, it is found, grinds labor to the bone, and forces it to fly, with 
muscles and machinery, to more inviting fields. 

British agriculture, long depressed and chronically exposed to bad 
harvests, is now threatened with ruin by foreign competition, and 
British manufactures also seem almost as destitute of sunshine as 
their agriculture, though still owning a reluctant allegiance to the 
laws of the universe and to the exact science of the garrulous Bonamy 
Price. Lord Derby, in a late speech to the Lancashire farmers, rec- 
ommended that some of the farmers should emigrate—five millions, 
I believe, he proposed—and those who might remain, said he, will 
then be able to farm on better terms. 

True enough; but what a cold, sunless, and desperate remedy is 
that! Ifnot Roman decimation, at least a sentence of banishment, 
crushing out the sweetest affections planted in human hearts, their 
love for their birthplaces, the homes of their fathers! But if these 
ill-fated men have barely supported life by the pittances daily earned, 
by what means, at whose cost, can they be transported to better and 
more welcome homes? The adyice of Lord Derby is like that of the 
children of Marie Antoinette when the populace of Paris were clamor- 
ing for bread. Said the children: ‘‘Why don’t they buy cake?” 
Equally ‘‘child-like and bland” is Lord Derby. It wonld seem, when 
over 40 per cent, of their yearly imports must be of food, that the British 
Islands are too small for the foundations of the empire. The grand 
pyramid stands upon its apex reversed. 

English statesmen have not forgotten the reservation of Sir Robert 
Peel, the author of the free-trade bill in 1846: ‘‘I reserve to myself,” 
said he, ‘distinctly and unequivocally the right of adapting my con- 
duct to the exigencies of the moment and to the wants of the country ;” 
and that is all protectionists ever claim to do. 

Already Sir Stafford Northcote, the leader of the Tory opposition in 
the House of Commons, is on the fence, and only ventures to favor 
‘universal free trade.” That is surely a horse of another color, not 
Wellington’s ‘‘ Copenhagen,” but more like Sancho Panza’s ‘‘ Dapple.” 

The recent reaction or change in many organs of British opinion 
shows that this right of adaptation to the exigencies of the moment 
is neither surrendered nor obsolete. Let me cite an extract from an 
influential paper, called the Observer: 

There is no obligation upon us to incur industrial martyrdom for the sake of 
propagating free-trade principles, even supposing their truth to be as self-evident 
as we fondly imagined. Moreover, to speak the honest truth, we are beginning 
to doubt how far the creed to which we pinned our faith is so self-evident as we 
originally conceived. If we can persuade other nations to follow our example, then 
free trade is unquestionably the best thing for England. It does not follow, how- 
ever, that it is the best thing for us, if we are to be left the sole adherents of free 
trade in the midst of a community of nations devoted to protection. 

The Observer does not say, as will be seen, that it is best for other 
nations, but only, if they will follow her example, ‘‘ unquestionably 
the best thing for England;” and that will‘not be disputed. 

Other nations, however, seem to prefer to profit by the earlier Eng- 
lish example, displayed for seventy years after Smith’s Wealth of 
Nations appeared, and free trade, like the favorite English plum- 
pudding, is now called for by nobody but themselves, and is getting 
so cold as to be unpalatable even at home. Yet it is proposed by the 
amateur statesmen of our urban free-trade clubs, guiltless of any drop 
of perspiration in the paths of industry, to arrest American develop- 
ment by copying this foreign example, and thus bring our home labor 
and all of its rewards down to the European and Asiatic level. Nev- 
ertheless I have faith that we shall abide in the track of the princi- 
ples and politics which elevate and give character to American citi- 
zens, surrounding them with the daily presence and beauty of the 
useful arts, which so largely add to the power and dignity of any peo- 
ple in the great family of nations. To limit the industrial forces of 
an active, inventive, and ingenious people to agriculture alone, ex- 
cluding manufactures and the mechanic arts, would be little better 
than in time of war to restrict an army to infantry alone, to the ex- 
clusion of cavalry and artillery. Great batttles are not often so won. 

A diversity of pursuits makes a great nation possible in peace, and 
greater in war. General competence, habits of self-reliance, and 





















































COMMERCIAL PROTECTION, 


The sum of our annual support bestowed upon the Navy, like that 
npon the Army, may be too close-fisted and disproportionate to our 
extended ocean boundaries, and to the value of American commerce 
afloat ; yet whatever has been granted has been designed almost ex- 
clusively for the protection < our foreign commerce, and amounts 
in the aggregate to untold millions. Manufacturers do not complain 
that this is a needless and excessive favor to importers; and why, 
then, should importers object to some protection to a much larger 
amount of capital, and to far greater numbers embarked certainly in 
an equally laudable enterprise at home ? 


THE FREE-TRADE PROPAGANDISTS OF ENGLAND. 


For the last thirty-five years England has been making extraordi- 
nary efforts, political, industrial, legislative, diplomatic, social, and 
literary, all combined, to persuade mankind to follow her example of 
reversing that policy of protection, supreme in her Augustan age, or 
from Queen Anne down throughout the Georgian era, and the policy 
maintained by Chatham, by the younger Pitt, and by Canning, with 
an energy that created and sustained the most varied and extensive 
workshops of the world. Already mistress of the ocean and abound- 
ing in wealth, the sea-girt island aspired to a world-wide monopoly 
of trade. Penetrated with this later free-trade ambition, and not 
ey accused of trying to make all England tributary to 
Manchester, and all the rest of the world tributary to England, the 
eloquent Mr. Bright, who grandly rejected any idea of a new nation 
in America, resorts even to the infelicitous language of passion when 
he denounces his opponents, as he does, by declaring that any looking 
toward protective legislation anywhere in the world is proof either 
of ‘‘congenital depravity or defect ofjudgment.”* Let us be thankful 






































* Before this he had characterized protectionists as either ‘‘ knaves” or ‘‘ sim- 
pletons.” 
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higher culture are thus more surely obtained. The improvement in 
one occupation is contagious, and spreads to all others. Philosophy, 
politics, and liberty all go up higher, and the happiness and dignity 
of mankind are promoted. 

It is an axiom of British free-trade economy that for any branch 
of manufactures to rest on safe foundations it is indispensable that 
both the raw material and the skilled labor required should be in- 
digenous. This seems to be a rule intended to fence out of the field 
all nations where either the raw material or the skilled labor called 
for is not native and abundant; but, if applied where the raw mate- 
rial is not indigenous, the British Islands would be stripped of.a great 
share of their industry. Nor can any nation claim a class of men as 
born with a monopoly of skilled endowments; these, at any rate, are 
not “congenital,” and trades must be taught by long apprentice- 
ships; but raw materials are usually planted by nature, and climate 
and soil fix and determine inflexible boundaries. Cotton is not in- 
digenous in the British Islands, though their accomplished cotton 
manufacturers have made it the leading article of commerce, leading 
their national policy. Hemp and silk, also, are the products of other 
lands. Having no timber or lumber good enough for ships it is all 

-brought, like their royal timber, from any place in the world but 
home. The steel used at Sheffield for cutlery is made from iron im- 
ported from Sweden and Norway; and no fine or merino wool con- 
sumed is of home growth. Not a little of the best machinery now 
alive in England had its birth on this side of the Atlantic, and must 
be credited to American genius. 

The title of the British Islands to all the raw material, and to ex- 
clusive and hereditary mechanical skill among men, is widely con- 
tested, and the world will not fold its arms unresistingly to any such 
pretentious domination. The power of steam, though marvelously 
developed by English cleverness, is an auxiliary force belonging of 
right to the whole human race, as much as gravity or electricity, 
wherever its service may be called for, and its abode can no more be 
exclusively monopolized than that of the Promethean fire stolen from 
Heaven. 

The first steam-engine is supposed to have been employed at Man- 
chester in 1790, where there are now, it is stated, in daily use within 
a circuit of ten miles more than fifty thousand boilers, yielding a 
total force equal to the power of one million horses, and the com- 
bined steam-power of Great Britain is represented to be equal to the 
manual labor of twice the number of*males living on the globe. We 
greatly admire the prodigious enterprise of Great Britain, and it 
would be strange if, with our immensely greater coal-fields, it should 
let Americans sleep. 

THE THEORY. 

Free trade, as a theory, unembarrassed by contact with practical 
affairs, and divorced from any idea of supplying other equal and 
legitimate sources of revenue for the support of governments, appears 
wonderfully simple and seductive. Tearing down custom-houses, as 
a knock-down argument, is held to be scientific, but it is not con- 
clusive. Some schoolmen, innocent of earning even a coat or a pair 
of shoes by the sweat of the brow, and sage without experience, adopt 
the theory because it is an article of faith—saving without works— 
with a ready-made catechism in imported text-books, and requires 
no comprehensive investigation of the multiform and ever-varying 
facts and exigencies in national affairs; but when the theory comes 
to he practically applied alike to all times, places, and conditions of 
men, it obviously becomes political quackery, as untenable and pre- 
posterous as it would be to insist upon clothing all mankind in gar- 
ments of the same material, in summer or winter, and of equal cut 
and dimensions, whether for big men or little, on the Danube or on 
the Mississippi. But however free trade comes to America, it comes 
as a strait-jacket, and whether new or second-hand it is equally a 
misfit and unacceptable. 

The affairs of communities are subject to endless differences from 
age to age and year to year, and governments that do not recognize 
these differences are either stupid or tyrannical, and deserve to be 
superseded or overthrown. In 1816 the sound policy of England, as 
Lord Brougham declared, was to stifle “‘in the cradle those infant 
manufactures in the United States which the war had forced into ex- 
istence.” In 1824 the policy, according to Huskisson, was ‘an exten- 
sion of the principle of reducing duties just so far as was consistent 
with complete protection of British industry.” In 1846 duties upon 
most foreign manufactures had almost ceased to yield any revenue, 
and Sir Robert Peel was forced to listen to the cry for cheap bread, 
though he was teased almost to the fighting point by the fertile, bit- 
ter, and matchless sarcasms of Disraeli, who also said: ‘“‘The time will 
come when the working classes of England will come to you on 
bended knees and pray you to undo your present legislation.” 

At this moment important changes of public opinion seem to be 
going on abroad, and the ponderous octavos of Malthus, Ricardo, 

eCulloch, and Mill may have some repose. What may have been 
found expedient yesterday may be fraught with mischief to-day, and 
he that has no distrust of an inflexible free-trade hobby will turn 
out to be, unwittingly perhaps, as has been well said, ‘‘a friend of every 
other country but his own,” and find at last that he has rejected the 
solid school of experience only to get astride of an imported tatch- 
word, vainly imagining he is bottomed on a scientific and universal 
principle. Daniel Webster declared, “I give up what is called the 
science of political economy. There is no such science. There are 
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norules on these subjects so fixed and invariable that their aggregate 
constitutes a science.” 


PRACTICE VERSUS THEORY. 


But English free trade does not mean free trade in such articles as 
the poor require and must have, like tea and coffee, nor in tobacco, 
wines and spirituous liquors. These articles they reserve for merciless 
exactions, all specific, yielding a hundred millions of revenue, and at 
three times the rate we levy on spirits and more than five times the 
rate we levy on tobacco! This is the sly part of the entertainment 
to which we are invited by free-traders. 

In 1880 Great Britain, upon tobacco and cigars, mainly from the 
United States, valued at $6,586,520, collected $43,955,670 duties, or 
nearly two-thirds as much as we collect from our entire importations 
of merchandise from Great Britain. 

After all, is it not rather conspicuous hypocrisy for England to dis- 
claim all protection, so long as she imposes twenty-nine cents per 
pound more upon manufactured tobacco than upon unmanufactured, 
and double the rate upon manufactured cocoa of that upon the raw? 
American locomotives are supposed to have great merit, and the for- 
eign demand for them is not unknown, but the use of any save Eng- 
lish locomotives upon English railroads is prohibited. Is there any 
higher protection than prohibition? And have not her sugar refiners 
lived upon the difference of the rates imposed upon raw and refined 
sugars? On this side of the Atlantic oush legislation would be called 
protection. 

WHAT THEY MEAN. 


One of the cardinal principles of British free-traders is, ‘“‘Buy where 

ou can buy cheapest, and sell where you can sell dearest ;” and that 
1s precisely what they mean. They —— to buy of us cheapest and 
sell to us dearest. It is the only logical outcome of the whole policy. 
We are to be the victims of sharpers, whether we sell or buy. One- 
half of this resounding phrase, ‘“‘ buy where you can buy cheapest,” 
often appears to touch the pocket nerve of those who, having noth- 
ing to sell, derive their income from capital, or from a fixed salary, 
and they ferget that their capital or their salary might have been 
much smaller had it not been for the greater prosperity and compen- 
sation which protection has given to labor and to all business enter- 
prises.. Some part of this class are accustomed to make periodical 
journeys through foreign lands, and as they often bring home more 
or less of esthetic rarities, they feel aggrieved that such expensive 
luxuries, which, if cheap and common, would have had no attractions 
for them, often happen to be among the very tidbits upon which it 
is the fitting policy of a republican form of government to levy rev- 
enue. The tax falls upon those able to pay. No country on the 
globe sends out so many foreign travelers with a spendable surplus, 
as the United States, or that scatter their money more generously, not 
to say extravagantly. English reciprocity in pleasure travel, how- 
ever, like their often proposed commercial reciprocity, is compara- 
tively jug-handled. They comesingly; we go in droves and caravans. 

AMERICA VINDICATED BY THOSE WHO COME TO STAY 


But if foreign countries send comparatively an unequal number of 
visitors tending to reimburse the abounding expenditures of Ameri- 
cans abroad, they do send us a far more numerous if not valuable 
company who come to stay, bringing both fortunes and affections, 
and adding, as they have added within the past two years, over a 
million and a quarter of brave hearts and willing hands to the pro- 
ductive forces of the country. Their tracks are all one way. None 
go back and none come here as drones, for such stay away to absorb 
honey already stoyed ; but the ‘tenth legions,” so to say, of all the 
conscripted armies of Europe, in health and fit for any service, are 
rushing to our shores on the “ waves of the Atlantic, three thousand 
miles long,” as volunteers for life. Were we to drop protection this 
western exodus would cease and the immigrants now here would be 
relegated to the same scale of wages from which they so anxiously 
attempted to escape. 

These facts are pregnant arguments annually reproduced, uphold- 
ing the American policy of protection, and show that those who ex- 
pect to earn their living—tempted, it is true, by the highest rewards, 
and tempted by free schools for their children—know where to find 
the largest opportunities for the comforts of life, for happiness and 
intellectual progress; and know also that America is not and never 
intends to be a transatlantic Ireland nor an agricultural back lot of 
Europe. 

COMMERCIAL RULES NOT A SCIEXCE 


We have some worthy literary professors of free trade and some 
hacks who know their master’s crib ‘‘of quick conception and easy 
delivery,” as John Randolph would have described them, who, hav- 
ing determined that the sun shall hereafter rise in the west, assume 
for their doctrines, like their English masters, the basis of absolute 
science, which they insist shall be everywhere accepted, regardless 
of all conditions, wants, or circumstances, as the latest sovelivelam of 
economic truth; but free trade fails, shamefully fails, to stand the 
admitted tests of an exact science, as its results must ever be both 
an inconstant quantity and incapable of prediction. It yields to the 
conditions of nations and of the seasons, to war, to time, and con- 
stantly yields to facts. The blackboard compels universal assent to 
mathematics, and the laboratory offers the same service to chemistry ; 
but any test or analysis of free trade yields nothing but polemica 
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vagaries, and it may appropriately be consigned to the witches’ caul- 
dron with— 


Eye of newt, and toe of frog, 
ool of bat, and tongue of dog. 
~ 


Mingle, mingle mingle, 
You that mingle may. 

Queerly enough some of the parties referred to denounce the tariff 
men as but “half-educated,” while, perhaps, properly demanding 
themselves exclusive copyright protection for all of their own lite- 
rary productions, whether ephemeral or abiding. It is right, they 
seem to think, to protect brains—and of these they claim the mo- 
nopoly—but monstrous to protect muscles; right to protect the pen, 
but not the hoe nor the hammer. 

Free trade would almost seem to be an aristocratic disease from 
which workingmen are exempt, and those that catch it are as proud 
of it as they would be of the gout—another aristocratic distinction. 

It might be more modest for these ‘‘nebulous professors” of polit- 
ical economy to agree among themselves how to define and locate the 
leading idea of their ‘‘dismal science” whether in the value in ex- 
change or value in use, in profits of capital or wages, whether in the 
desire for wealth or aversion to labor, or in the creation, accumula- 
tion, distribution, and consumption of wealth, and whether rent is 
the recompense for the work of nature or the consequence of a mo- 
nopoly of property, before they ask a doubting world to accept the 
flickering and much-disputed theory of free trade as an infallible 
truth about which they have themselves never ceased to wrangle. 
The weight of nations against it is as forty to one. It may be safe 
to say that when sea-serpents, mermaids, and centaurs find a place 
in natural history, free trade will obtain recognition as a science; 
but till then it must go uncrowned, wearing no august title, and be 
content with the thick-and-thin championship of the ‘‘ Cobden Club.” 

THE BRITISH POLICY EVERYWHERE REJECTED. 

All of the principal British colonies from the rising to the mane 
of the sun—India alone possibly excepted—are in open and successfu 
revolt against the application of the free-trade tyranny of their 
mother country, and European states not only refuse to copy the 
loudly-heralded example, but they are retreating from it as though 
it were charged with dynamite. Even the London Times, the great 
“‘thunderer” of public opinion in Great Britain, does not refrain from 
giving a stunning blow to free trade when it indicates that it has 
proved a blunder, and reminds the world that it predicted it would 
so prove at the start. The ceremony of free trade, with only one 

party responding solitary and alone, turns out as dull and disconso- 
Tate as that of a wedding without a bride. The honeymoon of buy- 
ing cheap and selling dear appears indefinitely postponed. 

There does not seem to be any party coming to rescue England from 
her isolated predicament. Bismarck, while aiming to take care of 
the interests of his own country, as do all ministers, on this question 
perhaps represents the attitude of the greater part of the far-sighted 
statemen of Europe, and he, in one of his recent parliamentary 
speeches, declared : 

Without being a passionate protectionist, I am as a financier, however, a pas- 
sionate imposer of duties, from the conviction that the taxes, the duties levied at 
the frontier, are almost exclusively borne by the foreigner, especially for manu- 
factured articles, and that they have always an advantageous, retrospective, pro- 
tectionist action. 

Practically the nations of continental Europe acquiesce in this 
opinion, and are a unit in their flat refusal of British free trade. 
They prefer the example of America. Before self-confident men pro- 
nounce the whole world of tariff men, at home and abroad, “ half- 
educated or half-witted,” they would do well to see to it that the 
stupidity is not nearer home, or that they have not themselves cut 
adrift from the logic of their own brains, only to be wofully imposed 
upon by free-trade quackery, which treats man as a mere fact, no 
more important than any other fact, and ranks labor only as a com- 
modity to be bought and sold in the cheapest or dearest markets. 


So long as statesmen are expected to study the prosperity and ad-’ 


‘vancement of the people for whose government and guidance they 
are made responsible, so long free-trade theories must be postponed 
to that Utopian era when the health, strength, and skill, capital and 
labor of the whole human race shall be reduced or elevated to an 
entire equality, and when each individual shall dwell in an equal 
climate, upon an equal soil, freely pasture his herds and flocks where 
he pleases, and love his neighbor better than himself. 
RIVALRY OF NATIONS. 

At present the Russians, the Germans, the French, the British, and 
also most of the less nn nations are pitted against each other for 
empire, upon land and sea, and each and all are striving for the mas- 
tery in trade, arts, and manufactures, regardless as well of natural 
impediments as of the sentiments of their competitors. To this end 
they make war to extend or to maintain territorial possessions, sub- 
sidize steamships around the world, push railroads across continents, 
tunnel mountains, open inland seas, and at last establish technologi- 
cal schools for the better instruction of their own skilled artisans. 
Never was keener foresight and overmastering earthly-mindedness 
among all nations more alert and potential, directly and indirectly, 
in securing those material advantages likely to win the profits of in- 
dustry and trade than in the nineteenth century. Some pay bounties 
on exports, a greater number have levied or advanced protective 
-duties on imports; and no nation has directly taxed her people more 


extravagantly, and solely for the benefit of her manufactures, than 
has Great Britain by her costly and imperial maintenance of colo- 
nial and far-off markets. Even China, powerless and docile, is per- 
suaded with gunpowder to trade in cotton stuffs, hardware, and 
opium—though it kills a half million of her opium eaters annually— 
and the British drum beat of war is rarely hushed in India before it 
breaks forth in Africa, al] for the benefit of the Manchester and Bir- 
mingham trade. The cost of their military and naval protection to 
commerce in the Mediterranean cannot be less than $20,000,000 annu- 
ally, a sum far transcending all possible gains upon their entire ex- 
port traffic to the Mediterranean. In other places it is even worse. 
The expense of the military and naval forces on the West India sta- 
tion, it is fair to say, must often exceed the total value taken there 
of British exports. 

To be unmindful of the movements of those whose rivalry is un- 
escapable and everywhere present, is to consent to be vanquished, 
and to stand in their rear as inferiors forever. To lag behind while 
all the world is on the move, is to accept the fate of the deerepit and 
dull-pated bison who lingers on the prairie in the rear of the ongoing 
herd only to be devoured by wolves. 

We are no longer enduring the serfdom of colonies, but as a great 
republic, with a matchless destiny, we must prove American capacity 
when intrusted with great affairs able to cope with all rivals, and, 
if we have any, with all enemies, copying only their virtues and shun- 
ning their faults. Americans speak the English language, but it does 
not follow that our soldiers should wear red coats. We revere Old 
England’s common law, but it does not follow that we may flog our 
wives with a stick not bigger than ourthumbs. We borrowed their 
trial by jury, but did not import the English tread-mill; nor should 
we transplant any other legislative exotics to an uncongenial soil. 
We have to legislate for a continent, not for an island. Glad as we 
may be to somewhat abate taxation upon our own people, it will not 
be necessary to provoke the laughter of English statesmen at our 
imbecility by an abandonment of the policy of American protection. 

Ireland, with its splendid harbors, once enjoyed a valuable export 
trade, and was the seat of prosperous manufactures; but these, after 
the union, losing protection and outrun under English competition, 
were completely extirpated by hostile, even vindictive legislation, 
and the Emerald Isle now only furnishes food for cattle and potatoes 
for men. The question will not be impertinent to ask, when famines 
overtake their ill-starred people, ‘‘ From whence comes earliest relief?” 
Protection answers that ‘‘in America there is always something to 
spare.” 

Italy, in early ages the land of liberal arts, of heroes and poets, 
also once adorned the world with her manufactures in silks, gold, 
and velvet, and Genoa, Florence, and Venice flourished as the greatest 
of commercial cities; but after the discovery of the New World 
domestic quarrels and the temporal rule of the clergy eclipsed all 
Roman and industrial ambition, and now, and for ages past, classic 
Italy has only been able, beyond the beauty and grandeur of her 
natural scenery, to claim as her chief jewels the broken monuments 
of her ancient glories. 

India is now, as once was Canada, the sure refuge of the cheapest 
and poorest wares and manufactures of its British conquerors, who 
throw almost as many obstacles in the way of Indian growth in the 
useful arts as the same power one hundred years ago brought to bear 
against the American colonies. ‘‘If America,” said Lord Chatham, 
“makes a stocking or a horse-nail, I would advise that she be made 
to feel the whole weight of England.” The churchmen of England 
are more tolerant in India of Oe inken than of the coan lian. 
The sentiment of the people of India favored moderate protective 
duties on cotton fabrics, or such as would lead to the gradual restora- 
tion of home manufactures; but this sentiment finds little favor and 
may be doomed to imperial subordination for the reason that India 
has not asserted—has nobody to assert—that local independence which 
it might be dangerous to withhold from Canada, from New Zealand, 
from Victoria, or from New South Wales. 

Almost every year the Crown of Great Britain gives its royal assent 
to colonial acts imposing fresh protective duties upon foreign manu- 
factures, including British as well as all other, and yet the whole 
phalanx of British free-traders alternately wheedle or denounce Amer- 
icans for persisting in the same line of policy! Some of the members 
of Parliament who may have advised the Crown to assent to frequent 
colonial protective tariffsin Australia and Canada are disgusted with 
the great American nation because it has not outgrown such folly, 
and traverse our country as itinerant preachers of a free-trade gospel 
which has no longer power to work miracles or even to make con- 
verts at home! 

The emancipated slaves of the South are not only better fed and 
better clothed than two hundred and fifty-two and one-half millions 
of the native population of India, each one barely made respectable 
by a yard or two of cotton cloth, but they are better fed, better 
clothed, and better housed than the average agricultural laborers of 
England or Ireland. 

AMERICAN FREE TRADE. 

At home, from ocean to ocean and from perpetual summer to per- 
petual winter, fifty millions of American people enjoy all the advan- 
tages of that free trade which is legitimate and beneficent, with no 
depressing effects upon domestic labor nor upon the multiplied in- 
dustries which now begin to decorate all portions of the American con- 
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tinent. Here, not the execrable cosmopolitanism lurking in the Brit- 
ish theory, but true free trade, reigns triumphant. The products of 
the field, of the loom, and the anvil travel without a passport, every- 
where meet to claim kith and kin, and yield to no pre-eminence save 
that fairly won by superior merit. Over this large and unequaled 
area, and among these millions, free trade that is honest and unselfish 
hag just and unlimited scope. Its benefits fall upon American citi- 
zens, one as much as another; upon our own household, rather than 
upon aliens and strangers, or those who, possibly, when the next war- 
trump sounds may not be among our friends, and some of whom, till 
then, would encourage that sort of trade which must hold us forever 
dependent upon the inconstancy of foreign markets. Our laws are 
even denounced as “‘ barbarous” because they do not open and per- 
petuate an exchange of two days’ work in Illinois or Vermont for one 
in Birmingham or Manchester. They have piped unto us and we 
have not danced. 

How different are the regulations of some other countries, even of 
France, where internal taxation isto bemetateverystep. Achicken, 
a bottle of wine, or a basket of fruit or vegetables, cannot be taken 
from one town to another without the payment of aspecial octroi duty. 
This amounts in the aggregate to about three hundred million francs 
annually, and has been collected for more than one hundred years past. 
We hardly appreciate the convenience of American free trade over 
our immense territory until we see how some foreign farmers are hailed 
at every step for tribute. The octroi is also enforced in Austria; and, 
let me add, the system prevails all over India, where Great Britain, 
never forgetting the power of the conqueror, governs as she pleases. 
Towns and municipalities there obtain their principal revenuesfrom 
this petty system of tariffs enacted by multitudinous and petty locali- 
ties of an ostentatiously free-trade empire. 

All the markets around the world do not furnish, even to Great Brit- 
ain, one-third part of that constant and healthful trade we may ever 
rely upon at home; and but for this home market our farmers would 
be unable to buy foreign manufactures at any price. They would 
have no surplus tospend. British policy caters to foreign incapables. 
Our policy looks up to and trusts robust ability at home. 

But we place no obstacles in the way of finding a market at home 
or abroad for all articles of American growth or production. Trade 
in all such articles is wholly untrammeled. No export duties can 
be imposed in the face of the constitutional inhibition. Other 
nations may buy of us all they please, free from any. export duties, 
though this freedom is far from being reciprocated. Sugars are sub- 
jected to an export duty in the British West India Islands, as well 
as in Cuba; Mexico exacts an export duty on silver; Australia and 
New Zealand, on gold; India, on rice and indigo; Chili, on guano; 
France, on rags; Canada, on timber and shingle-bolts. In India salt 
is a government monopoly —— by an enormous duty ; and over 
forty-two million dollars of revenue is annually obtained on the mo- 
nopoly of opium exported to China, Most certainly export duties 
are wholly antagonistic to free trade, and no less an impediment 
than duties on imports. Their tendency is to greatly discourage 
home production, which duties on imports do not. Is it not enough 
that all American out-going trade, more than half of the whole, 
ever has been and ever must be wholly and absolutely free? Our 
free trade is something in the right place; but British free trade is 
like Lord Palmerston’s witty definition of dirt, ‘‘something in the 
wrong place.” 

In Great Britain, where so-called free trade has had its loudest 
support, in addition to the inconsistencies I have mentioned in point 
of practice, there is little free trade in gold, as the Bank of England 
is clothed with protective power to intercept its flow outward by 
raising the rate of interest, which is practically equivalent to a pro- 
hibitory export tariff. Nor have they free trade in lands, far more 
important than free trade in iron, cotton, or wool; but transfers are 
hedged in either by perpetual hinderances or by expensive difficulties 
too great to be overcome. A large part of the land being entailed, 
can neither be sold nor plegged as a basis of credit upon which even 
to make improvements, and it passes from one generation to the next 
by hereditary descent and by the laws of primogeniture. Though 
they may be life estates they are grotesque caricatures upon any idea 
of true ownership. Land is thus mainly a first-class monopoly, and 
now as ever the ancient and unimpaired feudal prop of the aristoc- 
racy. In India it is much worse, for there the British Government 
holds the perpetual proprietorship of all land as the conqueror, and 
collects an annual rental upon every cultivated acre. A regular 
appropriation for famines, made annually in advance, is a sufficient 
commentary. 

In America, however, not only is there entire free trade in land, 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, to buy or to sell, to lease or to hy- 
pothecate, but we offer land to all the landless, a free homestead for- 
ever to every one having the will and strength to go and occupy it. 
Nor is it at last subject to tithes for the support of an established 
church by those who do >rdo not subscribe to its faith. Such is 
American free trade. 

Another great restriction upon the freedom of trade in Great Britain 
is that tobacco, cigars, and wine, and some other articles, are not 
allowed to be imported except into such ports as shall be approved 
by the commissioners of customs. 

A very large proportion of the duties imposed upon foreign mer- 
chandise has to be met by foreign concessions in prices A removal 
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of existing duties is often followed by almost an equal rise in foreign 
prices. We have experience of our own which forcibly illustrates 
these facts. The duty on Bessemer steel did not increase the selling 
price. The repeal of the duty on coffee did not diminish the cost; 
nor did the hasty repeal of the duty on quinine greatly benefit the 
American consumer. If Americans pay all tariff duties, why are 
English free-traders so sublimely anxious for their repeal? 
> OUR FARMERS. 

The test of profitable farming is the state of the account at the end 
of the year. Under free trade the evidence multiplies that the English 
farmer comes to the end of the year with no surplus, often in debt, 
bare and discontented. Their laborers rarely know the luxury of 
meat, not over sixteen ounces per week,* and never expect to own a 
rood of the soil. 

But under the protective policy the American farmer holds and cul- 
tivates his own land, has a surplus at the end of the year for per- 
manent investments or improvements, and educates and brings up 
his sons and daughters with the advantages and comforts of good 
society. There are more American houses with carpets than in any 
other country of the world. I believe it will not be disputed that the 
down-trodden tillers of the soil in Great Britain are not well fed; that 
they are coarsely underclad, and that for lack of common-school cult- 
ure they would hardly be regarded as fit associates here for Ameri- 
cans who drive their teams afield, or for the young men who start in 
life as laborers upon farms. The claim that free trade is the true pol- 
icy ef the American farmer would seem to be, therefore, a very cour- 
ageous falsehood. 

It is an unfortunate tendency of the age that nearly one-half of the 
population of the globe is concentrated in cities, often badly governed, 
and sharply exposed to extravagance, pauperism, immorality, and all 
the crimes and vices which overtake mankind reared in hot-beds. I 
would neither undervalue the men of brilliant parts, nor blot out the 
material splendors of cities, but regret to see the rural districts de- 
pee for their unhealthy aggrandizement. Free trade builds up 
a few of these custom-house cities, where gain from foreign trade is 
the chief object sought, where mechanics, greater in numbers than any 
other class, often hang their heads, though Croesus rolls in Pactolian 
wealth, and Shylock wins his pound of flesh; but protection assembles 
artisans and skilled workmen in tidy villages and towns, details many 
squadrons of industry to other and distant localities, puts idle and 
playful waterfalls at work, opens, builds up, and illumines, as with 
an electric light, the whole interior of the country; and the farmer 
of Texas or of New England, of Iowa or of Wisconsin, is benefited by 
such re-enforcements of consumers, whether they are by his side or 
across the river, at Atlanta or South Bend, at Paterson or at Provi- 
dence. The farmers own and occupy more than nineteen-twentieths 
of our whole territory, and their interest is in harmony with the even- 
handed growth and prosperity of the whole country. 

There is not a State whose interests would not be jeopardized by 
free trade, and I should like to dwell upon the salient facts as to 
Missouri, Kansas, Indiana, Alabama, Illinois, and many other States, 
but I shall only refer toone. The State of Texas, surpassing empires 
in its vast domains, doubling its population within a decade, and ex- 
pending over twenty million dollars within a year in the construc- 
tion of additional railroads, with a promised expenditure within the 
next fifteen months of over twenty-seven millions more, has sent to 
market as raw material the past year 12,262,052 pounds of hides, 
20,671,639 pounds of wool, and 1,260,247 bales of cotton. Her mineral 
resources, though known to be immense, are as yet untouched. Her 
bullocks, in countless herds on their way to market, annually crowd 
and crop the prairies from Denver to Chicago. But now possessed of 
a liberal system of railroads, how long will the dashing spirit of the 
Lone Star State—where precious memories still survive of Austin, of 
Houston, of Rusk, and of Schleicher—be content to send off unmanu- 
factured her immense bulk of precious raw materials, which should 
be doubled in value at home, and by the same process largely multi- 
ply her population? With half as many in numbers now as had the 
original thirteen, and soon to pass our largest States, wanting in- 
definite quantities of future manufactures at home, Texas should also 
prepare to supply the spening trade with Mexico, in all of its magni- 
tude and variety, and far more worthy of ambition than in the golden 
days of Montezuma. 

No State can run and maintain railroads unless the way-stations,. 
active and growing settlements and towns, are numerous enough to 
offer a large, constant, and increasing support. The through busi- 
ness of long lines of railroads is of great importance to the termini, 
and gives the roads some prestige, but the prosperity and dividends 
mainly accrue from the local business of thrifty towns on the line of” 
the roads. It is these, especially manufacturing towns, which make 
freight both ways, to and from, that free trade must ever fail to do, 
and while through freights, owing to inevitable competition, pay little 
or no profit, the local reights sustain the roads, and are and must be 
the basis of their chief future value. Without this efficient local sup- 
port, cheap and rapid long transportation would be wholly imprae- 
ticable. 

The Southern States, in the production of cotton, have possibly 
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already reached the maximum quantity that can be cultivated with 
greatest profit, unless the demand of the world expands. A short 
crop now often brings producers a larger sum than a full crop. The 
amount of the surplus sent abroad determines the price of the whole 
crop. Production appears likely soon to outrun the demand. Texas 
alone has latent power to overstock the world. Is it not time, there- 
fore, to curtail the crop, or to stop any large increase of it, while sure 
to obtain as much or more for it, and to turn unfruitful capital and 
labor into other and more profitable channels of industry? The un- 
trodden fields, where capital and labor wait to be organized for the 
development of Southern manufactures and mining, offer unrivaled 
temptations to leaders among men in search of legitimate wealth. 

The same facts are almost equally applicable to general agriculture, 
but more particularly to the great grain-growing regions of the West. 
A great harvest frequently tends to render the labor of the whole 
year almost profitless, whenever foreign countries are blessed with 
comparatively an equal abundance. The export of corn last year in 
October was 8,535,067 bushels, valued at $4,604,840, but the export 
of only 4,974,661 bushels this year brings $3,605,813. An equal dif- 
ference appears in the increased value of exports of flour. A much 
larger share of crops must be consumed nearer home, if any sure and 
regular market is to be permanently secured. The foreign demand, 
fitful and uncertain as it is, rarely exceeds one-twentieth of even the 
present home requirements, and the losses from long transportation, 
incident to products of great bulk, can never be successfully avoided 
except by an adequate home demand. 

Farmers do not look for a market for grain among farmers, but 
solely among non-producing consumers, and these it is greatly to 
their interest to multiply rather than to diminish by forcing them 
to join in producing or doubling crops for which there may be an 
in sufficient demand. Every ship-load of wheat sent abroad tends 
to bring down foreign prices; and such far-off markets should be 
sought only when the surplus at home is excessive or when foreign 
prices are extraordinarily remunerative. 

* The wheat regions of the West, superb as they undoubtedly are, 
it is to be feared have too little staying character to be prodigally 
squandered, and their natural fertility noticeably vanishes in the 
rear unless retained by costly fertilizers almost as rapidly as new 
fields open in front. Some of the Middle States as well as the New 
England, though seeking fertilizers far and near, already look to the 
West for much of their corn and bread; and there is written all over 
Eastern fields, as Western visitors may read, the old epitaph, ‘‘ As we 
are now so you may be.” It will take time for this threatened deca- 
dence, but not long in the life of nations. The wheat crop runs away 
from the Atlantic coast to the Pacific, and sinks in other localities as 
it looms up in Minnesota, Nebraska, and Dakota. Six years of crop- 
ping in California, it is said, reduces the yield per acre nearly one- 
alf. 

There was in 1880 devoted to wheat culture over thirty-five million 
acres, or nearly double the acreage of 1875. In twenty-five years a 
hundred million people will more than overtake any present or pros- 
pective surplus, and we may yet need all of our present magnificent 
wheat-fields to give bread to our own people. Certainly we need 
not be in haste to slaughter and utterly exhaust the native fertility 
of our fields on the cheap terms now presented. 

England, with all her faults, is oe but unfortunately has not 
room to support her greatness, and must have cheap food and be 
able to offer better wages or part with great numbers of her people. 
I most sincerely hope her statesmen—and she is never without those 
of eminence—will prove equal to their great trust and to any crisis; 
but we cannot surrender the welfare of our Republic to any foreign 
empire. Free trade may or may not be England’s necessity. Cer- 
tainly it is not our necessity ; and it has not reached, and never will 
reach, the altitude of a science. An impost on corn there, it is clear, 
would now ree an exodus of her laboring population that would 
soon leave the banner of Victoria waving over a second-rate power. 

Among the nations of the world the high position of the United 
States wasnever more universally and cordially admitted. Ourrights 
are everywhere promptly conceded, and we ask nothing more. It is 
an age of industry, and we can only succeed by doing our best. Our 
citizens under a protective tariff are exceptionally prosperous and 
happy and not strangers to noble deeds nor to private virtues. A 
popular government based on universal suffrage will be best and 
most certainly perpetuated by the elevation of laboring men through 
the more liberal rewards of diversified employments, which give scope 
to all grades of genius and intelligence and tend to secure to posterity 
the blessings of universal education and the better hope of personal 
independence. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND. Before that motion is put—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. VooRHEEs in the chair.) The 
Senator from Vermont moves to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Finance. The order will be so made. 

Mr. GARLAND. On that motion I rise to be heard. I notified 
— en the other day when the Senator from Vermont introduced 

is bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
wish to speak on the motion to refer? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will not be made until he 
shall have been heard. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Atkansas desires to speak, I 
am ready to withdraw the motion to refer for the present. 

Mr. GARLAND. When the Senator from Vermont introduced the 

resent bill, and asked that it lie on the table, I also introduced one 
ooking to the same object ultimately, and asked that it be printed 
and lie upon the table, so that I could submit some remarks at the 
same time that he did upon his bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to my friend from Arkansas whether it 
would not be better to let this bill be referred to the committee, and 
to engage in the discussion on his bill, as I have made no reference 
to the particular point he wishes to discuss, I suppose, in the main. 

Mr. GARLAND. I prefer to keep this bill here, because it is on it 
particularly that I desire to speak. It is not so much upon the theo- 
retical question of the tariff that I wish to address the Senate as upon 
the two bills. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well; I yield. 

Mr. BECK. Ifthe Senator from Arkansas will allow me, I wish to 
suggest whether, in view of the elaborate speech just made, and which 
I suppose will appear in the RECORD to-morrow morning, he ought 
not to yield to a motion to adjourn. If so, I will make the motion. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will consent to that course, if it is agreeable to 
the Senate. 

Several SENATORS. 
journing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
aside for the time being. 

COINAGE AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer a resolution to be printed and laid on 
the table. I ask that it be read for the information of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the recommendations contained in the President's Message in 
favor of the repeal of the act authorizing the coinage of silver; the repeal of the 
act authorizing the issue of silver certificates, and the retirement of such certifi- 
cates from circulation, be, and they are hereby, referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [I ask that it be printed and laid upon the table, 
to be called up at a future day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
laid on the table, subject to the call of the Senator from Indiana. 

NEW YORK SENATORIAL ELECTION. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the memorials presented at the last ses- 
sion of the Senate in regard to the title to their seats of the two Sen- 
ators from the State of New York be taken from the files of the Senate 
and committed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LUCRETIA R. GARFIELD. 

Mr. FERRY. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it. 

Mr. FERRY. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. No. 127) granting the franking privi- 
lege to Lucretia R. Garfield, have instructed me to report it back with 
an amendment and to ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads was to strike out all after the word ‘‘all,” in the third 
line, and to insert: ; 

Mail matter carried by post to Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of the late James A. 
Garfield, or sent by her under her written autograph signature, be conveyed free 
of postage during her natural life. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of the 
bill. Is there any precedent for such legislation ? 

Mr. FERRY. There is a precedent in every case. Every widow 
of a preceding President has been provided for in that manner. The 
bill introduced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] was a copy 
of the billin the case of Mrs. Lincoln, of Mrs. Polk of Tennessee, 
Mrs. Harrison, Mrs. Tyler, and other widows of Presidents who have 
had similar privileges granted them. The committee have simply 
amended the bill to conform to the pron state of the law, setting 
aside the language used under the old law, and applying the present 
law to the case so that it will conform to the statutes, Ithink there 
can be no objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. The committee had the exact question before it asked 
by the Senator from Missouri, and it was ascertained that precisely 
like bills had been passed in favor of Mrs. Tyler, Mrs. Polk, and Mrs. 
Lincoln, and we thought they were eminently right and just, and we 
think this equally just, and therefore the bill comes from the com- 
mittee by a unanimous report. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ISAAC BASSETT’S SERVICE. 
Mr. BECK. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] having 


We want to do a little business before ad- 


This bill will be regarded as laid 
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the floor on the bill of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators, you will pardon me for 
going outside the rules in calling attention to the fact that the 5th 
of December, the day on which Congress convened, was the fiftieth 
anniversary of the day when Isaac Bassett, the much-esteemed Door- 
keeper of the Senate, became connected with this body. 

Half a century ago he entered our service as a page, through the 
influence of Daniel Webster. In all the mutations of parties no 
attempt was ever made to disturb him. Surely no higher tribute 
could be paid to his fidelity and his integrity than that he has been 
so long and so satisfactorily identified with the history of the Senate. 

I am sure the sentiment of all sides is cordially expressed when I 
wish him health and happiness in the name of the Senate of the 
United States. 

It is moved that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock and twenty min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 9, 1881. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
FREDERICK D, POWER. 5 
The Journal of Tuesday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SHOBER, its Acting Secretary, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 127) 
granting the frankiug privilege to Lucretia R. Garfield, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had adopted a res- 
olution, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, that 
a committee of six Senators be appointed on the part of the Senate, 
to join such committee as may be appointed on the part of the House, 
to consider and report by what token of respect and affection it may 
be proper for the Congress of the United States to express the deep 
sensibility of the nation to the event of the decease of the late Presi- 
dent, James A. Garfield, and that so much of the message of the 
President as relates to that melancholy event be referred to said com- 
mittee. 

The message further announced that Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. PENDLE- 
TON, Mr. Dawes, Mr. LapHaM, Mr. BAYARD, and Mr. MorGAn had 
been appointed as such committee on the part of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have a resolution which I desire 
to present for reference to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads when appointed. LIask that it be read. It is very brief. 

Mr. ROBESON. On Tuesday last, Mr. Speaker, I gave notice I 
should this morning move that the House when it adjourns to-day 
adjourn till Tuesday next; and I at the same time publicly agreed 
for this side of the House that there should be no business done to- 
day which in any way might seem to embarrass any members or 
might make their constituents think they ought to have staid and 
taken care of their interests. Now, I feel bound by that agreement, 
and I object, on that general understanding, to the introduction ot 
any resolution or the transaction of any business without unanimous 
consent. And while I am on my feet I propose to submit the motion 
that when this House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet next Tues- 
day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Submit that motion now. 

Mr. ROBESON. I shall before I sit down. I wish also to say I 
should like this understanding come to if it is agreeable to all the 
membersof this House: that as there are many members here who have 
their pockets full of bills which have been sent to them by their con- 
stituents and which they wish to clear off, I should like to have an 
understanding, if it is agreeable to everybody, that on next Tuesday 
the introduction of bills may be in order by general agreement the 
first thing after the reading of the Journal. I wish to know if that 
will be satisfactory all round. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I trust that suggestion of the gentleman from 
New Jersey will be agreed to by the House generally. 

Mr. ROBESON. I want to know if there is any objection to the 
proposition I have submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition to the 
House. The gentleman from New Jersey suggests that when the 
House shall again meet the day shall be devoted, as far as necessary, 
to the introduction of bills. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let it be understood that the 
day shall be the same as Monday usually is. 

Mr. ROBESON. So far as the introduction of bills and joint reso- 
lutions is concerned. 

The SPEAKER. That will be the understanding, if there be no 
objection. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. ROBESON. I desire now to make another suggestion, for 
which I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the question on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON, ] that when 
the House sluenens ‘to-day it be to meet on Tuesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBESON. It seems proper, since the action of the Senate, 
that something should be done in relation to the death of our late 
President. I understand that the member who represents that dis- 
trict desires to submit a resolution providing for the appointment of 
a select committee to which shall be referred, for auditing, all ques- 
tions concerning the expenses of his sickness, &c. If there is no 
objection I will yield to the gentleman to submit a resolution. 

. a HAZELTON. I object to it now; there will be time enough 
or that. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that one or two cem- 
mittees should be announced this morning. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I object to that. 

Mr. ROBESON. I understand that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLs] has been detained from the House by sickness, and has not yet 
been sworn in. I will withdraw my motion, so that he may be sworn 


in. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. My business would not take half 
a minute, and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] has 
already occupied six or seven minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is the resolution of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ROBINSON] so ephemeral that it will not keep until next Tues- 
day? 

ADDITIONAL MEMBER SWORN IN. 

Mr. Mitts, of Texas, then came forward, and was qualified by 

taking the modified oath. 


COMMITTEE ON MILEAGE. 


The SPEAKER announced the following as members of the Com- 
mittee on Mileage: A. Herr SmitH of Pennsylvania, THomas Ryan 
of Kansas, JOHN PAUL of Virginia, THomas R. Coss of Indiana, and 
JAMES A. MCKENzIE of Kentucky. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD, 


The SPEAKER also announced the following as members of the 
Select Committee on the Death of President Gartield : WILLIAM Mc- 
KINLEY, jr., of Ohio, RomuaLpo Pacueco of California, James B. 
BELFORD of Colorado, JoHN T. Wait of Connecticut, WILLIAM H. 
Forney of Alabama, POINDEXTER DuNN of Arkansas, Epwarp L. 
MARTIN of Delaware, RopERT H. M. DAvipson of Florida, ALEXAN- 
DER H. STEPHENS of Georgia, JOSEPH G. CANNON of Illinois, GODLOVE 
8S. OrtH of Indiana, JouHn A. Kasson of Iowa, JoHN A. ANDERSON 
of Kansas, JOHN G. CARLISLE of Kentucky, RANDALL L. GrBson of 
Louisiana, NELSON DINGLEY, jr., of Maine, RoBerT M. McLane of 
Maryland, BENJAMIN W. Harris of Massachusetts, ROSWELL G. Horr 
of Michigan, MarK H. DUNNELL of Minnesota, CHARLES E. HOOKER 
of Mississippi, NIcHOLAS ForpD of Missouri, E>warp K. VALENTINE 
of Nebraska, GEORGE W. Cassipy of Nevada, Josuvua G. HALL of 
New Hampshire, JoHuNn HILt of New Jersey, SAMUEL S. Cox of New 
York, Robert B. VANCE of North Carolina, M. C. GEorGE of Oregon, 
CHARLES O’NEILL of Pennsylvania, JONATHAN CHACE of Rhode 
Island, D. Wyatt AIKEN of South Carolina, A. H. PETTIBONE of Ten- 
nessee, ROGER Q. MILts of Texas, CHARLES H. JOYCE of Vermont, J. 
RANDOLPH TUCKER of Virginia, BENJAMIN WILSON of West Virginia, 
and CHARLES G. WILLIAMS of Wisconsin. 


EXPENDITURES LN CLERK’S OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following communications from the late Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; which were ordered to be seat and referred to the 
Committee on Accounts when appointed: 

A letter transmitting annual report of expenditures from July 1, 
1880, to June 30, 1881; and 

A letter transmitting report of expenditures from July 1, 1881, to 
December 5, 1881. 

PUBLIC PROPERTY IN POSSESSION OF CLERK. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the late Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting an inventory of property belonging to the United States 
in possession of the Clerk of the House on the 5th day of December, 
1881; which was ordered to be printed, and to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts when appointed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PHISTER, indefinitely, he having been called home by a tele- 
gram announcing the death of his father. 

To Mr. CARLISLE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. CHALMERS asked unanimous consent for leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the case of Lewis D. Allen against 
the United States. 

Mr. HASKELL. No adverse report, I suppose ? 

Mr. WILLITS. Subject to the rules. 














1881. 


The SPEAKER. The request for the withdrawal of papers will, 

under the rules, be referred to the proper committee when appointed. 
Mr. ROBESON. I now renew my motion that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at twelve o’clock and 

twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Tuesday next. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred to the committees 
therein named, when 7 as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of George Foster, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Ralph King, ex-consul to Bremen, for com- 
pensation for diplomatic services—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the war claim of Thomas Ayre—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of W. A. Robinson and others, of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, asking an appropriation of bronze cannon 
to erect a monument in Washington, District of Columbia, to the 
memory of General Garfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the Legislature of Michigan, asking 
the construction of a telegraph cable between Manistee Island and 
the mainland—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of T. Worthington, of 
Ohio, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CANNON: The petition of Hamilton Robb, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The 
bounty and back pay due 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of B. Kennon, for an appropriation to test a coun- 
terpoised battery—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of R. T. Bernard, for pay for services rendered as 
an officer in the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the war claim of B. F, Martin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of James M. Allison, for the restoration of his 
name on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jones C. Beene, late postmaster at South 
Pittsburgh, Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Asa Faulkner—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of L. Madison Day— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, favoring the printing in collected form of 
a large number of the consular reports made to and published by the 
Secretary of State—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, relative to tele- 
graphic communication between the Manitou Islands and the main- 
land—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Rufus Frost and other manufacturers and man- 
ufacturing associations, for the creation of a tariff commission—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of M. D. Harter and others, citizens 
of Mansfield, Ohio, against the adoption of the French metric system 
of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, the petition of J. Babst, A. M. Patterson, and 49 others, citi- 
zens of Crestline, Ohio, for the repeal of the tax on banks—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolutions of the Legislature of Missouri, favor- 
ing the establishment of an efficient Territorial government in the 
Indian Territory, and the opening of the public lands in said Territory 
tosettlement under the homestead and pre-emption laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, urging 
Congress to provide for a survey and preparation of sectional and 
schedule maps of the swamp and overflowed lands in Southeast Mis- 
ae and Northeastern Arkansas—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, relating 
to duty on salt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, urging 
the appropriation of $25,000 to improve Grand River, and reclaiming 
the swamp lands lying along said river—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, urging 
Congress to aid in the construction of a ship railway across the Isth- 
mus of Tehuantepec—to the Committee on Interoceanic Ship Canal. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, favor- 
ing the passage of an act giving pensions to the surviving soldiers 
of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, for such 
legislation as may be necessary to grant to the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco Railway Company the right of way for its railroad through 
the Choctaw Nation in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 


XII——5 


ae of Lucinda Bullington, for the 
er late husband—to the Committee on 
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Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, in rela- 
tion to the sale or giving away of leaf-tobacco, as affected by the reve- 
nue laws of the United States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of 61 citizens of the city of Hannibal, Missouri, 
for Congress to pass a law to regulate travel, traffic, and charges and 
rates on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of J. M. Mason, that the Court of Claims 
be given jurisdiction to determine the damages caused by an in- 
junction obtained by the United States—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of C. J. Lind and others, citi- 
zens of Hillsborough, Wisconsin, for legislation to regulate the inter- 
state commerce of railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McKENZIE : The petition of Captain Isaac Miller, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Christian County, Kentucky, for 
legislation to regulate commerce between the States, and to prevent 
unjust freight discriminations by railroad companies—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLS: Two petitions of citizens of Freestone and Leon 
Counties, Texas, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Falls County, Texas, against the 
adoption of the French metric system of weights and measures—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, that a cer- 
tain land claim be referred to the Committee on Claims for adjudica- 
tion—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth S. M. Finley, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William S. Hansell & Sons— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Margaret Dickson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: The petition of A. N. Dunn and 12 others, of Little- 
ton, New Hampshire, for the equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN 8. RICHARDSON: Two petitions of citizens of Dar- 
lington County, South Carolina, for legislation regulating the traffic 
and fares of the railroads of the country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of J. H: Mullen and 51 
others, citizens of Monongahela City, Pennsylvania, for the abolition 
of certain taxes on banks and bank-checks—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SKINNER: The petition of citizens of Jefferson County, 
New York, for the repeal of the tax on banks and bankers, and for 
the repeal of the check-stamp tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. C. P. 
Culver—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of citizens of Llano County, Texas, 
for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of V. S. M. Chap- 
man—to the Cominittee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of John Devlin, de- 
ceased—to the same committee. 

Also, a paper relating to the claim of R. L. McConnaughey—to the 
same committee. 

Also, a paper relating to the claim 6f Lieutenant-Colonel John A. 
Fagg—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route from 
Ball Creek to Ivy, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. c 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mark Hainey—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 






SENATE. 
MonpDAY, December 12, 1881. 


Wapr Hampton, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLtock, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting, in an- 
swer to a resolution of the Senate of the 17th of May last, a report 
of the Secretary of State, with accompanying papers, touching the 
Geneva convention for the relief of the wounded in war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in reply to Senate resolution of May 
10, 1881, lists showing the names of all officers, clerks, and other em- 
ployés borne upon the rolls of the Treasury Department, together 
with the grade and compensation of each, &c.; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with Senate resolution of May 17 
last, the report of Captain O. H. Ernest, Corps of Engineers, upon 
the survey of the — River between the mouth of Rainey Creek 
and Tuscumbia; which, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a copy of a communication from the Quarter- 
master-General of the Army, dated September 22, 1881, on the subject 
of the proposed new building for the Pension Office ; also, the draw- 
ings accompanying the same, and a copy of the report of the Quarter- 
master-General, dated April 19, 1881, upon the selection of a site for 
said building under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1881. _ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The commupication will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. Should it not go to the Com aittee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds? ua 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that similar communications the other day were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It will be recollected that the 
Committee on Appropriations recommended an appropriation for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building for the Pension 
Office, and it was supposed that it was passed into an act in sufficient 
form, but by the wording of the clause it was held that the money 
could only be applied to the purchase of a site and did not include 
the erection of a building. Therefore, this communication should 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, as they have here- 
tofore had the subject under consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I merely desired to call attention to the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, calling attention to the fact 
that the Legislature of New Mexico had adjourned without having 
districted the Territory in accordance with the provisions of the act 
of June 30, 1879; which, on motion of Mr. GARLAND, was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, inclosing a draft of a bill providing for the reappropriation 
of the sum of $350,000 from the amount covered into the Treasury of 
the United States by the Indian Office during the fiscal years 1879, 
1880, and 1881; which, en motion of Mr. ALLISON, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, in favor of an adequate ap- 
propriation by Congress to secure the improvement of the navigation 
of the Mississippi River from Saint Anthony Falls to New Orleans; 
which will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to go to the standing Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the reference suggested by the Chair is 
right, and the memorial should be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It should go to the Committee on the Missis- 
sippi River and its Tributaries, and I move that it be so referred. I 
think that is the appropriate committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask that the memorial be read so that we may 
know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is a special committee on 
the subject of the improvement of the Mississippi River, then it 
would seem as if the memorial should go there unless the Senate 
orders otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is such a committee, a regular committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Minnesota wishes to have the 
memorial read. Let us hear it. It is the memorial of a State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, would respectfully 

a as follows: 
hat the rapid growth and development of the Mississippi Valley has forced 
upon the thought of the country at large the question of cheap transportation. 

That experience has taught us the fact that ouly by water-routes can this grave 
question solved so that the farmer, manufacturer, and merchant may at all 
times be assured of a fair profit on their labor, industries, and investments. 

That the necessity of improving the navigable streams of this great valley, and 
the correlative duty of all the States and Territorial Legislatures, as well as that 
of the General Government, to render material aid, in order to complete, at the ear- 
liest moment possible, the improvements already contemplated, is shown from the 
fact that withiu the area of States and Territories drained by the Mississippi and 
its navigable tributaries is produced 90 per cent. of the corn, 73 per cent. of the 
wheat, 83 per cent. of the oats, 64 per cent. of the tobacco, 77 per cent. of the cotton, 
and 66 per cent. of the value of the live-stock of the whole country. In addition to 
this vast supply of food and textile products, its superabundant mineral deposits, 
lumber, and other articles of commerce mark it as the grand seat of manufacturing 
industries and the unquestioned source of American production and national rev- 
enue. 

That this region has furnished to the markets of the world products that have 
changed the balances of trade in our favor, and made us the creditor instead of the 
debtor nation. 

That Minnesota stands at the head of the principal river, and is one of the largest 
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food-exporting States in the Union, and as such is entitled to all the benefits 
derived from cheap transportation. 

That the question of ees. safety, and expedition has been fully solved 
and set at rest forever by shipments atreadt made from this city under the most 
unfavorable circumstances, proving conclusively that grain can be transported by 
barge to New Orleans, thence by ocean tonnage to any port in the Old World, not 
only ce ae safety, but more expeditiously and at less than one-half the usual 
cost by rail. 

Therefore, your memorialists respectfully pray your honorable body to appro- 
priate an adequate amount of money, to be expended by and under the direction of 
the proper department of the Government, to secure the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi River from Saint Anthony Falls to New Orleans, in accord- 
ance with the action of the river improvement convention that assembled in the 
city of Saint Paul, Minnesota, October 11, 1887. 

Resolved by the senate of the State of Minnesota, the house of representatives con- 
curring, That the secretary of State is hereby requested to transmit a copy of this 
memorial to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, and a copy to 
the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Approved November 17, 1881. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the original, 
on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, and of the 
whole of the same. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this 3d day of December, A. D. 

881. 


FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair, a com- 
mittee having been raised to take charge of the special subject of the 
improvement of the Mississippi River, the memorial relating to that 
subject should be referred to that committee, and it is so referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Charles Follett and others, 
citizens of Newark, Ohio, praying for legislation regulating freights 
on railroads and preventing unjust discriminations by common car- 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of William M. Field and 
others, officers of the Rutland Savings Bank, of Rutland, Vermont, 
praying an abatement or abolition of the present tax on bank checks, 
&c.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Thomas Walsh and a 
large number of other citizens of the United Statesresiding and doing 
business in the Empire of Japan, praying that Congress will provide 
further regulations and securities by some law for the protection of 
the rights of American citizens in that empire, particularly as be- 
tween themselves. They set forth that the only existing law now 
that governs their relations between themselves is an act of Con- 
gress which applies the common law, and equity and admiralty law ; 
and they point out in this interesting petition, supported by a variety 
of facts and statistics and an accompanying paper, how inadequate 
the present provision is for the security and amicable transaction of 
susiness, &c., in this quite considerable American colony located in 
tae Empire of Japan. I commend this petition and the accompanying 
paper to the careful consideration of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to which I move that they be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Julia E. Revere, widow of 
William H. Revere, late colonel of the One hundred and seventh 
Regiment United Statés Colored Troops, praying for an increase of 
pension ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Michigan, favoring a bill for the restriction and regulation of charges 
for storage and transportation ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present the petition of Charles G. Bloomer and 
numerous other citizens of Pawtuxet, Rhode Island, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at that port. In 
moving the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce I 
desire to call their attention to it. I feel a peculiar interest in this 
pleasant village, where I passed some of the happiest years of my life. 
It formerly enjoyed a considerable coastwise and West Indian com- 
merce, and has now a capital of nearly two hundred thousand dollars 
invested in fisheries, but owing to the débris brought down by the 
Pawtuxet River the harbor has become so shallow that vessels cannot 
enter it. I think while we are making appropriations so lavishly for 
the great ports and the great water-ways of the country we ought not 
to neglect the smaller ones whose commerce has been destroyed and 
can be restored at a moderate expense. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of F. N. Poole, Thomas W. 
Bonsall, and Hugh Kuhl, mates in the United States Navy, in behalf 
of the forty-one mates of the Navy, praying to be placed on the same 
standing in the service as the warrant officers, so far as the benefits 
of the longevity pay and the retired list are concerned ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of George E. Cheney and 
150 others, citizens of Nebraska, praying for the repeal of the law re- 
quiring bank checks and drafts to be stamped; also for the repeal of 
the law taxing banks and bankers on deposits; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


[SEAL. ] 
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Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of William B. Whiting, pray- 
ing to be allowed back pay as an officer of the Navy; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a petition of citizens of 
Hillsborough, Vernon County, Wisconsin, praying the passage of an 
act prohibiting unjust discriminations by railroad corporations ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of William Roberts, of Fort Apache, 
Arizona Territory, praying remuneration for losses sustained by him 
on account of depredations committed by Indians in Apache County, 
Arizona Territory ; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented resolutions of the New Orleans Chamber 
of Commerce, in favor of legislation providing political and commer- 
cial facilities for organizing a free and reciprocal intercourse between 
the United States and the states and colonies of the continent south 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of David Florence and 
others, citizens of Sylvan Dell, Kentucky, praying Congress to re- 
strain by law the extortions and discriminations of the railroad com- 
panies of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, in 
regard to the claim of Dr. J. M. Best; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Rear- 
Admiral John L. Worden, in behalf of the officers and crew of the 
United States steamer Monitor, praying for a grant in the nature of 
prize-money for damage done to the Merrimac; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of G. H. Scott, rear-admiral, retired, 
and others, officers and sailors who served in the war with Mexico, 
praying for the passage of a joint resolution declaring the true intent 
and meaning of the act of March 3, 1855, relating to bounty-land war- 
rants; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, in 
favor of securing telegraphic communication between the light-house 
and life-saving stations on the Manitou Islands in Lake Michigan 
and the mainland; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Rolla, Phelps 
County, Missouri; a petition of 349 citizens of Holden, Johnson County, 
Missouri; a petition of citizens of Pulaski County, Missouri; a petition 
of citizens of Lawrence County, Missouri; and a petition of citizens 
of Randolph County, Missouri, praying for legislation prohibiting un- 
just freight discriminations by railroads; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of G. W. McLeod and others, 
citizens of Darlington County, South Carolina, praying for the pas- 
sage of an act prohibiting unjust discriminations by railroad compa- 
nies; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present the petition of S. W. Alexander and others, 
of Coperas Cove, Texas, praying for the passage of an act prohibit- 
ing unjust discriminations by railroad companies; and I will say that 
were it not that other petitions of like character have been referred to 
the Committee on Commerce I should ask that this be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary as the proper committee; but as the others 
have taken that direction, I move that this also be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of J. L. Bradford and others, citi- 
zens of Pendleton County, Kentucky, praying for such legislation as 
will regulate freights on railroads and prevent unjust discriminations 
by common carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of a large number of citizens of 
the State of Texas, praying for legislation to prevent unjust discrimi- 
nation in carrying freights by railroads; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. . 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, 
praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad transporta- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BROWN. A few days since I had the honor to introduce a bill 
to refund to the State of Georgia certain amounts of money that had | do it. 
been paid by her in the defense of her borders against the Indians The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions having been referred 
prior to the year 1818. I now have the muster-rolls and other papers | to the Committee on Commerce, the Senate can give other direction 
pertaining to the case, which I move be referred with the bill to the | to the matter hereafter if it desires, 

Committee on Claims. Mr. CONGER presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
The motion was agreed to. (30 Michigan, in favor of the establishment of telegraphic communica- 
Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of the mayor and several | tion between the Manitou Islands in Lake Michigan and the main- 

hundred citizens of Little Rock, Arkansas, pueem an appropria- | land to connect the light-house and life-saving stations with the 

tion to improve the navigation of the Arkansas River; which was | mainland; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of the mayor and six hundred citizens 
of Eureka, Arkansas, praying for an appropriation by Congress for the 
erection of a hospital at that place; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented the petition of A. 8. Harrell and others, 
of Lydia, South Carolina, praying for the passage of an act prohibiting 












unjust discriminations by railroad companies ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. : 

He also presented the petition of R. C. Fraser and others, citizens of 
South Carolina, praying for the repeal of taxes on banking business; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of S. Fitzgerald and others, citizens 
of Franklin County, Missouri ; the petition of Charles Davis and others, 
citizens of Missouri; the petition of Joseph Boucher and others, citizens 
of Kansas and Missouri; and the petition of T. H. Ballew and others, 
citizens of Missouri, praying for the passage of an act prohibiting un- 
just discrimination by railroad companies; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of G. F, King and others, citizens 
of Jena Catahoula Parish, Louisiana, praying for the passage of an act 
prohibiting unjust discriminations by railroad companies; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of J. A. Milliken and others, citi- 
zens of Maine, praying that a pension be granted to Robert L. Willy ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of P. M. Additon and others, of Maine, 
praying for the passage of an act prohibiting unjust discrimination 
by railroad companies; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ; : 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of B. F. Cobb and others, citizens 
of Maine, praying for the passage of an act providing for the Govern- 
ment control of railroad transportation ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Levi H. Reed and others, citizens 
of Maine, praying for the passage of an act providing for the Gov- 
ernment control of railroad transportation ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Maine, in favor of an increase of life-saving stations and an increase 
of the pay of employés; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of John J. Coffey and Burge 
Rawle Lewis, employés in the tonsul-general’s office at Shanghai, 
China, praying reimbursement for losses sustained by them in attend- 
ing and giving evidence before a committee of the House of Represent- 
atives sitting in Washington; which was referred to the Committee: 
on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Bennett and 100 others, citi- 
zens of Coos and Curry Counties, Oregon, praying for an appropria- 
tion by Congress for continuing the improvements at the mouth of 
Coquille River; which was referred to the Committee on Commeree- 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of Charles Searing and others? 
citizens of Laporte City, Iowa, and a petition of Frank Larrabee and 
others, citizens of McGregor, Iowa, praying for the removal of unne- 
cessary taxes imposed on national banks and other banking corpora- 
tions; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of H. J. Smith and others, 
citizens of Cameron County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of 
an act to compel railroads to perform their duties as common carriers, 
&c.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of George V. Manning and 150 
others, citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of an act of Congress to compel railroads to perform their 
duties as common carriers upon public highways, and forbidding 
extortion and discrimination by them; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to call attention to a petition just pre- 
sented. Iam admonished by some of the members of the Committee 
on Railroads, of which I happen to be chairman, that petitions of 
this kind ought to be referred to that committee. I allude to a peti- 
tion praying for an act of Congress to compel railroads to perform 
their duties, but in the routine of business a few moments ago it and 
other like petitions were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
I simply make the point, as it was suggested to me, and it was 
thought I ought to doit. If we have a Committee on Railroads, it 
seems to me that such petitions should be referred to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Similar petitions have gone to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Thatistrue. Two or three escaped my attention, 
and I did not make the point until I was admonished that I ought to 






























































































































































































































BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 351)-to provide for defraying the extraor- 
dinary liabilities and expenses incurred in consequence of the assault 
upon the late President of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 















68 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 352) to provide for a second circuit judge for the 
second judicial circuit of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
aluce a bill (S. No. 353) to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 354) for the relief of Mrs. Caroline Mott, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of Danford Mott; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 355) for the relief of Ella Carroll, formerly Ella 
Long; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

6 also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 356) for the relief of the widow of George W. 
Flood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 357) granting a pension to Horace 8. Spear; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave to introduce a bill ‘‘by request,” as 
the phrase is; which I think is a very bad practice but I follow it. 
It is a bill for the relief of Edward Bellows, a late naval officer. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 358) for the relief of Edward Bellows; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 359) providing for the increase of facilities 
for the just adjudication of pension claims; which was read twice 
iby its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
«obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 360) to provide for a scien- 
.tifie exploration of the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by 
-its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
‘to introduce a bill (8S. No. 361) for a public building at Frankfort, 

Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FARLEY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill(S. No. 362) to provide for the appoint- 
ment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sustained by the 
people of the Territory of Arizona by reason of Indian depredations; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 363) to provide for the en- 
largement of the Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Big Tree Grove grants; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 364) for the relief of Richard 
L. Rotchford ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 365) for reviving and continuing the 
court of commissioners of Alabamaclaims, and authorizing the adju- 
dication and payment of certain other claims upon the fund created 
by section 15 of chapter 459 of the laws of the Forty-third Congress ;. 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 366) re-establishing the court of 
commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the 
unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 367) to release the 
Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company from certain taxes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 368) to grant arrears of pension to the widow of 
Peter W. Farley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 369) for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
United States steamer Monitor who participated in the action with 
the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 1862; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 370) for the relief of John Spicer ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 371) for the relief of the United States Regulation 
Fire-Arms Company; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 372) granting an additional pension to Sarah H. 
Bradford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
“— ee referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 373) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 374) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William Hull; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 375) for the relief of William G. Budlong; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 376) to amend section 2763 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 377) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 8. W. Har- 
ris; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 378) to enable national banking associations 
to extend their corporate existence; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 379) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue an American register to the steam-barge Tecumseh; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 380) granting a pension to John B. Stone; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 381) for the relief of the mates in the Uni- 
ted States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 382) to enable the vestry of the parish of the Ascen- 
sion to sell and in fee-simple to convey the land in square 375, in the 
city of Washington, conveyed to said vestry; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 383) to amend section 4458 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to license fees of officers of 
steam-vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 384) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the town of East Greenwich, in the State of Rhode Island; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 385) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, 
of Westport, Nova Scotia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 386) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 387) directing the Secretary of War to de- 
liver to the Society of the Army of the Cumberland condemned can- 
non to aid in the erection of a statue or monument to James Abram 
Garfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 388) to amend an act granting a pension 
to Elizabeth D. Stone, approved May 14, 1878; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 389) for the relief of Austin Jayne 
and John K. Mathews; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimouns consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 390) to amend section 3362 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 391) referring the claim of George E. Payne to the 
Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. JONAS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 392) for the relief of the heirs 
of Maurice Grivot; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 393) to establish a municipal code for the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill is just as it was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia at the last session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress. The usual number was then printed. It is very 
voluminous, comprising three hundred and thirty-odd pages. I there- 
fore ask for an order that it be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia without printing. While it contains many pro- 
visions that do not meet my approbation, I am anxious that the 
bill should get before the committee at an early day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire whether this bill as now 
introduced is in the form in which it was acted upon by the Senate, 
or is it merely in the form in which it was reported before the Senate 
proceeded to consider it and make some amendments ? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is in the latter form. The Senate took no action 
with the bill as reported by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
there are still in the document room sufficient copies for Senators to 
obtain them in order to examine the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. There are seventy-five copies in the documentroom. 
I have investigated the matter; and therefore I ask for an order that 
the bill, as it is very voluminous, shall not be printed at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia without printing. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 394) to establish an educational fund, and 
apply a —- of the proceeds of the public lands to public educa- 
tion, and to provide for the more complete endowment and support 
of national colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial 
education; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 395) for the relief of Mary O’Connor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 396) for the relief of the heirs of Robert Chisolm; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 397) making appropriation for continuing improve- 
ments in Charleston harbor; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BECK (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 398) for the relief of Isaiah Walker; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 399) granting the right of way 
over the public lands in Alabama and to grant lands to said State in 
aid of the Gulf and Chicago Air Line Railway Company, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a hill (8. No. 400) authorizing full pay to Lieutenant Fred- 
erick Schwatka, United States Army, while on leave to serve in 
command of the Franklin search expedition in the Arctic; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 401) to pay for the survey of certain public lands 
in Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

“He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 402) granting a pension to James Coffey, of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 403) to repeal certain laws 
relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. A similar bill was introduced by 
myself, and passed by the Senate, at the last session of Congress. I 
will state to Senators that, as many of them are aware, there are 
from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 appropriated, other than for intereston 
the public debt, that are annually used by the different Departments 
for various purposes, upon which Congress does not pass. The bill 
is intended to repeal all laws under which such appropriations are 
made, except a few, such as interest on the public debt and that 
relating to the Smithsonian Institution, the Soldiers’ Home, and one 
or two other matters. As I said, a similar bill passed the Senate at 
the last session of Congress, but it failed in the other House. Imove 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, with 
the report that accompanies it. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
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introduce a bill (S. No. 404) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Robert J. Baugness, deceased ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 405) for an appropriation to deepen the channel 
over the bar of the harbor of Galveston, Texas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 406) to provide for the sale of certain portions of” 
the Fort Leavenworth military reservation ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to: 
introduce a bill (S. No. 407) for the relief of William H. Manning; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 408) to confirm a certain land claim in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8S. No. 409) for the relief of John A. Hart; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 410) for the relief of S. D. Houston; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 411) granting a pension to John B. Tibbetts ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 412) for the relief of J oab Spencer and James R. 
Mead; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 413) authorizing the President to prescribe suita- 
ble police regulations for the government of the various Indian reser- 
vations, and to provide for the punishment of the crimes of murder, 
manslaughter, arson, rape, burglary, and robbery upon the various 
Indian reservations; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LAMAR (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 414) in relation to passed 
assistant surgeons in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 415) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen; which was. 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 416) for the relief of Eugene Wells; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 417) for the relief of Alexander Swift & 
Co., partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desiré to move an amendment which 
Lintend at the proper time to propose to the Indian appropriation bill ; 
and in connection with it I ask unanimous consent, without previ- 
ous notice, to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to mtroduce a bill (8. No. 
418) to provide for the education of Indian children ; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill and the proposed amendment be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and pending that 

motion I ask that they will lie on the table. I desire to take them up 
hereafter and offer some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has had its first reading, 
and will be laid on the table, subject to be called up at the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Pending the motion to refer to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 419) to provide a free bridge across the 
Potomac River at Georgetown, District of Columbia ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair,) asked and, by 
unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 420) to. 
establish a court of appeals; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 421) for the relief of James Vance, or his legal 
representatives, and the legal representatives of William Vance; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 422) for the relief of George W. Maher; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 















70 


Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce abill (S. No. 423) for the relief of Samson Goliah; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with papers on file in the case, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 424) granting a pension to William N. Pickerill; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 425) for the relief of George W. Spates, of 
Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution (8S. R. No.6) author- 
izing Lieutenant-Commander Charles Dwight Sigsbee, United States 
Navy, to accept a decoration from the Emperor of Germany; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 7) declaring the true intent and 
meaning of the act of March 3, 1855, in its application to the claims 
of the officers and sailors of the United States sloop Marion and the 
United States frigate United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 8) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to exchange the breech-loading rifles of the National Guard of 
Pennsylvania to the caliber 45 model; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 9) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to grant the temporary use of the United States barracks at 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, to the State Institution for the Blind; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 10) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of money ex- 
pended and indebtedness assumed by the State of Oregon in repel- 
ling invasions, suppressing insurrection and Indian hostilities, enfore- 
ing the laws, and protecting the public property ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 11) for the relief of the widow 
and children of John W. Judson, agent of the United States at Oswego, 
New York, for public works on Lake Ontario; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (8S. R. No. 12) granting one month’s pay 
to certain employés of the Senate ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN 

On motion of Mr. FERRY, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of James Witherell, Ross Wilkins, and 
Solomon Sibley be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Joseph R. Shannon, of Louisiana, be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the following order, and 
I ask that the reference of the bill to which it refers, being Senate 
bill No. 304, be changed from the Committee on Claims to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims: 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Lambert Wickes be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reference of the bill will be 
changed and the order made subject to the rule. 

MODIFICATION OF CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. PUGH submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, if not 
incompatible with the public interest, the instructions sent to our minister in Lon- 
don in regard to the modification of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. PUGH. The resolution relates to a matter of great interna- 
tional importance, and I presume the Senate would like to have the 
information it seeks to obtain from the President. If there is no 
objection, I should like to have immediate action upon the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itshould read, ‘if in his opinion not incompati- 
ble with the public interest.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consent to that modification? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir; I have no objection to that change. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN ALASKA. 
Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed to inquire as to the 
expediency of organizing a civil government in Alaska, and to report a bill for that 
purpose. 


AND REFERRED. 


Will the Senator from Alabama 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the resolution had better go over, as it 
is an instruction to the committee to report a bill establishing a gov- 
ernment, which seems to foreclose the question. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the resolution going over if the 
Senator from Vermont desires it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator from Florida any objection to 
turning it merely into an instruction to the committee to inquire 
into the expediency of passing such a bill, with authority to report 
by bill? 

Mr. CALL. 
from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be modified as 
suggested by the Senator from Vermont. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

r.CALL. Before the resolution is put on its passage I merely 
desire to say that I am in possession of a letter from a former citizen 
of Florida, and now a resident of Alaska, asking me to introduce some 
proposition of this character for the consideration of the Senate. I 
desire to have the Secretary read the letter, in order that it may go 
forthtothe country. Before the letter isread I will state that I know 
of no authority under the Constitution and laws of the United States 
by which any citizen can be denied the right of civil government 
and the protection of his person and property under the laws as ad- 
ministered by the civil tribunals of the country. I ask that the letter 
may be now read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

HARRISBURGH, ALASKA, November 4, 1881. 

Deak Sm: ‘I gave Colonel M. D. Ball a very hurried letter of introduction to you 
just as he was leaving for Washington, where he goes as a delegate from the peo- 
ple of Alaska, to ask Congress to do something for this much-neglected part of the 
country. Colonel Ball goes to Washington very strongly indorsed by the people, 
who met in numbers and are fully in earnest. It is no political or factional move- 
ment, but the popular will of the people of Southeastern Alaska, who for the past 
fourteen years have been subjects but not citizens of the United States. ey 
have been without any representation through which they could have their desires 
made known or their wrongs redressed. For ten years the strong arm of the 
mitary ruled the people. Then they were turned loose without any law to govern 
them ; and the Indians proving hostile, an armed vessel of the Navy was sent up 
to protect the whites. As soon as the discoveries of gold were made all that could 
tried to secure a share of it, and the Navy, being the best equipped, secured a large 
share of it. Early in this year a dispate arose ‘between the naval commander and 
a miner about a placer-claim, and the naval commander at once proclaimed military 
law as the only law that would be recognized, and at once sent a force of marines 
and sailors to garrison the place. All this on American soil. 

The discoveries here are only in their infancy, and I feel some will prove of great 
value, and Alaska is going to be the great mineral producing country of the world 
when once developed ; but if it is to be ruled by the arbitrary will of a military or 
naval commander, vacillating as may suit his own interests, development must be 
very slow. It takes capital to develop quartz, and capital must be protected. Sev- 
eral companies in San Francisco have secured interests here, but are afraid to in- 
vest much unless Congress gives them the protection of civil law. 

This part of Alaska is not that cold and barren country that most people sup- 
pose, but it has a climate in which men can work out of doors nearly all the time. 
The placer-miners are still at work, although most of the claims are well up in the 
mountains at a height of 1,000 to 1,500 feet. 

Colonel Ball will present a bill to Congress for a civil government for this coun- 
try, and also ask to be received on the floor of the House as Delegate. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your humble servant, ; 
THOS. A. WILLSON. 


I accept the modification suggested by the Senator 


Hon. WILKINSON CALL, United States Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida, as modified by him. 
| The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

COMMON-SCHOOL EDUCATION. 
Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution ; which was consid- 
| ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be instructed to inquire 
into the condition of common-school education in the United States and report 
thereon, and what measures, in the opinion of the committee, the Congress can law- 
fully and properly enact in aid of such education. , 

NEW YORK SENATORIAL ELECTION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the morning hour will be considered as closed. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have not heard “reports of committees’ 
called for yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs pardon. 
any reports from committees they will be received. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I am instructed by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to report back to the Senate certain memorials 
from members of the Legislature of New York affecting the right of 
the present Senators from that State to occupy seats in this Chamber, 
and to ask that the memorials lie on the table and the committee be 
discharged from their further consideration. 

In deference to the memorialists, and at the special request of some 
of them, it is proper that I should state briefly and generally the rea- 
sons which authorize this conclusion. 

The memorials set forth five reasons as grounds why these gentle- 
men should not be allowed to sit here. The first alleges that the Leg- 
islature did not proceed in separate bodies to vote upon the question 
until the third Tuesday after notice of the vacancy was communicated 
by the governor. The facts are such as to create some controversy 
as to whether they did proceed on the second Tuesday or the third 
Tuesday after the notice; but, in any view, the committee are unan- 
imously of-the opinion that the Legislature was not deprived of its 
constitutional right to elect Senators to this body. 

The second allegation is that at one of the joint sessions of the 


, 





If there be 





1881. 


General Assembly a quorum of the State senators was not present. 
It is not alleged that there was not a quorum present of each body on 
the days the respective elections took place, but it is alleged or claimed 
that under the act of 1866 the failure of either body to be present with 
@ quorum on any day ne the Legislature of the right to elect. 
The committee differ with the memorialists in that view. We think 
that one body of the Legislature could not deprive the Legislature of 
the right to elect by such absence, if unquestionably on the day of 
election a quorum of each body of the Legislature was present and 
voting. We think the reason alleged in this ground is not sufficient 
to invalidate the election. 

The third und alleged is that there was not a majority of the 
whole Legicleaure actually voting for the members chosen. In our 
opinion that is not necessary. There was a quorum of each house 
present in the joint assembly ; there was a majority of that quorum 
actually voting for the members chosen. In our opinion that was a 
valid election. 

It is alleged specifically in the memorial that the Stockton case is 
a precedent to the contrary. On examination it will be found that 
the Stockton case is not a precedent to the contrary. Mr. Stockton, 
of New Jersey, in the celebrated case so well known, was chosen, 
not by a majority, but he was chosen by a plurality vote, the Legis- 
lature in joint session having declared before the election that a 
plurality should elect. The Senators now occupying the seats in 
question, from New York, were not chosen by a plurality vote; they 
were each chosen by a majority, a quorum of each body being pres- 
ent, and a majority of the joint assembly voting. I will state that 
if the cases from New York were like the case from New Jersey, I do 
not think at this day any gentleman would regard the Stockton case 
as a precedent. Unquestionably the body that elects has a right to 
prescribe that a plurality may elect, and I think the report made by 
Senator Trumbull on that occasion is not only correct, but conclusive 
of the law of the case. The committee, therefore, are of the opinion 
that that ground is not sufficient to invalidate the election. 

The fourth ground relates to Hon. W. MILLER, and alleges that he 
is guilty of certain conduct in violation of section 1781 and section 
1782 of the Revised Statutes which disqualify a member from holding 
any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States Govern- 
ment. It is sufficient to say that the Senator from New York has 
never been convicted of a violation of those sections of the Revised 
Statues, and a simple inspection of the sections shows that it is con- 
viction that disqualifies, and not allegations by outsiders or third 
persons who do not prosecute. Therefore the committee overrule that 
ground, and think it insufficient, conceding the facts alleged to be 
true for argument; we do not know anything about them. 

The last ground is one of fact. Before I have alluded to what are 
called legal grounds or allegations that by legal operation the election 
isvoid. The last ground alleges that there were rumors of bribery in 
procuring the election of these gentlemen. The allegation of mere 
rumors of bribery is not sufficient, unaccompanied with evidence, to 
require investigation at the hands of the Senate or of its committees. 
It is alleged in this memorial that one State senator of New York is 
under indictment in that State for offering a bribe to a member of the 
house to vote in the Senatorial election. It is due to the Senators 
holding the seats that the committee should say that that indictment 
is not for a bribe offered to vote for either one of the present Senators. 
It is due also to state that while we find by reports that have been 
sent to us and investigations had that there were a great man 
scandals in connection with the Senatorial election in New Yor 
during the late session of the Legislature, most of these scandals 
occurred before the two gentlemen now holding seats became even 
candidates before that body. 

Therefore, sir, the committee, without going further into details, 
hold that the respective grounds alleged and all of them together are 
not sufficient to authorize further investigation, and do not make a 
case invalidating the election of the Senators from New York. We 
believe from all that is before us that the elections were valid and 
ought to be so declared. We ask, therefore, that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. GARLAND. Under the fiftieth rule all reports of committees 
go over for future consideration one day. Iwant this report to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will lie over until to- 
morrow ; and the unfinished business will be taken up. 


TARIFF COMMISSION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal revenue 
laws. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, there are two bills now upon your 
table for the purpose of raising a commission to inquire into the subject- 
matter of the tariff and to report the result of its investigations, with 
such suggestions as it may see proper to make, to Congress at some 
future day. One of these bills was introduced by the Senator from 
Vermont [ Mr. MorRILL] and the other by myself. These bills are not 
strangers to the majority of the Senate as now constituted, for substan- 
tially and almost verbally they were before the Senate in conflict in 
May, 1880. The bill that I have introduced was originally introduced 
in the Senate as early as May 17, 1878, referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and reported back by the committee with the recommenda- 
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tion that it lie on the table and a substitute known in the history 
of the country as the Eaton bill take its place. The Eaton bill is 
the bill now introduced by the Senator from Vermont. In the spring 
of 1880, when these bills were before the Senate for consideration, 
after considerable debate the Eaton bill, or substantially the Eaton 
bill, was passed by a small majority of one or possibly not more than 
two, but the subject-matter failed to receive attention in the House 
of Representatives, and no action was taken there, so that we stand 
to-day where we did then, only with the necessity more pressing and 
more exacting upon us for some legislation of this sort than existed 
at that time. It was conceded then unanimously by the Senate that 
some legislation of the kind was needed, and I believe it isconceded 
now. In fact the Senator from Vermont admitted it and gave gen- 
eral reason why it should be had. 

Confusion has occurred since that time in the administration of the 
tariff laws. Decisions have been made by the Departments, decis- 
ions have been made by the Supreme Court, some of which I shall 
refer to in the course of my remarks, which show that there is worse 
than confusion in this subject-matter, and that it needs to be brought 
before Congress for their hand of revision. Its schedules, its terms 
of law, the codification of the laws, the digest of the laws, and the 
decisions thereupon, together with the importance of the subject-mat- 
ter of the revenue itself—all these conduce to show, outside of the 
reasons formerly adduced, the necessity of some action of this sort. 

The difference between the bill of the Senator from Vermont and 
the one that I have introduced is not very great, and I will undertake 
to explain it to the Senate before the close of my remarks. 

{ shall not to-day undertake to go into the minutiz or to enter into 
the discussion of what I might call the abracadabra of the tariff 
question. I would not undertake, if I differed in everything with 
the Senator from Vermont in the speech he made the other day, to 
answer him; but inasmuch as he has placed before the country his 
views in reference to the tariff question, it is probably expected of me, 
and I think it is proper, that I should give my views in general as to 
the power to impose a tariff and the exercise of that power under the 
Constitution for the benefit of the country. 

To lay and collect taxes, imposts, and excises (article 1, section 8, 
clause 1 of the Constitution) is one of the express grants of power 
to Congress, and without it the Government created by the Consti- 
tution could not be carried on. Duties, imposts, and excises are to 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

In order to guard against abuse of this power, the Constitution 
gives the House of Representatives the sole authority to originate 
“bills for raising revenue,” (article 1, section 7, clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution.) Tariff bills originate in the House, because they are bills 
to raise revenue, and the makers of the Constitution believed in 
thus conferring this power that the immediate representatives of the 
people would not exact more than would be necessary for a strict 
and economical administration. 

Now, Mr. President, suppose, for example, we take the protective 
feature of the speech made by the Senator from Vermont the other 
day, and say that is the doctrine we wish to accept and indorse; we 
will strip it now of the revenue feature under the Constitution; 
we will strip it of all that pertainsto raising and collecting revenue 
to pay the public debt, &c.: how woyld a bill of that sort read? “A 
bill to protect the industry” or “‘the manufactures of the United 
States?” Outside of howit would read, where would you introduce the 
bill? Would you introduce it in the Senate or the House of Represen- 
tatives? I imagine neither. Would thirteen men in the two Houses 
combined vote for such a bill? Limaginenot. So when the framers 
of the Constitution said the House of Representatives shall originate 
all bills for raising revenue, a tariff bill being a bill to raise revenue, 
it would seem to end the argument on that question. There never 
has been a bill of that sort introduced in either House. 

The Senator from Vermont alluded to the second bill that appears 
on the statute-book of the United States; I believe it is the very 
second. It was a bill to raise revenue to pay the public debt and to 
encourage and protect manufactures. You see that the notion of 
protection always comes, whether directly or indirectly, as a tail to 
that feature in the Constitution in reference to raising revenue. I 
looked the other day to the bill that Mr. Woop introduced, recom- 
mended by a committee of the House a few years ago. It was a bill 
to impose a tariff to protect the industries of the country and for 
various purposes, and so all these numerous bills, from the earliest his- 
tory of the Government to the present day, have been bills of that 
character, and the outside feature has been sheltered under the main 
feature to raise revenue tv carry on the Government and pay the 
public debt. 

Then there are other and further limitations; for instance, prohib- 
iting the levying of any capitation or direct tax except in propor- 
tion to the census provided for in the Constitution, and also prohib- 
iting the taxing of any article exported from any State, and this gives 
the only approach to free-trade doctrines known in this country. 
This is a provision for direct free trade between the States. 

The power of direct taxation has not often been invoked, the reve- 
nues having been usually raised by indirect taxes, chief among which 
are tariff duties collected on foreign imports, and the authority to lay 
such duties is a very important feature of the taxing power, the ex- 
ercise of which has usually supplied means sufficient for the expenses 
of the Government. 









A tariff, that is a tax upon the people who consume the imports 
upon which it is imposed, when fairly and justly levied, has always 
been a favored mode of raising revenue. No actual or real compul- 
sory payment is made, and the sums paid enter into the current ex- 
penses of those paying them, and the burden is not felt as when pay- 
ment is direct and at a fixed and stated time. When a citizen is 
ealled upon to pay a tax to be used in carrying on his government, 
the amount so claimed to be paid should be in proportion to the abil- 
ity of that citizen to pay and the protection afforded him by the 
state. 

These maxims, indeed axioms almost I may say, are violated in 
every tariff enactment which is originated for protection or is con- 
trolled by the doctrine of protection. 

I believe it is not saying too much when I assert that no party has 
ever claimed that a tariff should be levied solely and only for protec- 
tion, and those who favor protection seek as a rule, as I understand, 
to establish it as an incidental right. Judge Story, in his commen- 
taries upon the Constitution, classifying the arguments for and 
against this power, shelters it under that broad power of the Con- 
stitution, to regulate commerce among the States*and with foreign 
nations; and no party that Iam aware of has insisted that we are 
in a condition to adopt the unconditional free-trade doctrine, but all 
agree that most of the revenue ought to be collected from customs 
duties. 

These general views, heretofore so often expressed and illustrated 
by writers and authors, and especially enforced so well last February 
in this Chamber, by Mr. McDonald, of Indiana, who now no longer 
adorns the Senate, are the convictions of my mind on this subject. 
They have fastened themselves on my judgment as being the true doc- 
trine under the Constitution. And when the Senator from Vermont 
launches his arrows at the doctrine of free trade I must submit to him 
as a practical question that he is fighting a phantom. There are some 
authors and there are some publicspeakers and there are some publicists 
who claim that the time will come when this will be the doctrine of 
allcountries. Soit is with the millennium orany other good time when 
those animals we read of inthe Bible shall lie down together and there 
shall be war no more. But as a practical question requiring the at- 
tention of Congress there is no party that I know of favoring abso- 
lute free trade. So far as I am aware that much of the speech of the 
Senator from Vermont might have been indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. President, many recent utterances of distinguished gentlemen 
upon this subject verify what I have said in regard to protection 
being an incidental matter to the exercise of the power conferred by 
the Constitution to raise revenue, to pay the debt and carry on 
the Government. Let us see what the Senator from Vermont him- 
self said. Driven by the logic of his own argument, driven by the 
logic of his own position, in his speech the other day, elaborately 
prepared and as elaborately delivered to the Senate, after giving gen- 
eral reasons for the proposed commission, he said: 

When our recent great Army was disbanded, war taxes were also largely dis- 
missed, and we have now, and certainly shall have hereafter, no unlimited mar- 
gin for slashing experiments. 

We can expect no further examples of receipts exceeding the estimates by nearly 
$100,000,000, nor of expenditures falling short $200,000,000. Such violent waves, 
coming either to fill or to empty the Treasury, are no longer tooccur. Our nor- 
mal condition, modified by national growth, must be resumed. We are to con- 
sider how much, if any, of internal revenue can be relinquished, and next where 
and how the tariff can be safely and wisely revised, so as to leave it properly pro- 
ductive, and in harmony with all interests, preserving the proper equilibrium 
among the different branches of trade and just to every section of the country. 

The amount of revenue required must be determined, and the requirement for 
ordinary expenses, for interest on the public debt, and for pensions, as well as for 
some enlargement of our Lilliputian Navy and the decent equipment of our mili- 


tary fortifications, is still so great that extreme protection is not so much the ques- 
tion as that of revenue. 

Then, further on: 

The future of our country, its public spirit and frugality, should not hereafter 
be less distinguished than in the past, and the American policy, payment of the 
public debt, universal education, no great standing Army, and the retention of so 
much of the tariff as will furnish ample revenue and secure to labor both employ- 
ment and adequate reward, will continue to illustrate our career and be regarded 
not only with patriotic affection by our own people, but with rapture by many peo- 
ple less fortunate. 

Mr. President, it is evident from these remarks that we never can 
get away, the Senator from Vermont, with all his learning and acumen 
on this subject, can never escape from the one and the single power 
under which this result is accomplished, and from the one and almost 
the single necessity of the Government—that is, to raise revenue to 
pay the public debt and defray the expenses of the Government. 

I hold in my hand a very admirable speech delivered by the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] recently at the Atlanta Exposition 
in Georgia, and I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate to a 
passage or two in that, as illustrating more forcibly and more elo- 
quently and more fully than I can that the doctrine of protection, 
as far as there is a tariff for protection, is merely incidental to the 
power of raising revenue. At page 24, and the concluding part of 
that speech, after referring to these doctrines in general and discuss- 
ing them to some extent, the Senator said: 

Yet the people of Indiana, with all their tremendous capacity for agriculture, 
are not content to ignore all the other branches of remunerative industry. They 
are reaching forth their hands, guided by skill and intelligence, to develop all the 
bounties of nature, and to pluck fruits in all the fields of labor.’ And if in paying 
a tariff tax for Government support, as revenue, they find that the laws compelling 
them to do so likewise foster, encourage, and protect their young and growing 
manufactures of iron, hard wood, glass, wool, and cotton, they will regard them 
with favor, as the result of wise legislation. Indeed, they wil] demand such an 
adjustment of the tariff as to insure that end. 
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That is the language of the Senator to my left, who probably has 
given this subject as much attention as any gentleman in the Senate. 
That is the language that legitimately follows from the power of the 
Constitution conferred ae Congress over this subject. As a mat- 
ter of course, then, in the collection ‘of revenue, under a wise and 
proper dispensation, that protection which follows necessarily must: 
be allowed; that protection which follows necessarily must be up- 
held always. There must be a margin for that; there is no question 
on that point. But if the Senator from Vermont, or any other Sen- 
ator, undertakes to ingraft on the policy of this Government a tariff 
for protection only, I think he has no resting-place in the Constitu- 
tion on which to it. 

The exercise of many powers given in bulk in the Constitution 
carries with it incidents which are unavoidable, carries with it the 
exercise of other powersnot expressly granted. Soif, when in levying 
your revenues, in laying taxes for the purpose of collecting your rev- 
enues, you do protect domestic industries, so be it; and if you do not 
wish to go on the ground of free trade, it is unavoidable that there 
should be some protection. Indeed, neither the doctrine of protec- 
tion per se nor the doctrine of free trade has a resting-place in this 
country, in my judgment; but the proper medium is to rest between 
the two in the exercise of the revenue power of Congress by a judi- 
cious system of tariff, as General Jackson termed it. 

Now, one general reflection on this subject right here. When is 
the Government to begin the business of protection? When is she 
to terminate it? If she is to reach forth her hand to lead the vari- 
ous industries first to walk and then to run, it may be, is she always, 
like a faithful nurse, to stand by the child and stay by it? When is 
the Government to relinquish her hold of these industries and see if 
they can walk alone and stand alone and run alone? 

Then, again, when your cotton industry says you have invidiously 
legislated against it and favored the iron industry, and the iron 
industry says the same as to the sugar interest, where does Congress 
find itself? Where does your law-making power find itself? Envel- 
oped in these confysions and these conflicting interests so as to bring 
on a warfare among them and prostrate them at last. 

But further than that, the overriding argument comes from that 
which to-day is afflicting this country worse than all other causes 
combined, and it is but a step, and an unavoidable one. I do not 
care how wisely or judiciously it may be taken, a system of protec- 
tion leads to monopolies such as are now pressing on this country 
beyond all other powers combined to its detriment and its injury. 
There is the danger of the question; there is the great difficulty of 
the case. It may be covert; it may be secret; but it steps and 
marches to that as unavoidably and as certainly as water will seek 
its level. 

These general propositions and ideas I have seen proper to throw 
out to the Senate by way of stating my convictions with regard to 
the tariff question. Now, I propose to detain the Senate a short 
time in laying before it the two plans introduced by the Senator 
from Vermont and myself, and drawing the distinction between them 
but before I do that there is one thing that occurs to me, for I shali 
not waste much time in urging the necessity of this commission— 
because I believe that is pretty much conceded—but here is one cogent 
argument for it: At the October term of the Supreme Court a case 
came before that tribunal in error to the circuit court for the southern 
district of New York, Frederick Vietor and others vs, Chester A. 
Arthur, collector of the port of New York. I have the opinion in 
my hand. The Chief-Justice, in delivering the opinion, states the 
question thus: 


The question in this case is whether moe of worsted, or worsted and couton, 
made on’ frames, and worn by men, women, and children, imported after the Re- 


vised Statutes went into effect, June 22, 1874, are dutiable as knit goods, under 


schedule L, class 3, section 2504, or as stockings under schedule M. 
That was the sole and only question. 


‘ Pn two provisions under which the parties make their respective claims are as: 
ollows. 


They are both now scheduled to an existing, standing, operating, 
law. The Supreme Court goes on to give its construction: 


It is conceded that stockings made on frames have been dutiable eo nomine 
since 1842, and by four different statutes: 5 Stat., 549, chap. 270, sec. 1, subdivision 
7and 9; 9Stat., 44, chap. 74, sec. 11, Sched. C; 12 Stat., 194, chap. 68, sec. 22; id., 
556, chap. 163, sec. 2. Now, when we find, as we do in Schedule of section 2504, 
“Stockings * * * made on frames, of whatever material composed, except silk 
and linen, worn by men, women, and children,” it seems to us clear beyond ques- 
tion that ae ge coming within that specific description are dutiable in the way 
thus provided rather than as ‘‘knit goods * * * composed wholly or in part 
of worsted.” It may be true, as suggested, that if there had been no revision and 
we had been required to construe the statutes as they stood before December 1, 
1873, a different conclusion might have been reached. 


That is the momentous question that came before the Supreme Court 
in this case. The court decided the case. They reversed the decis- 
ion of the court below and counsel for the companies concerned filed 
briefs for a rehearing on a motion to rehear, and here is what one 
of the counsel said: 


I know, and am fully aware, that any considerations other than those of a sound 
construction of the law of the land as it is belong to another forum, and have no 
place in this court. But in view of the vast magnitude of the ee | that hangs 
trembling upon the result of this trivial case; in view of the hundred millions of 
capital our citizens have invested on the faith of the law as it was and is believed 
now to be, the hundred thousand oo in this industry, and the five hundred 
thousand people dependent upon it, I respectfully entreat this high tribunal, as 
earnestly as I may, to re-examine this case and grant a rehearing, unless impera- 


| tively constrained to do otherwise by all the rules of construction of statute law. 
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Now here is the concluding sentence of the co-counsel: 


No stronger argument for a rehearing in this case can be urged upon the court, 
than the consideration that an opportunity will be thus afforded of reconciling the 
apparent inconsistency of our tariff laws and making them harmonious with the 

urposes of an intelligent legislation and the interests of one of the most important 
industries of the country. 

Mr. President, there was a case trivial in itself, as stated in the 
brief by the counsel, unimportant in the amount involved, which yet, 
according to one construction of the statute, laid in the dust one of 
the strongest industries in the eastern section of the country, and 
threw out of employment a great many workmen. This is an unan- 
swerable argument in favor of the revision of the tariff statutes from 
beginning to end. If these companies are protected legitimately un- 
der this revenue power, they are entitled to have it so stated in the 
law plainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Arkansas will give me leave 
te interrupt him for a single moment, I should be glad to say a word. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well. 

Mr. MORRILL. The sole confusion that has arisen in relation to 
the statute on the subject now referred to has been in consequence 
of the revision of the statutes which placed an act subsequently 
passed in advance of the previous existing law. That is the whole 
cause of all the confusion in relation to that subject-matter. 

Mr. GARLAND. Not, as I understand by any revision such as is 
suggested here; for I was struck by the remark of the Senator from 
Vermont himself when he said that the codification itself should be 
revised. Ithinkso. I wish any Senator would take Heyl’s Digest 
of the Revenue Laws and the decisions upon them, and if he at- 
tempts to gather from it anything like a definite idea of the system 
he will be afflicted worse than vertigo twenty times over. 

I want a commission, and here I have given, I think, as strong an 
argument as can be given without going into details why we should 
have a consistent tariff law, why we should have our tariff suit of 
elothes cut down more properly to our dimensions at this time than 
wear them as they were cut ten or fifteen or twenty years ago; why 
we should have a tariff suited to the present day and present time; 
why we should have a less expensive tariff system, because the ex- 
penses of this institution are overwhelming and overburdening. All 
these subjects are contemplated in distinct items in the bill that I 
have had the honor to introduce before the Senate. I want the whole 
system of tariff laws revised. I want the whole business placed in 
a compact and digested and digestible form, so that it may show for 
itself when it is read and examined. 

Now, whoisto dothat, and who can do that work best? The Senator 
from Vermont insists that we should have nine outsiders to do it. I 
insist that we should have a mixed commission from the two Houses 
of Congress, and that they select three outsiders, making nine in all. 
Why? This information is not to be gathered for public curiosity 
merely; it is not to be gathered and sent to Congress merely for the 
purpose of waine forwarded by Congress to the Public Printer, to be 
put in form in his office and sent out to the country as pictures to 
adorn a gallery or as useless lore of the past to lie upon the shelf, 
but it is for the purpose of eliciting practical, legitimate, proper, and 
healthful legislation for the country. It is for the use of Congress 
in its work,in other words. Then we want some members of the two 
Houses of Gongress to be familiar with this work from the beginning, 
and to say why the commission did this and why it did not do the 
other. We want the men upon the floor of the Senate and of the 
House to explain the operations of this commission, why it walked 
in this line and why it did not walk in the other. We do not want 
to send witnesses and experts before the commission after we have 
gone into the consideration of its report. We want its report, like 
that of the silver commission, brought before Congress for its practi- 
cal inspection and its practical consideration ; and I contend that it is 
not proper that Congress should part with the control of any investiga- 
tion of any subject, the tariff above all, upon which it is expected to 
legislate, that legislation being based upon the report to be made by 
the commission. The experts that the Senator from Vermont con- 
templates, as a matter of course, will be before this commission. We 
want them as witnesses. I care not who you put on the commission, 
gentlemen in favor of a high protective tariff or those in favor of free 
trade, if there are any, or gentlemen of my own way of thinking, but 
we want them to be able to give the reasons for the faith that is in 
them when the report comes back, that’ we may predicate our legisla- 
tion upon it, and not delay all legislation an unlimited time until we 
send to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and other places all over the 
country for the witnesses to come on after we have had the report of 
the commission. I would ratlier hear the Senator from Kentucky, 
{ Mr. Beck, ] the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES, ] or the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL,] explain those provisions that 
they have been connected with than all the experts you could name 
from now until the day of judgment, whenever that may be; and I 
think it is a consideration that Congress owes to itself to hold the 
investigation of this question in its own hands and not part with it. 

These are the reasons, Mr. President,why I prefer the proposition I 
have introduced to that of the Senator from Vermont. Iam for a 
commission, as he is, and I am not particularly selfish about it. Ishall 
vote for some commission rather than have none; but I want Senators 
to consider maturely and deliberately before they agree to pass the 
subject out of the hands of Congress entirely. I think they will say 
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that Congress should have a controlling influence and a controlling 
authority over it. And, Mr. President, that suggests one other con- 
sideration. It isimportant, if anything is to be done, that it be done 
before a great while. The bill that I have introduced contemplates 
a report at this session of Congress, if it be possible, or,if not, cer- 
tainly by the time Congress convenes at another session. It should 
be done, and in the meantime I am not so sure but that Congress 
should now address itself, pending this inquiry and investigation, to 
reducing by at least 15 or 20 per cent. the taxes under which the coun- 
try is laboring. Commence at once in advance and see if something 
cannot be done. 

While the matter is before us, permit me to say, before I close, that 
I am not at all ready or prepared, to agree with the Senator from Ver- 
mont that our prosperity is due to the protective tariff. There is 
great reason to doubt, if not to absolutely deny it. Nearly every 
man in the country who has a hobby is willing to attribute this pros- 
perity to that. And it isnot within the province of political philos- 
ophy to determine this question; but I would rather say that the 
country had lived and ever will live in spite of all that legislation. 
But this question ‘will be more appropriately before us when we pro- 
pose, upon the report of a commission or without one, to legislate on 
the tariff. 

Mr. President, whether we are to have a high protective tariff, 
whether we are to have no tariff at all, or whether we are to have 
one simply for revenue, let us get this subject sent to a proper com- 
mission for their report, and let us legislate upon that report with 
the — light before us, with practical views upon the subject 
touching the interests of the country and the necessities of the coun- 
try at the same time. ; 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to make a speech now. 
Tamin favor of the reference of both bills to the Committee on Finance. 
Perhaps I am the more willing they should have that reference be- 
cause I am a member of that committee, and therefore shall have a 
better chance to consider them. I believe that if the bill proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL] should pass, it would 
mean the selection of a body of men by the President, to be confirmed 
by the Senate, in order to indorse and perpetuate in some way, for an 
indefinite period, all the abominations, that have been so much lauded 
by the Senator from Vermont, of his tariff bill of 1861 and its amend- 
ments, and thus give a further lease to the present monopolists of un- 
just and oppressive privileges under the guised name of protection. 
I suppose nobody will pretend that M1. Morrell, of Pennsylvania, and 
those gentlemen who gat up the petitions for the Presidential com- 
mission last year, need $28 a ton protection on their steel rails, pro- 
tected as they are against all other American manufacturers by a 
patent, or that they are in a hurry to change the present condition 
of things. If they can get this commission it will extend their bounty 
for a year or two, as we shall do nothing until its report comes in, its 
members being appointed by the President and selected by them, 
to continue the good things they now enjoy. The commission will 
be without any responsibility or any means of their being questioned 
or cross-questioned in either House of Congress. Thus a lease for at 
least two years of all the benefits that now exist will be assured. A 
report in January, 1883, means that a Congress expires March 4, 1883. 

Mr. President, if anything is to be done at all to give the country 
relief, the only way to reach it is for the two Houses to take hold of 
it themselves, and take hold of it at once. Let the commission be 
composed of members of both Houses; let them summon our stenog- 
rapher, Mr. Murphy, to aid them, bring the so-called experts before 
them on the side of the monopolists and the people, and before the 
holidays are over they can examine a hundred experts on all sides 
and on all questions from all over this country. They can be cross- 
questioned by members of the committee, and what they may say 
can be examined into on this floor, and the truth and falsehood devel- 
oped and exposed. Let us not have a white-washing report, to be 
postponed for two years, made by men picked by the President and 
confirmed by the Senator from Vermont and his friends. If we are 
to have a report or an investigation, let us have it at once. Let the 
two Houses take hold by their own members; let them select their 
committeemen ; let them call in the stenographers; divide into sub- 
committees if necessary ; let them summon Government officials, ex- 
perts, and intelligent men of business; let them sit here and else- 
where during the holidays, and my word for it, when these things 
are done, we will prove that the present tariff is such an abomina- 
tion or combination of abominations that no man will rise and defend 
it in either House of Congress. 

The Senator from Vermont tells us with apparent earnestness 
about the prosperity that the present protective tariff has brought 
to the country. I controvert his assertion. I hold in my hand, in 
Heyl’s compilation, the tariff legislation from 1861 up to the present 
time, which I hope Senators will examine, as it shows the pretenses 
under which protection was disguised; and while the country, not- 
withstanding the Senator’s assertion, was from 1846 to 1860 more 
prosperous than it ever had been and progressed more rapidly in all 
the elements of industry under a revenue tariff, the very moment 
Congress commenced crushing it down with a protective tariff, all 
the great commercial interests of the country began to dwindle and 
clamor for more protection. 

Why, sir, there are eight or ten amendatory acts from 1861 to 1866, 
and several times it is said that the tariff is increased ‘‘ temporarily,” 
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free trade with all the other States, and yet are competing success- 
fully with the old-established machinery and trained labor of Massa- 
chusetts. That is the best answer to all these high protection argu- 
ments about Atlanta; because, if the manufactures in Georgia needed 

rotection it would be against the machinery of Massachusetts, which 
is so extensive and has been so long established. It is machinery 
the South is contending with and the organized labor of New Eng- 
land, and she is doing it without any protective tariff, against the 
advantages New England has over her, and they are greater than 
those of England over New England. 

I said England owns 52 per cent. of all the sea-going trade of the 
world, civilized and uncivilized; and in regard to the so-called de- 
plorable condition into which that trade has brought her, these are 
troublesome answers: Her population was 26,500,000 in 1841; it was 
35,000,000 in 1881; yet the paupers that had to be supported were 
201,000 in 1849, and 111,000 in 1880, less than one-half, with 10,000,000 
more population. The number of criminal convictions was 34,000 
in 1840, under the highest influence of a protection. They were 
15,680 in 1881. The taxable income of the people of England and 
Ireland increased from £251,000,000 in 1842, when free trade began, 
to £582,000,000 in 1881, an increase of 130 per cent., while the popu- 
lation only increased 33 per cent. 

The annual value of the exports was swollen from £51,000,000 in 
1840 to £223,000,000 in 1880, an increase of 450 per cent., while the 
savings of the working classes, leaving out of account all the com- 
forts of cheap food and supplies, had increased from £24,500,000 in 
1840 to £75,500,000 in 1880. 

Why, sir, in 1879, notwithstanding our great harvest and the dearth 
that existed there, Great Britain’s trade with other countries amounted 
to £612,000,000, with a population of 35,000,000 people, while the 
external trade of the United States, with a population of 50,000,000, 
amounted to only £239,000,000, over 85 per cent. of which was purely 
agricultural products, with hardly any manufactures going to any 
of the 1,400,000,000 people outside of the United States. 

The Senator from Vermont, of course, is high authority as to the 
condition of this country, and I admit it; and I am only sorry to see 
that we are not giving our people a fair chance, such as I think they 
ought to have with a revenue tariff, such as we had in 1846, to be- 
come more prosperous than they are. Mr. Gladstone ought to know 
about the condition of England, and he made a speech the other day 
in which he said: 

Mr. Gladstone expressed the firmest and strongest conviction that no govern- 
ment that could exist in that country would ever pledge its responsibility to any 
proposals for restoring protective duties. It might as well attempt to overthrow 
any institution in the country as to overthrow the free-trade legislation. As re- 
gorse that legislation he thoughtany one might as well attempt to overthrow trial 

y jury, the right of petition or of public meeting, or to tear out of the social and 
Ristory. system any one of the most cherished ideas inherited from centuries of 

istory. 


As for America and her system of protection, he pointed out that in those coun- 
tries or markets where they met on a comparatively equal footing the exports from 
America amounted to only £4,751,000, while those from the United Kingdom to the 
same quarter amounted to 278,140,000. ‘‘America,” Mr. Gladstone said, ‘‘is a young 
country with enormous vigor and enormous internal resources. She has commit- 
ted—I say it, I hope not with disrespect—I say it with strong and cordial sympathy, 
but with much regret—she is committing errors of which we set her an example. 
But from the enormous resources of her home market, the development of which 
internally is not touched by protection, she is able to commit those errors with 
less fatal consequences upon her people than we experienced when we committed 
them; and the enormous development of American resources within casts almost 
entirely into the shade the puny character of the exports of her manufactures to 
the neutral markets of the world.” 

He similarly contrasted the trade of Germany, France, Russia, and Holland, and 
prewed that they as well were entirely thrown into the shade by the maligned free 

rade of Britain. Not only so, he pointed out that in 1842 America controlled 
ing trade with Britain, while now, in 1881, the scales were 
ritain did four-fifths of the business, and that the best, and 


four-fifths of her a 
exactly reversed, an 
the Americans only picked up their leavings. 


Is that a gratifying condition for us? Does that speak well for pro- 


tection? No, Senators, our internal resources are almost boundless. 
With a reasonable tariff for revenue we should be the greatest com- 
mercial people in the world, our ships would agaia be upon every 
sea, our manufacturers would produce tenfold what they now do, and 
at prices to enable them to compete with other uations all over the 
world, while the operatives would have constant employment, and not 
have to lie idle for consumption at home to keep them at work. Un- 
til you strike down all the abominable restrictive and protective 
features of the present system, (which no man can vindicate and no 
man will try to vindicate when the facts are developed,) you will 
never have any considerable export of manufactures to other parts 
of the world, because our manufacturers can only sell to our own 
people at the prices they now demand, and wil! not sell at the prices 
that other people buy their goods at everywhere else. 

I beg pardon for occupying so much time. I am wiiling that both 
the bills be referred. When the report is made, I think, if I have 
time, I will go into the details of this system and prove that Con- 
gress will be false to itself if it allows the present condition to exist 
one day longer than both Houses can adjust it upon a proper basis. 
Iagain beg pardon for speaking, without preparation, in this dis- 
jointed way on so important a subject. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
& moment on the reference of this bill. The Senator from Kentucky 
has so often denounced the present tariff as abominable that he really 
believes it. But, Mr. President, one fact stated by him in relation to 
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our exports and imports conclusively shows that we have not yet 
reached that position where it is possible for us to have a larger 
amount of exports. We have not yet supplied the demand for home 
consumption. 

Mr. President, there are many points that I might comment upon, 
but I prefer to have the bill referred to the committee, and when it 
comes back again if the Senator from Kentucky, or other Senators, 
desire to discuss the relative merits of this bill and the preposition 
poenentod by the Senator from Arkansas there will be ample oppor- 

unity. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CockRELL in the chair.) The 
bill will be referred to the Committee on Finance, if there be no 
objection. The bill introduced by the Senator from Arkansas will 
also be referred, if there be no objection. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is what I wish. 

The bill (8. No. 86) providing for a commission to examine into the 
subject of the tariff, with a view of facilitating legislation in refer- 
ence thereto, was taken from the table and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

[Several Executive messages were received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. } 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to with- 
draw that motion in order that this present bill may be disposed of, 
and then I desire to call up a bill of which I gave notice several days 
ago. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Have the bills been referred ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have already been referred. 

THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the Senate now take up for con- 
sideration the bill (S. No. 133) to regulate and improve:the civil serv- 
ice of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. This bill being now before the Senate, will it 
be the unfinished business to-morrow after the morning hour if the 
Senate now goes into executive session ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be. , 

Mr. PENDLETON. I then yield to the Senator from Rhode Island 
to make his motion for an executive session, retaining the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio having the 
floor yields to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 13, 1881. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. EDwarpD 
McPHERSON, its Clerk, announced the appointment by the Speaker 
of Messrs. MCKINLEY of Ohio, PacnEco of California, BELFORD of 
Colorado, Wait of Connecticut, FoRNEY of Alabama, DUNN of Ar- 
kansas, MARTIN of Delaware, Davipson of Florida, STEPHENS of 
Georgia, CANNON of Illinois, OrtTH of Indiana, Kasson of Iowa, 
ANDERSON of Kansas, CARLISLE of Kentucky, Gipson of Louisiana, 
DINGLEY of Maine, MCLANE of Maryland, HARRIs of Massachusetts, 
Horr of Michigan, DUNNELL of Minnesota, HOOKER of Mississippi, 
Forp of Missouri, VALENTINE of Nebraska, Casstpy of Nevada, 
Ha.tof New Hampshire, Hitt of New Jersey,Cox of New York, VANCE 
of North Carolina, GEORGE of Oregon, O’NEILL of Pennsylvania, 
CuacE of Rhode Island, AIKEN of South Carolina, PETTIBONE of 
Tennessee, MILLs of Texas, Joycr of Vermont, TUCKER of Virginia, 
WILson of West Virginia, and Wi1LuIAMs of Wisconsin, the com- 
mittee on the part of the House, to join a like committee appointed 
on the part of the Senate, to omnis and report by what token of 
respect and affection it may be proper for the Congress of the United 
States to express the deep sensibility of the nation to the event of 
the decease of their late President, James Abram Garfield. 

DEPARTMENT OFFICERS ON THE FLOOR OF CONGRESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed, as the select committee 
on the bill (S. No. 307) to provide that the principal officers of each 
of the Executive Departments may occupy seats on the floor of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, Mr. PENDLETON, (chairman, ) 
Mr. JoneEs of Florida, Mr. MorGAN, Mr. Jackson, Mr. GROVER, Mr. 
Winpom, Mr. Hae, Mr. DAWEs, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. HAWLEY. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
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tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of April 12, 1861, information in regard to the relative 
rank of graduates of the Naval Academy as originally established 
at graduation under the provisions of sections 1483 and 1521 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNION DEPOT IN WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmit- 
ting, in obedience to the requirements of law, the report in detail of 
the engineer commissioner of the District on the subject of a proper 
site for a union railroad depot in the city of Washington; which, 
on motion of Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GARLAND presented the resolution of the city council, the 
memorial of the school board, and the memorial of a committee of 
citizens of Fort Smith, Arkansas, in favor of the donation of the 
abandoned military reservation of Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city 
of Fort Smith, for the use and benefit of the free schools thereof; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Thornton 
and Groesbeck, Texas, praying legislation prohibiting unjust dis- 
crimination by railway companies; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of W. B. Miller and others, citizens 
of Benton County, Missouri, praying for legislation by Congress 
against unjust discrimination by railroads in the transportation of 
passengers and freight; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented four petitions of citizens of Antelope 
and Wheeler Counties, Nebraska, praying for the establishment of a 
mail-route, from Neligh to Willow Springs, in Wheeler County; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Nebraska, remonstrat- 
ing against the use of the French metric system of weights and meas- 
ures in Government transactions; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. JONAS presented a petition of citizens of Louisiana, praying 
for the forfeiture of the grant of lands made by Congress to the Vicks- 
burg, Shreveport, and Texas Railroad by the act approved June 3, 
1856; which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Sylvester Ratcliff and 
33 others, citizens of Fountain County, Indiana, praying for certain 
reforms in the management of railroads; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Virginia J. R. Bolin, of New 
Albany, Indiana, praying payment for certain lands alleged to have 
been appropriated by the United States Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Dawson Lawrence and 
others, citizens of Maryland, praying Congress to pass an act to 
compel railroads to perform their duty to the public without unjust 
discrimination; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN presented petitions of citizens of Lauderdale, Fay- 
ette, Lawrence, Colbert, Clarke, and Tuscaloosa Counties, Alabama, 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1066 of the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and that its benefits may be conferred upon the Gulf and 
Chicago Air-Line Railroad Company; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of C. L. Morgan and others, 
citizens of Bowne Centre, Michigan, and the petition of H. N. Addi- 
son and others, citizens of Leonidas, Michigan, praying for legisla- 
tion regulating freight onrailroads and preventing unjust discrimina- 
tion by common carriers; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Mary F. McKeever, widow of 
the late Commodore Isaac McKeever, of the United States Navy, 
praying the allowance of additional compensation due him; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a petition of citizens of Virginia, pray- 
ing for legi lation regulating freights on railroads; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of citizens of Kentucky, pray- 
ing for the construction of a public building at Frankfort, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Messrs. Butler, Heiskell, 
and Williams, officers of the Senate of the United States, removed by 
the Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms after the adjourn- 
ment of the last extra session, praying for additional compensation ; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of Charles 8. 
Draper, late an employé of the Senate, praying for additional com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of D. B. Cook and others, citi- 
zens of Newton, Kansas, praying for an amendment of the exist- 
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ng militia law; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for a 
repeal of the taxes now imposed on national banks and other bank- 
ing corporations; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented additional evidence in support of the bill (S. No. 
404) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Robert J. 
Baugness; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, presented a petition of citizens of Georgia, 
praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back the bill(S. No. 226) for the relief of Theodore F. Hartridge 
and William G. Christopher, sureties on the official bond of Felix G. 
Livingston, late collector of customs at Fernandina, Florida, with 
the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
A similar bill appears to have been once before referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, the reference changed to the Committee on Claims, 
reported favorably by that committee, and passed by the Senate at 
= last session. I ask to have this bill referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 173) for the relief of Herman Biggs, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 266) for the relief of George W. Wicks & Co., 
of Louisville, Kentucky, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 58) for the relief of William H. Gill, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 175) for the relief of D. T. Kirby, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 59) to place Ulysses 8. Grant, late General and ex-President 
of the United States, upon the retired list of the Army, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. MAXEY. The report on the bill in relation to placing Gen- 
eral Grant on the retired list, I beg to say, was not unanimous, and 
I reserve the right to take such action hereafter on the bill as I shall 
deem proper. 

neg PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 423) for the relief of Samson Goliah, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


Mr. GARLAND. Yesterday morning the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. HILL] made a report from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in reference to the Senatorial elections in New York. At 
that time I requested that the matter should go over until to-day. I 
have examined the report made by the Senator from Georgia, and I 
am perfectly satisfied with it for one, and I wish to withdraw any 
further objection to the consideration of the matter. If the Senator 
desires to have the report considered now, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, through the Senator from Georgia, yesterday reported back 
certain memorials in relation to the seats of the Senators from New 
York, and asked to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. The question is on the motion to discharge the com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to report 
the following resolve favorably, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
to whom shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves providing for the exten- 
sion of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 

Mr. VEST. I object to the consideration of that resolution to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over until to- 
morrow. 


DEPARTMENT OFFICERS ON THE FLOOR OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Rules, reported the followin 
resolution ; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the select committee on Senate bill No. 307, to provide that the 
principal officers of each of the Executive Departments may occupy seats on the 
floor of the Senate and House of Representatives, is hereby authorized to employ a 
clerk, who shall be paid from the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund, at 
the usual rate, and for this session. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 426) to amend section 2139 of the Revised 
Statutes, in relation to the sale of spirituous liquors to Indians, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and I ask to have referred to that committee a com- 
munication which has been addressed to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in reference to the same subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Massachusetts proposes that the 
bill shall be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It appears 
to me that the Committee on Indian Affairs would be the suitable 
committee. 

-Mr. DAWES. I think very likely that would be true so far as the 
first section of the bill is concerned; but the more material part 
of this bill, which was sent unofficially to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, refers to a matter which ought to be considered by the 
Judiciary Committee. Therefore it was deemed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs that the whole bill, just as it was sent to us, should be 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. The Senator is quite right, I 
suspect, about the first section of the bill, but the Committee on the 
Judiciary will separate it, if they think best. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the accompanying 
paper, will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 427) for the relief of sufferers by the wreck of 
the Government transport bark Torrent; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 428) for the relief of the heirs of George 
McDougall, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 429) to place John T. Barnett, second lieutenant 
of Company E, Fifth Cavalry, United States Army, on the retired list; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 430) to incorporate the Interoceanic Ship 
Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 431) providing for the appointment of commis- 
sioners to ascertain what just claims for military services performed 
by officers and privates of the military forces of the State of Missouri 
in the suppression of the rebellion, in concert with the authorities 
of the United States, and subject to their orders, still remain unpaid, 
and not assumed by said State, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 432) to amend section 1190 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to paymasters’ clerks of the United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
- accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 433) for the relief of J. A. Hodges; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with papers on file in the case, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 434) providing for allotment of lands in sey- 
eralty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation in the 
State of Oregon, and pee patents therefor, and for other pur- 
poses; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to’ 


imtroduce a bill (S. No. 435) for the relief of Eva Moore, Henry Carl- 
ton, and Maud Carlton, children of General James H. Carlton; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 436) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of David Heustis, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 437) for the relief of James Evelette; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 438) to extend the provisions of an act ap- 
proved March 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of purchasers 
and locators of swamp and overflowed lands,” and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 439) to authorize. the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military war- 
rants in the States described therein, and for other purposes; which 
bbe read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

ancs. 
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He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 440) for the relief of Pauline D. Jones, 
widow of Evan Jones, deceased, late chaplain of the First Regiment 
of Indian Home Guards; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 441) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis 
Downing, deceased, late lieutenant-colonel of the Third Regiment of 
Indian Home Guards; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 442) for the relief of the heirs of 
James McDaniel, deceased, late captain of Company A, Second Regi- 
ment of Indian Home Guards; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 443) granting a pension to Margaret Lee; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 444) granting a pension to Adolph Goldt ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 445) to fix the rank of certain retired 
officers of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 446) to increase the water supply of the city of 
Washington; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would say about the bill last introduced that it 
is upon a very important subject, relating to the water supply of this 
city. The bill has been submitted to me by a committee of citizens, 
and expresses an opinion in favor of one of the plans that have been 
devised for increasing the supply, but about the merits of which I 
express no opinion. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8S. No. 447) to provide for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to the United Peorias and Miamies of the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 448) granting to John A. Post, R. W. Berry,’ 
D. P. B. Pride, James H. Hawley, and John M. Ballan the right of 
way and other privileges to aid in the construction of a bed-rock 
flume in Moore’s Creek and Grimes’ Creek, in Boise County, Idaho 
Territory ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 449) for the relief of William B. Whiting ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 450) granting a pension to Adaline P. Loy, widow 
of Joseph: I’. Loy, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. JACKSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 451) for the relief of Rev. C. Austin; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 452) for the relief of William W. Dewhurst, 
postmaster at Saint Augustine, Florida; which was read twice by its 
title, and, together with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 453) for the relief of Thomas F. Riley ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 454) for the relief of James E. Montell, of 
Baltimore, Maryland ; which was read twice by its title, and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 455) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. West; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

*Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. = for the relief of the Louisville and 
Jefferson County Agricultural and Mechanical Association of the 
State of Kentucky ; which was read twice by its title, and, together 
with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 457) to amend section 1190 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to paymasters’ clerks of the United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 458) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Griffith; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on 
tile in the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 459) for the relief of 
John C. Flenniken; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 460) authorizing the retirement of 
Brevet Major-General William W. Averell, United States Army, with 
the rank and pay of a brigadier-general; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 461) to reinstate the name of James 
W. Schaumburg on the Army Register; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 462) granting a pension to Emma A. 
Ramsey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 463) to provide for setting 
apart a certain tract of land in the State of California as a public 
park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 464) granting an increase of pension, by way of 
arrears, to Maria A. Rousseau; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 465) for the erection of a public building at 
Rock Island, Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 466) to authorize the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, respectively, to commence and prosecute suits against the 
United States in the Supreme Court of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 467) authorizing the construc- 
tion of the north branch of the Union Pacific Railroad and telegraph 
line under the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unaaimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 468) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a will (S. No. 469) to provide for the sale of 
certain Kickapoo Indian lands; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 470) concerning the Legislature of New Mexico; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 471) to make an additional article of war; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 472) for the relief of H. A. Myers; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 473) for the relief of William H. Morgan; which 
was read twice by its title, and,with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 474) for the relief of Edward Fenlon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 475) for the relief of A. A. Thomas; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 476) to provide for a second circuit judge for 
the eighth judicial circuit of the United States; which was read 
twice j its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (Mr. MCMILLAN in the chair,) asked and, 
by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 477) 
to provide for a second circuit judge for the seventh judicial cireuit 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 478) making an appropriation for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a light-house and fog-signal at or 
near the entrance of Little Traverse Harbor, on Lake Michigan ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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brevet major-general United States Army, upon the retired list of the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 480) for the relief of Major 
G. W. Candee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 
on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 481) granting a pension to Emma A. Porch; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 482) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 483) for the relief of Samuel B. Horne; which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. FATR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce ajoint resolution (8. R. No. 13) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of money expended 
and indebtedness assumed by the State of Nevada in repelling inva- 
sions, suppressing insurrection and Indian hostilities, enforcing the 
laws, and protecting the public property; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 

Ordered, That the papers on file in reference to the claim of Colonel Alexander 
Montgomery, United States Army, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the legal representatives of Gideon Walker, 
deceased, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 

Ordered, That the papers now on file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate 
in reference to the claim of Salmon B. Colby be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Robert J. Baugness be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the papersin the case of the State National Bank of New Orleans, 
Louisiana, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there 
being no adverse report. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That Frank Arnim have leave to withdraw his papers accompanying 
— bill No. 804, of the second session Forty-fifth Congress, from the files of the 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Lieutenant John J. Salter be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORT OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the report of the Congressional Board of 
Visitors to the West Point Academy for 1881; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to furnish the Senate with a 
copy of the report of the members of the last Board of Visitors to the Military 
hens at West Point, appointed by the President, and made to the Secretary 
0 ; 

The law requires the Senators appointed on the Board of Visitors 
to the Military Academy to report to the Senate. That report has 
just been made by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MorRILL.] The 
report by the Visitors on the part of the House is made to that body. 
There are also other members of the board who are appointed by the 
President and are by law required to report to the Secretary of War. 
Now, the report made by the Senator from Vermont has been referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and the report of the members 
appointed by the President, which is not now under our control, ought 
also to be in the possession of the Senate, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, in order that it may be considered with the 
report of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

POTOMAC RIVER FRONT. 

Mr. RANSOM. I offer a resolution, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee, consisting of five Senators, be appointed, 
whose duty it shall be to inquire and report as to the condition of the Potomac 
river front of the city of Washington, the navigability of said river, the effeet of 
bridges across the same upon navigation, floods, and the health of the city, and what 
action ought to be taken in ‘the premises ; that for the purposes of such investiga- 
tion the committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to examine 
witnesses, and to employ aclerk anda stenographer if necessary ; and the expenses 
— committee shall be paid from the appropriation for special and select com- 
mittees. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask the Senator from North Carolina if that 
subject is not already in the hands of one of the standing committees 
of the Senate, and if it has not been referred to a sub-committee of 
that committee? My impression is that such is the fact. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe that this subject isnow under consider- 
ation by two committees, one, the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the other the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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I think it is well enough to give full power to some committee that 
has the subject under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] that he does not think the Sen- 
atex from North Carolina [Mr. RaANsom] heard him. 

Mr. GARLAND. The inquiry that I addressed to the Senator from 
North Carolina is partly answered by the Senator from Vermont, that 
is, if this swhject is not before a committee regularly at this time, and 
if it hasnot been referred by that committee to a sub-committee for 
consideration. That is my understanding. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to state to my friend from Arkansas 
that that was the condition until the present session, but that is not 
the condition now. It is intended that a special committee of the 
Senate now shall take the place of the sub-committee of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which has been acting during the vacation. The 
resolution is reported with the sanction of that committee, if I may 
say 80. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Let it be read again. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to have that go over with the one I offered 
on the subject of woman suffrage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I desire to say in regard to the sub- 
ject that was before the Senate a moment ago that I have not the 
slightest objection to the appointment of the committee moved for 
by the Senator from North Carolina,[Mr. RANsoM.] Onthe contrary, 
I expect to vote for it when I have an opportunity; but it seems to 
me that these two questions should come up together. If there is 
any general policy of the Senate in regard to referring subjects to 
general committees, or having important subjects considered by a 
select committee, it should be applied to allalike. While on this side 
of the Chamber objection was made to a select committee, the Com- 
mnittee on Rules, who have general jurisdiction of that subject, have 
unanimously recommended it, and it seems to me that this proposi- 
tion should go over with that. That is my opinion in regard to the 
matter. However, I will withdraw the objection after this explana- 
tion, if the Senator desires to have a vote at once. 

Mr. RANSOM. I should be glad to have the resolution acted upon 
at once if the Senator from Massachusetts withdraws his objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the objection. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the res: lution offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall the committee be ap- 
pointed ? 

Mr. RANSOM and others. By the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. RANsoM, Mr. JONES of 
Nevada, Mr. KELLOGG, Mr. CONGER, and Mr. Vest the committee. 

PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I offer a resolution, which I ask 
may be read for information, lie upon the table, and be printed. I 
may at some future day call it up and submit some remarks upon it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate, at as early a date as practicable, a statement showing : 

1. What frauds, if any, have been discovered in the payment of pensions, and the 
nature and character thereof, under the various pension acts, whether in the Pen- 
sion Office, by pension agents, or in any bureau of any Department from which 
information relative to the granting of pensions is obtained ; and what legislation, 
if any, he can recommend to protect the Government from such fraudulent claims 
and the honest pensioner from fraud and extortion. 

2. What amount of arrearages has been paid under the “ arrears act’ of 1879 up 
to the Ist of January, 1882, the number of cases added to the pension-roll under 
said acts, and the number of applications now pending thereunder. 

3. The estimated amount that will be required annually to meet the provisions 
of said acts, or to pay the settled and pending cases under said acts ; the estimated 
total cost of the arrearages pensions paid and hereafter to be ‘paid under the pro- 
visions of said acts, and the estimated annual amount, after the arrearages have 
been determined, of the regular pension-roll, and the estimated total cost. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 


PURCHASE OF SUPREME COURT RECORDS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and it hereby is, instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of purchasing for the Congressional Library the printed 
set of records and briefs of cases in the Supreme Court of the United States, now 
the property of the estate of the late Matthew H. Carpenter; and that said com- 
mittee report by bill or otherwise. 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE WITH PERU AND CHILI. 


_Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested, if in his opinion 
it be not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate all 
the correspondence between the Government of the United States and its diplo- 
matic agents in Peru and Chili, respectively, occurring since the Ist day of April, 
1879, touching public affairs in or between those states, and also such other corre- 
spondence and information on the subject as may be in the possession of the Exec- 
utive Department. 
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BOUNTIES OF DECEASED SOLDIERS, 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution ; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed to inquire what legis- 
lation, if any, is needed to enable the widows and heirs of deceased soldiers te 
receive the benefit of bounties due to said soldiers while living and remaining 
unpaid at the time of their decease. 

Mr. HOAR, I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
: By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the precedents that have heretofore been 
followed, the instruction should be given to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. They have always had charge of the subject of boun- 
ties. I think the Senator had better change his resolution so as to 
instruct that committee to make the necessary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. I will change it in obedience to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kansas, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will make the 
change as indicated, and the question ison agreeing to the resolution 
as modified. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

COINAGE AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after 
the business of the morning hour, I shall call up the resolution which 
I offered last week to refer to the Committee on Finance ‘the rec- 
ommendations contained in the President’s message in favor of the 
repeal of the act authorizing the coinage of silver, the repeal of the 
act authorizing the issue of silver certificates, and the retirement of 
such certificates from circulation,” for the purpose of submitting 
briefly a few remarks on the subject. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. LOGAN was, on his own motion, excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. McMILLAN in the chair.) The 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is Senate 
bill No. 133, on which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] is 
entitled to the floor. 

The bill (8. No. 133) to regulate and improve the civil service of 
the United States was read the second time and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I shall speak to-day of the civil 
service, and advocate its reform. 

The offices of the Government—those involving neither political 
power nor the choice of policies, but routine administration only— 
touch at some point and in some degree the material interest of every 
one of our fifty millions of people. To say that the men best fitted 
for the work should be appointed to these offices and should hold 
them until men still better fitted should appear is to utter a truism 
which not one of these fifty millions will controvert. And yet it has 
come to pass that the unanimity in admitting this truth in words 
is only equaled by the unanimity in disregarding it in action. It 
has come to pass that the offices are dealt with as the prizes of par- 
tisan activity; as the rewards to be distributed to active faithful 
henchmen by party chiefs of high or low degree, to be held until the 
salary or emolument or honor shall have furnished a sufficient com- 
pensation, and then to be given to another partisan worker who has 
performed greater or later service. This practice has permeated 
every part of our Government, Federal, State, county, township, and 
municipal. It reaches every appointive office. It involves every 
officer, almost every man supposed to have influence with the ap- 
pointing power. It affects the appointment and tenure as well of 
the laborers on the streets as of the members of the Cabinet. 

I need not particularize. The universal rule—if there be any ex- 
ception, it only emphasizes the rule—is service and office, partisan 
work and official salary as pay, #nd change in the office-holder as soon 
as the salary shall have paid for the work or a better or newer worker 
appears. 

This is the spoils system. The name explainsit. The name opens 
up to every thoughtful man, nay, to every man who will see even 
without thinking, a vision of wrong, injustice, brutality, waste- 
fulness, recklessness, fraud, peculation, degradation of persons and 
of parties, which has driven from public life much of the cultivated 
intellect and refined morality of the country, and fills even the most 
hopeful mind with sadness for much in the present and grave anxiety 
for the future. 

Shall I illustrate ? 

Last summer the President of the United States, leaving his house 
in company with his sons, his friends, and his Cabinet, for a brief 
respite from the cares of his great office, without a body-guard of 
detectives, or police, or soldiers, as becomes the chief magistrate of 
a republic, entered a railroad depot to take the train. He was shot 
down by an assassin. 

The whole people was shocked by the incident. Its great heart 
was profoundly touched by the magnitude of the crime, the calm for- 
titude of the sufferer, the splendid courage and heroic tenderness of 
his loving wife, herself faint and ill from disease, and by the sudden 
fear of imminent and unknown perils to the Republic. The people 
watched with intense solicitude the progress of the President’s ill- 
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ness. Their keen anxiety, their tender sympathy were unbounded 
during those months of harrowing suspense. Throughout that long- 
continued and fearful strain on their patience, in the very spirit of 
self-government, they were calm, self-contained, prepared for any 
emergency, believing that the midst of danger is the place for the 
deliberate performance of duty. 

I will not dwell on the character of the President. All will agree 
with me that he was singularly gentle and considerate in his man- 
ners, and that he would refuse a request or reject an application in 
such terms as not toaggravate the pains of disappointment. I will 
not dwell on the character of the crime or its possible effects on our 
institutions and habits of thought. These topics, however interest- 
ing, are not in my line of thought to-day. 

hatinfluences contributed to the commission of that crime? How 
can they be eradicated ? 

Iindulgeinnosurmises. I take the case as it appearsonthesurface. 
Aman of ordinary intelligence, of ill-balanced mind, a bitter partisan, 
a speaker of some fluency, a writer of sensations, of small pecuniary 
resources, averse to labor, casting about for a support with plenty to 
get and little to do, desired an office. Thereupon, professing to be an 
ardent politician, to have been of service in the canvass then lately 
concluded by a victory for the Republican party, he invades the 
Department of State and beseechesaconsulate. He invades the White 
House and failing an interview he writes letters of sympathy with 
the President in the factional fights of his party. Still failing in his 
purpose, he, in his wrath, espouses the cause of the opposing faction, 
and arming himself, shoots down the President who would not give him 
an office or instruct his Secretary to do so. I do not stop to inquire 
whether he uttered the words attributed to him, “I am a Stalwart, 
and now Arthur will be President.” The fact is patent that he wanted 
an office and did not get it, and he believed the President was respon- 
sible for his failure. He wanted a new deal, a new distribution of 
offices. He believed that a new President would make a new distri- 
bution and that he would have anotherchance. The desire for office— 
the belief that he had earned it—the belief that the President could 
and ought to divide the spoils among the victors—the brutality of our 
politics, which traduces character and villifies motives, whenever a 
difference of opinion or action exists—these made this crime possible ; 
these made it possible for the assassin to assert that he thought he was 
doing his party and his country a service ; these are the festering beds 
in which such fools are born into such madmen, and such schemes of 
wicked deviltry are hatched. 

The act of Guiteau is exceptional; the causes which contributed 
to it are imbedded in our system and are ever present. 

Instinctively the people, without distinction of party, traced the 
source and significance of Guiteau’s act. They found it in our sys- 
tem of administration. Their intelligence was made keenly active. 
Their conscience was awakened. Their sensibility was touched. It 
needs but little guidance to lead them to the determination, by law 
and by a public opinion stronger than the law, to destroy this office- 
giving and office-seeking system. That system is the real assassin of 
Garfield. 

The idea that one hundred thousand offices, purely administrative, 
almost absolutely clerical in their nature, paying $100,000,000 a year, 
are to be distributed by the President and his appointees, after every 
election and as often during his term as the rapacity of place-hunters 
can persuade or force him, as the rewards of partisan service to be 
earned by mere personal activity or contribution of money, is a crime 
against the civilization of the age. It is the prolific parent of fraud, 
and corruption, and brutality. It sets up the emoluments of oflice as 
the prize of party struggles, and the stimulant of partisan effort ; and 
the love of money induces a ferocious activity in the pursuit of party 
success, Which is the condition of getting office. : 

Necessarily, by the logic of the system, which is stronger than the 
determination of good men, however strong they may be, in its far- 
thest ramification, it awards the highest comparative prizes to those 
who have done the most of the dirtiest work of our lowest politics. 
It makes our Presidents and our Secretaries peddlers of office and 
diverts their time and attention from a wise and faithful discharge 
of the high duties with which they are charged. The President in 
his delirium exclaimed in a tone of agony: ‘Do tell that crowd of 
office-seekers I cannot see them to-day—I am so sick.” This incident 
was exquisitely touching—it was a burning reproach to the system. 

This system drives Senators and Representatives into such position 
that not only do they neglect the chief duty of legislation, but too 
often they aretempted by their friends and supporters, and are almost 
coerced, to make support of an administration conditional upon 
obtaining offices for their friends. 

Nor is this all, or even the worst. This appeal to love of money 
and love of patronage, as the stimulants to exertion, creates a fierce 
and brutal party spirit which stops at no wrong in the accomplish- 
ment of its end. It makes an intelligent exercise of the elective 
franchise impossible. It makes a free election and a fair count im- 
possible. It levies contributions on the salaries of all the offices and 
expends the vast sums thus collected in corrupting the voters. It 
lowers the tone and degrades the sentiment not only of the public 
men, but, more important still, of the whole people behind them. 


Of the former class, under this system, Josiah Quincy said: 


Creatures who under pretense of oorwing the people are in fact serving them- 
* ereatures who arein truth 


selves: * * spending their time mousing at the 
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doors of the palace or the crannies of the Departments, and laying low snares to 
catch for themselves or their relatives every stray office that flits by them: * * * 
who openly abandon their duties and set their places and their consciences to sale, 
in defiance of the multiplied, strong, and tender ties by which they are bound to 
their country. * * * Why, sir, the clamor of the craving animals at the Treas- 
ury trough is heard in this Capitol. Such running, such jostling, such wiggling, 
such climbing over one another's backs, such squealing because the tub is so narrow 
and the company is so crowded! 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from Ohio 
if that was not said about a Democratic administration? 

Mr. PENDLETON. It was said about an administration in 1811, 
and I am sure the historical knowledge of the gentleman will tell him 
who was President at that time and what were the divisions of power ; 
but I will tell the gentleman, since he has asked me that question, 
that to-day in this Capitol, under a Republican administration, that 
description by Mr. Quincy is true to the letter. 

This system has impaired the efficiency of the service. A single 
example willillustrate. During 1,565 consecutive secular days prior 
to 1871 the removals in the custom-house in New York numbered 
1,678: more than at the rate of one every day for nearly five years. 
The aggregate was nearly equal to a removal of every man on the force 
twice in thattime. This office has nothing to do with party politics. 
It is an office where duties on merchandise and other imports of the 
value of $550,000,000 yearly are to be estimated and collected, and 
where more than $480,000 daily are taken up. At no other port in the 
world is the business solarge. Our tariff laws are complicated and 
indefinite. Thirteen schedules enumerate duties on fifteen hundred 
different articles—a thousand miscellaneous articles are to be added. 
Eight hundred and twenty-three articles pay ad valorem duties. Five 
hundred and forty-one pay specific rates, and one hundred and forty- 
four are assessed compound rates. Well may Mr. Eaton exclaim: 

Think of the skill, experience, and business capacity required to value all the 
varied productions of the world which make up this vast aggregate, and of leav- 
ing such duties to a perpetually shifting force of New York working politicians, 
headed by a New York partisan chieftain. Was there ever such a parody on gov- 
ernment! Will posterity believe the facts? 


The result was such as ought to haye been expected. Bribes were 
accepted. Elections were coerced. Numbers of unnecessary officials 
were employed. Money was extorted from merchants. Smuggling 
and undervaluation took place. In 1874 it cost the United States 
nearly $7,000,000 to collect duties on less than $700,000,000 of imports, 
while in the same year it cost Great Britain only $5,000,000 to collect 
the duties on $1,800,000,000 of imports. The collection of revenue at 
that time cost in the United States three times as much as in France, 
four times as much as in Germany, and five times as much as in Great 
Britain. I refer to the excellent work of Mr. Eaton on this subject. 

Secretary Windom makes this statement: 

One of the most obvious objections to the present mode of appointment is that 
it tends to convert the Departments into mere charitable institutions for the pur- 
pose of supporting people who are unable to support themselves. * * * Of the 
numerous applications made at the Treasury Department during the last eight 
months he would be safe in asserting that five-sixths were based upon the inabil- 
ity of the person applying to support himself. * * * The best services are not 
secured, and appointments are not properly distributed. 

The system of appointment and removals has prevented the most 
worthy from entering the service; has kept those within it in cease- 
less anxiety. It has discouraged fidelity. It has invited the disrep- 
utable and incompetent to press for places. It has degraded the 
tone of the service. It has debauched the public morals. It has dis- 
turbed the public peace. It has kept the country in turmoil for 
months on the question who should collect the customs in New York. 
It has induced a judge of the district court of the United States to 
write to the President the following letter. This judge holds his 
office ‘‘ during good behavior:” 

The exigencies of our canvass in this State, to which you and other Republicans 
look with so much confidence for the overthrow of Bourbonism and the gain of a 
Republican in the United States Senate, * * * lead me to indorse and urge the 
appointment of Mr. Stratham for the post-office in this city. * * * Both father 
and son are actively engaged in the canvass, and his appointment could not fail to 
cement our coalition and advance the prospects of our tickets, State and county. 

It has made Guiteau a possible aspirant for office, and assassination 
a possible vengeance for his disappointment. 

These are the fruits of the spoils system. If good and true and 
faithful and capable men are found in the public service, in the 
Departments and elsewhere, as they certainly are, it is in spite of all 
these tendencies. 

We must supplant this system—we must chase it out with hue 
andcry. Initsplace we must put the other and better system founded 
on the idea that public offices are public trusts to be administered 
solely for the public good; that the fittest men shall administer them 
until still fitter and better men shall be found; that offices have no 
right to be, except that the faithful execution of the duties attached 
to them is necessary to the public welfare and the maximum of effi- 
ciency and minimum of cost constitute the only condition on which 
they should exist. 

We must establish the idea that the business of fifty millions of 
people must be transacted by business men on business principles, 
and all the more rigidly and faithfully, because it is the business of 
the people. 

If vacancies were to be filled only by the o:e man whom proper 
intelligent comparison, based on competition, should show to be the 
fittest, irrespective of personal influence or a tion, how little would 
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be the pressure for removals! If removals were only for cause of in- 
efficiency or unfaithfulness or because another was shown to be fitter 
and better, how little would be the scramble for office! 

This is the merit system. It appeints men who are honest, capable, 
and faithful. It keeps in service those who are proved to have such 
qualifications. It would open the subordinate civil service to all who 
choose to aspire. It would fill that service with the men proven to 
be the best by fair competition. It would elevate the tone of all as- 
pirants by making them feel that they owe nothing to patronage, but 
all to merit. It would make that service tenfold more efficient. It 
would greatly reduce expenses. It would set up the adoption of 
principle, and not emolument, as the prize of party struggle. It would 
destroy the dangerous quality, even if it should not sensibly mod- 
erate, the zeal of party spirit. It would consign politics to men of 
higher aspirations and nobler aims. It would elevate the motives, 
and therefore the tone, of party strife. It would raise the temper 
and style of public partisan discussion. It would eliminate the bru- 
tality of our politics. It would leave to our President and Secreta- 
ries and Congressmen time and heart for their high duties. 

The merit system would do all this. It would do more. Its benefi- 
cent spirit would give to merit the highest rewards; and would 
therefore stimulate excellencies into competition. It would demand 
and stimulate a higher grade of intellectual and political education. 
It would in time reach popular elections and appointments to the 
offices which dictate policies. It would reach the popular opinion 
and through it stamp out all interference with a free ballot and a 
fair count, whether by fraud or force or intimidation of voters. It 
would put an end to political assessments and the expenditure of 
immense corruption funds. Like Jacob’s ladder, its foot would be on 
the earth, its top in the heavens, and angels, bearing public blessings, 
would descend upon it. It wouldrealize the aspiration of the con- 
vention of Massachusetts which, far back in the olden times, ordained 
the provisions of its constitution “to the end that it may be a govern- 
ment of laws, and not of men.” 


of our Government. ‘The importance of the subject, the imperative 
demand for some improvement, will secure the most earnest atten- 
tion on the part of Senators to the purposes and methods of the bill. 
I know the purposes are good; I believe the methods will prove effi- 
cient. But it is in no spirit of narrow partisanship in its behalf, no 
spirit of devotion to the success of the measure, rather than to the 
success of the cause, that I approach this discussion. I invite com- 
ment. I invite criticism. I would be glad to see the bill improved; 
but I do most sincerely urge Senators to give it their support, and 
to put this measure on fair trial, if none better shall appear in this 
debate. Its scope is very limited; its provisions are very simple. 

I beg Senators to observe that its provisions do not apply to officers 
elected by the people; or to officers appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate; or to officers of the Army or the Navy, or of 
the judiciary; or to officers in the post-offices or custom-houses, where 
the number of clerks does not exceed fifty; or to laborers. They do 
not apply to those officers who may exercise political power, who 
may dictate policies, whose efficient co-operation may be essential in 
carrying into effect the theories or policies of parties. 

They apply only to that immense body of subordinate officials, 
clerical and administrative, whose duties under every administration 
would be the same, who could not under any circumstances, in the 
proper exercise of their functions, affect in the slightest degree the 
political programme of the partyin power. They apply only to that 
body of “inferior officers” whose appointment may, by the terms of 
the Constitution, be vested in the President alone, in the courts of 
law, or the heads of Departments. 

They do not apply to any even of this class who are now in office, 
except in the case of promotion. All present incumbents are left 
undisturbed until their term of office shall expire or they shall be 
removed. 

This bill does not touch the questions of tenure of office, or re- 
movals from office, except that removals shall not be made for refusing 
to pay political assessments, or to perform partisan service. It leaves 
both where it finds them. 

The single, simple, fundamental, pivotal idea of the whole bill is, 
that whenever hereafter a new appointment or a promotion shall be 
made in the subordinate civil service, such appointment or promotion 
shall be given to the man who is best fitted to discharge the duties 
of the position, and that such fitness shall be ascertained by open, fair, 
honest, impartial, competitive examination. The impartiality of 
these examinations is to be secured by every safeguard which the wit 
of man can devise. They are to be open to all who choose to present 
themselves. They will be tests of the fitness of the applicant for the 
particular place to which he aspires. A copying clerk will not be 
examined in astronomy—an accountant will not be examined in con- 
stitutional law—a mail distributer will not be examined in miner- 
alogy—a weigher or gauger in ancient history. The suggestion to 
the contrary accompanied by a sneer, which we so often hear, savors 
rather of ignorance in the objector than defect in the examination. 

Senators will see that this bill concerns itself only with the ad- 
mission to and promotion in the civilservice. To this single idea its 
framers have postponed every other consideration. They have sedu- 
lously avoided every constitutional objection. They provoke nocon- 
flict with the constitutional power of appointment, for they have 
made its provisions apply only to “inferior officers,” whose appoint- 

































































Fear, Craft, and Avarice 
Cannot rear a State. 

Out of dust to build 
What is more than dust— 
Walls Amphion piled 
Pheebus 'stablish must. 


I will not weary you with details of the excellent result of this 
system wherever it has been tried. The post-office of New York 
demonstrates its success. It is to be regretted that public rumor has 
lately connected that office, otherwise so well managed, with assess- 
ments for political purposes. The occasional and imperfect attempts 
to practice it in the other public offices of New York bear their testi- 
mony in the same direction. The Interior Department, under Mr. 
Schurz, the Census Office, under General Walker, are witnesses in its 
behalf. 

Are we to be told that this spoils system is so strongly intrenched 
in the affections, or the prejudices, or the habits of our people, that 
we cannot eradicate it? I point to our early history. This was not 
the system of the Constitution. This was not the system of the 
fathers. It is only fifty years old. 

I point you to the history of England. The spoils system had been 
carried to perfection there. Its evils had been aggravated by the 
fact that it had entered the church and the army, as well as the civil | ment may be vested in the President alone, or the courts or heads of 
service, and by the further fact that the nobility and hierarchy | Departments, according to the discretion of Congress, and therefore 
monopolized the spoils. Look into Trevelyan’s life of Charles James | may be vested with limitations. They provoke no conflict with the 
Fox. Read Macaulay’s history from the accession of William. Look | constitutional power of removal from office. They avoid the delicate 
with wonder on the unparalleled robbery of the government and | and difficult question of the duration of official terms. .They respect 
people. And yet after one hundred and = — of luxuriant | the susceptibility of the President by requiring that the rules shall 
growth, while the nobility and the ministry and the members of Par- | be submitted to him, and become valid only on his approval and 
liament were in the full enjoyment of the patronage in Church and | promulgation. They wisely thought that if every future vacancy 
State, in the face of an adverse Parliament, in May, 1855, Lord Palmer- | should be filled by the appointment of the one man, in fact, the best 
ston, by an order in council, cut up the system, root and branch, and | fitted to discharge the duties, all other questions would soon settle 
introduced competitive examination. Parliament by direct vote | themselves; that, if no amount of pressure or patronage, however 
condémned the change. The Ministry persevered, enforced the order | great, could avail to put a favorite into a vacancy, little wrongful 
in council, made examinations, appointed according to merit. In | pressure or patronage would be used to make a vacancy. 
less than one year Parliament reversed its condemnation, and volun- I have read with interest the President’s suggestions on this sub- 
teered to make any appropriation which should be found necessary, | ject. He wisely points out early entrance, long service, and retiring 
and in less than two years Parliament, by a unanimous vote, declared | pensions asessential features in the British system, and doubts whether 
that the system ought to be extended to the whole civil service. It|in their absence competitive examinations and promotions only 
has been so extended. Gladstone lately, in his place in the House of | from the lower grades could be so rigidly enforced here. The com- 
Commons, declared, amidst applauding cheers, that the full extent | mission is directed to consult the President, in order to have the ben- 
of his patronage was the appointment of his own private secretary. | efit of his wisdom and experience, and is empowered to establish 

I do not say that the British system is entirely suited to our con- exceptions to the rules, in order to make the system conform to our 
ditions. The tenure of office, the age of entrance, the retiring pen- | conditions. The probation is intended to test the fitness in point of 
sion, the establishment of an official class, by encouraging young | character, temper, manners, executive capacity, of those who have 
men to enter and providing for them for life, perhaps cannot and successfully passed the examinations. Every suggestion of the Presi- 
ought not to be transplanted here. But I do say the history of this | dent may be adopted under the provisions of this bill. 
change of system in the British Empire presents to us a splendid I repeat, because I desire it to be distinctly understood, that this 
example of self-denial and courage and power in eradicating an | bill provides only for the future appointment of subordinate officers 
acknowledged abuse. in the Departments and the great post-offices and custom-houses, and 

Shall we be told that our people, our Government, our Executive, | seeks to make the highest ability to perform the duties—not patron- 
cannot do as much in this direction as the Parliament and ministry | age, not favor, not partisan services, not the contribution of money, 
of Great Britain have so successfully accomplished in the last twenty- | not even general good character—the condition of securing such 
five years? appointment. 

_ The bill which I have had the honor to introduce now for the second The first section provides for the appointment by the President of 
time aims to effect a similar change in the subordinate civil service | a commission of five persons, of different political parties, of whom 
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three shall hold no other official place, and two shall be experienced 
in the public service. 
The second section is in the following words: 


Sxc. 2. That it shall be the duty of said commission : 

First. To devise and submit to the President for his approval and promulgation, 
from time to time, suitable rules, and to suggest appropriate action, for making this 
act effective; and when so approved and promulgated it shall be the duty of ali 
officers of the United States in the Departments and offices to which any such rules 
may relate, to aid, in all proper ways, in carrying said rules, and any modifications 
thereof, into effect. 

Second. And, among other things, said rules shall provide and declare, as nearly 
as the conditions of good administration will warrant, as follows: : 

First, for open, competitive examinations for testing the capacity of applicants 
for the public service now classified or to be classified hereunder ; 

Second, that all the offices, places, and employments so arranged or to be arranged 
in classes shall be filled by selections from among those graded highest as the re- 
sults of such competitive examinations ; 

Third, that original entrance to the public service aforesaid shall be at the lowest 
grade; 

Fourth, that there shall be a period of probation before any absolute appoint- 
ment or employment aforesaid ; : 

Fifth, that promotions shall be from the lower grades to the higher on the basis 
of merit and competition ; 

Sixth, that no person in the public service is for that reason under any obligation 
to contribute to any political fund, or to render any political service, and that he 
will not be removed or otherwise predjudiced for refusing to do so; 

Seventh, that no person in said service has any right to use his official authority 
or influence to coerce the political action of any person or body ; 

Eighth, there shall be non-competitive examinations in all proper cases before the 
commission, when competition may not be found practicable ; 

Ninth, that notice shall be given in writing to said commission of the persons 
selected for appointment or employment from among those who have been exam- 
ined, of the rejection of any such persons after probation, and of the date thereof, 
and a record of the same shall be kept by said commission. 

And any necessary exceptions from said nine fundamental provisions of the rules 
shall be set forth in connection with such rules, and the reasons therefor shall be 
stated in the annual reports of the commission. 

Third. Said commission shall make regulations for, and have control of, such 
examinations, and, through its members or the examiners, it shall supervise and 
preserve the records of the same; and said commission shall keep minutes of its 
own proceedin gs. 

Fourth. Said commission may make investigations concerning the facts, and 
may report upon all matters touching the enforcement and effects of said rules and 
regulations, and concerning the action of any examiner or board of examiners, and 
its own subordinates, and those in the public service, in respect to the execution of 
this act. 

Fifth. Said commission shall make an annual report to the President, for trans- 
mission to Congress, showing its own action, the rules and regulations and the 
exception thereto in force, the practical effects thereof, and any suggestions it may 
approve for the more effectual accomplishment of the purposes of this act. 


The third and fourth sections authorize the commission to employ 
a chief examiner, a secretary, and the necessary clerical force; to des- 
ignate boards of examiners, to direct where examinations shall be 
held; and requires that suitable rooms shall be furnished for its ac- 
commodation in the public buildings in Washington and elsewhere. 
They require also the chief cxaminer to act, as far as practicable, 
with the examining boards, and to secure accuracy, uniformity, and 
justice in all their proceedings. ; 

The fifth section defines the offenses which are calculated to defeat 
the just enforcement of the act, and declares the penalties. 

The sixth section requires the heads of the different Departments 
to make a more perfect classification of clerks and employés, both in 
the Departments and in the various offices under their charge, in 
conformity with the one hundred and sixty-third section of the 
Revised Statutes, and to extend and revise such classification at the 
request of the President. 

The seventh section is in these words: 

After the expiration of four months from the passage of this act no officer or clerk 
shall be appointed, and no person shall be employed to enter or be promoted in 
either of the said classes now existing, or that may be arranged hereunder pursuant 
to said rules, until he has passed an examination, or is shown to be specially 
exempted from such examination in conformity herewith. % 

But nothing herein contained shall be construed to take from those honorably 
discharged from the military or naval service any peices conferred by the 
seventeen hundred and fifty-fourth section of the Revised Statutes, nor to take 
from the President any authority not inconsistent with this act conferred by the 
seventeen hundred and fifty-third section of said statutes; nor shall any officer not 
in the executive branch of the government, or any person merely employed as a 
laborer or workman, be required to be classified hereunder; nor, unless by direc- 
tion of the Senate, shall any person who has been nominated for confirmation by 
the Senate be required to be classified or to pass an examination. 

It has been asked, in tones somewhat querulous, why limit these 
provisions to this single class of officers, if they are so beneficial ? 

The answer is obvious. 

1. In cases of election by the people, the choice must be left to the 
discretion and judgment of the people. 

2. In cases where the Constitution has confided the appointment 
and confirmation to the discretion of the President and Senate, it 
may well be doubted whether Congress has the power to limit that 
diseretion. In this experiment no doubtful power should be exer- 
cised. 

3. In cases where the officer exercises political power, and con- 
tributes to the formulation and success of policies, it is essential 
that the party to which the people has confided the administration, 
and on which it has imposed the responsibility, should have its 
chosen and confidential agents. 

4. The proposed methods are tentative, experimental, reformatory 
of long-established and deeply-rooted evils. They may not realize 
all that is hoped for them. It is wise not to encumber the trial 
unnecessarily. 


5. This single class isimmense innumbers. Itcontainsnearly one 
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hundred thousand men. Theirsalaries alone—not including expend- 
itures under their control—reach, perhaps, more than one hundred 
millions of dollars. — conduct absolutely the entire routine civil 
service. Atsome point they come in contact with every one of our 
fifty millions of people. The conditions are favorable for the trial of 
the proposed reform. 

If it shall prove successful—if these hundred thousand offices shall 
be filled with the men most capable to discharge the duties; espe- 
cially, if these hundred thousand offices, these hundred millions of 
dollars can be eliminated from the prizes for which these and many 
more hundred thousand men contend with such unscrupulous ferocity 
at every Presidential election, a public opinion irresistible as the tor- 
nado or the earthquake will demand that a reform alike in quality, 
though not by the same methods, shall be made in appointments by 
the President and confirmations by the Senate, and even in elections 
by the people. 

It is objected that this bill does not grapple with the questions of 
terms of office, and the power of removal. 

I have sufficiently indicated the constitutional difficulty which may 
arise and the wisdom of avoiding it. But there is no necessity for 
entering upon either of these questions. The class of officers with 
which we are now dealing holds office at the pleasure of the head of 
the Department, or the local postmaster or collector. Removals are 
rarely asked for, under the spoils system, except to make a vacancy 
for a particular man. If another man is to be put in, especially if 
that other man be the favorite of nobody—be recommended by no- 
body—be the partisan servitor of no person and no party, if he be 
simply the most capable and fit man for the place, demands for re- 
moval will be made on! for cause; and then the demand should be 
heeded. Under the merit system of appointment, the question of 
removal will be solved without legislation. 

Many very ardent friends of civil-service reform are opposed to 
what tl ey call tre establishment of ‘‘an official class” among the 
people; they advocate a fixed term for all officers. It will be time 
enough to argue and settle that great question when it shall have 
become the fixed policy of the Government and the law of the land 
that the best men shall be appointed to all offices, be the term long 
or short, fixed oruncertain. For the present, without expressing any 
opinion, or committing its supporters in any degree, this bill leaves 
the subject untouched. 

‘“‘Why competitive examinations?” ask the objectors; ‘‘the ma- 
chinery is cumbersome and expensive.” 

Simply because the system of pass examinations has proven an utter 
failure. Examinations of this character are required by law for 
admission into the Departments at Washington. But they are not 
uniform; they have no consistency. Neither the scope of the ex- 
amination, nor the office of the examiner, nor the persons who may 
apply, are defined by law or rule. All such questions are left to the 
head of the Department, who usually confides their determination to 
a subordinate. Under the demand for office, under the pressure for 
patronage engendered by the spoils system, these examinations have 
in the main been either entirely neglected or reduced to a mere sham. 
Men of influence and power have insisted that their favorites should 
be put into office, and the Secretaries, unsupported by the law, have 
found themselves unable to withstand. 

But if such examinations were tenfold more efficient than they are, 
the element of competition is excluded. Admission to examination 
is not open to all; it is secured only by personal favoritism or politi- 
cal influence—only by favor for, or fear of, the applicant or of his 
political partisan backers. There cain be no comparison of merits. 
The best and fittest man for the place cannot be ascertained. John 
Stuart Mill said truly, ‘‘Such examinations suffice only to exclude 
dunces.” 

The notable exceptional cases of the New York post-office, and the 
Interior Department under Secretary Schurz, I have already men- 
tioned, and Isubmit that they prove that ‘inestimable good” would 
follow if the system of examination were made compulsory, competi- 
tive, and of general application to all the official with whom this 
bill deals. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] has discussed 
this subject at length in another forum. He has brought to its con- 
sideration his accustomed candor and vigor and eloquence; he has 
most vividly portrayed the evils of the spoils system, the degradation 
of the service, the absorption of the time and attention of the Presi- 
dent and members of Congress, the unfitting them by these petty 
harassing cares for the faithful discharge of their great duties, the 
demoralization of the constituencies. He has pointed out the dangers 
to which they lead and the “incalculable value” of areform. He has 
examined critically this bill. I need not say that his acute intellect 
has discovered and his trenchant rhetoric has laid open every weak- 
ness in it. Hehas candidly approved its purpose and spirit and gen- 
eral scope ; he has approved the system of competitive examination. 

I shall have occasion frequently to use the name of the Senator to- 
day, and freely to comment on his position. I shall do so with all 
respect, as he well knows; without the least disposition to provoke 
antagonism with him or rashly to invite an unequal contest, but 
simply because, while he sympathizes deeply with the aims and pur- 
poses of a true reform, he has made the most efficient attacks upon 
the methods which the friends of this bill generally believe to be most 
practicable. 
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He objects to the machinery of the commission, with its examin- 
ers and boards, as cumbersome and expensive. My answer is simple. 
I lay no stress on the machinery. I am not wedded to it. Suggest 
improvements, suggest a substitute simpler, more economical, which 
will accomplish the purpose of compulsory competitive examination 
on a coherent and general uniform system, and I will aid in securing 
its adoption. Unless this can be done now, let us adopt this machin- 
ery, at least until experience shall exhibit its defects and the remedy. 

The learned Senator also objects that the power given to the com- 
missioners, and under them to their examiners and boards, to deter- 
mine who of the applicants are the best fitted to discharge the duties 
of the coveted places, does in fact intrust to them the key to entrance 
to the public service and enables them to open or to shut the door for 
individualsat their pleasure. Isubmit to his candor whether he has not 
grossly exaggerated the statement of the objection, and whether any 
system of competitive or pass examination and the resulting appoint- 
ments—even that which he highly commends—does not clothe the 
examiners with exactly the same power as this bill gives them? He 
complains that this bill does not guarantee the immaculate perfec- 
tion of the men who are to be employed. “'They may open and shut 
with the wisdom of Solomon and the purity and impartiality of a 
saint, and they may not.” Very true! But is not that the condition of 
all human agencies and instrumentalities? Does not the same ob- 
jection exist wherever and whenever it becomes necessary or advisa- 
ble to intrust power, to the creation of every office and the appoint- 
ment of every officer, whether President or Senator, or Secretary or 
examiner? Every system of government, every scheme of human 
society, every organized effort among men is based upon the recogni- 
tion of the imperfection of the individual man and the ever-present, 
ever-active aspiration of the race to correct abuses, to remedy wrongs, 
to reach the better and the truer and the purer. Would the Sena- 
tor do nothing until he can find the necessary human agents who 
shall certainly be as wise as Solomon and as pure as asaint? Iknow 
he will not say so. I know he will not insist on this objection. 

The Senator also objects that the system is fatally defective in this, 
that those who are responsible for the character of the work to be 
performed are to have no voice in the selection of the men who are to 
perform it; are not to exercise judgment upon the ‘qualifications, 
the fitness, or deftness for the place of the man who is to be put in.” 
The Senator is entirely mistaken. His critical examination has for 
once failed him. The bill has anticipated such possible objections. 
It provides expressly that ‘‘ there shall be a period of probation, be- 
fore any absolute appointment or employment;” and this for the 
express purpose of enabling the superior officer who is responsible for 
the character of the work to test “the qualifications, the fitness and 
deftness”—the words are aptly chosen—of the man who is to per- 
form it. Ifin his judgment the probationer fails in these qualities, 
he will refuse to appoint. 

The Senator suggests—he does not assert—a constitutional objec- 
tion to the appointment of a chief examiner by the commission. I 
need scarcely spend time in refuting the suggestion, in the face of the 
fact that every commission organized by Congress has been author- 
ized to employ officers and aids suitable to the work imposed upon it, 
whether engineers, experts, contractors, or clerks. 

I have intended—I believe I have succeeded in doing so—to state 
fairly every objection to the machinery and details of the bill. The 
astute Senator has stated no other. We may be sure no other can 
be found. Ithink they are not weighty; but, I repeat, the friends of 
this bill will readily adopt any improvement of its methods. 

But after all, notwithstanding his approval ofthe spirit and purpose 
of the bill, and his objection, not forcible, I must think, to its methods, 
the main difficulty with theSenatorseems to be that he desires no further 
legislation on the subject. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I did not expect that of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 
Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Ohio and myself served upon a 
committee in the last Congress to which this bill was referred, and 
I agreed with him to report the bill. My conduct in that committee, 
of course, I am not to speak of. I only repeat that he should not 
have made that remark ; certainly he would not have done so if all 
that I have written and printed en this subject had come under his 
observation as critically as what the Senator has read. If the Sena- 
tor will allow me a few remarks after he is through, I will, without 
criticising further, state my position. -I thought I would relieve 
him at this point from the delusion into which he has fallen in the 
respects he has just stated. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The Senator, I am certain, will not suppose 
that I designed at all to misinterpret the position that he holds. I 
have had the pleasure of reading the various articles to which he 
and I both have alluded, and I have them on the table before me. 
The Senator draws a distinction between what are called theoretical 
and the practical reformers, and he says the theoretical reformers be- 
lieve that the passage of an act of Congress is the end-all and do-all of 
this business, and that the practical reformers require action. 

Mr. DAWES. Do you object to that? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I do object, because I believe those you desig- 


nate as theoretical reformers do not believe that an act of Congress 
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unexecuted, not carried out, will have any beneficial effect in removing 
those evils. 

The Senator—and I call his attention to it as being the basis upon 
which I said he did not desire legislation—the Senator said in the 
articles to which I have alluded, that for ten years there has been 
upon the statute-book ample power to sweep the whole field of reform 
and to root out the very center evil of the service, and yet that statute 
had lain as powerless as a strong man under an air-pump; and he 
closed his discussion, able as I have said that discussion was, with 
the strong declaration that— 

The demand of the hour is not more legislation, but an omnipotent public senti- 
ment which can alone enforce a reform. 

I deny that there has been ample legislation to cope with the evils 
which we wish to eradicate. With the exception of pass examinations 
in the Departments, the legislation has been permissive, not manda- 
tory. There have been no means in the hands of the Executive to 
enforce it. Congress, this Senate and yonder House, denounced its 
enforcement, and deliberately refused to make the necessary appro- 
priations. If Congress had equipped the President with all necessary 
moneys, and had still left the exercise of the power eptional, and 
thereby shown its own lukewarmness in the cause, it would have re- 
quired the strongest powers of the strongest man to resist the tremen- 
dous assaults of the spoils system. President Grant was a resolute 
man, and sincerely impressed with the spirit of the reform; but when 
Congress fell away from his support he abandoned the effort as hope- 
less. Gentlemen underrate the tremendous power of the spoils system ; 
they forget how strongly it is intrenched in the prevailing theories 
and practices of our parties; how it at once stimulates and gratifies 
the passion for power and money. They ask “If the executive 
branch of the Government should take its own administration of 
public affairs into its own hands and administer them with the cour- 
age of your convictions, is there need of any legislation at all?” 
And when an eminent reformer answers ‘‘I cannot honestly say I 
think there is,” they seem to think they have solved the problem. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says truly that “the spoils sys- 
tem eats out the soul and consumes the life-blood of the legislator, 
and must be ended, or he will degenerate into a mere purveyor of 
offices; but how?” He answers his own question thus: 

The President can stop it by two brief orders, officially proclaimed and rigidly 
adhered to, viz: 1st. No man will be appointed to any office while he is in the city 
of Washington. 2d. No man will be appointed to any office who brings, unasked 
by the appointing power, the recommendation of any member of Congress. 

Indeed! How easy to relieve Congressmen! 
President promulgate these simple orders? 

The Senator adds this significant sentence: 

But no President can stand on such a platform so long as one hundred thousand 
office-seekers, backed each by twenty or more ‘‘ best men,” are beating agaist the 
doors of the White House. 

The Senator proceeds: 

Members of Congress themselves can stop it by a flat refusal to do what their 
constituents thus force them to do. The constituency can end it by ceasing to ask 
it of a Representative. 

Exactly! How simple the remedy! But the Senator adds: 

_Few members, if any, will decline to serve their constituents in any matter that 
islawful. Some think they thereby serve themselves. 


Why does not the 


He ought to have said also ‘‘ few constituents willrefuse to press any 
appointment when they hope service in return from the applicant, or 
even when it is easier to yield than to refuse.” 

Having thus shown that these voluntary agencies, either singly or 
in combination, are utterly impossible for present use, he exclaims: 

All combined can banish it more surely and effectually and forever. 

Yes, when the impossible happens we shall all be happy. 

The Senator, in most truthful terms, bemoans the condition of the 
President under the present system. He describes the ‘labor of 
hearing petitions, examining conflicting pretensions, and distributing 
offices” as the labor ‘‘which never ceases, the exaction of strength 
and patience which never relaxes its hold, is never satisfied, never 
tires, never sleeps; which fritters away his powers, and loses in the 
petty and belittling details of official patronage the grand opportu- 
nities for the accomplishment of lasting good by the application to 
administration of broad and comprehensive statesmanship.” And 
then he suggests the remedy. 

Why does not the President actually, as well as in theory, break up the work 
of his administration into seven parts, and freeing himself of everything except 
control, hold each Secretary personally responsible to him for the performance of 
the work in the part assigned him? 

Why not, indeed! The answer has been furnished by the Senator 
himself. The President cannot stand on such a platform with one 
hundred thousand office-holders and many more thousand office-seek- 
ers, each with his backers, beating at the door of the White House. 
Congressmen will not voluntarily refuse to gratify their constitu- 


ents. Constituents will not voluntarily refuse to recommend their 
neighbors. Every suggestion of an effective remedy for these press- 


ing evils by voluntary action is confessedly impracticable. The influ- 
ences—malign, widespread—overmastering the people, because ‘‘ seen 
too oft, familiar with their face,” absolutely prevent such voluntary 
action. 

We must, by law, make some of those influences unlawful and others 
powerless. We must make theapplication and interference of mem- 
bers of Congress perfectly useless. We must make appointments by 
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the Executive or his officers on such recommendation absolutely un- 
lawful. We must prevent that crowd of office-holders and office- 
seekers and their “best men” from beating at the doors of the White 
House. 

I agree with the Senator. The demand of the hour is an “omnip- 
otent public sentiment which alone can force reform. Laws can- 
not be enforced against a controlling public sentiment. Laws not 
enforced are vain. The evils of the spoils system have grown im- 
mensely during the last twenty years, and during these twenty years 
there has sprung up no “ omnipotent public sentiment” forcing their 
reform. These were the years of permissive legislation and no appro- 
‘priations, attesting the indifference of Congress and discouraging the 
growth of that popular sentiment. Recent events have quickened it. 
Let us apply active coercive legislation. Let us make practices, 
always immoral, now absolutely illegal. Let us put the Senate, the 
Congress, actively on the side of reform. Let us appeal to the best 
instincts and aspirations of the people, and the potent voice of this 
great power in the State will evoke and concentrate and develop and 
energize a public sentiment which will become omnipotent. 

I do not underrate the difficulty of eradicating the spoils system. 
We must employ every agency at our command. We must have a 
President thoroughly favorable, with the courage of his convictions. 
We must sustain, protect, encourage, stimulate, and command him 
with all the authority of law. We must have a public opinion, sus- 
taining and supporting both. 

I hope, nay, I sincerely believe, we will have them all, if we Sen- 
ators this day, on this bill, do our full duty. And I earnestly appeal 
to both sides of this Chamber to do that duty. 

I appeal to Senators on the other side of this Chamber. You have 
the Administration, you have the offices, you are enjoying the power 
and the emoluments. This bill does not disturb you in the possession 
of them. 

I appeal to Senators on this side of the Chamber. We are not in 
majority, we have no offices now. The chances of time will, sooner 
or later, put them in our grasp. Let us now declare that we will 
have nore of these offices except those which may be won by merit ; let 
us give this earnest of our sincerity in a great reform; let us give this 
token of the purity and patriotism of our coming administration of 
the Government ; let us convince the people, even our opponents, that 
we contend for power not that we may enjoy the emoluments of office, 
but that we may lead the country in the pathways of advancement 
and beneficence under the inspiration of a true democracy. This pat- 
ronage, however pleasant for the moment, is a snare and a curse to 
any man or party. Let us put it behind us now; let us destroy it 
now ; let us do the right now, and we will in the future reap our full 
inestimable reward in having disengaged our party and our Presi- 
dent from influences which will surely plant the seeds of early defeat 
in our coming victory, and in having saved our country from the 
perils which now environ it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have listened with so much satis- 
faction, as well as instruction, to the very able and candid speech of 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. PENDLETON, ] and have felt so heartily 
in accord with the purpose which prompted him to make it, that I 
would not detain the Senate—and I shall now do so but for amoment— 
with any idea that I could contribute much to the work which he 
has in hand, if the Senator had not while speaking of some things 
which I have said in public elsewhere, with altogether more appre- 
ciation than I think they deserve, fallen into what seems to me to be 
an error prevalent with a certain class of those who are at work for 
the same end that he andIare. That is, insisting upon it that every 
man, no matter what may be his convictions and what may be his 
worth, unless he absolutely square himself to some rule of their own 
must be set down asinsincere. This is all that induces me to trouble 
‘the Senate a moment. 

The Senator and myself, as I have just said, upon a committee at 
the last Congress, after patient and laborious investigation of this 
subject, came to the conclusion that legislation was absolutely ne- 
cessary. We differed in a minor point of detail in the bill which the 
‘Senator reported with my approval, and unfortunately for me I have 
not been able to say much or do much since, because I was not able 
to support one single feature of that bill. I was in faver of it with 
that exception. I say now that I may be mistaken as to the efficiency 
of that feature of the bill. I had doubts about the wisdom of estab- 
lishing here in Washington an independent board of commissioners 
with an office that had no term or tenure to it except good behavior, 
who were to superintend and control all examinations in all Depart- 
ments and in all places in the civil service covered by the bill. That 
was the trouble, and the Senator says, in complimentary terms, that 
notwithstanding I have set forth the evil and the necessity of a re- 
form, yet he is afraid the difficulty with me is that I do not want any 
legislation, that I think there is legislation enough on the statute-book. 

The little which I have contributed to the literature of this subject 
was contributed for the sole purpose of awakening a public sentiment 
in the country out of which might come that legislation which would 
be the wisest and the most efficient; and to illustrate the necessity of 
such a public sentiment I called attention to the fact that there was 
upon the statute-book, and had been for ten years, authority enough 
to accomplish everything that the most ardent reformer desired to be 
accomplished—authority enough in a single section, which I will read: 


Sec. 1753. The President is authorized to prescribe such regulations for the ad- 
mission of persons into the civil service of the United States as may best promote 
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the efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each candidate in respect to age, 
health, character, knowledge, and ability for the branch of service into which he 
seeks to enter; and for this purpose he may employ suitable persons to conduct 
such inquiries, and may prescribe their duties, and establish regulations for the con- 
duct of persons who may receive appointments in the civil service. 

Having had some knowledge of the origin of that section of the 
statutes and of its history and of its operation I put that question 
to which the Senator has alluded to one of the most ardent and zeal- 
ous and honest and earnest of these reformers: ‘‘If those who ad- 
ministered the law had the courage of their convictions which you 
have, is there not enough in the statute-book already to accomplish 
everything you may desire?” and his frank, candid answer in the 
records of this Senate stands to-day: ‘‘I am bound to admit there is.” 
I then said, sir, the demand of the hour is not more legislation, but 
an omnipotent public sentiment that will exact of those who enforce 
the laws the rigid administration of thislaw. But I said further— 
it does not seem to have fallen under the eye of my distinguished 
friend from Ohio—that I was satisfied that more legislation was 
necessary ; that that which this statute only authorized should be 
made mandatory, and that those who made appointments to office 
should be required by positive law to enforce these rules and these 
regulations, and something like the method embraced in the bill which 
the Senator has reintroduced at this session. I have not criticised at 
any time, either in that committee or elsewhere, a single one of the pro- 
visions for competitive or comparative examinations authorized and 
required by the bill. I have ventured to suggest that an imperium in 
imperio, sitting here in Washington, superintending and controlling 
all appointments, and having no other tenure of office than that of 
good behavior, would depend for its efficiency solely upon the spirit 
of the Executive who appointed them. I venture to say that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio virtually admitted that in the admirable 
speech he made here to-day. 

A President who has no heart in this work may be called upon to 
appoint 2 commission of five, three of which only shall be of one 
party, the bill says; not even “political party,” but of some party. 
How easy for him if his soul is not in this work to make that com- 
mission as certain an instrument to carry out his political wishes as 
if that provision were not there. He has but to take incisive, ag- 
gressive, positive men of his own party, and indifferent, easy, acqui- 
escing men of the other party in the minority, making three to two, 
and then those three to two are themselves to appoint a chief exam- 
iner who is to go over the country and superintend and control all 
examinations. 

If the President of the United States is in soul and in spirit with 
the work, it will operate well; if not, it will be four to two as certain 
as the sun rises. Hence I had some trouble with that feature of the 
machinery of this bill, and I ventured to say that an omnipotent 
public sentiment alone would command, and a President would obey, 
when the people desired him to obey. When he knows that the 
party that put him in his place or the people behind him desire 
him to carry out this work, then it will be done, and it can be done 
under existing law; but I de not expect to live to see that day. If 
we can obtain enactments that shall command him to do it, I care 
very little about the machinery. The Senator from Ohio will not 
find me antagonizing his commission, if that is essential to the en- 
actment of any mandatory law. I only express my doubt about the 
manner in which it will work. Iam very desirous of co-operating 
with him and with those who are in this work, and methods and plans 
are nothing to me. I will go with the Senator in trying almost any 
method that will contribute to root up an evil that is eating out the 
life-blood of the Republic. I would desire to see made mandatory 
upon all heads of bureaus and heads of Departments the system that 
is now in operation in the New York custom-house and the New 
I would command each head of a bureau and each 
head of a Department to institute himself in his own office just such 
examinations as have brought forth such fruit as has been brought 
forth in those offices where that experiment has been tried. Thatis 
safe. It may be slow, but it can work no evil, and if carried out it 
must produce the same beneficial effects already seen in those Depart- 
ments where it has been tried. That seems to me to be practical, if 
not comprehensive ; that seems to me safe, and it seems to me also to 
be demanded. 

Beyond this I do not desire to occupy the time of the Senate fur- 
ther than to say that the Senator from Ohio deserves to be commended 
and shall have my co-operation in perfecting, so far as I may be able, 
by any suggestion of mine the bill he has introduced. If I am un- 
able as yet to see the wisdom or the necessity of some portion of the 
machinery, I beg the Senator not to set me down on the other side 
in this work. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I move to amend the pending bill 
by inserting after line 19 of the second section the words which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read for information. 

The principal legislative clerk read the words proposed to be ir 
serted, as follows: 

And shall be cnpetionst among the several States upon the basis of population 
as ascertained at the last preceding census. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas gives no- 
tice that at the proper time he -will offer this amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President, the evils in the civil service 
so forcibly described by the Senator from Ohio will be conceded to exist 


The proposed amendment may be 
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by every intelligent man in the United States. The great difficulty is 
to find aremedy for those evils. I confess that I have great doubts and 
misgivings as to whether that remedy will ever be found in legislation. 
Theevilsdo notoriginate,in my judgment, from the want of legislation. 
Therefore it is difficult for me to see how legislation will remedy them. 
One great trouble in this country is that everybody is preaching very 
learnedly on the subject of civil-service reform, and nobody is prac- 
ticing it, and it does not seem to make any difference with the people 
whether their public servants practice it or not. My own judgment 
is that the remedy at last must come from the people ; but whether 
it will come from the people is a very questionable matter, for I doubt 
whether the people themselves are capable of applying the remedy. 

The Senator from Ohio took occasion to remind us that the late 
President of the United States was the victim of a corrupt civil 
service in this country. That everybody says is so, and therefore it 
is not necessary for me to discuss it. But, sir, that President was 
scarcely laid away in his final resting-place, the people of the United 
States everywhere were still weeping for his departure, when in the 
midst of their very sobs a Federal judge was soiling his ermine by 
inditing a letter to the successor of that very President who suc- 
ceeded by reason of that very corrupt civil service, appealing to him 
to make appointments for the express purpose of aiding a coalition to 
control a State election, and the choice language of that judge was 
that the President should make the appointment ‘‘to cement our 
coalition.” For what purpose was the coalition? Simply to secure 
Republican officers in the State. The Senator read that much, but 
he stopped there. He did not tell the Senate, as he might have done, 
that that very President to whom the letter was addressed, with the 
weeds of mourning all around him, with the sobs of the country still 
echoing from every nook and corner of the land, sat down and made 
the very appointment that that judge designated for the purpose of 
“cementing our coalition,” and that President, as soon as he made 
that appointment for the express purpose of ‘‘ cementing our coali- 
tion,” turned right around before the ink on the commission was dry 
and used the very same pen, dipped in the very same ink, to write a 
learned disquisition or homily upon civil-service reform to be inserted 
in his message to Congress. That is the way we treat civil-service 
reform in this country. 

Do you blame the President for that? Has he not a rightfrom his 
own experience to assume that everybody in this country who talks 
about civil-service reform is simply playing withthe people? Why, 
sir, are there not scores of men now listening to me who sat in their 
seats in this very Chamber and heard read from that very desk offi- 
cial communications from a former President and his Secretary of 
the Treasury, insisting upon the removal of this very President from 
the custom-house in New York, upon the ground that he had made 
it the headquarters of a political party, and that his removal was 
absolutely necessary to secure an honest administration of affairs in 
that public office? Did you not all hear that read from the desk? Was 
it not publicly given tothe country? And yet that very man who was 
removed from the custom-house in New York, upon the ground that 
the honest administration of the civil service required his removal, 
that very man the next year was nominated by that very party for 
the second office in the gift of the people, and the very men who 
asked for his removal supported his election, took the stump for him. 
And that is civil-service reform! And all the crowd of civil service 
reformers at the North, with homilies upon civil-service reform, and 
who have been at it for years, voted for that very man for Vice-Presi- 
dent. What do you think of that? 

Well, is anybody surprised that when that President made his 
nomination to the Senate for the purpose of “cementing our coali- 
tion” in Virginia his party friends should all have supported that 
nomination when every one of them holds an office here due to that 
very coalition? Do not half this Senate absolutely hold offices in 
this body which they never could have obtained except for that 
coalition? That is the word we use now—“ coalition.” Well, sir, 
are you to blame the Senate? are you to blame the President? are 
you to blame anybody else? Why should they not do these things? 
Do we not all know that five hea ago immense clamor was raised 
in this country about certain frauds upon the ballot, upon the popu- 
lar will, in different States of the Union—returning-board frauds— 
by which the Presidency itself was secured? And does not every- 
body know that every man, high and low, black and white, who was 
charged with connection with those frauds, received an office from 
that very administration which obtained the Presidency by the frauds? 
Did I not hear, didnot other members of the Senate hear, witnesses 
come before a committee of this body, and the testimony was printed 
and spread before the body, in which the witnesses testified and admit- 
ted under oath that they had committed deliberate perjury for the 
express purpose of securing offices and helping their party? And 
does not everybody know that men who did that did secure the offi- 
ces, and, as far as I know, hold those offices to this day, hold them 
now? I have not heard of their removal yet; they certainly held 
them up to the end of the last administration. 

What is the trouble? Ah, the Senator from Massachusetts told one 
great truth. The trouble at last is with the people. If the people 
would visit their condemnation upon the political party ont upon 
every individual of every political party that thus degrades and de- 
bauches the civil service, the abuses would soon cease. But how can 
you expect the people to do it when their leaders do not advise them 
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to doit? The remedy at last in a government of the people is with 
the people. 

Just as soon as you begin to talk about the corruptions that exist, 
some gentleman on the other side will prick up his ears and willsay, 
‘““Why, you are making charges against the Republican party.” 
Well, it happens to be the party in power that is guilty of all these 
things, and what answer do they give to them? Why, they say the 
Democratic party if it was in power would do no better, and there- 
fore the people are asked to continue a party in power which is guilty 
of actual corruption because another party may be guilty of possible 
corruption. That is the argument which is given to the country. 

My own judgment is this: Iam not making these remarks in a 
partisan spirit. I believe that the evil grows out of our system. It 
is with the people. The people do not visit their condemnation upon 
men who are responsible for this corrupt civil service, and any party, 
Democratic or Republican, in office many years, will be guilty of it. 
That is my opinion. I presume if the Democratic party were placed 
in power and remained there for twenty years, they might be guilty 
of a great many civil-service corruptions. I do not know, but it is 
possible. They will have, however, to be more ingenious and capa- 
ble than I have ever supposed them to be if in twice twenty years 
they could catch up with the Republican party in that line. But 
what does that prove? It proves that the people ought not to allow 
any party to remain in power too long. I believe myself it would 
be better if they would change the possessors of power more often 
than they do. The Republican party has been in power until if all 
the corruptions they have committed were written in books the world 
would scarcely contain the books that should be written. Therefore 
it is time they should go out. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from Ohio 
does not ask the reference of this bill at present. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Not to-day. 

Mr. BECK. Then I desire now to call up the resolution I offered 
the other morning and gave notice that I would call up to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky calls 
up a resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Beck on the 6th instant was read. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would ask if the Senator from Kentucky de- 
sires to go on this afternoon? 

Mr. BECK. Iam prepared to go on this afternoon; but a number 
of Senators desire to be heard on this question, and if I can have the 
floor for to-morrow morning it will be quite asagreeable to me. The 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxry] I know desires to be heard, the 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, ] and the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say that I desire to occupy the floor to- 
morrow morning on the question of silver, and I have given notice to 
that effect. Of course I do not want to interfere with other gentle- 
men. 

Mr. BECK. Notice that this resolution would be discussed to-day 
was given last week, and many gentlemen are prepared to discuss it. 
It seems now to be more convenient to have the discussion to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky gave 
notice last week, if the Chair recollects, that he would call up the 
subject to-day. 

Mr. BECK. I did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
notice this anne 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky will indulge me 
a moment in connection with the subject which has been discussed 
this afternoon, I will say that I have no speech to make. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I was going to move, with the assent of the 

Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Indiana, that we 
proceed to the consideration of executive business; but I will wait 
until the Senator from Indiana concludes, 
* Mr. VOORHEES. As Iwas observing, [have no speech to make on 
the subject of civil-service reform at this time; but by way of sug- 
gesting what I think the right direction I offer a joint resolution, 
and ask that it be read for the informatjon of the Senate, printed, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (8S, R. No. 14) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, providing for the election of certain United States 
officers by the people of the several States; which was read the first 
time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks: 
that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Be it resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives, éc., That the following 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and the same is hereby, 
pro to the States for their ratification : 

Il postmasters, revenue collectors, judges, marshals, and United States district 
attorneys for the district courts of the United States shall be elected by the peo- 
le of the States in which their duties are to be performed, and they shall be elected 
in such manner as the Legislatures of the States shall provide by law. 
PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Iunderstood the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ANTHONY ] to move an executive session. The Senator 
from Kentucky is willing, his resolution being now up so that he may 
go on in the morning. 


The Senator from Indiana gave his 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island in- 


formed the Chair that he would not make the motion until the Sen- | 


ator from Kentucky had his resolution before the Senate. Is it the 
pleasure of the Senate that the resolution of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky be now taken up? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. [ask in connection with the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that the one I had the honor to offer on the same 


subject be likewise taken up, as I think it is a little broader than the | 


other. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that that 


will be done, and the Chair understands the bill introduced by the | 


Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND, ] being the bill (S, No. 350) to 
provide for the performance of the duties of the Presidential office in 
case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability of the President 
and Vice-President, will be considered also as before the Senate. 


will be regarded as before the Senate, and the Senator from Kentucky 
has the floor for to-morrow after the morning hour. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the parliamentary proceeding of taking up 
three measures at once before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is but one formally taken up. 
The others are before the Senate informally. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is merely for the expression of opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is but one resolution taken 
up, and that is the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. The 
others are only before the Senate informally. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to give notice that the day after to-morrow, 
after the conclusion of the debate on the resolution of the Senator from 
Kentucky, I shall ask to take from the table the bill (S. No. 141) for 
the protection of homestead settlers under the laws of the United 
States, for the purpose of submitting brief remarks. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it is quite early yet, and I under- 
stood the Senator from Kentucky to say that he was prepared to go 
on this afternoon. The Senator from Indiana had given notice previ- 
ously that he desired to occupy the floor to-morrow morning. There 
is nothing of very great importance requiring an executive session, 
and as it is very evident from intimations which have been given 
that there are to be a great many speeches delivered on various sub- 
jects before we get down to the real business of the session, I would 
suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that his motion be with- 
drawn to allow the Senator from Kentucky to proceed, if he is will- 
ing, this afternoon. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand that the Senator from Kentucky 
would prefer to speak to-morrow, and it is now about half past three 
o’clock. 

Mr. BECK. Iam advised that there is a large number of nomi- 
nations now, perhaps several hundred, and that several Senators 
wish an executive session. I therefore give way to a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-four minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock 
and forty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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The House met at twelve o’clock m. 


F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Irise to make anexplanation. On 
Friday last, as the Spealr will remember, I obtained the floor, from 
which I was very kindly removed or relieved by the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. RoBEson.] I did not like his parceling out the 
time that really belonged to me; and when a proposition was made 
that he should yield the floor, which really belonged to me, to another 
pagery ep I objected. Inthe mean time the Speaker had stated that 

e wished to announce the names of some gentlemen who had been 
appointed on committees. I, not hearing what the Speaker had said, 
supposed that he was going to put the question on the resolution of 
the gentleman from New Jersey, and therefore I objected. I trust I 
need not say that I would not have the temerity to object to any re- 
quest coming from the Speaker. Hence I have made this statemeft. 


DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 


Mr. TAYLOR obtained the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. There are one or two gentlemen who desire to 
offer certain resolutions before the regulac order is proceeded with. 
The Chair thinks that the resolution whick the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. TAYLOR] sends to the desk had better be read, after which the 
Chair will inquire whether there is objection to its consideration. 


If 
there be no objection, the three measures relating to the same subject | 








| 





sthe Civil 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thata special committee, to consist of eleven members, be Sepeintes, 
with power to audit all claims for services and expenses growing out of the illness 
and burial of the late President, James A. Garfield; also, to consider what, if any, 
allowances, pensions, or privileges should be granted the wicow or a of the 
late President; and that such committee have leave to report by bill or otherwise 
at any time. 

The SPEAKER. 
of this resolution? 
Mr. REAGAN. 

do not. 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 
SELECT COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PRESCOTT. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the census, said committee to have 


the same number of members, duties, scope, privileges, and powers as the com- 
mittee on the same subject of the last Congress. 


Mr. KELLEY. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. If the House will permit, the Chair desires to 
state that a resolution has been prepared covering a number of select 
committees, which resolution, in the opinion of many members, as 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


If it is to be debated, I must object; otherwise I 


| well as of the Chair, ought to be considered before proceeding to the 


call of States for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, in 
order that there may be a proper reference of many of these bills and 
joint resolutions; otherwise much embarrassment and confusion may 
perhaps grow out of the fact that these committees have not been 
provided for. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will not all such resolutions have their chance 
under the special order of business made for to-day? Will they not 
under that order go to the Committee on Rules and receive consider- 
ation ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he does not hold these 
resolutions are now in order except by unanimous consent, but many 
bills which will be introduced to-day will doubtless have to be referred 
to some of the standing committees unless these select committees be 
provided for; thus confusion would result. If these committees are 
to be appointed at all by order of the House, they ought now to be 
appointed so that proper reference may be made of bills and joint 
resolutions relating to the particular subjects included in the resolu- 
tion referred to. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then, sir, I withdraw my call for the regular order 
as to resolutions proposing such committees, but if any other business 
be attempted out of order I shall renew my call. I beg leave to say 
briefly that much of the irregularity and confusion of our legislation 
arises from the fact that it is initiated in the morning hour before the 
regular order begins or at the close of the day when members know 
nothing of it. 

The SPEAKER. 
is recognized. 

Mr. ROBESON. Before we proceed to the reference of bills and 
joint resolutions it is well to understand what committees we are 
to have, to whom these measures may go under the regular order. 
Therefore I ask to offer by unanimous consent a resolution as a sub- 
stitute for that of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. PrEscorr. ] 

The SPEAKER. The resolution sent to the desk by the gentleman 
from New Jersey will be read, after which opportunity will be given 
for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 

Resolved, That the following-named select committees, with like powers and 
duties, and consisting of the same number of members as in the Forty-sixth Con- 

ess, be appointed, to wit: Committee on the Census; Committee on Reform in 
ervice; Committee on the law respecting Election of President and 
Vice-President; Committee on the Origin, Introduction, and Prevention of Epi- 
demic Diseases in the United States; Committee on Interoceanic Ship Canal, and 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The SPEAKER. As this resolution includes the subject embraced 
in that of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PrEscotrT] the Chair, 
unless that gentleman desires otherwise, will not ask unanimous con- 
sent for the introduction of his resolution. Is there objection to 
the consideration of the resolution of the gentleman from New Jersey 
at this time? 

Mr. FROST. I will ask the gentleman from New Jersey to add to 
that list of committees a special committee, to consist of fifteen mem- 
bers, upon the improvement and commerce of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that that is 
one of the standing committees; he would like to be corrected if 
such is not the fact. 

Mr. FROST. The committee provided for by the rules in the last 
Congress is a committee upon levees. 

Mr. JOYCE. I desire to move to amend the resolution by insert- 
ing a special committee, similar to that which existed in the last Con- 
gress, on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the considera- 
tion of this resolution. 

Mr. KNOTT. I rose to object, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heard a suggestion with reference to 
the amendment of the resolution, but he did not hear any objection 
to its consideration. The Chair will now hear the gentleman from 
Kentucky, 


The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEson ] 
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Mr. KNOTT. I was about to say that in the opinion of a great 
many members a number of those committees are entirely unneces- 
sary. I think this resolution ought to go to the Committee on Rules 
so that it may receive some deliberation and that the House may not 
be overstocked with special committees. I shall object to its con- 
sideration now. 

Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman will permit me a moment, I will 
state that, though he has the right to object, perhaps I may urge con- 
siderations which will change his mind. 

In the first place, the most pressing public business we have before us 
now is to be transacted by the Committee on the Census, in providing 
for the proper apportionment of the members of this House among the 
various States. The several Legislatures are about to meet, and they 
should be provided with material for their legislative action. 

The question of epidemic discases, too, is one which comes to cer- 
tain parts of this country without notice, without warning, and some- 
times has been known to devastate great sections. That we ought 
to be always studying, and in reference to it we ought always to have 
aecurate information ready at hand. 

The question of interoceanic canal is one which is pressing upon 
our country in its diplomatic relations to-day as much as it has been 
or ever will press upon it. 

Now, the same thing might be said of every one of these commit- 
tees, as far as I remember them with the memorandum before me; 
and it seems to be imperative, and I appeal to the good sense and 
good judgment of my friend from Kentucky, that for the proper prose- 
cution of the business of this House we should find out what commit- 
tees we are to have before we enter upon the introduction of bills for 
reference. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Why the necessity of another Com- 
mittee on Pensions when we have already a standing Committee on 
Pensions? 

Mr. HUBBELL. Mr. Speaker, what is the question before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is recognized for 
the purpose of introducing a resolution, which is not in order except 
by unanimous consent. Unanimous consent is not given. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Was objection raised to its introduction ? 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been raised to its introduction. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Then it is not before the House if the objection 
is insisted upon. 

The SPEAKER. It is subject to some condition. If the objection 
‘was absolute it would dispose of the resolution for the present. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Imake the point that unless objection is withdrawn 
it is not admissible. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been made absolute. 

Mr. KNOTT. Ihave no objection to the appointment of a Com- 
mittee on the Census; but, if the resolution is to be considered at all, 
as a matter of course the substitute must be considered with it, and 
I am compelled, therefore, to object to the consideration of the sub- 
ject at all. And for the reason I am still of opinion, notwithstand- 
ing the remarks of my esteemed friend from New Jersey, that a large 
majority of the committees named are absolutely unnecessary, as the 
objects to be referred to them are already within the jurisdiction of 
certain standing committees of the House. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman permit me just one moment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to object, and the resolution proposed by the gentleman from 
New Jersey as a substitute is not, therefore, before the House. The 
Chair will now submit to the consideration of the House whether 
there is objection to the adoption of the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. PREscorr,] which relates solely to the 
appointment of a Committee on the Census. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in reference to the pending resolution? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; in reference to this resolution offered by 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to inquire on what grounds the Speaker 
‘decides the resolution of the gentleman from New Jersey to be out 
of order or subject to one objection? 

The SPEAKER. Under the first paragraph of Rule XXIV, for, if 
we are to proceed to-day as though on Monday, which was the unan- 
imous agreement of the House when last in session, the first and only 
business in order after the approval of the Journal is the call of 
States for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair hold that the rules of the last 
House are now in force ? . 

Mr. CALKINS. That subject is not up. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to anticipate the opin- 
ion of the Chair on that subject the Chair is ready to give it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; I do desire to anticipate it. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House at the last session the 
Chair is required to recognize the rules of the last Congress, and, as 
the Chair has stated, the first business in order this morning under 
the understanding mentioned is the call of States for the introduc- 
tion of bills and joint resolutions, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair hold that a resolution of the last 
House governs this House in reference to its business ? 
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ae SPEAKER. The Chair prefers to consider these questions as 
they rise. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the Chair will not decide it now, because 
there is a question which will come up when it will be more properly 
in order. z 

Mr. ROBESON. The Speaker said that at the last session of this 
House there was an order 

Mr. HOOKER. The question goes back of that, whether an order 
of the last House can afiect this. 

The SPEAKER. It is not wise to decide a question until it has 
been reached. The Chair hears no objection to the consideration of 
the resolution of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let it be read. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I have a resolution to offer as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution will again be reported at 
the request of several members. 

Mr. PRESCOTT’ resolution was again read. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I now ask by unanimous consent to submit a 
substitute for that resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Resolved, That a joint special committee on the census be appointed, to have 
the same number of members, duties, scope, privileges, and power as the committee 
ot the same name had in the last Congress, and that said committee be authorized 
to employ a clerk. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substi- 
tute. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to say that my colleague from 
New York, who introduced the original resolution in reference to the 
Committee on the Census in the last Congress, did not embrace in 
that resolution authority to employ a clerk, but the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs was turned over to the Committee on the 
Census for duty. Now, if the Committee on the Census is to have a 
clerk during this session of Congress, the substitute of my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. SHERWIN] ought to be passed. 

I desire to say that the services of a clerk are absolutely indispen- 
sable to that committee. There is an immense amount of clerical 
work to be done, perhaps more clerical work than that of any other 
committee. Heretofore the clerk services have been divided between 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the Census Committee, as I 
have stated, and as a result he has had more to do than could have 
been reasonably expected from any one man. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
if the greater part of the work of that committee was not done dur- 
ing the last Congress? 

Mr. COX, of New York. <A great deal of the work has been done, 
of course. 

Mr. ATKINS. What is to be done now? 

Mr. COX, of New York. There may be new motions and other 
matters 

Mr. ATKINS. May be. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Motions may be made increasing or dimin- 
ishing the number of members of Congress, and other matters of that 
kind may arise which will go to the committee necessarily and lead 
to a great deal of clerical work. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask what is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on-the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, then, to add, if the substitute is pending, 
that the services of the clerk be only continued until a bill ios been 
prepared and passed by Congress. This proposes the creation of a 
clerical office to continue during the entire Congress. The business 
ef the committee ought to be disposed of at an early date, and of 
course after that time there can be no possible necessity for retaining 
the services of a clerk. His services ought to be dispensed with as 
soon as a bill is presented. 

Mr. COX, of New York. As soon as the work of the committee is 
done naturally the services of the clerk will be dispensed with; in 
other words, he will die with the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Butthe committee will remain during the entire 
Congress, although it may have nothing todo. I desire, therefore, 
to add the words which I have indicated, that the services of a clerk 
shall be dispensed with when a bill providing for the apportionment 
of representation in Congress shall be finally passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his motion to 
writing, so there may be no misunderstanding in reference to it. 

The question now is on the adoption of the amendment to the sub- 
stitute. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SHERWIN] has offered a 
substitute, which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ] desires 
to amend, and the amendment will be read. 

Mr. SHERWIN. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to suggest one verbal alter- 
ation in the resolution which I have presented, by striking out of it 
the word ‘‘ joint” and inserting “select.” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SHERWIN] a question: If the law does not provide 
that this shall be a joint committee, and if it is not practically a joint 
committee of the two Houses? 

Mr. SHERWIN. It has never acted as such. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. It stands, however, as a joint 

; committee of the two Houses. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I now send my amendment to the substitute to 
the desk to be read. 

The SPEAKER. Theresolution as modified by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SHERWIN] will now be reported by the Clerk, and after- 
ward the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
SPRINGER. ] 

The substitute was again read, as modified. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment pro- 
posed to the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the resolution add the words ‘‘ whose services shall be dispensed 
with at the final passage of a bill apportioning Representatives among the States.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the passage of the origi- 
nal resolution as amended. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SHERWIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CALL OF STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

Mr. BROWNE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order for to-day, in accordance with 
an order passed by the House at its last session, will be a call of the 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions to be referred to appropriate committees, and the Chair desires, 
before proceeding to call the States, to have read for the information 
of the House paragraph 1 of Rule XXIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Each Monday morning during a session of Congress, immediately after the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the last day;s sitting has been read and aupreved, the 
Speaker shall call all the States and ‘Territories in alphabetical order for bills and 
joint resolutions for printing and reference without debate, on which call joint and 
concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures may be 

resented and appropriately referred, and on this call only resolutions of inquiry 
Sinected to the heads of the entoutive Departments shall be in order for reference 
to appropriate committees, which resolutions shall be reported to the House within 
one week thereafter. 

Mr. POUND. Before the call proceeds I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the call of States and Territories for the introduction of 
bills and joint resolutions may be continued until all the States are 
called, notwithstanding the expiration of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. That is the order of the House as the Chair under- 
stands it. The Chair does not understand that this is a call within 
the morning hour, but that it will continue until the States are all 
called. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
the call of States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is right, as the 
Chair understands it. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MOBILE HARBOR. 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1) to reimburse the 
county of Mobile, of the State of Alabama, for moneys expended by it 
in excavating the channel of the bay and harbor of Mobile according 
to the surveys of the United States engineers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


There is no morning hour for 
5 


DAUPHIN ISLAND SHOAL. 

Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2) to appropriate 
money for the survey of the shoal between Dauphin Island and Cedar 
Point; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4596 REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3) to re-enact sec- 
tion 4596 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Revision 
of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 

Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4) for the relief 
of the Mobile Marine Dock Company; which was read a first and 
one referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

. REPRESENTATIVES OF DAVID HEUSTIS. 

Mr. HERNDON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No.5) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of David Heustis, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

CONVENTION BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND NICARAGUA. 

Mr. HERNDON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 6) 
authorizing the President to make the necessary arrangements to 
carry into effect any convention between the United States and Nica- 
ragua for the adjustment of claims which may be duly concluded 
between the two governments; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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RANCHO SAN IGNACIO. 

Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 7) to confirm the 
title to Rancho San Ignacio del Barbacomari, situate in the county 
of Pima, Territory of Arizona, to the legal representatives or assigns 
of the original grantees thereof of the Mexican Government, Ignacio 
Elias and Dona Eulalia Elias; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS, ALABAMA. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 8) in rela- 
tion to the district and circuit courts for the northern district of Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION AGAINST VEXATIOUS PROSECUTION. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 9) for 
the better protection of the citizens against frivolous or vexatious 
prosecutions ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON MATCHES, BANK CHECKS, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 10) to 
repeal the internal tax on matches, bank-checks, tobacco, snuff, cigars, 
and spirits distilled from apples, peaches, and other fruits; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS-OF-PENSIONS ACT. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 11) 
to amend an act commonly known as the arrears-of-pensions act, ap- 
proved January 25, 1879; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIRCUIT COURT COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 12) to regulate the 
jurisdiction of circuit court commissioners; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BONDS TO BE TAKEN BY MARSHALS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 13) to allow mar- 
shals and deputy marshals to take bonds in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 688 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 14) to amend sec- 
tion 688 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TIME OF SERVICE OF JURORS. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 15) to prescribe 
the time of service of jurors; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 16) fixing the 
compensation of United States district attorneys, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask that that bill be referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it ought to go to the Judiciary 
Committee. The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice is, as the Chair understands, more a committee for the ex- 
amination of accounts and expenditures than for the preparation of 
legislation for the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am willing the bill should go to either com- 
mittee, but I know that in a former Congress a like bill went to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

The SPEAKER. If there be any mistake in the reference, it can 
be corrected afterward. Meanwhile, the bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MILEAGE OF MARSHALS. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 17) to regulate 
the mileage of marshals, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ABANDONED HOMESTEAD ENTRIES IN ALABAMA, ETC. 


Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 18) to provide for dis- 
posing of lands embraced in abandoned homestead entries in Ala- 
bama, Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Arkansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MINING RESOURCES—ALABAMA. 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 19) to exclude the 
State of Alabama from the provisions of the act of Congress entitled 
“An act to promote the development of the mining resources of the 
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United States,” approved May 10, 1872; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks from the title of the bill that 
it should be referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining when 
appointed. s ; 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will state, in the absence of my col- 
league who introduced the bill, [Mr. ForNry, ] from his seat at this 
moment, that the bill relates to public lands and perhaps should go 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. From the title of the bill the Chair is of the opin- 
ion that it relates especially to mines and mining. If there be no 
objection it will be referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
and should such reference be an error it can be corrected hereafter. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, and ordered to i printed. 


ECLIPSE COTTON-GIN. 
Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 20) to provide for the 
extension of letters-patent for an improvement upon the Eclipse cot- 


ton-gin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
FINAL PROOF IN HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 21) to so amend sections 
2291, 2297, and 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
to allow final proof to be made and patents to issue in cases of home- 
stead entries of public lands at the expiration of one year, instead 
of five years as now prescribed by law; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 22) to equalize home- 
steads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ACTUAL SETTLERS. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 23) to graduate and 
reduce the price of public lands to actual settlers and cultivators ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PROOF IN PRE-EMPTION CASES. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 24) to amend sec- 
tion 2262 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to proof required in pre- 
emption cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADERS AND PRE-EMPTORS. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 25) for the benefit 
of homesteaders and pre-emptors of public lands; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF MOUNTAIN MEADOW MASSACRE. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 26) donating three 
hundred and twenty acres of public land to each of the survivors of the 
Mountain Meadow massacre; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SETTLERS WITHIN RAILROAD LIMITS. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 27) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to grant additional rights to homestead settlers on 
public lands within railroad limits ;” which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN G. ABERCROMBIE. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 28) for the relief of 
John G. Abercrombie; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIAS B. MOORE, 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 29) for the relief of 
Elias B. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPAYMENT OF TAXES. 


Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 30) to provide for 
repaying internal-revenue tax illegally collected; which was read 


a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Waysand Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN AND OTHER WARS. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 31) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and the 
Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE 8. TRAMEL. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 32) for the relief of 
George 8. Tramel ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN BLACK. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 33) for the relief of 
John Black; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. MILLER. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 34) for the relief of 
William R. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MILLER. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 35) for the relief of 
William Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARKANSAS HOME GUARDS. 

Mr. GUNTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 36) for 
the relief of Gaddy’s company of Arkansas Home Guards, United States 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF ARKANSAS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 37) for the adjustment of 
the claim of the State of Arkansas against the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT TO STATES. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 38) to grant certain 
lands to the States, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. and 
ordered to be printed. 

F, W. LYNN. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 39) for the relief of F. 
W. Lynn; which was read a first and second time, re¢erred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ELIZA PILLOW. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 40) for the relief of 
Mary Eliza Pillow; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF MARK W. IZARD. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 41) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mark W. Izard, deceased ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HINDMAN. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 42) for the relief of 
John Hindman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JACKSON. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 43) for the relief of 
John Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT SMITH MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 44) donating a part of 
the abandoned military reservation of. Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the 
city of Fort Smith for the use and benefit of the free public schools 
thereof, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 


JOHN 8. HOUSTON. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 45) for the relief 
of John S. Houston; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

f WILLIAM A. HARRIS, 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 46) for the relief 
of William A. Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHEROKEE RESERVATION, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 47) to provide for 
the sale of the Cherokee reservation in the State of Arkansas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK FLYNN. 


Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 48) for the relief 
of Patrick Flynn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE EMIGRATION. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 49) to restrict Chinese immi- 
gration; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MINING, AGRICULTURE, ETC., IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill te R. No. 50) to protect the min- 
ing and agricultural interests of California and to improve the navi- 
gation of its rivers and harbors; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 51) appropriating 
money for a home for indigent and disabled soldiers and sailors in 
the State of California; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LABOR AND IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 52) for the protection 
of labor in the United States and to regulate immigration; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

WALLACE DOAN. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 53) granting a pension 
to Wallace Doan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES A. LUKE. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 54) for the relief of 
Charles A. Luke; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EVA MOORE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 55) for the relief of 
Eva Moore, Henry Carleton, and Maud Carleton, children of General 
James H. Carleton; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN M. DORSEY AND WILLIAM F. SHEPARD. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 56) for the relief of 
John M. Dorsey and William F. Shepard; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested to offer the peti- 
tion and certificate of election of the Delegate from Alaska and to ask 


that it be printed in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. That is not in order at present under this call. 


Mr. PAGE. This is out of the regular order, as it is a certificate 


of election. * 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Cali- 


fornia for that purpose after the call is over. 
LIGHT HOUSE, POINT SAINT GEORGE, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 57) appropriating money 
for the construction of a light-house and fog-signal at or near Point 
Saint George, California; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF DUTY ON GRAIN-SACKS, ETC. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 58) repealing the 
duty on grain-sacks and bagging used for grain, cotton, and wool, 
and all burlaps and gunny-cloth ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 


be printed. 
CAPTAIN WILLIAM H. REXFORD. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 59) for the relief of 
Captain William H. Rexford; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 60) for the restoration 
of the Klamath River Indian reservation, in the State of California, 
to the public domain; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
GRANT TO CALIFORNIA ON SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 61) granting to Cal- 
ifornia 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of public lands in 
that State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
EXCHANGE OF SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 62) to enable the 
State of California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections found to be mineral lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 


ordered to be printed. 
JULIA E. WILSON. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 63) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia E. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


J. L. BURCHARD. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 64) for the relief of 
J. L. Burehard, late Indian agent Round Valley Indian reserva- 
tion, State of California ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AUGUST LESCHINSKY. 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 65) for the relief of 
August Leschinsky ; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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WORKMEN AT BENICIA ARSENAL. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 66) for the relief of 
workmen at Benicia Arsenal, Benicia, California; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURING ARSENAL, BENICIA, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 67) to create a manu- 
facturing arsenal at Benicia, California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DETRITUS FROM HYDRAULIC GOLD-MINES. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 68) to protect the nav- 
igable waters of the State of California from further injury caused 
by the flow of detritus from the hydraulic gold-mines; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELINQUISHMENT OF UNITED STATES TITLE TO CALIFORNIA. 

_ Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 69) to relinquish the 
title of the United States to certain land situate in San Francisco, 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE C. M’DOUGAL. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 70) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Kate C. McDougal; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INDEMNIFICATION OF SUSPENDED EMPLOYES OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 71) to indemnify 
suspended employés, &c.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 72) to increase 
the efficiency of the Marine-Hospital Service; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 






















EDWARD BYRNE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 73) 
for the relief of Edward Byrne; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS IN SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 74) for the re- 
lief of settlers on certain lands in the State of California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION OF BOUNDARY LINES, SAN MATEO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 75) to authorize 
the correction of boundaries of certain lands in San Mateo County, 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPERIMENTAL TESTS OF GUNS AND POWDER. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also submitted a resolution calling on the Secre- 
tary of War for Colonel Laidley’s report of June 25, 1881, relating to 
the experimental tests of guns with gunpowder; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REFERENCE OF PETITIONS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
» The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the information of the 


House that all petitions and resolutions, except joint resolutions 

and resolutions of inquiry, go into the petition-box under the rules. 
COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 76) to amend sections 

2582, 2583, 2607, and 2684 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

relating to the collection districts of California; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY LANDS, INYO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 77) to donate cer- 
tain military lands and possessions in the county of Inyo, State of 
California, for school purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 










RELIEF OF CERTAIN SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 78) for the relief 
of certain citizens of the United States and occupants of lands within 
one mile of the military post of camp Independence, Inyo County, 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 79) to provide for 


the erection of a post-office building at Los Angeles, California, and 
appropriating $75,000 therefor; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 
HARBOR OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 80) appropriating 
money for the establishment of a fog-signal at San Luis Obispo 
Harbor, California; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DENVER. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 81) to provide for the 
purchase of a suitable site and the erection of a public building in 
the city of Denver; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FEES OF CLERKS OF COURTS. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 82) to amend sec- 
tion 840 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIAETT PRESCOTT, 

Mr. MILES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 83) directing the issue of 
a duplicate check to Juliaett Prescott, a pensioner of the United 
States; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TWEEDY. 

Mr. MILES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 84) for the relief of 
John Tweedy; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEMUEL ADAMS. 

Mr. MILES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 85) granting a pension 
to Lemuel Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT TO CONNECTICUT FOR GUARDING CERTAIN PROPERTY. 

Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 386) paying the State 
of Connecticut for guarding United States property in 1862; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVESTER ROOT. 

Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 87) granting a pension 
to Sylvester Root; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

APPEALS FROM COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS, 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 88) to facilitate appeals from 
the decisions of the Commissioner of Patents; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CYRUS C. CLARK. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of 
Cyrus C. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REDFIELD DURYEE. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 90) for the relief of 
Redfield Duryee ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PERRY P. WILSON. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 91) for the relief of 
Perry P. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EARL 8. RATHBUN. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 92) granting a pension 
to Earl 8. Rathbun ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD K. WINSHIP. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 93) to authorize the 
settlement of the accounts of Acting Assistant Paymaster Edward K. 
Winship, United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON DEPOSITS. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 94) for the repeal of the 
existing national tax on deposits in savings institutions; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON BANK CHECKS. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 95) providing for 
the repeal of all existing statutes and provisions requiring revenue 
stamps to be affixed to bank-checks; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLAKS. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 96) making the trade- 
dollar a legal tender to the same extent and for the same purposes as 
the standard silver dollar; which was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 


COLORED POPULATION OF THE SOUTH. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 97) providing for 
the appointment of a commission of colored men to inquire into and 
report upon the intellectual condition of the colored people of the 
South, and making an appropriation for the same; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


CALVIN DURAND. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 98) to refund to 
Calvin Durand, of Milford, in the State of Connecticut, the amount of 
certain customs duties improperly collected by the United States on 
merchandise imported by him and entered at the port of New York ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENT OFFICE. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 99) providing for 
the organization of the Patent Office into an independent depart- 
ment and for giving it the exclusive control of the building known 
as the Patent Office and of the fund pertaining to that office; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SHIP-BUILDING MATERIALS. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 100) providing for 
the importation in bond, and their use free of duty, of all materials 
manufactured or produced abroad necessary in the construction, 
equipment, or repair of any vessel constructed, equipped, or repaired 
in the United States and engaged in either foreign or domestic trade 
or fisheries, and navigated by steam or otherwise ; and for giving to 
all foreign-built vessels, when owned entirely or in major part and 
wholly ofticered by citizens of the United States and engaged in the 
foreign or domestic trade or fisheries, and navigated by steam or 
otherwise, registry, enrollment, license, and all other privileges 
which by law pertain to vessels built in the United States and wholly 
owned and officered by citizens of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. : 


ORIGINATION OF REVENUE MEASURES, ETC. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No.1) assert- 
ing the constitutional prerogative and duty of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to originate all revenue measures, and providing for a re- 
vision of the tariff and internal-revenue laws of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


BEACON-LIGHT IN CHOCTAWHATCHEE BAY. 
Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 101) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a beacon-light at the entrance of Santa 
Rosa Sound into the Choctawhatchee Bay, in the State of Florida; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT ANCLOTE KEY. 
Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 102) providing 
for the erection of a light-house at Anclote Key, in Hernando County, 


Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST. 


Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 103) providing 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Key West, in the 
State of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PENSACOLA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 104) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city 
of Pensacola, Florida; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS AT MACON, GEORGIA. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 105) amending an act 
providing for circuit and district courts at Macon, Georgia, approved 
January 29, 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MACON, GEORGIA. 


Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 106) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Macon, Georgia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

COUNT CASIMIR PULASKI. 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 107) for the relief 
of the heirs of General Count C. Pulaski; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
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EDWARD GALLAHER. 

Mr. STEPHENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 108) for the relief of 
Edward Gallaher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, GEORGIA. 

Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 109) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Augusta, Georgia, 
for United States court-house, post-office, and internal-revenue ser- 
vice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAVANNAH RIVER. 

Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill to appropriate the sum of 
$100,000 for the improvement of the navigation of the Savannah 
River, $50,000 of which to be used from tide-water up to Augusta, 
and $50,000 above Augusta. alae 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the last House the bill, the 
title of which has just been read, will be placed in the petition-box 
for reference to the appropriate committee. 

GEORGIA WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 110) to refund to 
the State of Georgia certain moneys expended by said State for the 
commen defense in 1777; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH WIRT GOLDSBORQUGH. 


Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 111) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Wirt Goldsborough; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

METRIC WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, 

Mr. STEPHENS also intreduced a bill (H. R. No. 112) to enable im- 
porters to use the metric weights and measures; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

METRIC GOLD COIN ‘‘ STELLA.” 

Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 113) to authorize 
anew metric gold coin for international use, to be known as the stella ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

METRIC SILVER COIN. 

Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 114) to authorize 
the coinage of silver dollars and fractions thereof, of full standard 
value, upon the metric system; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

METRIC GOLOID COIN. 

Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 115) to authorize 
the coinage of the goloid metric dollar, two dollars, and fractions of a 
dollar, and also the coinage of the metric gold double eagle, eagle, 
and half eagle, of the standard value; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. SCHAUMBERG. 

Mr. STEPHENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 116) to reinstate 
the name of James W. Schaumberg on the Army Register, and for his 
relief; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOT SPRINGS, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 117) to utilize the surplus 
waters of Hot Springs, State of Arkansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 118) providing for the 
judicial ascertainment of claims against the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLOMON COHEN. 

Mr. BLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 119) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Solomon Cohen; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GENERAL LEGISLATION IN APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. SPEER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 120) to prevent general 
legislation by means of the appropriation bills ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Rules, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY EXERCISES ON THE SABBATH. 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 121) to exempt the 
officers and soldiers of the regular army of the United States from 
certain military exercises on the Sabbath day; which was read a 
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FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 122) to provide for 
ascertaining and settling the claims of American citizens for spoli- 
ations by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGIA COTTON CLAIM. 


Mr. SPEER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 123) to pay the State: 
of Georgia for its cotton seized and disposed of by the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN GEORGIA. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 124) to- 
establish distinct United States courts, with distinct officers, in the 
northern and southern judicial districts of the State of Georgia, and 
define their jurisdiction and powers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGIA CLAIM FOR INDIAN DEFENSE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 125) to pay to the: 
State of Georgia $27,175.50, money advanced by said State for the 
defense of her frontiers against the Indians, and not heretofore repaid; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on. 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF RAILWAY COMPANIES. 

Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 126) to provide for 
the settlement of accounts with certain railway companies; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC GROUNDS IN CHICAGO. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 127) to confirm to the: 
city of Chicago the title to certain public grounds ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT AT CHICAGO. 

Mr. ALDRICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 128) toestablish a 
branch of the Mint of the United States at Chicago, Illinois; which. 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE IN CHICAGO. 

Mr. ALDRICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 129) to establish 
an assay Office in the city of Chicago, Illinois; which was read a tirst 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN ATKINSON. 

Mr. ALDRICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 130) granting a 
pension to Ann Atkinson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. AI .DRICH also presented a jointresolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Illinois, pertaining to the improvement of Sturgeon Bay 
on the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Illinois, asking an appropriation for the improvement 
of the Kankakee and Iroquois Rivers; which was read, referred to. 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

J REPORTS ON ZOOLOGY. 

Mr. ALDRICH also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 2) 
to provide for the printing of 5,000 copies of the reports on zoology ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on. 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

FLORA OF COLORADO. 

Mr. ALDRICH also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 3‘ to: 
provide for the printing of 5,000 copies of The Flora of Colorado; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on: 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE TAXATION OF LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. 

Mr. MARSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 131) authorizing the tax- 
ation by the States of the legal-tender notes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committec on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCK ISLAND, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 132) for the erection 
of a public building, at Rock Island, Illinois; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 133) to estab- 
lish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce, and for other 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, | purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


and ordered to be printed. 


| Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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ALBERT F. PADEN. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 134) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Albert F. Paden, 
late a private in Company D, Fifty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN K. MANNON. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 135) pane 
a pension to John K. Mannon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM R. ROGERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 136) granting 
2 pension to William R. Rogers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, BEDLOE’S ISLAND. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 4) 
as to the transfer of a part of Bedloe’s Island, New York Harbor, for 
marine hospital purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF CAPTAIN CHRISTOPHER T, DUNHAM. 

Mr. HAWK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 137) granting a pension to 
the heirs of Captain Christopher T. Dunham, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA R. WELLER. 

Mr. HAWK (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 138) for 
the relief of Eliza R. Weller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 139) to equalize boun- 
ties of soldiers of the war of the rebellion; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THREE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 140) to divide the 
State of Illinois into three judicial districts and to provide for holding 
courts therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATING LIENS ON REAL ESTATE, ETC. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 141) regulating liens 
on real estate created by judgments rendered by the United States 
circuit and district courts in the several States and Territories; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX OF OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 142) to tax the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 143) to amend sec- 
tion 4414 of chapter 1 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, CAIRO. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 144) to provide for 
the construction of a marine hospital at Cairo, Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
.and ordered to be printed. 

PRIZE-MONEY, CAPTORS OF STEAMBOAT NEW ERA, ETC. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 145) to authorize 
the payment of prize-money to the captors of the steamboat New 
Era No. 5 and cargo; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GRAND CHAIN RAPIDS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 146) for the im- 
provement of Grand Chain Rapids on the Ohio River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF UNSURVEYED LANDS, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 147) granting to 
the county of Randolph, in the State of Illinois, certain public un- 
surveyed lands within said county on certain conditions; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HUGH WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 148) for the relief 
. of the legal heirs of Hugh Worthington; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 

« to be printed. 
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LONGEVITY PAY. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 149) giving certain 
naval officers longevity pay and authorizing them to be placed on 
the retired list upon certain conditions; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 150) for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, and to prevent the erosion of its 
banks between Islands Nos. 14 and 15, near the village of Kaskaskia, 
Illinois ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID 8. BOOTH. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 151) for the relief 
of David 8. Booth, M. D.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. LAND. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 152) granting a 
pension to Mary A. Land; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN P. GREGSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 153) for the relief of 
John P. Gregson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES T. CHRISTIAN, 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 154) granting a 
pension to James T. Christian; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN H. FERRELL. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 155) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Ferrell; which was read «a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL HAZEL. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 156) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Hazel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN ROBBINS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 157) granting a pen- 
sion toJohn Robbins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH CLAXTON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 158) granting a pen- 
sion to Jeremiah Claxton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL W. HESTER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 159) granting a 
pension to Samuel W. Hester; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FREDERICK W. MILLER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 160) granting a 
pension to Frederick W. Miller; which was read a ‘first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MISSOURI ANDERSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 161) granting a 
pension to Missouri Anderson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


A. J. ARNOLD. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 162) granting 2 
pension to A. J. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH JANE OWEN. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 163) for the relief of 
Sarah Jane Owen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. LOCKETT. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 164) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Lockett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETER M. HAGLER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 165) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter M. Hagler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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ELISHA E. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 166) granting a pen- 
sion to Elisha E. Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COLONEL JAMES 8. REARDEN. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 167) for the relief of 
Colonel James S. Rearden, of Illinois; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BERRY JOHNSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 168) as a pen- 
sion to Berry Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH W. KING. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 169) for the relief of 
Joseph W. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA BARRETT. 


Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 170) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucinda Barrett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES G. HELM. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 171) for the relief 
of James G. Helm, of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REV. ERASTUS LATHROP. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 172) for the relief 
of Rev. Erastus Lathrop, of the State of Illinois; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HEBERER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 173) for the relief 
of John Heberer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF TIMBER ON PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 174) to amend 
an act entitled “An act authorizing citizens of Colorado, Nevada, 
and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain 
for mining and domestic purposes,” approved June 3, 1878; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

DEVELOPMENT OF MINING RESOURCES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 175) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to promote the development of the 
mining resources of the United States,” approved May 10, 1872; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING OF DUTIES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 176) to re- 
fund certain duties paid upon military uniforms imported by and for 
the use of Company G, Sixth Regiment Infantry, Illinois National 
Guard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CHICAGO, BURLINGTON AND QUINCY RAILROAD. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 177) to 
authorize the Postmaster-General to compensate the Chicago, Bur- 
lington and Quincy Railroad Company for facilitating the transporta- 
tion of the overland mails under agreement; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. BICKNELL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 178) for 
the relief of George F. Bicknell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN PEORIA, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 179) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State of 
Illinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT A. NORTH. 

Mr. LEWIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 180) for 
the relief of Albert A. North; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


‘ printed. 


JOSEPH PEVE. 


Mr. LEWIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 181) | 


granting a pension to Joseph Peve; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and erdered to be 
printed. 








MAJOR G. W. CANDEE. 

Mr. LEWIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 182) for 
the relief of Major G. W. Candee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

Mr. LEWIS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Illinois on the subject of pleuro-pneumonia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


IMPROVEMENT OF STURGEON BAY. 

Mr. LEWIS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Illinois, touching the improvement of Sturgeon Bay on 
the Upper Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

o 
PURCHASERS OF SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 


Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 183) to extend the pro- 
visions of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘An act for the 
relief of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands, and 
for other purposes;” which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. BARNES. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 184) granting a 
pension to John A. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM 0. MORGAN. 


Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 185) granting a pen- 
sion to William O. Morgan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BARTON B. LAWWILL. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 186) granting a 
pension to Barton B. Lawwill; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H.R. No. 187) to apportion Rep- 
resentatives in Congress among the several States under the tenth 
census; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Census, and ordered to be printed. 


IMITATION BUTTER AND CHEESE. 
Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 188) to regulate 
the exportation of articles made in imitation of butter and cheese ; 


; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT OLIVER. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 189) for the relief 
of Robert Oliver; which wasread a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAURENCE H. JONES. , 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 190) for the relief 
of Laurence H. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT P. BOGGS. 
Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 191) granting a 


| pension to Robert P. Boggs; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
GEORGE W. STAPLIN. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 192) granting 
arrears of pension to George W. Staplin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORANGE £. BOWERS. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 193) granting a 
pension to Orange E. Bowers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM EDMONDS. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 194) granting a 
pension to William Edmonds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT COOK. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 195) granting a 
pension to Robert Cook; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 5) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 196) to amend 
section 3 of an act to autherize the coinage of the silver dollar and 
to restore its legal-tender character, passed February 28, 1878; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

GOLD DEPOSITS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 197) to 
amend section 254 of the Revised Statutes, passed June 14, 1858, 
relating to gold deposits; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADMISSION OF NEW STATES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 198) in 
relation to the admission of Territories as Statesinto the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNUAL MEETING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
199) fixing the time for assembling of Congress; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
200) to repeal certain sections of the Revised Statutes, and to amend 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes and of the Statutes at Large, 
relating to the removal of causes from State courts; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
201) to amend section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
sale of leaf-tobacco by farmers and planters; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. ° 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN AND OTHER WARS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 


202) granting pensions to the surviving ofticers and enlisted men, in- 
cluding militia and volunteers, of the military and naval services of 
the United States who served in the Mexican and other wars therein 
named; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE BY RAILROAD. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 


203) to amend section 5258 of the Revised Statutes, and to regulate 
commerce by railroad among the several States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
204) supplementary to an act approved December 17, 1872, entitled 
‘An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the Ohio 
River, and te prescribe the dimensions of the same ;” which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD SUGGS AND HENRY HILL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

205) for the relief of Richard Suggs and Henry Hill; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


and ordered to be printed. 
RETIREMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

«Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
206) to amend sections 1244 and 1253 of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to the retirement of Army ofticers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INSPECTORS’ CERTIFICATES TO MASTERS, ENGINEERS, ETC. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 207) 
amending section 4458 of the Revised Statutes, regulating the fees of 
inspectors’ certificates issued to masters, engineers, pilots, and mates 


of steam-vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred | 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
PAY, ETC., OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 208) 
to amend section 1228 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the pay and 
allowance of officers of the Army and Navy who have been dismissed 
and afterward restored to the service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. TAYLOR, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 209) 
granting a pension to William E. Taylor; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. AKIN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 210) 
granting a pension to James M. Akin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

C. 8S. WHITMAN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 211) 
granting a pension to C. 8S. Whitman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. CROW. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 212) 
granting a pension to Joseph H. Crow; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. CORN. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 213) 


| granting a pension to John H. Corn; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
MARY WHITTINGTON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
214) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Whittington; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELENOR EDWARDS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
215) granting a pension to Elenor Edwards; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


ELIAS CLEVELAND. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
216) granting a pension to Elias Cleveland; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensidéns, and 
| ordered to be printed. 

SUITS BY STATES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of [llinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 217) to 
authorize the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, respectively, to 
commence and prosecute suits against the United States in the 
Supreme Court of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 212) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Quincy, 
in the State of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH LEEBRICK. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 219) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Leebrick; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF TARIFF DUTIES 10 PER CENT. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 220) to reduce exist- 
ing tariff duties on imported goods 10 per cent.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

SIMPLIFICATION OF AD VALOREM DUTIES. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 221) to simplify 
| the appraisement of goods, wares, and merchandise imported into 
‘the United States and subject to ad valorem duties; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask tointroduce a bill making appropriations 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. Under Rule XXI that goes into the box, and will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

CHARLES VALIER. 








Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 222) for the relief 
| of Charles Valier; which was read a first and second time, referred 
| to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS TO MEXICAN SOLDIERS, ETC. 

Mr. SPARKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 223) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1846 with Mexico, and the 
Black Hawk war, and to the widows of deceased soldiers and sailors; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. SHUGART AND ROBERT F. SHUGART. 

Mr. SPARKS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 224) for the relief 
of John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES CUNNINGHAM. 
Mr. SPARKS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 225) for the relief 
of James Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE M. SANDERS. 

Mr. SPARKS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 226) for the relief 
of George M. Sanders ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL LEGISLATION. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 6) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting special legis- 
lation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

APPRAISEMENT OF TELEGRAPH LINES, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 227) to provide 
for the appraisement of the telegraph lines, property, and effects of 
companies acting under the provisions of the act of July 24, 1866, 
entitled ‘“‘An act to aid in the construction of telegraph lines, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes ;” which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 228) concerning 
official correspondence with the Departments of the Government ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF INDIAN WARS, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 229) granting pen- 
sions to soldiers and sailors of certain Indian wars, and their widows, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


L. 8S. ENSEL. 
Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 230) fer the relief 


of L. 8. Ensel; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORD OF COLONEL B. H. GRIERSON, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 231) to correct and 
complete the record of Colonel B. H. Grierson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD D. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introdueed a bill (H. R. No. 232) granting a 
pension to Richard D. McKinney ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN PURKAPILE. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 233) for the relief 
of John Purkapile; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS JEFFRIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 234) granting a 
pension to Thomas Jeffries; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN SPICER. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 235) for the re- 
lief of John Spicer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHS AND SAVINGS-BANKS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Mr. SPRINGER also submitted a resolution requesting the Post- 
master-General to transmit to the House of Representatives all cor- 
respondence and reports in the Department from United States min- 
isters and consuls in reference to the working of the postal telegraph 
and postal savings-banks in other countries; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

INTEREST ON WAR LOANS. 


Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 236) to reimburse the 
several States for rae en on account of war loans, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 237) to amend sec- 
tion 5 of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to amend an act relating to soldiers’ 
and sailors’ homesteads ;” which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 238) relating to the 
civil service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 
Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 239) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 240) to amend sec- 
tion 1190 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the Pay Department of 
the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT G. SMITHER. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 241) for the relief 
of Robert G. Smither, late adjutant of the Tenth United States Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER SCOUDEN. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 242) for the relief 
of Peter Scouden; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BINNAMON. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 243) to increase the 
pension of Henry Binnamon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALMIRA FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 244) for the relief 
of Mrs. Almira Farnsworth ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARTIN THOMAS. 


Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 245) for the relief 
of Martin Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH C. ARNOLD. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 246) granting a 
pension to Joseph C. Arnold ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW J. BATES. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 247) granting a 
pension to Andrew J. Bates; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, TERRE HAUTE, INDIANA. 

Mr. PEIRCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 248) to provide for the 
erection of a public building for the use of the post-oftice and Govern- 
ment offices at the city of Terre Haute, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CRAWFORD BROWN. 

Mr. HEILMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 249) for the relief of 
Crawford Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JETHRO M. BOYD. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 250) for the relief of 
Jethro M. Boyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ JAMES MAHONEY. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 251) granting a 
pension to James Mahoney ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IRA A. BLOSSOM. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 252) for the relief 
of Ira A. Blossom; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered. to be printed. 

CHAPTER 1, TITLE 9, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 253) to amend chapter 
1 of title 60 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAYLOR PUCKETT. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 254) granting a 
pension to Taylor Puckett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. LOWE. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 255) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Lowe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered, to be 
printed. 

FRANKLIN R. POOLE. 
Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 256) granting a pen- 
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sion to Franklin R. Poole; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALES OF PROPERTY BY UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 257) providing that 
sales of property on the order, judgment, or decree of the circuit or 
district court be made by the marshal; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. WAY. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 258) for the relief 
of Francis M. Way; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON L. COLGROVE 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 259) for the relief 
of Washington L. Colgrove; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF PENSION AGENTS. 

Mr. BROWNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 260) in 
relation to the compensation and expenses of pension agents; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not know to what committee this bill should 
go. It provides for an increased compensation to pension agents. 

The SPEAKER. What committee does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. BROWNE. I think the bill should go to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHIAS FOSHER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 261) granting a 
pension to Mathias Fosher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS CARTER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 262) granting a pen- 
sion to Dennis Carter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to printed. 

MILTON P. JULIAN. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 263) for the relief 
of Milton P. Julian; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER MAITHER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No 264) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Maither; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB M’CONLY. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 265) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob McConly; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK VOGEL, 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 266) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick Vogel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGET RYAN. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No 267) for the relief 
of Bridget Ryan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN L. BUNDY. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 268) for the relief 
of Martin L. Bundy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB E. BURBANK. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief 
of Major Jacob E, Burbank, paymaster United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WINDER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 270) for the relief 
of Charles Winder; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT G. SMITHER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 271) for the relief 
of Robert G. Smither; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID M. WINKLE. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 272) for the relief 
of David M. Winkle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT M. HART. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 273) for the relief 
XUI——7 
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of Robert M. Hart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 7) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. BROWNE. I have also another joint resolution, proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, Whie I ask to 
have read in full. 

The SPEAKER. 
resolution read. 

Mr. BROWNE. It is a joint resolution on the subject of ascertain- 
ing the result of Presidential elections. I desire to have it referred 
to the Select Committee on the State of the Law respecting the ascer- 
tainment of the Result of the Election of President and Vice-President. 
I desire that the joint resolution may appear in the Recorp, and if 
consent is given for that I will not ask to have it read at this time. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the rules he is forbid 
asking unanimous consent for anything during this call. The gen- 
tleman is entitled to have his joint resolution read; but that will not, 
as the Chair understands it, take it into the Recorp. The gentle- 
man is entitled to have it read for the purpose of determining to what 
committee it should be referred. 

Mr. BROWNE. Do I understand the Speaker to say that I may 
not now ask unanimous consent to have the joint resolution printed 
in the REcorD? 

The SPEAKER. Under the new rule the practice has been not to 
ask unanimous consent for anything during this call. 

Mr. BROWNE. May I not ask unanimous consent to have the reso- 
lution appear in the RECORD, and waive its reading at this time ? 

The SPEAKER. At the conclusion of this call the Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman, if he desires it, to ask unanimous consent to 
have his joint resolution printed in the REcorp. Does the gentleman 
desire to have it read at this time ? 

Mr. BROWNE. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee will the gentleman have it 
referred ? . 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to have it referred to the select committee 
to ascertain the law relating to Presidential elections and the decla- 
ration of the result of such election, when such committee may be 
appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take notice that there is no 
such committee now, and none has yet been authorized by the House. 

Mr. BROWNE. May not the joint resolution lie on the table until 
the committees are announced ? 

The SPEAKER. The announcement of the committees would not 
include a committee of that character, because none is authorized 
under the standing rules or under any order of the House. The Chair 
would suggest to the gentleman, if he desires his joint resolution to 
appear in the RECORD and to be referred to a committee of the char- 
acter he indicates, that he withhold it for the present and the Chair 
will recognize him hereafter. 

Mr. BROWNE. I will withdraw my resolution for the present. 

OHIO, ILLINOIS, AND INDIANA. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 274) to authorize the States 
of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, respectively, to commence and pros- 
ecute suits against the United States in the Supreme Court of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 275) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHIAS YAKELY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 276) granting a pension 
to Mathias Yakely; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND LOCATED WITH MILITARY WARRANTS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 277) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of land 
located with military land warrants in the States described therein, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM A. BERNFIELD, : 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 278) for the relief of 
Hiram A. Bernfield, of Sullivan County, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 279) for reviving and 
continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for 
the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 280) to authorize and 
uire United States marshals within their respective districts to 
make all sales of property which may hereafter be made by virtue of 
any order, judgment, or decree of any United States court, master in 
chancery, or commissioner, or by virtue of any execution or other 
process thereof, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
THEODORE LEVERON. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 281) granting a pension 
te Theodore Leveron; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HOGUE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 282) granting a pension 
to William Hogue; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL MONEY ORDERS. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 283) to amend section 
4032 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to money orders; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WAYNE, INDIANA. 


Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 284) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the 
State of Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIANA. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 285) relating to 
the jurisdiction of the United States district and circuit courts for 
the district of Indiana, held at Fort Wayne, Indiana; which was read 
@ first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SUITS BETWEEN CORPORATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 286) prohibiting 
the circuit courts of the United States from taking cognizance of 
civil actions between a corporation created by the laws of any State 
and a citizen of any State in which such corporation transacts busi- 
ness, and forbidding the removal of actions between such parties to 
said courts from the State courts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


printed 
DAMAGES IN PATENT CASES. 
Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 287) protecting 
innocent purchasers and users of patented articles from actions for 
; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
MIAMI INDIANS OF INDIANA. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 288) for the relief 
of the Miami Indians of Indiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. WHITE. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 289) for the relief 
of James B. White ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA MORAN. ‘ 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 290) for the relief 
of Julia Moran; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BOONE. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 291) granting a 
pension to William Boone; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS DEEMS. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 292) for the relief 
of Lewis Deems; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE OTIS. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 293) to restore 
the name of George Otis to the pension roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW ALBANY, INDIANA. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 294) to provide 
jfor the construction of a public building at New Albany, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLOTTE M. COWARD. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 295) for the 
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relief of Charlotte M. Coward; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


DECEMBER 13, 


JOHN G. CONEY. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 296) grant- 
ing a pension to John G. Coney; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HORACE H, HEFFREN. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 297) grant- 
ing a pension to Horace H. Heffren; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EBENEZER KNIGHT. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 298) for the 
relief of Ebenezer Knight; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA C. REICH. 

Mr. PEELLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 299) granting a pension 
to Rebecca C. Reich; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FLETCHER. 

Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 300) for the relief of 
John Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN P. YEOMANS AND ANDREW LEECH. 


Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 301) for the relief of 
Stephen P. Yeomans and Andrew Leech; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SARAH J. CHIPMAN. 


Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 302) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Chipman; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordere1 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF GULBRAND HALVORSEN. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 303) for the relief 
of the heirs of Gulbrand Halvorsen; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDISON L. BROWN. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 304) granting a 
pension to Addison L. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 305) to amend the 
statutes in relation to patents, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ABBIE SHARP. 


Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 306) for the relief 
of Abbie Sharp; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CREEK ORPHAN FUND. 

Mr. DEERING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 307) 
to reimburse the Creek orphan fund; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ CEMETERY, WATERLOO, IOWA. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 8) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the city of Waterloo, 
Iowa, three condemned cannon and four cannon balls for decoration 
of soldiers’ cemetery; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 308) appropriating 

money for the purchase of a site and the erection of a building for a 

ost-office and other Government offices in the city of Council Bluffs, 

owa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES 8. MOORE. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 309) for the relief 
of Charles 8. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

N. C. RIDENOUR. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 310) for the relief 
of N. C. Ridenour; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LYSANDER W. BABBITT. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 311) for the relief 
of Lysander W. Babbitt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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HENRY 8S. CROOKS. 


Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 312) for the relief 
of Henry 8. Crooks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAMAGES FOR INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 313) to regu- 
late practice in suits brought to recover damages for infringement of 
patent; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the proper reference is to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. It ought to go, I think, to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of _the Laws. : y . 

The SPEAKER. Revision and correction of errors in the statutes 
is one thing; an amendment of the statutes is another; and as this 
provides for an amendment, the proper reference is to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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PROOF OF DISABILITY FOR PENSION. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 314) 
regulating proof of disability of soldiers applying for pension when 
such disability was received in prison; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH DAVIS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 315) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Davis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BURLINGTON, CEDAR RAPIDS AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 316) 
to provide for the payment of the amount due the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids and Northern Railway Company for transportation of United 
States mails; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY J. GRAVES. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 317) 
for the relief of Henry J. Graves; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT J. GILLESPIE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 318) 
granting a pension to Robert J. Gillespie; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

8S. T. MARSHALL, 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 319) for the relief of S. 
T. Marshall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMBOAT INSPECTORS, BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 320) to amend sec- 
tion 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to author- 
ize a board of steamboat inspectors at Burlington, lowa; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITS OF PUBLIC FUNDS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 321) to amend sec- 
tions 995 and 5504 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, on 
the subject of the deposit of moneys by officers of the United States 
courts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

: REMISSION OF TAXES, PENALTIES, ETC. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 322) to repeal section 
17 of the act of June 14, 1870, and chapter 10, title 35 of the Revised 
Statutes of 1878, and to remit taxes and nalties thereunder; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. McCOID also intreduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 9) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER AND RAIL TRANSPORTATION ROUTES MAP. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 10) to 
authorize and require the preparation of a map showing all rail and 
water transportation routes in the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 

C. H. STIBOLT. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 323) for the 
relief of C. H. Stibolt ; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


R. H. SHROPSHIRE. 
Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 324) for 
the relief of R. H. Shropshire; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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WILLIAM P. HILLS. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 325) for 
the relief of William P. Hills; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF LAWS RELATING TO PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 326) to 
amend section 2288 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. HUMPHREY. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 327) 
for the relief of John W. Humphrey; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES W. BALDWIN. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 328) 
granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SYLVIA JENKS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 329) 
granting a pension to Sylvia Jenks; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARCHIBALD A. CAREY. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 330) 
granting a pension to Archibald A. Carey ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 0. M’KENNA. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 381) 
granting a pension to James O. McKenna; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. f 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, IOWA. 


Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 332) to divide the 
State of Iowa into two judicial districts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 333) for the pro- 
tection of settlers on the public lands of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. DAVIS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 334) increasin 
the pension of John M. Davis; which was read a first and secon¢ 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY H. BEAMAN. 


Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 335) — 


a pension to Henry H. Beaman; which was read a ‘first and seeon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
ROBERT H. MILLER. 
- Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 336) grantin 
a pension to Robert H, Miller; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
JOSEPH AUSTIN. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 337) granting 
a pension to Joseph Austin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MARGARET R. CLUNE. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 338) grantin 
a pension to Margaret R. Clune, of Sioux City, lowa; which Santeal 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
BYRON H. HARKNESS, 


Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 339) for the relief 
of Byron H. Harkness; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED RICHARDS. 

Mr. CARPENTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
340) for the relief of A Richards; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to he printed. 
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WILLIAM H. MANNING. 

Mr. CARPENTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
you for the relief of William H. Manning; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF SAMUEL H. MOER. 

Mr. CARPENTER (by pear also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
342) for the relief of the heirs or legal representative of Samuel H. 
Moer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 11) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 343) for a public 
building at Leavenworth, Kansas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PERIOD FOR HOMESTEADING PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 344) to shorten 
the period required in homesteading public lands to two years; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 345) to compel 
the payment by the Kansas Pacific Railway Company of the cost of 
surveying, selecting and conveying certain lands granted to it, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 346) to reduce 
the rate of postage on letters and letter-matter to two cents; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF ROUTE AGENTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 347) to provide 
for the compensation of route agents and clerks in railway post- 
offices when disabled by accidents to railroad trains ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 348) amending 
the act entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. ANDERSON. This is the same bill that was referred last year 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and considered by that committee. 
It amends the act relating to agricultural colleges. 

The SPEAKER. It is an appropriation of the public lands. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have nocare about it particularly one way or 
the other. 

The SPEAKER. There is no committee on agricultural colleges, 
but there is a Committee on Agriculture generally. This is a billre- 
lating to the donation of public lands, and in the opinion of the Chair 
should properly go to the Committee on the Public Lands. If there 
be any mistake in the reference it can be afterward corrected. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Very well. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT RILEY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 349) to provide 
for the sale to actual settlers of a portion of the Fort Riley military 
reservation, in the State of Kansas ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FORT LEAVENWORTH RESERVATION. 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 350) to provide 
- for the sale of certain portions of the Fort Leavenworth reservation ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
POTTAWATOMIE INDIAN LANDS LN KANSAS. 

Mr: ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 351) to provide 
for the sale of the lands belonging to the prairie band of Pottawato- 
mie Indians in the State of Kansas, and for other 8; Which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 

' Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
TIMBER CULTURE. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 352) amending 
“‘An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to encourage the growth of 
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timber on western prairies,’” approved March 13, 1874; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 353) in relation 
to certain fees allowed registers and receivers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRE-EMPTION SETTLERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 354) for the re- 
lief of settlers on the public lands under the pre-emption laws; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 355) to open 
certain lands in the State of Kansas to settlement and pre-emption 
at $1.25 per acre; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

READJUSTMENT OF SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 356) authorizing 
and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of cer- 
tain postmasters in accordance with the provisions of section 8 of the 
act of June 12, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 357) for the relief 
of Josiah H. Pillsbury; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


8. D. HOUSTON. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 358) for the relief 
of S. D. Houston ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC A. MEYER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 359) for the relief 
of Isaac A. Meyer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS OF WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 360) to amend 
section 1 of an act approved March 9, 1878, granting pensions to 
surviving officers, soldiers, sailors, and their widows, of the war of 
1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WELLINGTON V. HEUSTED. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 361) granting a 
pension to Wellington V. Heusted; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN C. HUGHES. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 362) granting a 
pension to John C. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. , 

ELISHA DRESSER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 363) granting a 
pension to Elisha Dresser; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CHRISTIAN H. STIENMEIER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 364) granting a 
pension to Christian H. Stienmeier; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEVI ANDERSON. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 365) granting 
increase of pension to Levi Anderson; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK WELLER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 366) granting a 
pension to Frederick Weller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M’DONALD. 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 367) granting a 


pension to James McDonald; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
CHESTER F. HART. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 368) granting a 
pension to Chester F. Hart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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JACOB R. M’FARREN. LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS, 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 369) granting a} _ Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 386) to authorize 
pension to Jacob R. MeFarren; which was read a first and second | the Secretary of the Interior to allot lands in severalty to Indians; 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to | which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
be printed. | on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY C. WILLIAMS. JOSEPH BOWERS. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 370) granting @| Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 387) granting a 
pension to Henry C. Williams; which was read a first and second | pension to Joseph Bowers; which was read a first and second time, 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to | referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens, and ordered to be 
be printed. printed. 

DURANT F. HUNT. DENNIS SMITH. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 371) granting | Mr, HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 388) granting a 
arrears of pension to Durant F. Hunt; which was read a first and | pension to Dennis Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and | referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
ordered to be printed. printed. 

GODFRIED HAUG. SPENCER W. TRYON. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 372) granting a Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 389) granting a 
pension to Godfried Hang; which was read a first and second time, | pension to Spencer W. Tryon; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
printed. be printed. 

SAMUEL HANSON. C. H. HOWARD. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 373) granting a Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 390) for the relief 
pension to Samuel Hanson; which was read a first and second time, | of C. H. Howard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | to she Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


printed. ALEXANDER J. MUELLER. 


LEWIS CHRISTIE. 
: : a ete ee Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 391) for the relief 
Mr, ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 374) for the | o¢ ajexander J. Mueller, of Allen County, Kansas; which was read 


wees = tenn ee vo vali Bm a first — ome 7, a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | ordered to be printed. 


printed. 
W. H. BLAKE. PAYMENT OF AWARDS TO CREEK INDIANS, ETC. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 375) granting a Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 392) providing for 
pension to W. H. Blake; which was read a first and second time, the payment of awards made to Creek Indians who enlisted in the 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | Federal Army, loyal refugees, and freedmen; which was read a first 


printed. and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
CHARLES H. CARR. ordered to be printed. 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 376) granting a CHEROKEE STRIP LANDS IN KANSAS. 


pension to Charles H. Carr; which was read a first and second time, | Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 398) to graduate 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | the price and dispose of the residue of the Cherokee strip lands in 


printed. Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
FRANK KITZMILLER, mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 377) granting a JOSEPH MINTOSH. 


pension to Frank Kitzmiller; which was read a first and second time : SET s : asec i rT. « i 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | _ Mt» HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 394) granting a 
pension to Joseph McIntosh; which was read a first and second time, 


rinted. ; : . : 
P LIEUTENANT JOHN A. PAYNE referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
pias ¥ printed. 


je AN were 9% one nag (H. R. No. 378) for the relief EDWARD FENLON. 
of Lieutenant John A. Payne; which was read a first and second J Ran eS ath wa 4 Saf 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to <i irh tees kane — moe eet cadena aoa 


be printed. CAPTAIN W. J. LYSTER. to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 379) for the relief ee eee , 
of Captain W. J. Lyster; which was read a first and second time, Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 396) granting a 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be pension to James 8. Wright; which was read a first and second time, 
printed. referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


JAMES GANNON. printed. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 380) for the relief 
of James Gannon; which was read a first and second time, referred 


JOB VAUGHAN. 
Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 397) granting a 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. pension to Job Vaughan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
JOHN B. LUTE. printed. 
Jt eye ae ee a - (H. R. No. 381) for the relief NICHOLAS W. BARNETT. 
af John 5. Lute; which was read a first and second time, referred | Mr, HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 398) granting an 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. increase of pension to Nicholas W. Barnett; which was read a. first 
HENRY H. SPAULDING. and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 382) for the relief | Tered to be printed. 
of Henry H. Spaulding; which was read a first and second time, SAMUEL C. SPROUSE. 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 399) granting an 
printed. increase of pension to Samuel C. Sprouse; which was read a first 
CORNELIUS W. KEIFER. and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 383) for the relief | ordered to be printed. 
of Cornelius W. Keifer, late first lieutenant of Company F, Veteran 8. G. PARKER. 


Battalion, of the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry; | Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 400) granting a 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | pension to S. G. Parker; which was read a first and second time, re- 

Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HOLDEN COOK. 8. 8. THORP. 


_Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 384) granting a pen- Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 401) for the relief 
sion to Holden Cook ; which was read a first and second time, referred | of S. 8. Thorp; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOAB SPENCER AND JAMES R. MEAD. WILLIAM F. MILLER. 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 385) for the relief Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 402) granting an 
of Joab Spencer and James R. Mead; which was read a first and | increase of pension to William F. Miller; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered | second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
to be printed. | ordered to be printed. 
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ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 403) to provide 
for the allotment of lands in severalty to the United Peorias and 
Miamies of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LANDS OF MIAMI INDIANS. 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 404) to provide for 
the sale of the lands of the Miami Indians in Kansas ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. T. STILL. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 405) granting a 
pension to A. T. Still; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 406) to provide for 
the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA HALL. 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 407) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Rebecca Hall, widow of George R. Hall; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. P. DIEHL. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 408) for the relief 
of E. P. Diehl; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BAXTER SPRINGS (KANSAS) LIGHT ARTILLERY. 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 409) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to turn over to the governor of Kansas two can- 
non for the use of the Baxter Springs Light Artillery ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA ANGELL. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 410) granting a 
pension to Martha Angell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. F 

SCOTT CORNELL. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 411) granting a 
pension to Scott Cornell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JACK SMITH. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 412) granting a 
pension to Jack Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RANK OF RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 413) to fix the rank 
of certain retired officers of the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DELAWARE INDIANS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 414) for the relief 
of the Delaware Indians in accordance with treaty stipulations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TAYLOR. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 415) granting a 
pension to John Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HUGO EICHHOLTZ. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 416) granting a 
pension to Hugo Eichholtz, which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMISSION TO SETTLE CERTAIN KANSAS CLAIMS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 417) authorizing 
the appointment of a commissioner and the settlement of the claims 
of certain citizens of Kansas named therein; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 418) to establish 
an educational fund for the education of the people; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES, EQUIPMENTS, ETC. 
Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 419) to extend 
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the tinie for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers 
and enlisted men in the service of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF CERTAIN POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 420) authorizing 
and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of cer- 
tain postmasters in accordance with the provision of section 8 of the 
act of June 12, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN GIBSON. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 421) for the relief of 
John Gibson; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COST OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN KANSAS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 422) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain and report to Congress the 
amount of money expended and indebtedness assumed x the State 
of Kansas in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURKHART. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 423) for the relief 
of John Burkhart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL P. HARDING. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 424) granting a 
pension to Samuel P. Harding; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

D. HAMLIN. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 425) granting a 
pension to D. Hamlin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 426) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a Missouri River commission for the improvement of 
said river from its mouth to the head of navigation; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 427) to provide for the 
appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sustained 
by citizens of the United States by reason of Indian depredations ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 428) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers and others who served in the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TERM OF COURT AT WICHITA, KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 429) to provide for hold- 
ing a term of the district court of the United States at Wichita, Kan- 
sas, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GROWTH OF TIMBER ON WESTERN PRAIRIES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 430) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend an entitled ‘An act to encourage the 
growth of timber on the western prairies ;’” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DEXTER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 431) for the relief of 
James Dexter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. WHITE, 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 432) for the relief of 
Richard H. White, late lieutenant-colonel Third Wisconsin Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. SOWARD. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 433) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Soward; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JEPTHA HORNBECK. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 434) granting a pension 
to Jeptha Hornbeck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLOMON J. GRISSON. 
Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 435) granting a pension 
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to Solomon J. Grisson; which was read a first and second time, re- REUBEN MARSHALL. 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS M’GILL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a pension 
to Thomas McGill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA J. LOWERY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 437) granting a pension 
to Rebecca J. Lowery, guardian; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 





























FRANCIS M. GREEN. 









READJUSTMENT OF SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 







MARY A. KNAWBER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 438) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Knawber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. P. E. BROADDUS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 439) granting a pension 
to Mrs. P. E. Broaddus; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. SCHLOEGEL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 440) for the relief of 
William Frederick Schloegel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 





printed. 





CLAIMS FOR HORSES, ETC. 








to be printed. 
HIRAM C. HENDERSON. 












NICHOLAS W. NEW. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 441) for the relief of 
Nicholas W. New; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI A. M’FADDEN. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 442) granting a pension 
to Eli A. McFadden; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF COLORED EMIGRANTS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 443) to extend an act 
for the relief of colored emigrants, approved March 5, 1880; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A, M. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 444) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. M. Chamberlain and minor children; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. A. THOMAS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 445) for the relief of A. 
A. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’DONALD. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 446) granting a pen- 
sion to James McDonald; which was read a first and second time, 
or to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
































CONDEMNED CANNON FOR MONUMENTAL PURPOSES. 






HARRY FONES. 









Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 












ordered to be printed. 
ORDNANC® FOR STATE OF KANSAS. 












mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AID TO PUBLIC-SCHOOL SYSTEM. 









RESTRICTION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 















M. H. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. RYAN also introdueed a bill (H. R. No. 447) granting a pension 
to M. H. Clements; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

8. F. F. MERCER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 448) granting a pen- 
sion to 8. F. F. Mercer; which was read a first and second time, 
er to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
priated. 


Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
KENTUCKY VOLUNTEERS. 


Kentucky volunteers enlisted under an act of Congress ap 
February 7, 1863; which was read a first and second time, refe 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. H. TINSLEY. 







PRE-EMPTORS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 449) for the relief of 
certain pre-emptors in the State of Kansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH 8. SEELEY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 450) for the relief of 
Elizabeth S. Seeley ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. MERRICK. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 451) for the relief of 
J. J. Merrick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

H. E. VAN TREES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 452) granting a pension 
to H. E, Van Trees; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES C. LEWIS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 453) granting a pension 
to Charles C. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 







printed. 








WILEY KIMBRELL. 




















printed. 
M. B. MOSELEY. 










the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN B. MOORE. 








the relief of John B. 






printed. 
JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 











Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 454) granting a ponsion 
to Reuben Marshall; which was read a first and second timo, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 455) for the relief of 
Francis M. Green; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 456) authorizing and 
directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of certain 
postmasters in accordance with the provision of section 8 of the act 
of June 12, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 457) to extend the time 
for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and enlisted 
men in the service of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 458) for the relief of 
Hiram C. Henderson ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 459) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon-balls to the city of Topeka, Kansas, for 
monumental purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 460) for the relief of 
Harry Fones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 461) in relation to 
certain fees allowed registers and receivers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a resolution (H. R. No. 12) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to supply the State of Kansas with certain ord- 
nance; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 462) to appropriate 
$10,000,000 for supplemental aid to free public schools, and to be 
distributed among the States and Territories according to the ratio 
of illiteracy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 463) to lessen crime 
and human suffering from alcoholism by restricting the use of dis- 
tilled spirits to scientific, mechanical, and medicinal purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 464) for the relief of 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 465) for the relief of 
J. H. Tinsley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 466) granting a pen- 
sion to Wiley Kimbrell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 467) for the relief of 
M. B. Moseley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


Mr. McKENZIE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 468) for 
oore; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 469) to repeal 
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parts of sections 563 and 629 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and to regulate the original jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM SMITH. 


Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 470) granting a 
pension to Hiram Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LUCY J. MITCHELL. 

Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 471) granting a 
pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JOHN SIMS. 


Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 472) for the relief 
of John Sims: which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES C. RUDD. 
Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 473) for the benefit 
of James C. Rudd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF DUTIES ON SALT. 

Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 474) abolishing all 
duties on the importation of salt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OWENSBORO, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 475) for the pur- 
chase of suitable grounds in the city of Owensboro, in the State of 
Kentucky, and the erection thereon of a public building for post-office, 
United States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, 
and for the use of other United States officers in said city, and appro- 
priating money for said p ses; Which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. CLARK. 

Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 476) granting a 
pension to Mary M. Clark; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GROWERS OF TOBACCO. 

Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 477) to permit 
the growers of tobacco to sell one thousand dollars’ worth of their 
own growth without a license so to do; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF DUTY ON TRACE-CHAINS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 478) to 
abolish the duty on trace-chains and put the same on the free list; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF DUTY ON AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 479) 
to abolish the duty on all agricultural implements and to place the 
same on the free list; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TOBACCO PLANTERS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 480) 
to enable tobacco planters to sell the tobacco raised on their land free 
from any internal-revenue tax; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

APPLE BRANDY, ETC., FREE FROM INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 481) 
to authorize any one to manufacture the grapes, peaches, or apples 
raised by him into wine or brandy free from any internal-revenue 
tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT PADUCAH, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 482) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at 
Paducah, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PRITCHARD. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 483) 
for the relief of William Pritchard; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered ‘to be 
printed. 

ABOLITION OF TAX ON TOBACCO PRODUCED IN THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 484) to repeal all laws im- 
posing 2 tax upeu tobacco produced within the United States, and 
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for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
. JAMES P. CARROLL. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 485) for the relief of 
James P. Carroll; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. WEHE. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 486) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna M. Wehe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BENJAMIN LUCAS. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 487) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin Lucas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES A. CHISM. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 488) granting a pen- 
sion to James A. Chism; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PIUS A. COOMES. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 489) granting a pen- 
sion to Pius A. Coomes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JEREMIAH JEFFRIES. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 490) for the relief of 
Jeremiah Jeffries; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. BROWN. 
Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 491) for the relief of 
William H. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY K. PUSEY. 
Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 492) for the relief of 


Henry K. Pusey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN TAYLOR & SON. 
Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 493) for the relief of 


John Taylor & Son; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BEN A. STITH. 
Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 494) for the relief of 
Ben A. Stith, administrator; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN P. M’CLURE. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 495) for the relief of 
John P. McClure; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. F. KINNEY. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 496) for the relief of 
J. F. Kinney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK P. GROSS. 

‘Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 497) for the relief of 
Lieutenant Frank P. Gross; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 498) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Frankfort, in the 
State of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN H. CHILES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 499) for the 
relief of John H. Chiles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAFAYETTE ARDERY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 500) for the 
relief of Lafayette Ardery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JERRE W. SOUTH. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 501) for the 
relief of Jerre W. South; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NEAL LARRY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 502) for the 
relief of Neal Larry ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM ASHURST. 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 503) for the 
relief of William Ashurst; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. C. YOUNG, SR. 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 504) for the 
relief of W. C. Young, sr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MAYSVILLE, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. PHISTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 505) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at the city 
of Maysville, in the State of Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN C. HERNDON. 


Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 506) for the benefit 
of John C. Hernden. 

The SPEAKER. This bill, in the judgment of the Chair, should go 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. PHISTER. It is aclaim growing out of a contract, and its 
appropriate reference would seem to be to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Does it refer to a claim growing out of the late 
war? 

Mr. PHISTER. It grows out of a claim which originated at the 
close of the war. It isa claim arising, as I have said, under a con- 
tract, and it should g° to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. All claims growing out of the late war should go 
to the Committee on War Claims, under the rule. 

Mr. CALDWELL. That claim does not grow out of the war, but 
under a contract. It is based upon a contract. 

TheSPEAKER. The rule determines where the bill should go. It 
is not the mere fact of its being a contract that determines its refer- 
ence. If it grew out of the late war, or relates to the war, it must 
goto the Committee on War Claims. Other classes of claims, not 
growing out of the war, would go to the Claims Committee. The 
Chair thinks the proper reference of this bill would be to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA WORTHINGTON. 
Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 507) granting a 


pension to Mrs. Maria Worthington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

F, M. CASTLE. 

Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 508) granting a 
pension to I’, M. Castle; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. A. DIETRICH. 


Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 509) granting a 


pension to C. A. Dietrich; which was read a first and second time, | 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HENRY ISENBERG. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 510) for the relief of 
Henry Isenberg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WEBSTER C. WEBB. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 511) for the 
relief of Webster C. Webb; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN H. MASSEY. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R.. No. 512) for the 
relief of John H. Massey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON WALLEN. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 513) granting a 
pension to Milton Wallen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES NEELEY. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 514) for the 
relief of Charles Neeley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. P. HENDRICKS. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 515) for the 
relief of W. P. Hendricks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. HARSTON. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 516) for the re- 
lief of James R. Harston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SEBOSTON HEETER. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 517) for the re- 
lief of Seboston Heeter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


IRA J. BOGAN. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 518) for the 
relief of Ira J. Bogan, trustee of Franklin SeminarygSimpson County, 
Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 519) to regulate and im- 
prove the civil service of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Mr. WILLITS. A similar bill introduced to-day has been referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILLIS. This same bill in the last Congress was referred to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

The SPEAKER. There is no such committee at this time, as the 
Chair understands. It was the desire of the Chair to have that 
select committee constituted again, so that references might be 
made to it. But it is notnow in existence. There is no order of the 
House for the appointment of such a committee. Therefore the bill 
will have to go to the Committee on the Judiciary; and if hereafter 
the Committee on Civil Service Reform should be again constituted 
the bill may, on application, be taken from the Judiciary Committee 
and referred to the select committee. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF EXTORTION, ETC. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 520) to prevent ex- 
tortion from persons in the public service, and bribery and coercion 
by such persons; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 521) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Louisville, Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANNIN, SUMMERS & CO. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 522) for the relief of 
Brannin, Summers & Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WARREN MITCHELL. 

Mr. WILLISalso introduced a bill forthe relief of Warren Mitchell. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that this bill, when it receives its first and 
second reading, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the bill should 
go to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. WILLIS. The bill has already, in three several Congresses, 
been before the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is clearly of the opinion from an 
examination of the bill itself that this is a claim which should be 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, under clause 28 of Rule XI. 
The bill relates to a claim arising from the late war. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iwill move the reference of the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. The case has been before that committee, and I 
apprehend it is a matter for them to investigate. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I would like the bill to be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw the bill for the present. 

PROPERTY OF SOLDIERS’ HOME, HARRODSBURGH, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 523) 
authorizing the Board of Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home to sell 
certain property at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, belonging to the Sol- 
diers’ Home; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROCEEDINGS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 524) 
to regulate proceedings in United States courts and giving appeal to 
the Supreme Court in certain cases; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FLORA A. DARLING. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 525) 
for the relief of Mrs. Flora A. Darling; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSHUA 8S. DYE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 526) 
granting a pension to Joshua 8. Dye; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES R. ALLEN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 527) 
for the relief of Charles R. Allen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FOUNTAIN F. STIGALL. , 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 528) 
for the relief of Fountain F. Stigall; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMANDA GOGGIN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 529) 
for the relief of the heirs of Amanda Goggin, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. P. FLOYD. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 530) 
for the relief of J. P. Floyd, of Pulaski County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred te the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

JOHN WATSON. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 531) 
for the relief of John Watson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARCHIBALD B. RUE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 532) 
for the relief of Archibald B. Rue; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN A. MORRISON. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 533) 
for the benefit of Major John A. Morrison; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CRAB ORCHARD BAPTIST CHURCH, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 534) 
for the benefit of the trustees of the Baptist church of Crab Ochard, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN P. PROCTOR. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (II. R. No. 535) 
for the relief of Austin P. Proctor; which wasread a tirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SILAS ADAMS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 536) 
for the relief of Silas Adams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MATHEW LANHAN, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 537) 
granting a pension to Mathew Lanhan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

W. F. SCOTT. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 538) 
for the benefit of W. F. Scott; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN H. M’BRAYER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 539) 
granting a pension to John H. McBrayer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOMERSET BAPTIST CHURCH, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 540) 
for the benefit of the Somerset Baptist church, at Somerset, Ken- 
tucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 541) to amend section 3368 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. WILBUR. 


Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 542) for the relief of | 


James M. Wilbur; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 13) to 
abolish Government directors in the Union Pacific Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 
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ASENATH A. PHELPS. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 543) for the relief of 
Asenath A. Phelps, administratrix of the estate of Harlow J. Phelps, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 544) to secure from 

loss the depositors in the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AGNES E. FRY. 
Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 545) for the relief of 


Mrs. Agnes E. Fry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


APPOINTMENT OF UNITED STATES JUDGES. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 546) in regard to the 
appointment of circuit and district judges of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY O’CONNOR. 
Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 547) for the relief of 


Mary O’Connor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
A. E. MORPHY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 548) for the relief of 
A. E. Morphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. SHANNON. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 549) for the relief of 
Joseph R. Shannon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIENS ON VESSELS. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 550) to create a lien 
in favor of material-men and others for supplies, materials, and re- 
pairs furnished to a vessel in her home port, and to make the laws 
upon that subject uniform throughout the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. ELLIS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 14) re- 
questing the President to notéfy the Government of Great Britian of 
the abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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BEN HOLLADAY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 551) for the relief of 
Ben Holladay; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

G. P. WORK. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 552) for the relief of 
G. P. Work, a citizen of Louisiana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WIDOW OF ‘CAPTAIN CHRISTOPHER M. HAILE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 553) for the relief of 
the widow of Captain Christopher M. Haile; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 554) for the relief of 
Robert H. Montgomery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OCEAN MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 555) to establish ocean 
mail service between certain ports of the United States and foreign 
nations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 556) to confirm a cer- 
tain land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET FUHR. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 557) for the relief of 
Mrs. Margaret Fuhr, widow and tutrix of the minor heirs of Freder- 
ick Fuhr, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 558) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘“‘An act to provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River 
commission for the improvement of said river from the head of the 
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passes, near its mouth, to its headwaters,” approved June 28, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it would seem the proper refer- 
ence for the bill is to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of 
the Mississippi River. 

Mr. GIBSON. Under the rules the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River has no jurisdiction of the question 
of the improvement of the Mississippi River, but only jurisdiction 
of the question of levees, and as this relates to the improvement of 
the Mississippi, I suggest it should be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that, under Rule XI, 
he is of opinion it should be referred to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvement of the Mississippi River.. The rule provides that all 
proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
preceding rule; and afterward it is provided, ‘‘Subjects relating to 
levees of the Mississippi River to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provement of the Mississippi.” 

Mr. GIBSON. This does not refer to the levees of the Mississippi 
River. 

The SPEAKER. 
sissippi River. 

Mr. WILLITS. The word “improvement” there relates simply to 
the name of the committee, not to the subject-matter. The subject- 
matter referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the 
Mississippi River was only levees; and this bill proposes also to refer 
to that committee the question of the improvement of the Mississippi 
River. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam willing it should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not clear about it; but if the gentle- 
man desires the reference to the Committee on Commerce, it will be 
so referred. 

Mr. GIBSON. No; I prefer its reference to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair’s first impression was that the refer- 
ence to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi 
River was the proper reference; but, as the distinction is so fine, if 
the desire of the gentleman be to refer it to the Committee on Com- 
merce, the Chair will not stand on it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I prefer it should go to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that committee had a 
similar bill at the last Congress. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

BEST WATER-ROUTE CONNECTING LAKES WITH MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 559) authorizing the 
Mississippi River commission to make examination and survey and to 
report as to the best route by water and method of connecting the 
lakes with the Mississippi River, and making appropriation there- 
for; which was read a first and second time, reterred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC MARINE SCHOOLS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 560) to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘Anact to encourage the establishment of public marine 
schools,” approved June 20, 1874, and the act amendatory of the same, 
approved March 3, 1881; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY-YARD AT ALGIERS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 561) to establish a 
navy-yard and depot of supplies on the Mississippi River at Algiers, 
or at some point between Algiers and Port Eads; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NEW ORLEANS MARINE HOSPITAL. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 562) to establish a 
marine hospital at or near New Orleans, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


RECTIFICATION OF MOUTH OF RED RIVER, ETC, 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 563) to provide for 
the rectification of the mouth of Red River and for the improvement 
of said river, and appropriating $200,000 therefor ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RECIPROCITY WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No. 15) author- 
izing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what terms a 
mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with Mexico can be arranged ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 
Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 564) to reduce the 
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tax on distilled spirits to fifty cents on each proof gallon; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


RECIPROCITY WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced ajoint resolution (H. R. No. 16) author- 
izing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what terms a 
mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with France can be arranged ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF TAX ON BANK-CHECKS, ETC. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 565) to abolish the tax 
on bank-checks, bank deposits, and on matches, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 566) to abolish the 
tax on tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF PROPERTY IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 567) to authorize the 
sale of certain property in the city of New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INTEROCEANIC COMMUNICATION ACROSS THE ISTHMUS OF DARIEN. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 568) to provide for 
the appointment of an interoceanic commission to determine the best 
plan and route for the establishment of communication for trade and 
commerce between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans across the Isthmus 
of Darien; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 17) au- 
thorizing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what 
terms a eee beneficial treaty of commerce with Canada can be 
arranged; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MORGAN CITY, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 18) direct- 
ing all the Departments of the Government to call the town of Bra- 
shear, in Louisiana, by the name given to it by the General Assembly 
of Louisiana, namely, Morgan City; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 569) to establish a 
marine hospital at or near New Orleans, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and seeond time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PORT OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 570) to extend the 
limits of the port of New Orleans, and for other purposes, and mak- 
ing appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of said port; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 571) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods ;” which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TAXATION AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 572) to reduce tax- 
ation and to establish a uniform currency ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL HOLIDAYS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 573) to provide that 
when a legal holiday shall fall on Sunday the succeeding day shall 
be a holiday in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON INCOMES. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 574) providing an 
income tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 19) au- 
thorizing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what 
terms a mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with Mexico can be 
arranged; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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HISTORY OF LOUISIANA TERRITORY, ETC. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 575) to authorize the 
Secretary of State to appoint agents to procure copies of all papers 
in possession of the Governments of Great Britain, France, and Spain 
relating to the history of Louisiana Territory and the East and West 
Floridas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN CHURCH PROPERTY. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 576) to permit the 
altar, chimes, and marble and granite columns for the new church of 
the Sacred Heart of Jesus, in Densldscnvitie, Louisiana, to be im- 
ported free of duty, under such directions and regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONVENTION WITH HAWAII. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 20) as to 
giving notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with His 
Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF CERTAIN STATUTES. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 577) to repeal sec- 
tions 820 and 821 of the Revised Statutes of the United States ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH BRAZIL. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 21) author- 
izing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what terms 
a pokaulg land cial treaty of commerce with Brazil can be arranged; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL COMMUNICATION WITH CENTRAL AMERICA. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 578) to authorize and 
direct the Postmaster-General to establish a poste-route and mail 
facilities between the United States and Central America and the Bay 
Islands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

STATUES OF AMERICAN PATRIOTS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 579) to erect statues 
in honor of certain American Patriots, and making appropriation 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-SHIP AT SOUTH PASS. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 580) making an ap- 
propriation for a light-ship at South Pass off the jetties of the Mis- 
sissippi River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 581) providing for 
the condemnation of land and materials for purposes of Mississippi 
River improvement; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
River, and ordered to be printed. 

BONNET CARRE CREVASSE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 582) to stop the 
Bonnet Carre crevasse in the Mississippi River above the city of New 
Orleans in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referrred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN SOUTHERN STATES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 583) for the 
judicial investigation and adjustment of private land claims in the 
States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Florida and the States of Ala- 
bama and Mississippi south of the thirty-first degree of north latitude ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON MISSISSIPPI IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also submitted a resolution to define the title 
and jurisdiction of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River and increase the number of its members; which 
ws referred to the Committee on Rules. 

BATON ROUGE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 584) to grant 
the Government reservation now used for the military barracks, gar- 
rison, and arsenal at Baton Rouge, Louisiana, to the State of Louis- 
iana for the use of the Louisiana State University and Agricultural 
and Mechanical College ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 585) making an 
appropriation for a Government building to be used as a post-office and 





revenue office at Baton Rouge, in the State of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF LUCIEN GOYAUX. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 586) 
for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyaux ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMPENSATION TO PARISHES IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 587) relinquishing 
and granting to the Florida parishes of the State of Louisiana public 
lands as compensation to the people thereof for services in acquiring 
said territory from Spain in 1810; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS GREEN DAVIDSON. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 588) for the relief 
of Thomas Green Davidson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH BURRISS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 589) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Burriss; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River, and appropriating the sum of $10,000,000 therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred, under the rule, to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KING. To what committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Commerce. It would under 
Rule XXI have gone to the Committee on Commerce by being put in 
the box without introduction on the floor by a member. 

_The bill was placed in the box for reference to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 590) providing for the 
appropriation of lands needed in the improvement of the Mississippi 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF COMMISSION. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 591) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONROE, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 592) for a public build- 
ing at Monroe, Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PILOT FEES. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 593) to amend section 
4458 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to license 
fees of pilots; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TIME-BALLS ON CUSTOM-HOUSES. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 594) to provide for 
placing time-balls on custom-houses at ports of entry and at other 


cities, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM G. COLEMAN. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 595) granting a pension 
to William G. Coleman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEED-CANE. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 596) appropriating 
$20,000 for the purchase and distribution of seed-cane; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID SINGLETON. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 597) for the relief of 
David Singleton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CARTER. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 598) for the relief of 
Robert Carter ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN M. YSNAGA DEL VALLE. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 599) for the relief of Ellen 
M. Ysnaga del Valle; which was réad a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RALPH P. MILLER. 
Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 600) for the relief of 
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time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 


Ralph P. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
to be printed. 


the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 601) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at the city of Shreveport, State 
of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 616) to amend section 
3900 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 617) to establish a 
bureau of labor statistics; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 













TONE’S BAYOU, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also submitted a resolution calling upon the Sec- 
retary of War for information relative to the Government works at 
Tone’s Bayou, an outlet of the Red River in Louisiana; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. No. 602) for reviving and contin- 
uing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and authorizing 
the adjudication and payment of certain other claims upon the fund 
created by section 15 of chapter 459 of the laws of the Forty-third 
Congress; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GENEVA AWARD. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 603) re-establishing the 
court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution 
of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. THOMAS. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 604) for the relief of 
William W. Thomas ; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT PORTLAND, MAINE. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 605) donating cannon 
and cannon-balls to aid in the construction of a suitable soldiers’ 
monument at Portland, Maine; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 






RETIREMENT OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 618) to provide for 
retiring the trade-dollar, for its recoinage into the standard silver 
dollar, and for the redemption of fractional silver coins; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

OWNERS, ETC., OF BRIG OLIVE FRANCES. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 619) for the relief of 
the owners, officers, and others of the brig Olive Frances; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 













SUSAN JEFFORDS. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 620) granting a pen- 
sion to Susan Jeffords; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. BROWN. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 621) for the relief of 
Henry B. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN HUNTER. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 622) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA DWINEL. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 623) granting a pen- 
sion to Lydia Dwinel ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER CAMPBELL. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 624) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Campbell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 























FREDERICK W. RUGGLES. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 606) for the relief of 
Frederick W. Ruggles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT BOOTH BAY HARBOR, MAINE. 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 607) to provide for the 
construction of a light-house on the Hypocrits, at the eastern en- 
trance of Booth Bay Harbor, on the coast of Maine ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIG OLIVE FRANCES. 

Mr, LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 608) for the relief 
of the officers and owners of the brig Olive Frances ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


C. C. ROBERTS. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of 
C. C. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS MURRY. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 626) granting a 
pension to Thomas Murry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 










ANN B. HUBBARD. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 609) for the relief 
of Ann B. Hubbard, administratrix ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEFFERSON SAVAGE. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 610) for the relief 
of Jefferson Savage; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TOUSSAINT MESPLIE. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 611) for the relief 
of Toussaint Mesplie; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER MOSES. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 612) for the relief 
of Oliver Moses; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK CARROLL. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 613) for the relief 
of Patrick Carroll; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH BROWN. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 614) for the relief 
of Joseph Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT GRANT. 

Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 615) for the relief 
of Albert Grant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ENFORCEMENT OF EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. MURCH introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 22) for the 

enforcement of the eight-hour law; which was read a first and second 






JAMES E. GOTT. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 627) to increase the 
pension of James E. Gott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te be 
printed. 









FREEMAN N. HALL. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 628) granting a 
pension to Freeman N. Hall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 







FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. MURCH also presented joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Maine, urging upon the Congress of the United States 
to bring the French spoliation claims up for action at the present 
Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTION TO NAVIGATION BY EAST RIVER BRIDGE, NEW YORK. 

Mr. MURCH also presented joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Maine, in favor of legislation by Congress to prevent 
the obstruction of navigation in the East River, New York, by the 
suspension-bridge over said river; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MASSACHUSETTS MILITIA, WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No, 629) for the relief of certain 
persons who served in the First and Second Regiments, Second Bri- 
gade, Tenth Division Massachusetts Militia, in the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH C. PALMER. 
Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 630) granting a pen- 
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sion to Sarah C. Palmer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MONUMENT TO THOSE LOST BY WRECK OF STEAMER HURON. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 631) to provide for the 
erection of a monument at the naval cemetery at Annapolis, Mary- 
land, in commemoration of the officers and others who perished by 
the wreck of the United States steamer Huron; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. KNOWLES. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 632) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Knowles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL W. BLAKE. 
Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 633) for the relief of 


Daniel W. Blake; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ALEXANDER W. ROWELL. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 634) panting a& pen- 
sion to Alexander W. Rowell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HIRAM A. COOPER. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 635) granting a pen- 
sion te Hiram A. Cooper; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE E. DODGE. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 636) for the relief of 
George E. Dodge; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HORACE BROWN. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 637) granting a pension 
to Horace Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID G. HUTCHINSON. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 638) granting a pension to 
David G. Hutchinson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE C. TRACY. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 639) granting a pension 
to George C. Tracy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES 0. M’KENNEY. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 640) granting a pension 
to Charles O. McKenney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHRISTINA TEMPLE. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. H. No. 641) granting a pension 
to Christina Temple ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE ANDREWS. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 642) granting a pension 
to George Andrews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE TWOMBLY. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 643) granting a pension 
to Caroline Twombly ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE R. FRENCH. 

Mr. McLANE intreduced a bill (H. R. No. 644) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Caroline R. French; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY J. WEST. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 645) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary J. West; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES J. WHITING. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 646) for the relief of 
Charles J. Whiting ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH J. ELLIS. 

_ Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 647) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth J. Ellis; which was read a first and second time, 
—— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 





WALTER SORRELL. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 648) for the relief of 
Walter Sorrell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. T. PICKETT. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 649) for the relief of 
J. T. Pickett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered te be printed. 

Cc. D. DE FORD & CO. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 650) for the relief of 
Orville Horwitz, assignee in trust of C. D. De Ford & Co.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. HENNAMAN. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 651) for the relief of 
John T. Hennaman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

8S. ROSENFELD & CO. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 652) for the relief of 
8. Rosenfeld & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HALPIN. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 653) granting a pen- 
sion to John Halpin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ranting a pen- 


JOHN SCHONART. 
i second time, 


Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 654) 
sion to John Schonart; which was read a first an 

referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ELMIRA M’INTIRE. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 655) granting a pen- 
sion to Elmira McIntire; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, BALTIMORE. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 656) to provide for 
the establishment of a marine hospital at Baltimore, Maryland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 657) to increase 
the efficiency of the Marine-Hospital Service; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CONTRIBUTIONS FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 658) to prohibit 
officers of, and claimants against, or contractors under, the United 
States from contributing money for political purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 659) to establish a 
board of commissioners of interstate commerce, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL CHASE BARNEY. 


Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 660) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Chase Barney ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIET LEEF, 

Mr. COVINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 661) for the relief of 
Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner 
of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, 
consul of the United States at Bahia, Brazil; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. GARDNER. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 662) authorizing a dupli- 
cate check in payment of pension to William A. Gardner, of Freder- 
ick County, Maryland, in lieu of one lost; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JESSE HYDER. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 663) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse Hyder; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. KRANTZ. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 664) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Krantz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bo 
printed. 
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THOMAS B. PRICE. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 665) fer the relief of 
Thomas B. Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2871 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill _ R. No. 666) to make section 
2871 of the Revised Statutes of the United States apply to sail-ves- 
sels as well as steamships; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. 8. A. WRIGHT AND MRS. C. FAHNESTOCK. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 667) for 
the relief of Mrs. 8. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahnestock ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. CARROLL. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 668) for 
the relief of John D. Carroll ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY. 

Mr. URNER fby request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 669) to 
increase the efficiency of the infantry branch of the Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJOR WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bijl (H. R. No. 670) for 
the relief of Major William M. Maynadier; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANK D. YATES ET AL. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 671) for 
the relief of Frank D. Yates and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE H. PLANT. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 672) for 
the relief of George H. Plant; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH ELIZABETH HOLROYD. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 673) for 
the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. J. PURMAN. 

Mr. URNER (by seaneslt also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 674) 
granting an increase of pension to J. J. Purman; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 23) pro- 
viding for the erection of a monument at Frederick, Maryland, over 
the grave of Francis Scott Key, the author of The Star-Spangled 
Banner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN K. CHURCHILL. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 675) 
for the relief of Warren K. Churchill; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 676) 
to refer the claims of the captors of the ram Albemarle to the Court 
of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTRUCTION FUND FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 677) 
to provide a permanent construction fund for the Navy, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRACTICE OF LAW BEFORE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, (by request, ) alsointroduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 678) to regulate the practice of law before the Depart- 
ments; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
679) donating condemned cannon, &c., for monumental and other 
pepe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

ommittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, (by request, ) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 680) providing for the voluntary retirement of officers of 
the Navy after thirty years’ service ; which was read a first and second 
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time, et to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PAY AND RANK OF NAVAL RETIRED OFFICERS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
681) fixing the relative rank and pay of certain officers on the retired 
list of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
682) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the British bark 
Chance; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COLOR-BLINDNESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 24) relating to color-blindness and visual acuteness in per- 
sons employed in the Navy and merchant marine; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. CAREY. 

Mr. BOWMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 683) to remove the 
charge of desertion against John B. Carey; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 684) 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Gov- 
ernment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS D. ELDER. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 685) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas D, Elder; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MASSACHUSETTS WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
686) to reimburse the State of Massachusetts for certain expenditures 
for coast defense; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

READJUSTMENT OF SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 687) 
authorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the 
salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the eerie of 
section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL 0. UPHAM. 

Mr. BOWMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 688) for the relief of 
Samuel O. Upham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER P. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. BOWMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 689) to authorize 
the payment of pension to Christopher P. Davidson out of the naval 
pension fund; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY D. HOOPER. 

Mr. BOWMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 690) for the relief 
of Lucy D. Hooper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEREST ON TAX ARREARAGES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

* Mr. BOWMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 691) defining the 
rate of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special 
taxes now due the District of Columbia, and the meaning and intent 
of acts approved June 19, 1878, and June 27, 1879, relative to the 
adjustment of special assessments in said District, and for certain 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J. HILLS. 

Mr. RANNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 692) for the relief of 
Sarah J. Hills; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY L. JAMES. 

Mr. NORCROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 693) for the relief of 
Henry L. James; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F, SEVERANCE. 

Mr. NORCROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 694) for the relief 
of John F. Severance; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WIRT GOLDSBOROUGH. 


Mr. NORCROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 695) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Wirt Goldsborough; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
LOUISA BAINBRIDGE HOFF. 

Mr. NORCROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 696) granting a 
pension to Louisa Bainbridge Hoff; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM D. WHITING. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 697) for the relief of Cap- 
tain William D. Whiting; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GOLD RESERVES OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 698) to authorize the 
deposits of gold coin to be used as reserve and for clearing-house 
settlements; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of 
Theophilus P. Chandler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF BOSTON. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 700) for the relief of 
the State National Bank of Boston, Massachusetts; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF NEWTON, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 701) making appro- 
priation for the relief of the First National Bank of Newton, Massa- 
chusetts ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

URIEL CROCKER. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 702) for the relief of 
Uriel Crocker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. RYAN. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 703) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Ryan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADELINE A. TURNER. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 704) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Adeline A. Turner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT HUNT. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 705) to place Robert 
Hunt, ordnance sergeant United States Army, on the retired list; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPMENT AND DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 706) to repeal and amend 
certain acts pertaining to the shipment and discharge of seamen; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DANGER SIGNALS. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 707) to amend section 
4233 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to dan- 
ger signals; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

ommittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PHEBE W. ROSS. 

_Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 708) granting a pen- 
sion to Phebe W. Ross; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OPHELIA E, SIMMONS. 

_ Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 709) granting a pen- 
sion to Ophelia E. Simmons; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 710) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to incorporate the National Safe Deposit Company 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia,” approved January 22, 
1867; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. RUSSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 711) to enlarge the 
powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPMENT AND DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN. 
Mr. RUSSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 712) to repeal and 
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amend certain acts pertaining to the shipment and discharge of sea- 
men; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SPRINGFIELD STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 713) 
granting to the Springfield Street Railway Company the right to lay 
tracks in Mill street, in Springfield, Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
714) to fix the compensation of postmasters of the fourth class; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA E. SEELEY. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
715) for the relief of Julia E. Seeley ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

E. W. BLACKINTON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
716) for the relief of E. W. Blackinton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WATSON S. BENTLEY. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
717) granting an additional pension to Watson 8. Bentley; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK DRONEY. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
718) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
719) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION OF MASTER ARMORER, SPRINGFIELD. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
720) to fix the compensation of the master armorer at the national! 
armory in Springfield, Massachusetts; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
721) to authorize an appointment in the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE LOUISA BENTON. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
722) granting a pension to Catharine Louisa Benton; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Several MemBeErs. Oh, no! 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I understood this was to be a busi- 
ness Congress. Are we going to adjourn from day to day? 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman will understand this is a business 
House, and it is for the purpose of facilitating the public business I 
have submitted the motion. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Had we not better adjourn sine die? 

Mr. ROBESON. I will include an understanding that on Friday 
next the same order of business shall be proceeded with that has been 
under consideration to-day. 

Several MEMBERS. That will do. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 132, noes 32. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Is further count demanded ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I do not want to delay the House, 
as I presume we would be beaten anyhow; and I therefore with- 
draw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

So Mr. RoBESON’s motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBESON. I wishit to be understood by general agreement as 
part of my motion that the same business which we have been acting 
on to-day shall be pursued next Friday when the House again meets. 

Mr. RANDALL. And only that. 

Mr. ROBESON. And only that. Thatisto say, Friday next shall 
stand exactly as to-day stood; no more and no less. 

The SPEAKER. And the call of the States shall then be resumed 
where it was left off to-day. 
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Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. Now, before makin the motion to ad- 
journ, I desire to renew withsome modification my resolution for the 
appointment of select committees, the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Knott, ] after my modification, having withdrawn his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read as modified. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. How is 
it we have to stop proceeding in the call of States to attend to the 
business of New Jersey? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROBESON. I am asking unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin object? 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now move the House adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. The understanding is that when the roll of States is 
next called it is to be continued until concluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. But an understanding should be arrived at as to 
what, if any, business is to be done on Friday. 

Mr. COX, of New York. By general consent all other business can 
be postponed. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for bills will 
be continued. 

Mr. RANDALL, Let it be understood, then, that only that busi- 
ness is to be proceeded with on next Friday. 

Mr. ROBESON. Only the business on next Friday which is in order 
to-day shall be proceeded with, and in the same order as to-day. In 
other words, that Friday takes the same order that was made in ref- 
erence to to-day’s session. 

Mr. RANDALL. There might be business in order to-day after the 
call of States and Territories. 

Several MEMBERS. Only the call of States for bills. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I hope the House will be in 
order, so that we may be able to understand what, if any, agreement 
has been arrived at. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the arrangement to be 
that when the House shall meet on Friday next we resume and con- 
tinue the game business which is in order to-day, namely, the call 
of States and Territories for bills; placing Friday on precisely the 
same terms as to-day was placed by the previous order of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is right. And that no other business shall 
be transacted. 

Mr. HASKELL. I suppose that includes also the statement that 
the Utah case and the resolution in reference to the rules are to be 
carried over to Friday, as they were to-day, and that they will oc- 
cupy the same position in reference to the business of the House on 
that day that they now occupy. 

Mr. RANDALL. That brings us to the exact point which I desire 
to make; that is to know whether any other business is to be taken 
up on Friday after the call of the States and Territories shall have 
been completed. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No business at all. 
none is to be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. Inresponse tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. RANDALL, ] the Chair will state that he is not entirely clear as 
to the understanding. 

Mr. BRAGG. ° If there is to be no further call of States to-day, then 
I shall withdraw my objection to the introduction of the resolution 
proposed by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Ihave matters of importance which 
I desire to bring before the House at its next session and shall object 
to any understanding that will exclude me. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is too late now to object. 

TheSPEAKER. Itisthe understanding, then, that Friday’s session 
shall be devoted to the call of States and Territories for bills and 
joint resolutions for reference. Is there objection to that arrange- 
ment? 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not care to bring up the Utah case on that 


The understanding is that 


day. 

The SPEAKER. It is understood, then, that it will not be called 
up? - 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to have it understood so clearly what is 
to be the order of business that no person will be disappointed ; and 
if it is the desire of the House that on Friday next there be noth- 
ing done save and except to conclude the call of the roll of States for 
the introduction of bills, I am content and will take up the Utah 
case on some succeeding day. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let that be understood, thez. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. RoBeson] that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
eas withdraws his objection to the introduction of the resolution 
which he has proposed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us dispose of this other question first, as to 
what business will be in order on Friday. There seems to be some 
misunderstanding about it, and it had better be clearly understood. 
When that is disposed of we can take up the resolution of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I thought an understanding was reached that no 
business is to be taken up but the call of States. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey relates, as the Chair is informed, to the business on Friday; that 
is, it relates to committees and is important as a measure of facilitat- 
ing the business. 
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Mr. RANDALL. That isimportant ; and it should be passed to-day, 
it seems to me. 

The SPEAKER. The passage of the resolution, in the opinion of 
the Chair, will facilitate matters, and would not interfere with the 
order of business proposed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot object tothat. Iam not objecting to the 
introduction of the resolution, but desire to have a clear understand- 
ing in reference to the business of Friday, about which there seems 
to be some confusion. 

Mr. HASKELL. Do I understand, then, that on Friday we are to 
have only a continuation of the call of States for the introduction of 
bills, and after that call is concluded, if concluded on that day, noth- 
ing else shall be done ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be in order imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal of this day’s proceedings. The 
business in which the House is now engaged shall be resumed and 
continued from the place where we left off to-day, and that no other 
business shall be in order on that day until that is disposed of. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is right. 

Mr. HASKELL. “Until that isdisposed of.” But, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to understand if on Friday, after the call of States has been 
concluded, whether or not it might be possible in my absence to call 
up the Utah case. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly not. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires it to be understood that 
the Utah case shall not be called up, the Chair will ask that that be 
the understanding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is understood already that it will not 
be called up. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Can all of this arrangement post- 
poning indefinitely the public business be consummated here and 
carried on in this way except by unanimous consent? 

Several MEMBERS. This will facilitate the public business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked unanimous consent that the 
Utah case be not considered on Friday next. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. If this arrangement requires unani- 
mous consent, I desire to enter my objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is too late to object now; consent was 

iven some time since. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman objects gen- 
erally to everything in the way of such an arrangement ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I object, if this requires unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is too late with his objec- 
tion. That was put to the House and decided. 

Mr. HAZELTON. It is a res adjudicata. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Then if my objection is too late, 
I content myself with flinging it in after it is too late; but I claim it 
is in time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to postpone the consideration of the Utah 
case till Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, the Utah case not 
being before the House at this time. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent that on Friday there be no 
business done but the calling of the States and Territories for bills, 


| and that after that is completed the House shall adjourn. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. At thé request of several friends 
around me, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no further objection to the ar- 
rangement. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] now asks 
unanimous consent that there be no business done on Friday next 
except the call of States and Territories under the same.rule that the 
House has been proceeding under to-day. 

Mr. KELLEY. I must object provisionally, because I want a reso- 
lution read which is for the convenience of the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ROBESON. My resolution that when this House adjourns it 
shall adjourn till Friday next has been carried; and it has been 
carried under the clear understanding that the order of business 
which now prevails in this House shall continue on Friday as if the 
adjournment had not taken place. That is the understanding now. 
That has been decided. It is further moved by my friends on the 
other side of the House to limit even that order and to say the Utah 
case shall not be taken up on Friday even if it is reached. We have 
no objection to that on our side. If there is objection on the other 
side let them make it. 

The SPEAKER. That has been agreed to, all objection to that 
arrangement having been withdrawn. 

SELECT COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I call up my resolution for the appointment 
of select committees. The objection to it having been withdrawn 
I ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. BRAGG. I withdraw my objection only as regards action on 
that resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following-named select committees, with like powers and 
duties and consisting of the same numbers as in the Forty-sixth Congress, be 
appointed, to wit: Committee on Reform in the Civil Service; Committee on the 
Law respecting the Election of President and Vice-President ; Committee on the 


Payment of Pensions, Bounties, and Back Pay, and Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Trafiic. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
sions now. 

Mr. ROBESON. That is not a committee on pensions, but a 
committee on the law respecting pensions. 

The SPEAKER. It is a committee with the same jurisdiction and 
powers as the committee organized in the last Congress. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the Clerk to read my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG] to insist on his objection to any further business 
being transacted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the gentleman to hear this resolution. It is 
practically to give the Speaker and the Clerk some private rooms in 
the House to which they can retire. There are two or three unoccu- 
pied rooms which the resolution authorizes them to use. It also 
empowers the Speaker to make arrangements for the accommodation 
of officers of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the resolution 
also relates to the arrangements for the reporters. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. BRAGG. I should like very much to accommodate the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is no accommodation to me. 

Mr. BRAGG. But I have a resolution which I know the House is 
not now ready to consider, and I prefer to have the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania go over till Friday, or some other time 
when the House will be in a humor to take action on his resolution 
and mine also. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think the gentleman will withdraw his objection 
if he will hear me for a moment. This is no accommodation to me. 
Let the resolution be read. It is for the accommodation of others. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Before the question is taken on the motion to 
adjourn, the Chair desires to submit certain requests. 


We have two committes on pen- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. CONVERSE, for an indefinite time, on account of a death in 
his family. 

To Mr. Huss, from and after to-day indefinitely, on account of a 
death in his family. 

To Mr. Frost, until the Ist of January next, on account of serious 
illness in his family. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call for the regular order, which is proceeding with 
the call of States for bills. , 

The SPEAKER. The regular order will be the call of the next 
State under the order that regulates the business of to-day. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McCOOK. I rise toa point of order. Has any business inter- 
vened since the motion to adjourn was negatived? 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced the regular order, which 
had been called for, and that is regarded as business intervening. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would rather the House should adjourn itself than 
be adjourned by one man. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire the House should adjourn, 
but I would like unanimous consent that the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania be read before we adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask unanimous consent to have 
read for information the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEy.] Is there objection? * 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would suggest to the Chair that under the rules 
the unappropriated rooms are under the control of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. There is doubt whether rooms which have here- 
tofore been appropriated can be controlled by the Speaker. 

Mr. RANDALL. If,as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[ Mr. KELLEY, } they are not now in use, they clearly come within the 
letter and the spirit of the rule, which places them under the control 
of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Speaker. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the resolution is wholly unnecessary. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. KELLEY, ] that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and fifty 
minntes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday next. : 


There is some doubt about that in the mind of 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON : Resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas, 
requesting that the name of James Christian be placed on the pension 
list—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Phillips County, Kansas, that Du- 
rant F, Hunt’s name be placed on the pension-roll—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas, relative to the survey 
of certain lands in that State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers relating to the bill for the relief of C. W. Keifer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 222 citizens of Norton County, Kansas, that 
the time for making final proof on homesteads be shortened—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petitions of C. Q. Champlin and 30 others, citizens of 
Phillips County, and of Homer J. Aldrich and others, citizens of 
Rooks County, Kansas, that the period required for homesteading 
lands be reduced to two years—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Concordia, Kansas, against the 
adoption of the French metric system of weights and measures—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of John Cond and 175 others, 
citizens of Ohio, for legislation regulating interstate commerce—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Perry Wills & Sons and 100 other firms and 
citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, for the increase of the pay of auxiliary 
letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petitions of John W. Barnett and of Louisa 
Meriweather, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
ee States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, commending the publication of the consular 
commercial reports—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of McKeesport, Pennsylvania, for the 
repeal of the tax on banks and bankers—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of Cornelius A. Schultz, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Benner, for compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Frankfort, Ken- 
tucky, for an appropriation for a public building at that place—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petition of J. D. Watkins and 905 
others, relative to the sale and entry of public lands in Louisiana— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill to improve the navigation of the Red River in Louisi- 
ana, to remove bars and obstructions at its mouth in seasons of low 
water, to deflect its waters from the channel of the Atchafalaya, to 
deepen its channel at the falls near Alexandria, to complete the Gov- 
ernment works at Tones’ Bayou, and to continue the work of removal 
of the raft and other obstructions from the river, and making appro- 
priations therefor—to the Committee on Commerce. . 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of John A. Nexsen, E. E. Herden, and 
others, citizens of Brooklyn, New York, for relief of national banks 
from taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Papers relating to the pension claims of Jerome 
B. Adams, of Charles 8. Balton, of Bridget Egan, of Ellen D. Lynch, 
of Delene Robinson, and of Elbridge Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Oliver L. Wheeler— 
to the Committée on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. Nelson Trask—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the Indian depredation claim of Porter M., 
Albert H., and Gordon C. Smart—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Michael Niland, for the removal of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Alex. Montgomery, for arrears of 
pay as an officer in the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William P. Chambliss, to be placed on the re- 
tired list—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of A. F. St. Sure Lindsfelt and of Theodore L. 
Hawkins, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Papers relating to the pénsion claim of Abbie A. 
Goodwin—to the same ommittee. 

By Mr. BUCK: Resolutions of the Legislature of Connecticut, ask- 
ing compensation for injuries done to Bissell’s Ferry, in that State, 
by ofticials of the United States Government—to the Committee on 

‘laims. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A bill to establish a post-route from Big Spring 
to New Florence, Missouri—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Two petitions of citizens of the fourth Con- 
gressional district of Michigan, for an income-tax law—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, two petitions of citizens of the fourth Congressional district 
of Michigan, for legislation to protect innocent purchasers of patented 
articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of the fourth Congressional district 
of Michigan, that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made a Cabi- 
net officer—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, eight petitions of citizens of Michigan, for legislation to reg- 
ulate the charges for freight and passenger carriage by railways—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, asking that tele- 
xraphic communication be established between the light-house and 

ife-saving stations on the Manitou Islands in Lake Michigan and 
the mainland—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, asking that lands 
be appropriated to aid in the construction of the Ontonagon and Mon- 
treal iver Railroad—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of Hannah C. Grandin, 
administratrix de bonis non of the estate of John H. Piatt, deceased, 
for pay for supplies furnished the United States Army in 1814—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the war claims of Samuel 
E. Carpenter, of Henry F. Cornelius, of James W. Foster, of Samuel 
Sears, of Daniel Storal, and of William Thurmond; of Algernon S. 
Walker, for himself and as executor of the estate of Herman Whit- 
ney, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aiso, papers relating to the bill for the relief of John A. Loudon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALKINS: A bill appropriating $100,000 to aid in the con- 
struction of the harbor at Michigan City, Indiana, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Commerce. , 

Also, memorial of the heirs of John L. Boyd, deceased, relative toa 
claim against the Republic of Nicaragua—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Blair County, 
Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the tax on bank checks and depos- 
its—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Fanny Matthews, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: The petition of C. F. Emery and 100 others, of 
Maroa, Illinois, for the repeal of the tax on banks and bankers—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John M. Albaugh and others, of Rossville, 
Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: A bill for the improvement of the harbor of 
Vira Mississippi—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to improve the harbor of Natchez, Mississippi—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: The petition of citizens of Georgia, for the 
regulation of railroad charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAMUEL 8. COX: Papers relating to the Claim of Alice E. 
De Groat—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Ambrose Sullivan, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of James Gifford and others, of Prov- 
incetown, Massachusetts, that an increase of pay be allowed to the 
keepers of life-saving stations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Captain Horatio N. Bright- 
man and of William T. Smith and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Helen C. Mulford, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of R. R. Hudson and 9% others, citi- 
zens of Ohio, for the construction of an ice-harbor at Middleport, in 
that State—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of C. E. Cochran and others, citizens of Morgan 
county, Ohio, that a pension be granted J. W. Linken, a soldier of 
the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Smith Miner, for bounty and back pay—to 
the Committee on War Claims. f 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of 39 citizens of Cerro Gordo 
County and of 33 citizens of La Porte City, Iowa, for the repeal of the 
law imposing a tax on bank checks and deposits—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: A bill to continue the improvementinthe Coney 
Fork River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to complete the improvement of the Tennessee River 
at Muscle Shoals—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to complete the improvements in the Hiwassee River— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Marion County, Tennessee, for pay- 
ment of certain awards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of banks and bankers of Memphis, Tennessee, for 
the tax to be taken off banks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Tennessee for post-route from Dow- 
elltown to Pekin, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Susan Young, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of B. F. Cobb and others, citizens 


RECORD—HOUSE. 115 


of Maine, for legislation regulating interstate commerce and unjust 
discrimination by railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W. D. Roak and others, of Maine, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Byron D. Babcock, for restoration of his name 
to the military rolls—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, for the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, ask- 
ing Congress to fix the head of navigation of Minnesota River—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of L. E. Keyser & Co., Elbert P. 
Cook, R. S. Sackett, and 30 others, of Schuyler County, New York, 
for the repeal of the taxes on banks and bankers and the check- 
stamp tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the war claim of Mrs. Daniel 
Fairex—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the preservation and pro- 
tection of the harbor at New Orleans, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. EVINS: Papers relating to the claims of Theodore Dehon 
and of Charles B. Roberts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. FARWELL: The petition of Wilhelm Wuthe- 
now, of Chicago, Illinois, for relief—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Illinois and Mississippi River commission, 
in behalf of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill making an appropriation to continue the 
work on the Coosa River in the States aF ‘ido and Georgia—to 
the same committee. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to continue the improvement 
of the navigation of the Tennessee River in the States of Alabama 
and Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Robert C. Murphy, of Washington, District 
of Columbia, to be paid certain moneys due him for services ren- 
dered in the diplomatic service of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition of Samuel T. Henley, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. GUENTHER: The petition of 8. M. Bronson and others, in 
opposition to the French metric system of weights and measures—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: Papers relating to the pension claims 
of Lewis Johnson, of Walter Jordan, of Ann Jane Mackey, of Ruhanna 
Nelson, of Mary Ann May, of John N. Payne, of Olive Rouse, and of 
William H. Whipple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of W. E. Wood and others, for the amendment 
of the bounty laws—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Rodden, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles N. Williams, postmas- 
ter at Elizabethtown, New York—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, for the improvement of 
Ticonderoga River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of the National Guard Association 
of the United States, asking certain changes in the militia laws—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the auxiliary corps of letter-carriers, for in- 
crease of salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, relative to tele- 
graphic communication between Manitou Islandsand the mainland— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: Memorial of the Massachusetts 
Medical Society, on the subject of color-blindness—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Warren K. Churchill—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY 8S. HARRIS: The petition of citizens of New Jer- 
sey, for a reduction of the tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HASELTINE: The petitions of L. W. Allen and 137 others, 
of J. M. McWilliams and others, of M. M. Browning and 113 others, 
and of Zenas Freeman and 100 others, for legislation to regulate inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of the Grand Division of the Sons 
of Temperance of Kansas, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kansas, for the improvement of 
Neosho River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of P. D. Mitchell and 26 oth- 
ers, citizens of Rock Island, Illinois, for the repeal of the tax on banks 
and banking institutions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERNDON: Memorial in behalf of the Deposits Savings 
Association of Mobile, Alabama, and its creditors—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of citizens of Morristown, New Jer- 
sey, for the repeal of the tax on banks and banking institutions—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, the petition of Mrs. Mary F. McKeever, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensiens. 
By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to the war claim of the German 
Evangelical Luthern church of Martinsburgh, West Virginia—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, the petition of A. S. Davis and others, that a pension be 
granted Lewis Stoneking—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of J. H. Adams, that certain mon- 
eys paid for spirit stamps be refunded to him—to the Committee on 
Claims. 
Also, the petition of Malon Courts, for compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. G. W. JONES: The petition of C. K. Hubbard and others, 
of Texas, for the passage of the Eaton tariff commission bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, the petition of 8. W. Alexander and others, citizens of Texas, 
for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
Also, the petition of John T. Ricks and others, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of R. T. Kennedy, secretary of the State Grange 
of Texas, of similar import—to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of the First Cavalry Texas Volunteer Guard, for 
the amendment of the militia laws—to the Committee on the Militia. 
By Mr. KING: A bill providing for the improvement of the Red 
River, Louisiana—to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, a bill for the protection and improvement of the harbors of 
Vidalia, Louisiana, and Natchez, Mississippi—to the same committee. 
Also, a bill appropriating $150,000 for the improvement of the 
Ouachita River, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill for the protection and improvement of the harbors of 
Delta, Louisiana, and Vicksburgh, Mississippi—to the same commit- 
tee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Mississippi River, and appro- 
priating the sum of $10,000,000 therefor—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of Robert Hedian, for back pay and 
bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of H. F. Schrader, of Newport, Ken- 
tucky, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEEDOM: Papers relating to the pension claims of John 
Gropper and of John O. Hea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of Frederick Draught and of William Purcell, 
for the removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of E. L. Ferris and 49 others, for the repeal of 
the tax on banks and the check-stamp tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Resolutions of the Chicago Union Veteran Club, 
relating to pensioning soldiers of the United States who were prison- 
ers of war during the late rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Illinois, against monopolists—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the war claim of Bangs, 
Brownell & Co., of New York—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Clement A. Peck, for compensation for loss of 
deposits in the bank of William T. Smithson, seized by United States 
military authorities—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of M. Thurston and others, of Maine, for legisla- 
tion to prevent extortions and discriminations by railroad corpora- 
tions—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of Walter Jordan, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of employés of the Engineer De- 
partment, for increase of pay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MILLER: Two petitions of citizens of the twenty-sixth 
Pennsylvania district, for the passage of a law regulating interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of citizens of Limestone County, Texas, 
for the passage of a law regulating interstate commerce—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of cititens of Madison County, Texas, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Bell County, Texas, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petitions of Octavia P. Brooks, of Sanders R. 
Carney, of M. L. M. Edenton, of Willis Ferrell; of Elizabeth Griggs, 
executrix of H.C. Griggs, deceased ; of Harriet Jones, administratrix 
of John L. Jones, deceased; of Henry T. Jones, administrator of J. 
C. Anderson, deceased; of the Overton Hotel Company, Memphis, 
Tennessee; of Mary K. Rogers, of Josiah Q. Shaw, of Ellen Savage; 
of R. M. Wright, administrator of Joseph C. Williams, deceased; of 
A. V. Ware, administrator of N. H. Isbill, deceased; of Carolina E. 
White, of Jesse Winfield and others; and of R. H. Wood, executor of 
J.H. Bill, deceased, for compensation for property taken and used by 
the United States Army, during the late rebellion—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill makmmg appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. MORSE: The petition of A. Lawrence Edmonds, executor, 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of T. P. Chandler, of Boston, for reliof—to the 
same committee. . 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of citizens of Maine, against the 
French metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, the petition of L. W. Tibbetts, to be repaid certain moneys 
lost while in the United States service—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: The petition of Eli J. Saeger and others, 
for the repeal of tax on national banks—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of William S. Washburn, that 


\| he be granted an honorable discharge from the United States service— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Papers relating to the war claim ef Nicholas 
Bush—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Isaac L. Seymour, for legislation authorizing 
the inspection of boilers, pipes, and appurtenances of the steamboat 
Kent—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Clark and 47 others, for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of Sylvester Ratcliff and 33 others, 
of Indiana, for the regulation of the tariff on railroads for freight 
and passengers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of John Borland and 108 others, 
citizens of Wisconsin, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Papers relating to the war claim of Asa O. 
Gallup—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Papers relating to the war claim of Sarah Jane 
Hills—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions of the Portsmouth Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the distribution of the balance of the Geneva award fund—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Portsmouth Board of Trade, for an increase 
of salaries in the United States Life-Saving Service—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petitions of A. H. Lentz and 120 others, 
citizens of Panola and Rusk Counties; of A. E. Taylor and 59 others, 
citizens of Madison County; and of B. H. Guinn and 47 others, citizens 
of Panola County, Texas, for the regulation of interstate railroad 
transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Wescott & 
Son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. M. RICE: The petitions of 200 citizensof Benton County, 
Missouri, and of 350 citizens of Johnson County, Missouri, for legis- 
lation regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. RICE: The petition of Luther C. Nye and 
others, for the amendment of the bounty laws—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBESON: The petition of Mrs. Virginia Zeilen, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Resolutions of the municipal government 
of San Francisco, asking authority for the city government of that 
city to relinquish to the State of California the title to certain prop- 
erty for a sailors’ home—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, relative to the 
improvement of Clear Lake Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, relative 
to the improvement of Columbia River—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles M. Blake, post-chap- 
lain in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the San Francisco Board of Trade relative to the 
harbor defenses of the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 117 sailors and others, for the abolition of the 
marine-hospital tax—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of Hon. David Agnew, 
president, and other officers of a joint committee representing the 
Coal Exchange and Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania, and a meeting of citizens of Western Pennsylvania, for the 
speedy completion of Davis Island dam—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, papers relating to the war claim of George W. Welsh—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHULTZ: The petition of Rear-Admiral R. N. Stembel, 
United States Navy, to be allowed the pay of a.rear-admiral on the 
retired list of the Navy from the date of his promotion from the grade 
sh commodore to that of rear-admiral—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the war claims of Willis 
Bennett, of Caleb R. Clement, and of Alexander Utley—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of Lorenzo Bull and 
others, citizens of Illinois, for a repeal of the tax on banks, bankers, 
and banking institutions, and the check-stamp tax—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. OTHO R. SINGLETON: The petition of Mrs. R.C. A. Falco- 
ner, for the proceeds of cotton taken from her by an agent of the 


























United States Government in the fall of 1865 and sold—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. iki 

Also, the petition of T. F. A. Howell and others, citizens of Holmes 
County, Mississippi, in relation to railroad transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. . 

By Mr. D. C. SMITH: The petition of citizens of Illinois, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of N. L. McCracken and others, 
citizens of Bond County, Illinois, for the regulation of railroad tariff 
rates—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of John C. Cook, that he be given 
an opportunity to contest the seat in the House of Representatives 
now held by Hon. M. E. Currs—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of G. W. Fisher and 300 others, for 
legislation regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill to appropriate $100,000 for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Savannah River ; $50,000 of which to 
be used from tide-water up to Augusta, and $50,000 above Augusta, 
Georgia—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William H. De Groat—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of Jesse McIntire and 35 others, citi- 
zens of Red Wing, Minnesota, for the removal of the tax on banks 
and bankers, and for the repeal of the check-stamp tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the pension claim of Isaac 
Winans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the war claim of the 
ne of John Owen, deceased—to the Committee on War 

alms. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of William 
Wallace, for a oe the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Virginia, relative to 
the duty on sumac—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: Papers relating to the war claim 
of John W. Humphrey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of the Irish National Land League 
of San Antonio, Texas, for the interposition of the Government of 
the United States for the release of American citizens now in British 
prisons—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of the heirs of Edward Dwyer, 
of Charles Eichlitz, of John C. French, of 8. P. Gambia, of the heirs 
of Peter Gallaher, of J. E. Labatt, of John Mellifont and Ellen Rior- 
dan, of Daniel Murphy, and of Colonel C. M. Terrell—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the war claims of Eliza Ann Da Camara, 
of George Cloudt, of Vidal Hernandez, of the heirs of Santiago de 
Leon, of the heirs of Alexander Rossy, and of James and William 
Vance—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to bills for the relief of officers and enlisted 
men who suffered loss of personal property by fire at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota; of Thomas Little, of C. C. Cresson, and of Morse K. Tay- 
lor and A. B. Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of G. W. Littlefield, for pay for 
beeves furnished starving Indians—to the Committee on IndianAfiairs, 

Also, papers relating to the bill providing for the erection of gov- 
ernment buildings at Brownsville, Texas—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of 40 citizens of Yorkshire, 
New York, for the amendment of the bounty laws—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of citizens of Connecticut, against the 
adoption of the French metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WALKER: The petition of citizens of Cameron County, 
Pennsylvania, praying that Congress will exercise the powers con- 
ferred by the Constitution “‘toregulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the States” by enacting a Federal statute which will com- 
pel railroad corporations and their agents and all common carriers 
upon them to perform their duty to the public of furnishing all rea- 
sonable facilities for travel and transportation for a certain prescribed, 
reasonable, and just tax or toll, to be charged against all alike, ac- 
cording to the use they make of the roads; to forbid, under adequate 
penalty, the extortions and discriminations now practiced, and thus 
compel these corporations to occupy their legitimate positions as 
public servants performing a useful and necessary service for a rea- 
sonable and fixed compensation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON: Resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, rel- 
ative to telegraphic communication between the Manitou Islands 
and the mainland—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
the heirs of Colonel William P. Kendrick—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William G. Adkisson, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the war claims of Benjamin Harlan, of 
James Henderson, of F. T. McLowrine, of William F. Moore, of George 

8. Nevils, of John P. C. Reed, of William Simonton, and of Thomas 8. 
Fogg—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, — relating to the claims of William G. Adkisson, of 
Thomas 8. Brandon, and of George H. Nixon—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Also, the petition of R. R. Reed, administrator of R. F. Buchanan, 


deceased, for pay due his intestate as a deputy United States mar- 
shal—to the same committee. 


Also, a bill to establish a post-route from Boston to Santa Fé, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of citizens of New York, 
. the amendment of the bounty laws—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of the auxiliary corps of letter-car- 
riers of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for an increase of salary—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of the president and secretary of the National 
Association of Veterans of the Mexican War, for a pension to the sur- 
viving soldiers of that war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John A. Lynch, for pay as a quartermaster in 
the western department of the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 






SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 14, 1881. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance 
with the act of May 11, 1880, a letter from the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, accompanied by a statement showing the disposition of 
additional clothing purchased for certain Indian tribes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a petition of Colonel B. H. Grierson, 
Tenth United States Cavalry, praying for legislation providing for 
the correction and completion of his military record; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of William F. Hicks and 
Francis M. Chrisman, census supervisors of Arkansas, praying for 
additional compensation ; which was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining 
the results thereof. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of 8S. T. Cherry and others, citi- 
zens of Edgecombe County, North Carolina, praying for relief against 
the extortionate charges and unjust discriminations of railroads; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Texas, praying for 
legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of John Ireland and others, 
citizens of Ohio, praying for legislation regulating freights on rail- 
roads and preventing unjust discriminations by common carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROVER presented the petition of T. H. Holcomb and others, 
citizens of Oregon, praying for legislation regulating freights on rail- 
roads and preventing unjust discriminations by common carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, in favor of legislation by Congress fixing the head of naviga- 
tion of the Minnesota River at the eastern boundary of Redwood 
Céunty ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME presented additional evidence in support of the bill 
(S. No. 263) for the relief of George H. Plant; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented additional papers in support of the bill 
(S. No. 457) to amend section 1190 of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
paymasters’ clerks of the United States Army; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. No. 297) for the relief of Mark Walker; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report from that committee a bill, which I ask may be printed 
and placed on the Calendar, and Ishall call it up to-morrow morning 
at the conclusion of the morning business. 

The bill (S. No. 484) to amend a certain clause in the sundry civil 
appropriation act approved March 3, 1881, was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inasmuch as the bill has been read at length, I 
think, with a brief explanation, there will be no objection to its im- 
mediate passage. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. How much will the proposed building cost? 

Mr. ALLISON. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no limit there. The appropriation is 
only a beginning, apparently. 

Mr. ALLISO . Inthe sundry civil appropriation act last year we 
appropriated the sum of $250,000 for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a building forthe Pension Office, the building to be erected 
under the direction of the Quartermaster-General. By some omission 
in enrollment or in some way the word “and” was omitted, so that 
the appropriation consisted of $250,000 for the purchase of a site only. 
Now we propose to correct the law so that it will read ‘‘ for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building.” It is merely to cor- 
rect an omission. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from lowa ask for 
the immediate consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do, if there is no objection. Of course, if any- 
body objects, I shall not press it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say that I have been in Wash- 
ington long enough to be pretty sure that $250,000 will not purchase 
a site and erect a building suitable for the Pension Office in size and 
security, this being a fire-proof building as well. Instead of its cost- 
ing $250,000, it will cost two or three times that amount in all human 
probability. 

I think, therefore, inasmuch as the former clause was in an appro- 
priation bill, and evidently not considered by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, it might be well for the bill to go 
over so as to allow the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
to have time to consider the subject. It only illustrates the want of 
felicity, not to say the want of facility, in putting things of that 
kind into general appropriation bills. I commend the fact to the 
careful attention of my friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, in regard to other bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word in reply to the Senator 
from Vermont in reference to the cost of the building. I will say 
to the Senator from Vermont that a careful estimate has been made 
by the Quartermaster-General as to the character of this building 
and its cost, and he has stated to the committee that the building 
can be erected for the amount appropriated in the bill of last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Including the cost of the land? 

Mr. ALLISON. Including the land, too. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has he put that statement in writing? 

Mr. ALLISON. He has. I will endeavor to procure it for the 
Senator by to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on Territories have had under 
consideration the letter of the Secretary of the Interior, calling at- 
tention to the fact that the Legislature of New Mexico had adjourned 
without having districted the Territory in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of June 30, 1879, and have instructed 
me to report the same back with a bill, which I ask to have placed 
on the Calendar, with a written report. I give notice that I shall 
call the bill up to-morrow, in view of the urgent necessity for action 
upon the subject. 

The bill (S. No. 485) to legalize the election of the Territorial Leg- 
islature of New Mexico held November 2, 1880, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and the report accompanying the 
same was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 17) to extend the northern boundary of the 
State of Nebraska, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FERRY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
jeave to introduce a bill (S. No. 486) for the relief of Albert Grant; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 487) for the relief of Reuben 8. 
Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 488) to pay Hiram Johnson and other persons herein 
named the several sums of money herein specified, being the surplus 
of a military assessment paid.by them and accounted for to the 
United States in excess of the amount required for the indemnity 
for which it was levied and collected; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. RANSOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 489) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore, of New 
Berne, North Carolina ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8S. No. 490) for the relief of Mrs. Mary S. Porter, 
widow and sole heir at law of Samuel Stafford, deceased, late of New 
Orleans, Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ROLLINS. On the 7th of December I introduced a bill (S. No. 
195) for the relief of Henry P. Rolfe, in which an error occurred. 
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The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. I move that the 
committee be discharged from the further consideration of that bill 
and that it be indefinitely ae Poe and in lieu of it I shall ask 
leave to introduce a bill to be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the Committee on Claims be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill indicated ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 491) for the relief of Henry P. Rolfe; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 492) for the relief of B. 8. James; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 493) to amend article 103 of the Rules and 
Articles of War; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMDEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 494) directing the issue of a duplicate check 
to William J. Anthony, a pensioner of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 495) for the relief of John W. Ramsburg; which 
was read twice. by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 496) to authorize a further appropriation to con- 
tinue the improvement of the Ohio River in West Virginia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 497) granting a pension to James 8. Roby; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 498) to amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes, 
in relation to steamboat inspection; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 499) for the construction of two ice-breakers in the 
Ohio River, near Parkersburgh, West Virginia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. _ 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 500) to provide for the con- 
struction of a court-house and post-office at Clarksburgh, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 501) for the relief of witnesses and jurors who 
attended the United States district court for the western district of 
Virginia at the spring term of 1861; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 502) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, at Clarksburgh, West Virginia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 503) granting a pension to Phineas Gano; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 504) to provide for ascertaining and settlin 
private land claims in certain States and Territories; which was re 
rir by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 505) for the relief of James Trabue, Thorn- 
ton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and John Waters; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 506) authorizing the board of commissioners of 
the soldiers’ home to sell certain property at Harrodsburgh, Ken- 
tucky, belonging to the soldiers’ home ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 507) amending the laws granting pensions to the 
soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and their widows, and ex- 
tending its provisions to the soldiers, sailors, and marines employed 
in the war with Mexico, commencing April 24, 1846; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 508) to amend section 254 of the Revised 
Statutes, providing for the issuing’ of gold certificates; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 509) to provide for the payment of bounty to cer- 
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tain discharged soldiers of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 510) to provide for the temporary increase of the 
Army in an emergency ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 511) to extend the time for filing 
claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and enlisted men in 
the service of the United States ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 512) to authorize suits in the Court of Claims 
in certain cases therein mentioned ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 513) to amend section 4439 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 514) to amend section 4400 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to steamboat inspection and license ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred tu the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 515) authorizing the President to make the 
necessary arrangements to carry into effect any convention between 
the United States and Nicaragua for the adjustment of claims which 
may be duly concluded between the two governments; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee to inquire 
into Claims of Citizens of the United States against the Government 
of Nicaragua. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 516) granting a pension to Agnes Fairly; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 517) for the relief of Henry Felter, late a private 
in the Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. At the request of certain citizens of the city of 
Washington, I ask leave to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (8S. No. 
518) to provide an industrial home for girls in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 519) to provide for the erection of a public 
building for the use of the post-office and Government offices at the 
city of Atchison, Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 520) for the relief of Gaddy’s company of 
Arkansas Home Guards, United States Volunteers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 521) donating a part of the abandoned military 
reservation of Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort Smith, for 
the use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PUGH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 522) for the relief of Peter Targarona; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 523) for the relief of Henry C. Hart, surviving 
partner, &c., of Clark, Hart & Co.; which was read twice by its 
title, apd, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 15) correcting the military 
record of Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, 
brevet colonel United States Army ; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 16) for the relief of the Kansas 
City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. TELLER. On the 7th of December I introduced the bill (8S. 
No. 272) for the relief of Mrs. 8. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahnestock, 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. I move that that 
committee be discharged from its farther consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Patents, with the accompanying 
evidence. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 
Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of A. H. Emery, for relief, be 


withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Edward Taylor be taken f1 h 

of the Senate and refered to the Committee on Claims. , er 
On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of G. W. Thompson and others be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Rosenfeld & Co. be taken from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the otioss of regulating the appointment and com- 
ponentins of paymasters’ clerks in the United States Army be referred from the files 
‘© the Committee on Military Affairs, there being no adverse report. 
On motien of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of William M. Maynadier be referred from 
the files to the Committee on Military Affairs, there being no adverse report. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mary J.West be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ordered, That the petition and spomnpenying apers in the case of Isaac Daven- 
port, jr., be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims; and that 
the same order be made in the following cases: Thomas W. McCance, Garrret T. 
Watson, John Stewart, William H. Palmer, E. M. Garnett, assignee ; John Enders 
Benne: Begone Carrington, administrator; Samuel M. Bailey, Dr. C. Thomas, 
A. S. Lee, P. J. Haskins, George D. Harwood, Charles D. Yale & Co., D. T. Madi- 
gan Ann E. Grant, executrix; John Enders, executor; John Enders, George 8. 

2almer. 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION OF 1876. 

Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration : 

Resolved, That the report made to the Senate, January 18, 1877, by Mr. EpMUNDs, 
from the select committee of the two Houses on the subject of the Presidential 
Election, be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 

It is merely a resolution for reprinting the report of the committees 
of the two Houses on the Presidential count, of which there is but 
one copy in the possession of the document-room. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

FLORIDA SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read : 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested 
to communicate to the Senate, in as concise a form as possible, all information or 
evidence or facts on file in the War Office relating to the construction of a ship- 
canalacross the peninsula of Florida, including estimates of the cost of the work, and. 
the several surveys made by the authority of the United States in the State of 
Florida with a view to the construction of said canal. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have it go over and be printed. 
I see there is a tail to it which looks a good deal to the construction 
of acanal. Perhaps we had better get the information first. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The resolution merely asks for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
canal, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
They have been made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will look at it, and the resolution can be called 
up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection, and it will be printed. 
DIRECT-TAX SALES IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to for- 
ward to the Senate for its information a statement showing— 

1. The number of farms or plantations, with the number of acres in each, sold in 
the State of South Carolina under an act entitled ‘‘An act for the collection of direct 
taxes in insurrectionary districts within the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 7, 1862; to whom said farms or plantations belonged at the time of 
said sales, and who were the purchasers thereof at said tax sales. 

2. The amount for which each of said farms or plantations was assessed for taxa- 
tion, the amounts collected from each of the same, and the amounts at which each of 
said farms or plantations were bid off, and by whom. 

3. What amount of money arising from said sales was covered into the United 
States Treasury over and above the amount of direct taxes laid and collected against 
said State under said act, and what amount is now in said Treasury. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the immediate consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. EDMUMDS. I do not object to that, but it ought to be 
amended, I think, at the last part where it calls for what was left 
after the amount of the tax. We ought to know how much the cost 
of fees and expenses of the sales were in order to get at the real 
balance, which I think the Senator is looking to. _ ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to such a modification. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that the words ‘and the costs and 
expenses of said sales” be inserted after the word ‘‘ act” in the last 
line of the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks tor the immediate consideration of the resolution which has 
been read from the desk. If there be no objection, the consent of 
the Senate will be assumed to have been given. The Senator from 
South Carolina accepts the modification suggested by the Senator 
from Vermont. The question ison the adoption of the resolution as 
modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


It says ‘‘with a view to the construction” of a 


The surveys were made with that view. 


The resolution goes over under 
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WARREN’S REPORT ON BLOCK ISLAND. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, directed to transmit to the Senate a copy of the — made by Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel G. K. Warren, Corps of Engineers, relative to the condition of the 
Government's wharf and docks at Block Island, Rhode Island. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a motion rather in the nature 
of a privileged one. A committee of six was appointed on the part 
of the Senate to act with a committee on the part of the House to 
take charge of the memorial services in honor of the late President. 
It is desired to increase the committee on the part of the Senate to 
eight, and I move that that be now done, by adding two members 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore It is moved that the committee on 
the part of the Senate on memorial services in honor of the late 
President Garfield be increased to the number of eight. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall the additional members 
of the committee be appointed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. By the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. CONGER and Mr. 
Brown as the additional members of the committee on the part of 
the Senate. 


ally the greatest admiration and respect, calling my attention to the 
fact that I propose to deny justice to the women of the country. Mr. 
President, I deny it. It is because I believe that the conservative 
influence of society in the United States rests with the women of the 
country that I propose not to degrade the wife and mother to the 
ward politician, the justice of the peace, or the notary public. Itis 
because I believe honestly that all the best influences for the con- 
servatism of society rest upon the women of the country in their 
ee sphere that I shall oppose this and every other step now and 

enceforth as violating, as I believe, one of the great essential funda- 
mental laws of nature and of society. 

Mr. President, the revenges of nature are sure and unerring, and 
these revenges are just as certain in political matters and in social 
matters as in the physical world. Now and here I desire to record 
once for all my conviction that in this movement to take the women 
of the country out of their proper sphere of social influence, that great 
and glorious sphere in which nature and nature’s God have placed 
them, and rush them into the political arena, the attempt is made to 
put them where they were never intended to be; and I now and here 
record my opposition to it. This may seem to be but a small matter, 
but as this letter shows, and I reveal no private confidence, it recog- 
nizes the first great step in this reform, as its advocates are pleased 
to term it. My practice and conviction as a public man is to fight 
every wrong wherever I believe it to exist. I am opposed to this 
movement. I am opposed to it upon principle, upon conviction, and 
I shall call for the yeas and nays in order to record my vote against 
it here and now. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not understand that the question 
which the honorable Senator from Missouri has discussed with somuch 
eloquence is before the Senate. No question of the extension of suf- 
frage to any portion of our citizens is raised by the resolution which 
is before the Senate. The only question now is, first, whether Sena- 
tors like the honorable Senator from Missouri will prefer to decide 
this question before it is heard or after; and next, whether if one- 
half the population of this country have an interest which their rep- 
resentatives desire to present to Congress, it will be more convenient 
to give them a hearing by one of the standing committees of the Sen- 
ate or by a separate committee appointed for that purpose. I sup- 
pose the Judiciary Committee would be entirely competent, and weld. 
be for many reasons entirely eee as the proper organ of the 
Senate to hear the requests of these ladies; but the Judiciary Com- 
mittee is crowded with great subjects, and as one very intelligent 
Senator observed to me yesterday : ‘“‘ Send the matter to the Judiciary 
Committee, for they never report on anything.” This committee is 
proposed, not alone to hear any representation or arguments which 
may be proper to be heard in regard to the question of woman suf- 
frage, but in regard to all subjects where these ladies think their sex 
lies under an improper legal disability. 

Mr. President, I suppose that the wildest conservative in this 
country will not deny that the old common law in defining the rights 
and duties of English and American women was not only unjust but 
almost brutal. Nomatter what might be the degradation of the hus- 
band, the person, the earnings, the personal property, the real estate 
for life of the wife were absolutely in his power. 

The discussion of this class of questions has convinced the American 
people, I believe to an absolute unanimity of judgment, that the law 
which permitted the husband to beat his wife with a rod which varied 
in size with the thumb of the lord chief justice or chancellor, which de- 
nied her the right to secure the earnings of her own day’s work, which 
denied her any voice or control in the education, or custody, or direc- 
tion of the children which she had borne, was not only unjust but 
almost brutal. 

» Within our national jurisdiction, with Congress organizing the 
institutions of the great Territories which are to become imperial 
States, is it not fitting that that class of considerations should be 
gravely, fully, adequately considered? If so, I do not see why the 

onorable Senator from Missouri (who, I know, entertains as high and 
chivalrous a regard for the sex to which our mothers and sisters and 
wives belong as any man on this floor) should not unite with me in 

roviding for giving a respectful and thorough hearing, which it is 
impossible that any of the standing committees of this body can do, 
to the petitioners on this class of subjects. UnlessI am misinformed, 
it is the rule of the Judiciary Committee, from which they almost 
never depart, to give no hearings at all, a course to which they are 
constrained by the necessities of the business committed to them. 
Therefore, entirely independent of any question of the right or pro- 
priety of extending suffrage to the women of this country, it seems 
to. ~ eminently proper and fitting that this committee should be 
raised. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I simply wish to state 
in reference to his argument as to the Territories that I have the 
honor to be a member of the Committee on Territories, and at the 
last session, I believe, or the session before, while the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] was the chairman of that committee, we 
heard most respectfully and patiently for two days, I think, the ad- 
vocates of woman suffrage in the Territories of the United States, and 
that committee to-day is ready to hear those ladies upon that ques- 
tion at any time they choose to appear before it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s suggestion does not cover the District 
of Columbia; it does not cover the jurisprudence of the national 



























SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules yesterday for the appointment of a select committee 
on the subject of woman suffrage. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
to whom shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves providing for the exten- 
sion of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate 
for consideration. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am constrained to object to the pas- 
sage of this resolution, and I do it with considerable reluctance. At 

resent we have thirty standing committees of the Senate, and we 
Sons four joint committees and seven special committees, in addition 
to the committee now proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Missouri that a majority of the Senate has to decide whether 
the resolution shall be considered. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Chair to state that it was before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It is before the Senate if there be 
no objection. The Chair thought the Senator made objection to its 
consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. It went over under the rule yesterday and comes up 
now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the regular order now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. The Chair thought the 
Senator from Missouri objected to its consideration. 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate 
and open to debate. 

Mr. VEST. I have had the honor for a few years to be a member 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and my col- 
leagues on that committee will bear witness with me to the trouble 
and annoyance which at every session have arisen in regard to giv- 
ing accommodations to the special committees. Two sessions ago 
there was a conflict between the Senate and House in regard to fur- 
nishing committee-rooms for three special committees, and it is only 
upon the doctrine of pedis possessio that the Senate to-day holds three 
committee-rooms in the Capitol, the House still laying claim as a 
matter of law, through their Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, for the possession of these rooms. At the special session, 
on account of the exigencies in regard to rooms, we were compelled 
to take the retiring-room assigned near the gallery to the ladies, and 
cut it into two committee-rooms, to accommodate select committees. 

At this session we have created two special committees more, and 
I should like to make the inquiry when and where this manufacture 
of special committees is to cease? As soon as any subject becomes 
one of comment in the newspapers, or, respectfully I say it, a hobby 
with certain zealous partisans throughout the country, application 
is made to the Senate of the United States, and a special committee 
is to be appointed. For this reason, and for the simple reason that a 
stop must be had somewhere to the raising of special committees, I 
oppose the proposition now before the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, I will be entirely ingenuous and give another 
reason. This is simply a step toward the recognition of woman suf- 
frage, and I am opposed to it upon principle in its inception. Inmy 

judgment it has nothing but mischief in it to the institutions and to 
the society of this whole country. I do not propose to enter into a 
discussion of that subject to-day, but it will be proper for me tomake 
this statement, and I make it intending no reflection upon the zeal- 
ous ladies who have engaged for the past ten years in manufacturing 
a public sentiment upon this question. I received to-day a letter 
from a distinguished lady in my own State, for whom I have person- 
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courts, the practice or the rights, wherever they extend. The Com- 
mittee on Territories is not raised for the purpose of dealing with that 
class of questions, as this committee would be. Therefore I say it 
seems to me, entirely independent of the opinion of —_ Senator upon 
the question of the extension of suffrage to women, that the raising 
of this committee is a right and proper and expedient measure. 

But I ought not to let the observations of the honorable Senator 
pass without a word upon the question which he has discussed. I 
agree with him that if it were the purpose of the advocates of woman 
suffrage to degrade any woman of this country to the level of the 
masculine ward politician, who at present is the governor of so many 
great cities and so many great States, it would be a conclusive 
answer to this proposition. That is not the purpose. It is not to 
degrade woman to the present level of masculine politics; it is to 
elevate masculine politics to the present level of woman to which 
the advocates of this reform are giving their efforts. 

I do not think the honorable Senator from Missouri, or the honor- 
able Senators from any other State whatever, at present or in the 
past, have shown skill enough in the matter of governing States to 
enable them to claim any special superiority for the masculine intel- 
lect in dealing with that particular subject. I think myself that in 
determining the policies which shall govern our schools, the most 
important single question which comes before legislative bodies; in 
determining the policies which shall govern our civil service, which 
is so largely filled by women to-day; in determining the questions 
which concern the sale of intoxicating liquors, and all the class of 
questions where the sphere and the purity and the morality of Ameri- 
can citizenship are concerned, we may well, before we come to acon- 
clusion, count the vote and ascertain the judgment and obey the 
wish of the women of America. Proud as I am of the history of this 
country, proud as I am of the history of the English race to which 
I belong, I do not think that it has shown any absolute wisdom or 
inspiration in its capacity to provide for the government of States 
which enables it to look with disdain on the proposition to avail it- 
self of feminine purity, of feminine instinct, or of feminine wisdom 
in dealing with the great subjects with which States have to deal. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to an- 
nounce that the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask consent that this matter be disposed of now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces that the morn- 
ing hour has expired, and unless the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BEck ] who is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business consents, 
the resolution will have to go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Lhope the Senator will see that the time of the Senate 
will be saved in the end by asm key matter, which has gone so far, 
come to its end now, rather than have to take it up another day. It 
will take but a few minutes longer. 

Mr. BECK. I call up the resolution which is the unfinished busi- 
ness. The Senator from Massachusetts can call up his resolution 
to-morrow morning. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. McMILLAN was, on his own motion, excused from further serv- 
ice upon the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. SAWYER was, on his own motion, excused from further serv- 
ice upon the Committee on Territories. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business, which is 
the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck, ] will be 
read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by 
Mr. Beck December 6: 


‘Whereas the Constitution of the United States provides: ‘‘In case of the re- 
moval of the President from office, or of his death, resignation, or inability to dis- 
charms the duties of the said office, the same shall devolve on the Vice-President, 
and the Congress may by law provide for the case of removal, death, resignation, 
or inability, ‘both of the sident and Vice-President, declaring what officer shall 
then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly, until the disability be 
removed, or a President shall be elected ;” and 

Whereas it greatly concerns the peace of the country, and perhaps the very 
existence of the Government, that the laws enacted by Congress in pursuance of 
that provision of the Constitution should be so comprehensive as to provide for 
every vacancy that can possibly occur in the office of President, and so clear as to 
admit of no controversy nor any question of disputed succession to that high office: 
To the end, therefore, that all doubts or defects which may exist in our present laws 
on this subject may be remedied and future controversy prevented, 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be instructed to examine into said provisions of the Constitution, and into the 
laws passed by Congress to carry them into effect, and inquire whether the pro- 
visions of said laws are constitutional, proper, and adequate in all respects to their 
purpose and end, or whether any further legislation be necessary or proper, and to 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the importance of the questionsembraced 
inthe resolution is not overstated in the preamble. Indeed the Pres- 
ident of the United States, in his very careful message sent to us the 
other day, submitted the following, which is equality earnest and 
urgent: 


Questions which concern the very existence of the Government and the liberties 
of the people were suggested by the prolonged illness of the late President, and his 
consequent empetiy to perform the fanctions of his office. 

It is provided by the second article of the Constitution, in the fifth clause of its 
first section, that ‘‘in case of the removal of the President from office, or of his 
death, resignation, or inability to discharge the powers and duties of the said office, 
the seme shall devolve on the Vice-President.” 


What is the intendment of the Constitution in its specification of ‘inability to 
discharge the powers and duties of the said office” as one of the contingencies 
which calls the Vice-President to the exercise of Presidential functions? — 

Is the inability limited in its nature to long-continued intellectual incapacity, or 
has it a broader import ? 5 

What must be its extent and duration ? 

How must its existence be established ? 

Has the President whose inability is the subject of inquiry any voice in deter- 
mining whether or not it exists, or is the decision of that momentous and delicate 

uestion confided to the Vice-President, or is it contemplated by the Constitution 
that Congress should provide by law precisely what should constitute inability, 
and how, and by what tribunal or authority it should be ascertained ? * 

If the inability proves to be temporary in its nature, and during its continuance 
the Vice-President lawfully exercises the functions of the Executive, by what ten- 
ure does he hold his office} 

Does he continue as President for the remainder of the four years’ term ? 

Or would the elected President, if his inability should cease in the interval, be 
empowered to resume his office ? 

And if, having such lawful authority, he should exercise it, would the Vice-Presi- 
dent be thereupon empowered to resume his powers and duties as such ? 


The President very properly calls upon Congress to give to these 
important questions the early and thoughtful consideration which 
— deserve, because the Constitution of the United States provides 
that: 


The Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or officer thereof. 


The resolution I have had the honor to introduce is substantially 
what was adopted by the Senate of the United States on the 26th of 
June, 1856, on the motion of Mr. Crittenden, then a Senator from 
Kentucky. I have deemed it best, however, to extend the scope of 
the inquiry beyond what was in Mr. Crittenden’s resolution, which 
was intended to apply only to cases where both the President and 
Vice-President were dead, or unable to act, and to embrace all the 
questions suggested by the President of the United States in his late 
message relative to the condition that may exist when the President 
alone is either dead, removed from office, or from any cause is unable 
to act. 

When the Crittenden resolution was adopted by the Senate the sub- 
ject was referred to the Judiciary Committee of that day, a very able 
body of men, and on the 5th day of August, 1856, that committee, 
through Senator Butler, of South Carolina, made an elaborate re- 
port. (Report No. 260 of the first session of the Thirty-fourth Con- 
gress.) Ihave no doubt the present Judiciary Committee, when this 
resolution is referred to it, as I hope it will be, will give that report 
careful consideration. That committee set forth in their report the 
ninth and tenth sections of the act of 1792, which, by the way, I may 
observe here, seemed to be very little understood, or hardly understood: 
at all, by so many of the intelligent people of the country during the 
illness of the late President that I shall take the liberty of making 
them again part of the record. They assume that these sections are 
constitutional, though imperfect, and in the bill which they submit- 
ted extended their provisions in order to perfect them. 

The sections read as follows: 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That in case of removal, death, resignation, or 
inability, both of the President and Vice-President of the United States, the Presi- 
dent of the Senate pro tempore, and in case there shall be no President of the Senate, 
then the Speaker of the House of Representatives, for the time being, shall act as 
toe of the United States until the disability be removed or a President shall 

e elected. 

SEc. 10. And be it further enacted, That whenever the offices of President and 
Vice-President shall both become vacant, the Secretary of State shall forthwith 
cause a notification thereof to be made to the executive of every State, and shall 
also cause the same to be published in at least two newspapers printed in each State, 
specifying that electors of the President of the United States shall be appointed or 
choot in the several States within thirty-four days preceding the first Wednesday 
in December then next ensuing: Provided, There shall be the space of two months 
between the date of such notification and the said first Wednesday in December ; 
but if there shall not be the space of two months between the date of such notifi- 
cation and the first Wednesday in December; and if the term for which the Presi- 

«dent and Vice-President last in otlice were elected shall not expire on the 3d day 
of March next ensuing, then the Secretary of State shall specify in the notification 
that the electors shall be appointed or chosen within thirty-four days preceding 
the first Wednesday in December in the year next ensuing, within w ich time the 
electors shall accordingly be appointed or chosen; and the electors shall meet and 
give their votes on the said first Wednesday in December, and the proceedings and 
duties of the said electors and others shall be pursuant to the directions prescribed 
in this act. 


After arguing several propositions, which I will not take time to 
notice, they say: 


While the committee do not question the constitutionality of the clause of the 
act above mentioned. they are satisfied that these provisions are not sufliciently full 
and explicit to guard, in all cases, against the mischief of confusion and anarchy. 

The ninth section designates bnt two officers to take upon themselves the exec- 
utive function in the contingeney specified, namely, the President of the Senate pro 
tempore, and, in case there be no President, then the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, These only are to perform the duties of President, as specified in the 
ninth section. From the termination of one Congress to the meeting of the next 
there may be no Speaker, and whether such Speaker or a President pro tempore 
would have at the time the requisite qualifications under the Constitution to be in- 
vested with the duties and powers of an acting President is a question of too much 
importance to be left to the decision of the occasion. 

The fourth clause of the second article of the Constitution reads as follows : 

‘No person except a native-born citizen, or a citizen of the United States at the 
time of the adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the office of President - 
neither shall any person be eligible to that office who shall not have attained to the 
age of thirty-five years, and been fourteen years a resident within the United 
States.” 

Your committee is of the opinion that no one can be eligible to discharge, for the 
time being, the functions of President, unless he be thirty-five years old, and a na- 
tive-born citizen. A Speaker of the House or a President pro tempore might not 
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have these qualifications ; and, if so, he could not act as President in compliance 


with the Constitution. 
it the danger of an entire vacancy in the office of President, a 


To 
‘dence would seem to call for further legislation. What officers, then, shoul: 
designated, after the President pro tempore and Speaker, to act as President? 
The Cabinet for the time being, in some prescribed order, would in most circum- 
stances be the proper function to fill the vacancy. In cases of death they would 
be the persons most fit for the occasion. There are other circumstances, however, 
which would make the Cabinet officers unfit to occupy the place of the President. 
In case of his impeachment for high political offenses, the Cabinet might be impli- 
cated, as particeps criminis, and ought not to be in the position of allies. To 
allow any of the Cabinet to become President, therefore, might be to arm them 
with powers of great mischief. Another question, also, might arise—whether they 
could be regarded as officers after the official functions of their principal had termi- 
nated, or were suspended. It might become the duty of the substitute of the 
President to have new advisers, by removing obnoxious ones from their offending 
position. 

I pause here to call attention to the bill introduced by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND, ] which is now 
measurably before the Senate. It provides: 

That section 146, title 3, of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 2. That in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability of both the 
President and Vice-President of the United States, the Secretary of State for the 
time being, or if there be no Secretary of State, then the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the time being, or if there be neither Secretary of State nor Secretary of the 
Treasury, then the Secretary of War for the time being, shall act as President 
until the disability be removed or a President be elected in the manner and at the 
time provided in the Constitution and laws, or, in case there be no occasion under 
the law for an election, until the existing term of office of the President so re- 
moved, resigned, dead, or disabled shall have expired. 

I will say in regard to that bill that the objections made by the 
Judiciary Committee of 1856, if they are valid, and they are entitled to 
serious consideration, seem to be conclusive againstits adoption. It 
may happen, indeed it is highly probable, that in case of the impeach- 
ment of the President, as is well observed by that committee, that his 
Cabinet officers are the men who are responsible for the acts for which 
the President may be successfully impeached, and to place them in 
the line of succession by his impeachment would not, under such cir- 
cumstances, be a proper thing to do. Still that proposition has had 
very distinguished advocates and found great favor among the men 
who took a prominent part in framing the Constitution. 

Although this subject was seriously considered during the whole of 
the First Congress, there was no action taken in regard to the suc- 

cession in the case of a vacancy in the offices of President and Vice- 
President, mainly because the friends of Mr. Jefferson, who was then 
Secretary of State, the friends of Mr. Hamilton, who was then Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the friends of Mr. Jay, who was then Chief- 
Justice, each insisted that their particular leader should be the officer 
entitled to the succession. The First Congress expired without doing 
anything. When the Second Congress met, in 1791, the House in the 
amendment adopted by it provided for the succession of the Sec- 
retary of State. That provision was, however, stricken out in the 
Senate, and the President pro tempore of the Senate and Speaker of 
the House substituted, and the law passed in 1792 has so remained 
ever since. 

Again—and I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to these questions, because I know how well he will present 
his view of the case when he comes to be heard, as he will be soon— 
member of the Cabinet need not be either thirty-five years of age 
or a native-born citizen of the United States. The late distinguished 
Secretary of the Interior was not a native-born citizen, and there are 
many other cases. The Cabinet officers may be men, all of them, if 
you please, under thirty-five — of age, or they may be men who 
were not born in the United States, for there is nothing in the Con- 
stitution or laws which prevents a man from being a member of the 
Cabinet who is under thirty-five or who is a foreign-born citizen. Mr. 
Gallatin was a foreigner by birth; so was Alexander Hamilton; so 
have been other Cabinet officers. Mr. Schurz I named specially be- 
cause he was the last. These are objections I think fatal to the pro- 
visions of the Garland bill if the general views of the committee of 
1856 are sound. 

The Committee on the Judiciary in 1856 inclined to the opinion 
that the judges of the Supreme Court perhaps would be the best 
channel for the succession, and I rather incline to agree with them 
if it is limited to those who have the original qualifications for Presi- 
dent, and there will always be some in that body who have. They 
say on that point: 

But for the provision in the act of March 1, 1792, having so long existed on the 
statute-book, conferring on the President of the Senate pro tempore and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives the power to act as provisional President, the 
committee would have preferred to designate the Chief-Justice and other justices 
of the Supreme Court as the proper officers to perform the Executive duties. Ac- 
quiescing, however, in what has been enacted, the committee will proceed to rec- 
ommend other provisions on the subject. When there shall be such a vacancy as 
may result from the want of a President of the Stnate pro tempore and Speaker ot 


the House of ep ened then the committee recommends that the duties pre- 
scribed by act of Congress shall devolve on the following officers: First, on the 


Chief-Justice, when he has not participated in the trial of the President, and next 
on the justices of the Supreme Court, according to the date of their commissions. 


And they close their report thus: 

The committee is of opinion that under the fifth clause of the second article of 
the Constitution, in case of a vacancy occurring in the oftice of President, that, the 
Vice-President elected by the people becomes the President for the residue of the 
term. In such a case no power is reserved to elect a President during that term. 
But under the same clause the committee is equally clear in thinking that the ofli- 
cer designated by Dengrase to act as President, when a vacancy occurs in both the 
offices of President and Vice-President, can act only until the vacancy is removed, 
and a President is elected. And Congress, under this article, must provide the 
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time of holding the election and the day on which the electors are to vote, that 
being the same throughout the United States. The President, so elec is to hold 
the office oes a term of four years; this is the only term known to the Consti- 
tution of a President elected by the people. No power is given to hold an election 
by the people for the residue ef any existing term; the election held under this 
authority is like an election to provide an sagerecinn regular vacancy, an election 
of a President—and, under the first clause of the article, the time of every election 
by the people is to be four years. When any lesser period is intended it is in words 
so stated. ‘The officer who may be selected by Congress to act as President, in the 
event of the double vacancy of President and Vice-President, is to act only until 
the disability is removed and a President elected. But when such an election is 
held, there is no limitation of this office other than the four years provided by the 
first clause. This seems to your committee to be clear. So that your committee 
has come to a decision as follows: A provisional President, under the act of March 
1, 1792, isinvested with the executive functions only until a disability is removed, 
= in case of an entire vacancy, until a President is chosen by the electoral col- 
eges. 

t is apparent, from these suggestions, that the committee believes the act of 1792 
to be constitutional in all respects ; and, according to its provisions, an_ election 
for President must be held (except in a case therein specially mentioned) on the 
first Wednesday of December after the vacancy occurs. The President thus elected 
must be inaugurated, according to the twelfth section of the same act, on the 4th 
of March afterwards, and his term will be four years from that date. 

The committee append to their report the bill they recommended, 
as follows: 

A bill supplementary to the several acts in force relative to the election of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States. 

Be it enacted, éc., That in case of removal, death, resignation, or inability, both 
of the President and Vice-President of the United States, the President of the 
Senate pro tempore, and if there be no President of the Senate, then the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives for the time being shall act as President of the 
United States until the disability be removed or a President shall be elected ; and 
if there should be no President of the Senate nor Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the time being, and it be not a case of vacancy caused by removal, 
the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, orif there be no Chief- 
Justice in office, or it be a case of vacancy caused by removal, then the associate 
justices of the said Supreme Court, successively, according to seniority of commis- 
sion, shall act as President of the United States until the disability be removed or 
a President shall be elected: Provided, however, That in case any person holding 
either of the offices mentioned in this section shall not have the qualifications pre- 
scribed for President of the United States by the Constitution, or shall be under 
impeachment, then the next officer in succession (as hereinbefore specified) who 
may have the requisite qualifications, and not under impeachment, shall act as 
President of the United States until the disability be removed or a President shall 


be elected. 
Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the electors appointed or chosen in the 


several States, pursuant to the tenth section of an act relative to the election of a 
President and Vice-President of the United States, and declaring the officer who 
shall act as President in cases of vacancies in the offices both of President and 
Vice-President, approved the 1st day of March, in Soe veer 1792, shall, at the time 
and places of meeting to vote for a President of the United States, as prescribed 
in said section, vote also for a Vice-President of the United States; and that the 
term of the President and Vice-President so elected shall commence on the 4th 
day of March next succeeding such election, and continue for the period specified 
in article second, section first, of the Constitution of the United States. 

A moment’s reflection will satisfy Senators of the many difficulties 
that may arise if the act of 1792 remains unchanged under this view 
taken by the Judiciary Committee of 1856. They declare the act of 
1792 to be constitutional, the meaning of which is, that they be- 
lieve that the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives are both ‘‘ officers,” and by that I 
mean ‘officers of the United States.” Though the words ‘‘of the 
United States” are not in the Constitution as formulated by the 
committee of style, the clause was originally adopted with the lan- 
guage ‘‘ officers of the United States” when agreed to in committee 
at the time the Constitution was formed. About there being such 
officers, there is great doubt; but if that committee are “7 that a 
man to act as President of the United States must have all the con- 
stitutional qualifications of a President elected by the people, how 
does this act stand when neither the President pro tempore of the 
Senate nor the Speaker of the House may have any of these quali- 
fications? The Constitution provides that a man shall be eligible to 
be a member of the House of Representatives when he is twenty-five 
years of age. He is eligible to a seat in the Senate of the United 
States when he is thirty years of age. A man twenty-five years of 
age may be elected Speaker of the House of Representatives, or a 
man thirty years of age may be President pro tempore of the Senate. 
A foreign-born citizen may be a member of the House or a member 
of the Senate, and may be elected Speaker or President pro tempore 
of either body, and if the contingency arises where both President 
and Vice-President are dead, removed, or under disability, if the 
committee is right, then neither the Speaker of the House nor the 
President pro tempore of the Senate would be able to act as President 
for want of the qualifications as to age and birth. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. According to that argument, then, as I 
understand the position, there is no distinction whatever between 
the office of President of the United States and the simple exercise 
of the powers and the duties of that office by a person connected with 
the legislative or executive department of the Government. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida is correct in 
the assertion that the report of 1856 takes that ground emphatically. 
Iam going to present other views before I close, of other distinguished 
mea ey taking exactly the opposite view, and then I shall en- 

eavor to impress upon the present Committee on the Judiciary the 
importance of the questions they have to consider, especially in view 
of the great difference of opinion existing between learned men and 
committees of this body upon that subject, and I shall ask them to 
give the whole subject mature consideration, without attempting to 
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dictate to them what their course shall be. Therefore, my resolution 
is so drawn as to require that committee to examine all these ques- 
tions and bring in such a bill as will prevent the confusion that would 
grow out of the present state of the law if any occasion for its appli- 
cation should arise. I have not attempted to express an opinion of 
my own relative to the bill I would prefer, though I will give my 
opinion if a bill is presented which I cannot support. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The language of the Constitution is that 
no person, except a natural-born citizen of the United States, &c., 
shall be eligible to the office of President of the United States; but 
according to the argument of many persons a distinction has been 
taken between the powers and duties of the office and the office itself. 

Mr. BECK. I admit all these difficulties, and I am happy to say 
to the Senator from Florida that he and I are so fortunately situated 
that in my judgment we need never give ourselves any concern about 
our succession to the Presidency. [Laughter.] But other questions 
may come up under existing laws which the committee ought to 
guard against. 

Suppose the President and Vice-President had both died last sum- 
mer, or sixty days before the first Wednesday in December of this 
year; then it would have become the duty of the Secretary of State 
at once to notify the governors of the States, and an election would 
have been ordered. Under the decision of the Judiciary Committee 
of 1856, and I believe that view has been repeated by learned men 
who have written upon the subject with great ability, when that 
election is held it is to be an election of a President for four years. 
What would have been the result if an election had been ordered in 
case the Vice-President had unfortunately died as the President did? 
An election would have been called at once, and the President then 
elected would be inaugurated on the 4th of next March, 1882, for four 
years. He would be inaugurated in the middle of a long session of 
Congress. Senators will readily understand the confusion that would 
necessarily ensue if a President took his seat on the 4th of next March, 
in the middle of this session of Congress, and should hold for four 
years, when his term of office would expire in the middle of another 
long session of Congress. Nothing could prevent great confusion, 
unless all the existing laws relative to the terms of Congressesshould 
be set aside and changed, in order to correspond with that condition 
of things, for the same condition would continue for all time. 

If it is in the power of the Judiciary Committee to devise a consti- 
tutional law whereby a contingency of that sort can be obviated, of 
course it ought to be done, and that is one of the questions that I 
ask them seriously to consider, for I know no greater calamity to the 
legislation of the country, to the business of the country, and to the 
welfare of the country than for a new President, perhaps one differ- 
ing altogether with the one who has been in office before, with a new 
Cabinet, to be installed in the middle of a long session of Congress, 
28 would be the case on the 4th of next March, all of whom would 
be required to retire in the middle of a long session of Congress four 
years thereafter, and everything again be thrown into confusion, if 
not into anarchy. Whether or not there should be a constitutional 
amendment to guard against such a contingency, or whether there 
is power in Congress now constitutionally to pass laws to prevent 
the possibility of such a condition of things happening, is what I 
want carefully considered by the Judiciary Committee. If it can be 

done, it ought to be avoided by a law passed without delay. 

Again, sir, it becomes a very serious question whether the right to 
act as President of the United States when once called into exercise 
does not attach to the office of President pro tempore of the Senate or 
Speaker of the House under the act of 1792. If the death of both 
the President and Vice-President should occur, say in the first days 
of March atthe end of this Congress to make plain what I mean, and 
the term of office of the President pro tempore should expire as the 
term of office of the Speaker of the House would necessarily expire 
on the 3d of March, would those men after they became private citi- 
zens have a “ to hold the place and act as President of the United 
States when they were no longer not only not Speaker of the House 
or President pro tempore of the Senate, but are not officers either of 
the United States or of any State, but private citizens by the expira- 
tion of their terms ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
act in that case? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, it has been maintained by many persons who 
have written upon this subject that once installed to act as Presi- 
dent the President pro tempore of the Senate or Speaker of the House 
shall act until a new election of President, though their own term of 
office as members of Congress has expired; and you will find that to 
be the opinion of many Senators on this floor when you hear them 
speak on that subject. Iknow that isnot the opinion of the Senator 
from Florida. I am endeavoring not to give my own opinions at 

resent. The more diverse the views of eminent men are the more 
important prompt action on my resolution is, ‘Therefore I am sug- 
gesting difficulties rather than solving them. 

Sir, the President of the United States asks this question very 


pertinently, as Senators have doubtless observed from reading his 
message : 


Does any one maintain that they could 


If the inability proves to be temporary in its nature, and during its continuance 
the Vice-President lawfully exercises the functions of the Executive, by what ten- 
are does he hold his office / , 

Does he continue as President for the remainder of the four years’ term? 


Or would the elected President, if his inability should cease in the interval, be 
empowered to resume his office ? 
nd if having such lawful authority he should exercise it, would the Vice-Pres- 
ident be thereupon empowered to resume his powers and duties as such ¢ 


I ask the Senate whether, if the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate is called upon to act as President of the United States, he vacates 
his place in the Senate absolutely, and whether it becomes the duty 
of his State to elect a Senator in his place, although he may only 
have to act as President during the sixty or ninety days preceding 
the election of a new President? No State can be deprived of its 
equal representation in the Senate without its consent. Is it to be 
left with one Senator? Or, if the person who is acting as President 
is still a Senator from the State from which he comes, can he act as 
President and vote as Senator on this floor, sign enrolled bills when 
they come from the House of Representatives, and then veto them 
as President if he does not approve them. One of these two things 
must happen: he either vacates his place as Senator, by being re- 
quired to act as President, or he continues to be a Senator, with all 
the powers of a Senator, and with all these additional duties im- 
posed upon him, because he is a Senator and, as such, President pro 
tempore of the Senate. 

These are some of the questions to which I desire to call attention. 
I said in the beginning that I have great doubt as to whether or not 
a Senator or Representative in Congress isin fact such an officer as the 
Constitution authorizes Congress to designate to act as President in the 
event of the death of both President and Vice-President, and Ishould 
proceed to argue that question but forone thing. The ablest speech 
that I ever recollect having read, unless it was one almost as able by 
Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, in 1862, when the legal-tender question 
was before Congress, was that of Hon. James A. Bayard, then a Sen- 
ator from Delaware, when the question of requiring him to take the 
oath of office prescribed by the act of 1862 was up. He made a 
speech first against the constitutionality of that act, and then upon 
the question of whether a Senator was an officer of the United States, 
and by reason and authority made it, to my mind, so plain that I not 
only have doubts whether the President pro tempore of the Senate or 
the Speaker of the House is such an ‘‘ofticer” as can be designated, 
but I do not believe either is. No man has ever answered the argu- 
ment of Mr. Bayard; I do not believe any man can answer it; and I 
intend, without reading it to the Senate, having called their atten- 
tion to it, to have an extract I have made from it made part of my 
remarks, so that Senators can read it in the Recorp, for I should 
only repeat what he said in that argumentif I attempted to givemy 
own views on the subject, and I could not do it as well as he has 
done. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would call the attention of the Senator 
also to the decision of the Senate in the case of Blount, the first im- 
peachment case we ever had. 

Mr. BECK. Senator Bayard argued the Blount case in the speech 
I refer to. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. aos and 
other Senators and myself have discussed the Blount case. I con- 
sider itin all regards as being as strong a case as Mr. Bayard said it 
was. It is because he argued it so well, and made the facts so plain 
in proof of his assertion, that the Senate failed to convict Blount on 
the impeachment because he was not a civil officer, and cited all 
the other authorities on that question, that I a agg to make part 
of my remarks an extract from the speech of Mr. Bayard, and, 
therefore, to avoid repetition did not allude to, as I otherwise would. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky—I have 
not read the speech of Mr. Bayard—if he does not also refer to the 
case of Smith, a Senator from Ohio, expelled from the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I think he does, and he refers to a great many other 
authorities. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. Smith, of Ohio, was expelled from the Sen- 
ate for connection with the Burr conspiracy. 

Mr. BECK. I think Mr. Bayard refers to it. I am notsure, At 
any rate I will make his argument on that subject part of mine, and 
Senators will see it in the morning. 

I have failed to state very much that I otherwise would have said 
in regard to other points that I have been discussing, because of a 
very able letter that was written to me by our Reporter, Mr. Murphy, 
on the 14th day of July last, which I will also include in my remarks 
before I close. 

One of the objects that I had in view, as I said in bringing this reso- 
lution before the Senate, was to endeavor to have a settlement, as far 
as could be had, of these questions now while there is no immediate 
danger threatening the country. Senators will remember that after 
the death, indeed during the illness, of the late President, there were 
many able discussions in newspapers and reviews all over the country 
in regard to these laws, and as to what could be done to avoid con- 
fusion. I have, of course, read very many of them. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MaxEyY] wrote a very able paper for 
one of the journals in his State on that subject ; other gentlemen have 
done the same thing ; and in the November number of the North Amer- 
ican Review there are four articles, one by Judge Trumbull of Ili- 
nois, one by Judge Cooley, one by General Butler, and one by Mr. 
Dwight, which I hope Senators will examine, as they will find that 
these distinguished gentlemen not only differ among themselves but 
no two of them take the same view, and upon certain fundamental 
principles the difference is so radical that if a contingency such as 
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office, it is the right and duty of the Vice-President, whenever in his 
opinion an emergency arises in which Presidential action is necessary, 
to assume the functions of the Presidential office. The Cabinet may 
differ with him; Congress may differ with him; the unsupported 
opinion of the Vice-President decides the case in his own favor, so 
General Butler contends; and if Mr. Dwight’s construction and that 
of the Committee on the Judiciary of 1856 is the correct one, then the 
Vice-President, having thus seized the reins of government by an ex- 
pression of his own opinion that a contingency has arisen wherein 
he is required to act as President, will so act to the end of the term, 
although the inability of the President may be removed in a month 
or a week or a day after he had assumed the reins of government, 

It needs neither argument nor illustration to make clear the con- 
sequences of such an assumption. Judge Cooley, I think, both by 
reason and authority shows the fallacy of General Butler’s position 
in that regard. Judge Trumbull says: 

Any Vice-President who should assume those duties in a doubtful case, when 
the exigency did not unmistakably require it, would be treated asa usurper by all 
patriotic citizens. 

But Judge Trumbull does not tell us how patriotic citizens are to 
treat the Vice-President as a usurper. That sentence has a very 
belligerent ring. I want the Committee on the Judiciary of this body 
to devise some means whereby such usurpation will be prevented by 
the passage of laws which will make it impossible for him to be guilty 
of usurpation, rather than run the risk of having a Vice-President 
treated as a usurper by patriotic citizens, for that means war, and 
there surely must be some means within the power of Congress 
whereby that can be averted. 

Judge Trumbull—and I speak of him with very great respect, for 
he was long chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this body— 
differs again entirely with the Judiciary Committee of 1856 on a very 
important question, the one to which the Senator from Florida has 
called my attention. He says: 

Even now the Constitution does not ponpeathe the qualifications of the officer 
who is to act as President in case of the death both of the President and Vice- 
President. He may be a person not eligible to the Presidency. 

He seems to be on the side of the Senator from Florida and the Sena- 
tors from Nevada and myself as to our rights in that regard. Here 
there is a conflict of opinion between the Judiciary Committee of 1856 
and Judge Trumbull upon an extremely vital question. That surely 
ought not to remain an open one. Doubtless the Committee on the 
Judiciary will be careful to see that it is removed. I confess that if 
the act of 1792 is decided to be constitutional and proper, when a man 
can be Speaker of the House at twenty-five years of age, or President 
pro tempore of the Senate at thirty years of age, and the Presid«nt pro 
tempore or Speaker of the House can act as President, the duties of 
President may be exercised by a man not constitutionally qualified to 
be President, for there is no provision in the act of 1792 as to his being 
thirty-five years of age. If that be so it is very difficult to see how 
the Senator from Florida or myself, if he or I happened to be Speaker 
of the House or President pro tempore of the Senate, could not act as 
President, because the disqualification as to birth is no greater than 
that as to age, as the President elected must be thirty-five years old, 
as well as native-born. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The distinction is taken between the mere 
exercise of the powers of the office and the office itself in the Consti- 
tution, and it is a very important one to be observed in this discus- 
sion. A great deal of importance has been attached to that distinc- 
tion by thoughtful men throughout the country. I have never been 
able myself to discover any very great distinction between the exer- 
cise of the powers and duties of an office and the office itself. 

Mr. BECK. I think the Senator will agree that Mr. Crittenden 
‘did not overstate, nor do I in the preamble to this resolution over- 
state, the importance of the questions involved in the preamble, 
which says: 

And whereas it greatly concerns the peace of the country, and perhaps the very 
existence of the Government, that the laws enacted by Congress in pursuance of that 
provision of the Constitution should be so comprehensive as to provide for eve’ 
vacancy that can possibly occur in the office of President, and so clear as to admit 
of no controversy nor any question of disputed succession to that high office— 

And that it is therefore extremely important that the Judiciary 
Committee’s attention should be called, as no doubt it would have 
been without these remarks of mine, to all the difficult questions 
they have to consider in this connection. I happened to be in Wash- 
ington when the President was shot, and feeling that I could not re- 
turn .to my people while the great uncertainty of the first week at 
least continued I remained here, doing no other good except to tele- 
graph from time to time to the people of Kentucky, who were in great 
distress, the condition of the President ; my mind naturally ran upon 
this question. Knowing how well our Official Reporter, Mr. Mur- 
phy, was advised about all questions of this character, and, indeed, 
most others, I wrote him a note on the 6th day of July to this effect: 

UnitTeD States SENATE, 
Washington, July 6, 1881. 

Deak Sir: The attempted assassination of the President will require a careful 
examination by Congress of the constitutional and legal provisions relative to vacan- 
cies in that high office. I submitted to you on yesterday the remarks of Mr. Crit- 
tenden in 1856, with a few suggestions of my own before mailing them to the Louis- 
ville Courier-Journal. Knowing how thoroughly you understand and how keenly 


you appreciate the importance of this question, I hope you will give me your views 
in regard to the subject at your earliest convenience, and oblige yours, truly, 


J. B. BECK. 
D. F. Murrny, Esq. 


might happen should happen, this country would be thrown into an- 
oe. certainly into very great confusion, as it is presumable that 
other leading men would differ as widely as they do, For example, 
Mr. Dwight, as able a man as any of them, says: 

The “inability ” of the Constitution is strict intellectual incapacity. This con- 
dition of mind must be established by evidence under forms of law, which Congress 
is competent to prescribe. ' 

That isone of the questions the Senator from Florida has considered. 
He admits the power of Congress to prescribe by law. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I agree with Professor Dwight all through. 

Mr. BECK. Further he says: 

When such inability is properly established in the case of the President, his 
office devolves upon the Vice-President, who thereupon becomes President, retain- 
ing the office until the end of the four years’ term, unless a constitutional disability 
occurs in his case. 

Again he says: 

The result is that, in case of the disability of the President, the Vice-President 
becomes President, with all the functions of the office. What can take the office 
away from him? Nothing, in turn, but his death, removal from office, resignation, 
or inability; not the removal of the disability on the part of the former President 
by reason of which he succeeded to the Presidential office. 

General Butler, on the other hand, suggests with great force that 
the ability of the President to act may return after the removal of 
the disability, in which case the President not only ought but would 
resume his functions, and that this construction of the Vice-President 
holding for the whole term would not be submitted to. He puts the 
case, for example—I am not using his language now—suppose the 
President, the Commander-in-Chief of the Army of the United States, 
should be captured by the enemy in time of war, as he might see fit 
to place himself at the head of the Army; while he was held a pris- 
oner it might become necessary for Congress to pass laws to raise men 
and money to carry on the war. No act of Congress is valid until it 
has the signature of the President. The President is a captive, it 
may be in a foreign land. The duties of President devolve on the 
Vice-President, of course, when the inability of the President to act 
exists, and it is not a mental disability either, in the case put, as Mr. 
Dwight says it must be. He signs the act which raises the men and 
the money. Another battle is fought and the captured President is 
restored to his people. Would he not, upon his release, return to the 
duties of his office and act as President 

Sir, I venture the assertion that if Mr. Lincoln had been captured 
by the confederates when he went to Fortress Monroe or anywhere 
else during the late war, and Mr. Hamlin had acted as President by 
signing bills necessary to raise men and money while he was a cap- 
tive, and by reason of the men and the money thus raised, if you 
please, a_battle had been fought, by which Mr. Lincoln had been 
restored to liberty, and Mr. Hamlin had longer attempted to act as 
President and excluded Mr. Lincoln from the Presidential office, a 
condition of things would have arisen that justifies the statements in 
the preamble of my resolution and in the message of the President. 
Revolution would have followed in this country, and the consequences 
= not have been favorable to the pretensions of the Vice-Presi- 

ent. 

I do not believe that in a case of inability Executive action by the 
Vice-President makes him the President for four years. I believe 
when the inability is removed the President returns to the office, just 
as Mr. Lincoln would have done, by the common consent of all this 
people, although the Vice-President might have signed acts of Con- 
gress, and had thus given them validity, while the President was 
temporarily held a prisoner. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is due to Professor Dwight to say that 
he does not consider that an “inability” within the meaning of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. BECK. It is surely such an inability as requires the Vice- 
President to act as President, and sign bills passed by Congress. 
Could an act of Congress passed raising men or money be valid with- 
out the signature of either President or acting President? No, sir; 
the Constitution expressly requires that no act shall be valid until it 
is signed by the President. It requires the branch of the Govern- 
ment approve all acts and resolutions. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We need not differ about that. Wemight 
indulge in a thousand imaginary cases. Of course the whole Govern- 
ment might go down; Congress might be dispersed; the judges of 
the Supreme Court might be lodged in captivity; all those things 
might occur, and still there is no provision whatever in the organic 
law made for them. We must argue the Constitution as we find it, 
and not as we might wish it to be. 

Mr. BECK. I admit that in considering the Constitution the con- 
struction we give it must be a reasonable one, and I say that it would 
not be a reasonable one to assume that the President when captured 
by an enemy—for that might very well happen—would be deprived 
of his place merely because the Vice-President was compelled, as the 
President was unable to do it, to sign bills to raise men and money 
to carry on the war. I say he would resume his place on his return. 
That at least is my view of it; and it is a perfectly proper illustra- 
tion of the principle. 

The extent and duration of the power which devolves on the Vice- 
President is measured by the nature and extent of the inability or 
disability—for they are synonymous terms—of the President, and 
ceases when the occasion for its exercise has passed away. 

Again, General Butler, you will observe, in his article contends 
that whenever the President is unable to perform the duties of his 
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1881. 





On the 14th of July, 1881, Mr. Murphy, taking only a few days to 
make the examination asked for, wrote me the letter which I hold in 
my hand. I trust Senators and the committee will carefully exam- 
ine it, as itis a very able one, covering very many of the points of diffi- 
culty. I will say this, however, that Mr. Murphy was very careful 
in his letter to avoid giving any opinion. He took up the history of 
these laws from the beginning, analyzed them carefully, and pointed 
out the difficulties that are contained in them. His letter reads as 


follows: 
WASHINGTON, JULY 14, 1881. 


Dear Str: Your note of the 6th instant was duly received, and I proceed to reply 
as soon as a reference to the authorities of which I spoke to you in our conversation 
has enabled me to verify my recollection of the historic facts which I verbally stated 
to you. 

The only constitutional provision on the subject to which my attention is invited 
is found in article 2, section 1, clause 5. That clause provides for the devolution 
of the powers and duties of the President upon the Vice-President in the event of 
the removal from office, death, resignation, or inability of the President, and pro- 
ceeds to declare: 

‘‘And the Congress may by law provide for the case of removal, death, resigna- 
tion, or inability both of the President and Vice-President, ns Se officer 
shall then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly, until the disability 
be removed, or a President shall be elected.” 

The history of the insertion of this clause may be briefly stated : 

The Federal Convention, after discussion, gave expression to its views of the prin- 
ciples on which the new government of the Union should be formed by a series of 
resolutions, which on the 26th of July, 1787, were referred to a committee of detail 
to formulate in the form of a draft of a constitution. The committee of detail re- 
ported a draft on the 6th of August, 1787. This report provided for the executive 
power being vested in a President and for his removal by impeachment, and then 
proceeded to declare : it ; 

“In case of his removal, as aforesaid, death, resignation, or disability to dis- 
charge the powers and duties of his office, the President of the Senate shall exer- 
cise those powers and duties until another President of the United States be chosen, 
or until the disability of the President be removed.” 

When this report was made no provision had been made for a Vice-President, 
nor does a proposition for such an otticer appear to have been broached. When this 
clause came up for consideration, on the 27th of August, Mr. Madison records the 
proceedings as follows : 

“ The clause for removing the President on impeachment by the House of Rep- 
resentatives and conviction in the Supreme Court of treason, bribery, or corrup- 
tion, was postponed, nem. con., atthe instance of Mr. Gouverneur Morris, who 
thought the tribunal an improper one, particularly if the first judge was to be of 
the privy council. 

**Mr. Gouverneur Morris objected also to the President of the Senate being — 
visional successor to the President, and suggested a designation of the Chief Jus- 
tice. 

‘Mr. Madison adds, as a ground of objection, that the Senate might retard the 
appointment of a President, in order to carry points while the revisionary power 
was in the president of their own body; but suggested that the executive powers 
during a vacancy be administered by the persons composing the council to the 
President. 

“Mr. Williamson suggested that the Legislature ought to have power to provide 
for occasional successors, and moved that the last clause of article 10, section 2, 
relating to a provisional successor to the President, be postponed. 

‘Mr. Dickinson seconded the postponement, remarking that it was too vague. 
What is the extent of the term ‘disability,’ and who is to be the judge of it? 

“The postponement was agreed to nem. con.”"—The Madison Papers, volume 5 
of Elliot's Debates, pages 480 and 481. 

Several other clauses of the article relative to the Executive were postponed, 
and finally the postponed clauses were on the 31st of August referred to a commit- 
tee of eleven. This committee, on the 4th of September, made a report, in which 
the Vice-President first appeared, and it also provided for his assuming the powers 
and duties of the President in the event of his removal, death, absence, resigna- 
tion, or inability, but made no provision for the event of a vacancy in both offices. 
After this report was agreed to the omission just referred to was —— on the 
7th of September upon the motion of Mr. Randolph. The proceedings on that 
point are thus recorded by Mr. Madison: 

‘*Mr. Randolph moved to insert in the first section of the report made yesterday 
the following: 

“<The Legislature may declare by law what officer of the United States shall act 
as President in case of the death, resignation, or disability of the President and 
Vice-President, and such officer shall act accordingly until the time of electing a 
President shall arrive.’ 

‘“Mr. Madison observed that this, as worded, would prevent a supply of the 
vacancy by an intermediate election of the President, and moved to substitute 

‘until such disability be removed or a President shall be elected.’ 

‘““Mr. Gouverneur Morris seconded the motion; which was agreed to. 

‘Tt seemed to be an objection to the provision, with some, that, according to the 
process established for choosing the Executive, there would be difficulty in effect- 
ing it at other than the fixed periods; with others, that the Legislature was re- 
strained in the temporary appointment to ‘oficers’ of the United States. They 
wished it to be at liberty to appoint others than such. 

‘*On the motion of Mr. Randolph, as araended, it passed in the affirmative.”— 
The Madison Papers, volume 5 of Elliot’s Debates, pages 520 and 521. 

This amendment, after undergoing the scrutiny of the Committee on Revision 
and Style, is substantially the provision already quoted as contained in the Con- 
stitution. 

In the First Congress an attempt was made in the House of Representatives to 
execute the power thus conferred. On the 20th of December, 1790, ‘‘ Mr. Benson, 
from the committee appointed for the purpose, presented a bill declaring the officer 
who, in case of vacancies both of the offices of President and Vice-President of the 
United States, shall act as President,’ and the bill came up for discussion on the 
10th of January, 1791. The committee's bill as reported left a blank for the name 
of the ofticer to be designated. A motion was made to fill the blank with “ the 
Secretary of State.” Suggestions were made for filling it with ‘‘the Secretary of 
the Treasury,” with ‘‘ the Chief Justice,” with ‘‘ the President pro tempore of the 
Senate,” and with ‘ the Speaker of the House ;” but, after considerable discussion, 
no conclusion was sonchel and an adjournment was had without any result. The 
debate was resumed on the 13th of January, when the same contrariety of opinion 
was manifested, and finally, several members suggesting that there was no neces- 
sity for immediate action, the subject was postponed and was not resumed during 
that Congress. 

When the Second Congress met, October 24, 1791, it was important to make early 
provision relative to the choice of electors who were to make the second election 
of President during the ensuing year, and early in the session the Senate appointed 
a committee ‘‘to report a bill determining the time of choosing the electors of 
President and Vice President, and the day on which they shall give their votes, 
and prescribing the mode of transmitting the votes to the seat of Government.” 
This committee reported a bill on the 15th of November, and on the 23d of that 
month the bill being under consideration was recommitted and the committee “ in- 
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structed to report a clause making provision for the administration of government 
in case of vacancies in the oftices of President and Vice-President.”’ ‘The bill was 
reported again on the 28th of November, with amendments, which were agreed to, 
and the bill ordered to a third reading. On the 30th of November it was read the 
third time and passed, with the ninth and tenth sections substantially as they now 
appear inthe act of March 1, 1792. As at that time the Senate sat with closed 
doors, there is no record of the reasons which induced it to provide in the ninth 
section of this bill for the President of the Senate pro tempore, or, in case there 
should be none, the Speaker of the House of Representatives acting as President 
in the event of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the President 
and Vice-President of the United States, nor is there any record of the reasons 
why this subject should have been joined in the same bill with the provisions rel- 
ative to the choice of electors and the mode of casting and counting their votes. 
The bill was received by the House of Representatives on the 30th of November, 
1791, was read the first time on the lst of December, and on the 21st of December the 
House in Committee of the Whole proceeded to consider it. A motion was made 
to strike out the ninth section upon the ground that it was not germane to the main 
purpose of the bill. This motion being negatived, it was then moved to strike out 
the words ‘‘the President of the Senate pro tempore, and in case there should be no 
President of the Senate, then the Speaker of the House of Representatives for the 
time being,’’ and the question of the competency of these officials for the position 
was discussed ; but the account of the discussion inthe Annals of Congress is quite 


meager and unsatisfactory. On the 2d of January, 1792, the Committee of the ole 
voted upon the question, and the motion to strike out was negatived. Amendments 
having been made to the prior clauses of the bill it was reported to the House, and 


the motion to strike out the ninth section being renewed, the question was divided. 
On the motion to strike out ‘‘the President of the Senate pro tempore,” the vote 
was yeas 24, nays 27. Among the yeas were three members who had been dele- 
ates to the Constitutional Convention, viz: Messrs. Baldwin, Fitzsimons and 
ison, while in the negative was the name of but ene member who had served 
in the Constitutional Convention, Mr. Gilman. Then the question being put on 
striking out the words ‘‘and in case there should be no President of the Senate, 
then the Speaker of the House of Degpeete for the time being," the vote 
was yeas 26, nays 25. The record adds: ‘‘ The bill was then laid on the table.” 
It is evident that these votes had placed the bill in a very unsatisfactory condition. 
It was taken from the table on the 6th of January, and recommitted to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. Its consideration was resumed on the 9th of February, 
when the ninth section was stricken out, and on the following day the blank thus 
made in the bill was filled by a proyision in these words : 

‘And be it a enacted, That in case of removal, death, resignation or inability, 
both of the President and Vice-President of the United States, the Secret of 
State, for the time being, shall act as President of the United States until the dis- 
ability be removed or a President shall-be elected.” 

When the bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole, the amendment 
striking out the ninth section of the Senate bill was concurred in by a vote of 32 
yeas to 22 nays, and in the affirmative are recorded the names of four members who 

ad been in the Constitutional Convention, while in the negative is not the name 
of a single member who had served in that body. The amendment substitutin 
for this section the provision designating ‘‘ the Secretary of State” was then a a 
to without a division. On the 14th of February the bill was further considered, 
but no allusion seems then to have been made to this portion of it, and on the 15th 
of February it was passed by the House with amendments. 

On the return of the bill to the Senate the amendments of the House were all 
agreed to on the 20th of February, 1792, with the exception of that to the ninth 
section, designating who should act as President in the event of a vacancy in the 
ofttices of both President and Vice-President, and to this amendment the Senate 
disagreed. 

The difference between the two Houses was thus narrowed down to this single 
question, and the bill being returned to the House of Representatives, a motion 
was made on the 21st of February that the House recede from its amendment,and 
this motion was agreed to by a vote of yeas 31, nays 24. Among those who voted 
for receding were two members who had been in the Constitutional Convention, 
the name of one of whom, Mr. Dayton, does not appear in the previous votes on 
this question, the other being Mr. Fitzsimons, who had previously voted with 
Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Gilman, and Mr. Madison, which latter three still adhered to 
their position. 

The report of the debates on this bill is so brief and unsatisfactory as to leave 
much room for surmise as to the motives which actuated members. <A reference, 
however, to the current history of that day proves that many men were actuated 
more by their feelings in regard to the particular persons occupying the stations 
whose occupants were named to fill a possible vacancy in the Presidency than by 
the mere consideration of the stations themselves. Peérhaps this is well illustrated 
by a few extracts from the writings of one of the most prominent leaders of the 
Federal party at thatdayin Congress. Soon after the debate inthe First Congress 
above referred to, Mr. Ames, in a letter to Thomas Dwight, under date of January 
24, 1791, having spoken of various measures pending in Congress, proceeded to say : 

‘*On a late debate on the bill to provide what officer shall act as President when 
the two first offices shall be vacant, the ambition of Mr. Jefferson’s friends was 
disclosed. They contended for him with zeal. That will have its share in the 
business of the session. All this is inter nos.” —Life and Works of Fisher Ames, Lit- 
tle, Brown & Co.’s edition of 1854, volume 1, page 93. 

And again, after the bill pending in the Second Congress had been disposed of 
by the two Houses, in a letter to Thomas Dwight, dated February 23, 1792, Mr. 
Ames said : 

‘*The Secretary of State is struck out of the bill for the future Presidency in case 
of the two first offices becoming vacant. His friends seemed to think itimportant 
to hold him upas king of the Romans. The firmness of the Senate kept him out.” — 
Ibid., page 114. 

The bill, having been agreed to by both Houses, became a law by the signature 
of President Washington on the 1st day of March, 1792, and has since remained 
on the statute-book entirely unaltered, except temporarily in 1877, as to some of 
the electoral provisions, but in the respect now under consideration it has never 
been changed in any particular. Its provisions are now embodied in Title LIT of 
the Revised Statutes, and the particular sections of that title which embrace the 
ninth and tenth sections of the act of March 1, 1792, are sections 146, 147, 148, and 
149. Section 146 provides: 

‘In case of removal, death, resignation, or inability, of both the President and 
Vice-President of the United States, the President of the Senate, or, if there is 
none, then the Speaker of the House of Representatives for the time being, shall 
act as President until the disability is removed or a President elected.” 

Here, in passing, I must notice the fact that the revisers of the statutes, in em- 
bodying the act of 1792 in their revision, designate the presiding officer chosen by 
the Senate as ‘‘the President of the Senate,” omitting the words “ pro tempore,” 
which are used in the act of 1792 following the Constitution. Brevity in the use of 
language is commendable in the draftsman of a statute, but it should never be car- 
ried so far as to cause obscurity of meaning. As the Vice-President of the United 
States is made by the Constitution ‘‘ President of the Senate,” and it is only in his 
absence or when he exercises the office of President of the United States that the 
Senate is empowered to choose a President pro tempore for itself, I submit that 
where the law intends to refer to the latter it should employ the preper constitu- 
tional designation. If the object of the revisers was to exclude unnecessary verb- 
iage it is difficult.to see why, having stricken “pro tempore” from the title of the 
ws officer chosen by the Senate, they should retain the words “for the time 

' being ” after ‘‘ the Speaker of the House of Representatives.” 
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The first question which suggests itself in the consideration of this enactment 
is, whether the President of the Senate pro tempore or the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives is such an oficer as, within the contemplation of the Constitu- 
tion, can be designated to act as President of the United States in the contingency 

vided for. Ido not venture to suggest any doubt of my own in this respect, 
Bat merely to bring to your notice the fact that grave doubt may exist upon this 
point, and on a question of such vital importance to the peace of the country as 
the succession to the Presidential office, it is dangerous even to leave room for 
doubt. From Mr. Madison’s record of the insertion of the clause in the Constitu- 
tion, it is evident that the convention regarded the word “‘ ofticer,”’ as there used, 
as meaning “‘oflicer of the United States,” and in the debates in the First and Sec- 
ond Congresses, before referred to, it seems to have been almost universally taken 
for granted that this was the meaning of the clause. Many of eminence and dis- 
tinction then contended that no member of the Senate or House of Representatives, 
even though occupying the chair by the choice of either House, was or could be an 
‘‘ officer of the United States” within the meaning of the Constitution. These de- 
bates occurred in 1791 and 1792. A few years thereafter, in 1798, the House of 
Re mtatives exhibited articles of impeachment against William Blount, who 
had been a Senator from Tennessee. Mr. aed yong by demurrer the point 
that a Senator was not a civil officer of the United States, and the Senate, sitting 
as a court of im hment, negatived resolutions declaring that a Senator was a 
civil ofticer of the Untted States, and therefore liable to impeachment. This has 
ever since been considered a decision that a Senator was not a civil ofticer within 
the impeaching power of the Constitution, and I coe wee the same reasoning would 
apply to a Representative. The language of the Constitution (article 2, section 
4 . 


) is: 

‘The President, Vice-President, and all civil officers of the United States, shall 
be removed from office on impeachment for, and conviction of, treason, bribery, or 
other high crimes and misdemeanors.” 

If a Senator or Representative is not ‘‘a civil officer of the United States” within 
the ae clause of the Constitution, how can he be an “‘ officer of the United 
States” — eof being designated to perform the functions of acting President of 
the United States in any contingency ? 

But suppose no constitutional question could be raised upon this enactment, are 
there not practical difficulties in the way of its execution if the occasion should ever 
arise for putting it inforce? In the first place, of the two functionaries designated, 
one, the Sesher of the House of Representatives, ordinarily has no official exist- 
ence for at least nine months of every alterngte year, and the other, the President 
pro tempore of the Senate, may have no official existence at the same time, so that 
the law may be practically inoperative. This is the case at the present time, and 
it was the case during the recess of the Senate from March 17 to October 15, 1877. 
It was also the case from March to December, 1845. On these three occasions there 
were recesses of the Senate without a President pro tempore, the Vice-President 
not having vacated the chair prior to the adjournment to enable one to be elected. 
I believe these are the only instances of the kind since the passage of the act of 
1792. 

Prior to the election of Mr. Cobb to the Speakership of the House, there had 
been no Speaker for nearly ten months, and prior to the election of Messrs. Banks 
and Pennington, respectively, there had been no Speaker for the period of eleven 
months. As to the ident tempore of the Senate, his election, when there 
is a Vice-President, can take eines only in one contingency, specifically defined by 
the Constitution, viz, ‘‘inthe absence of the Vice-President, or when he shall exer- 
cise the office of President of the United States ;”’ and the uniform construction 
has been that when the Vice-President appears again and resumes the chair after 
such “absence,” the President pro tempore is functus oficio, and none can exist 
until the Vice-President again retires and the Senate again elects a President pro 
tempore. 

‘Ae I have stated, on the present occasion there is neither President pro tempore 
of the Senate nor Speaker of the House of Representatives; and in the present 
division of both Houses he would be a wise man who should venture to predict 
when such an officer will be chosen by either House. 

But there seem to be other practical difficulties in the way of either of these 
functionaries ever acting as President, if the contingency calling for an acting 
President should in the course of events arise. It will be noticed that the power 
of Congress to provide for such a case is a power to designate an officer already 
existing. He is therefore selected, as the lawyers say, virtute oficii. It would 
seem, therefore, that he must continue to hold the office, the possession of which 
qualifies him for designation as acting President ; otherwise he would lose capacity 
so toact. The practical effect would be that the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate, if designated as acting President, would still retain his position as Senator 
and as presiding officer of the Senate, and thus, on the passage of any proposed 
law, he would have a vote as Senator; when it had passed both Houses he would 
attest the enrolled bill by his signature as President pro tempore of the Senate; 
and then this enrolled bill would t be submitted to him for his approval or disap- 

roval as acting President of the United States. The same remark would be true 
if the Speaker of the House of Representatives were called upon to act. Could 
such a result have been anticipated by the framers of the Constitution, who were 
so careful to define the lines of demarkation between the legislative and the exec 
utive powers and their respective possessors ? 

The Senate, after much debate, on the 13th of January, 1876, passed a resolution 
declaring ‘‘ That the office of President pro tempore of the Senate is held at the 
pleasure of the Senate ;"’ and thus the President = tempore of the Senate may be 
changed daily or hourly, at the pleasure of the body over which he presides. If 
he should be called upon to perform the duties of acting President of the United 
States, still remaining President pro tempore of the Senate, would not its power to 
change him continue? Could not the Senate thus secure a daily rotation in the 
administration of the executive office by changing its President pro tempore every 
day ; thus, perhaps, affording to each of its members an opportunity to be acting 
President of the United States? Or, if between the deposition of one President 
pro tempore and the election of another there should be an appreciable instant of 
time, might not the Speaker of the House of Representatives claim that the time 
had come for him to exercise the functions of acting President of the United 
States? Would there not thus be an opportunity for complications and disputes 
which the peace of the country forbids the incitement of ? 

Again, the vacancy might happen on the Ist of March, when the Senatorial term 
of the then President pro tempore might expire on the 3d of that month, as that of 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives necessarily would. In such a case 
there would be no provision for the period following the 3d of March. 

What would be the term of the oflicer designated to act as President in the con- 
tingency specified ? The Constitution answers: ‘‘ Until the disability be removed 
or a President shall be elected.” In the case of a temporary disability the pro- 
vision is clear enough ; but in case of the removal, death, or resignation of both 
President and Vice-President the officer designated then to act as President is to 
so act “‘until * * * a President shall be elected.’" These words do not, of them- 
selves, necessarily indicate whether the election of President here referred to is to 
be at the regular quadrennial period or a special election is to be heid; but Iam 
inclined to think, from the change made in the language of the text of the original 
clause, on the motion of Mr. Madison, and from his remarks in the Virginia conven- 
tion, (3 Elitot’s Debates, page 468,) that the purpose was that the election of another 
President should immediately take place, and this was evidently the view of the 
framers of the act of 1792. Accordingly, sections 146, 147, and 148 of the Revised 
Statutes provide for an election of Président by the electors on the first Wednes- 
day in December following a vacancy in the offices of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, provided there be the space of two months between the date of notification, 
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a the Secretary of State is required to give, and the first Wednesday in Decem- 


r. 

When the Vice-President succeeds to the Presidential office, his term is expressl 
defined to be the remainder of the period for which the President was elected. 
Title III of the Revised Statutes seems to proceed upon the assumption that the 
regular quadrennial elections of President are to be held, notwithstanding an 
occasion for a special election may intervene. I can find no authority in the Con- 
stitution for the election of a President for a less period than four years, and if 
the occasion for a special election should ever arise, it would, of course, disarrange 
the machinery of regular quadrennial elections, and this title of the Revised 
Statutes would need amendment to meet the case. 

If such a vacancy should unfortunately arise at the present time, or within two 
months before the first Wednesday of next December, what would be the practi- 
cal condition of affairs? An election would be made by the electors in December 
next, and the President elected would be installed on the 4th of March next, in the 
midst of the term of an existing Congress, when no Senatorial or Representative 
term expires, thus disarranging the symmetry of the machinery of our Govern- 
ment relative to the order and arrangement of legislative and executive terms of 
office. This is a point which, it seems to me, requires careful consideration. 

I have thus given you the “ views” called for in your note of the 6th instant ; but 
I assure you that my purpose has not been to advance any theories or conclusions 
of my own, rather by some practical considerations to suggest that there is grave 
necessity for action by Congress — the question to which a have invited my 
attention, and it seems to me that I cannot more fitly conclude than by using the 
words which were employed on this very same subject by one of the most illustri- 
ous of your own predecessors in the Senate when he said : 

‘“‘It greatly concerns the peace of the country, and perhaps the very existence 
of the Government, that the laws enacted by Congress in pursuance of that provis- 
ion of the Constitution should be so comprehensive as to provide for any vacancy 
that can possibly occur in the office of President, and so clear as to admit of no 
controversy nor oe of disputed succession to that high office.” 

I cannot doubt that when the attention of the National Le ture shall be di- 
rected to the subject its wisdom and patriotism will soon be able to devise a plan 
‘so comprehensive ” and ‘so clear’’ as was thus indicated to be desirable by Mr. 
Crittenden. 

I have the honor to be, truly, your friend, 

D. F. MURPHY, 
Oficial Reporter United States Senate. 

Hon. JaAMEs B. Beck, United States Senate. 

A few words on another part of this subject. Having déubts as to 
whether a Senator or Representative is in fact such an officer as 
under the Constitution may act as President in the event of the death 
of both the President and Vice-President, and having, as I said, care- 
fully read the speech of the distinguished Senator from Delaware, 
Hon. James A. Bayard, I caused an examination to be made of the 
laws bearing upon the test-oath, from which that debate arose, and 
I will now submit the result briefly, so as to show that the Senate 
did not think that Senators could be required to take that test-oath, 
mainly upon the ground that they were not officers of the United 
States. 

The law prescribing the test or iron-clad oath is the act of July 2, 
1862. The bill, which finally became a law, was reported to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Wilson, of Iowa, from the Judiciary 
Committee, June 4, 1862, as a substitute for a ‘bill declaring certain 
persons ineligible to office,” and was passed at once under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, the whole proceedings occupying less 
than a page of the Congressional Globe. (See Globe, Thirty-seventh 
Congress, second session, part 3, page 2564.) 

The bill came to the Senate June 5, and was at once referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. It was reported without amendment 
by Mr. Trumbull on the 11th of June, and came up for consideration 
on the 13th. It required the iron-clad oath to be taken and sub- 
scribed by every person elected or appointed to any office of honor 
or profit under the Government of the United States in the civil, mil- 
itary, or naval departments of the public service. The bill, attract- 
ing apparently no attention, went through the ordinary stages to a 
third reading, and was read the third time, when Mr. Willard Sauls- 
bury ventured to inquire whether Congress had power to require an 
additional oath from officers whose oath was prescribed by the Con- 
stitution. This led to a discussion between Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. Davis 
of Kentucky, and Mr. Trumbull; and the bill went over. (Same 
Globe, pages 2693, 2694, and 2695.) 

The bill came up again on the 2ist of June, when Mr. Trumbull, 
who had charge of it, himself moved a reconsideration of the vote 
ordering the bill to a third reading, for the purpose of opening it to 
amendment. The reconsideration being carried, Mr. Trumbull moved 
to amend by excepting from the necessity of taking the oath all offi 
cers ‘‘for whom the form of the oath of office is prescribed by the 
Constitution,” his position being that the President was the only 
officer the form of whose oath was thus prescribed. Mr. Davis moved 
to amend the amendment by adding ‘‘except the Vice-President and 
Senators and Representatives in Congress.” After a debate participated 
in by Messrs. Davis, Saulsbury, and Trumbull, the bill again went 
over. (Same Globe, pages 2861 and 2862.) 

The bill next came up on the 23d of June, and was debated by Mr. 
Trumbull, Mr. Doolittle, Mr. Carlisle, and Mr. Davis, when the vote 
was taken on Mr. Davis’s amendment to the amendment with the fol- 
lowing result : 

Yras—Messrs. Browning, Carlile, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Harris, Hen- 
derson, Kennedy, Latham, McDougall, Nesmith, Pearce, Powell, Saulsbury, Sher- 
man, Willey, Wilson of Massachusetts, Wilson of Missouri, and Wright*—20. 

Nays—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Foot, Grimes, Harlan, Howard, Howe, 
King, Lane of Kansas, Pomeroy, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilmot—18. 

The amendment of Mr. Trumbull as thus amended was agreed to 
without a division, and the bill passed. (Same Globe, pages 2871 to 
2873.) 


Republicans in italics. 
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The House disagreed to the Senate amendments and asked a con- 
ference, which the Senate granted. The President pro tempore (Mr. 
Foot) appointed as the conferees Mr. Trumbull, Mr. Davis, and Mr. 
King—two of the minority—on Mr. Davis’s amendment, which was 
the only question really in dispute. They of course agreed with the 
House. That wasamost unjust proceeding. Mr. Foothad votedinthe 
minority, and appointed a majority of the conferees from the ee 
The conferees reported on the 30th of June that the Senate recede 
from its first amendment (the only one of consequence) and substi- 
tute therefor ‘“‘excepting the President of the United States.” Mr. 
Davis did not sign the report and opposed its adoption, but it was 
agreed to. (Same Globe, part 4, pages 3012 to 3014.) In this shape 
the bill became a law as it isnow on the statute-book. 

I remark here that on the first day of the session of Congress dur- 
ing the last three terms I was in the lower House, and at each Con- 
gress since I have been in the Senate I have introduced and had 
referred to the Judiciary Committee a bill to repeal that iron-clad 
oath. They have it now before them, and I hope they will see to it 
that it is done, or that the Senate will see to it that they give us at 
least a chance to act on it. General Grant when he was President 
sent a message to Congress declaring that it ought to be repealed for 
reasons given that no man can answer. AsI said the other day, no 
man who cannot take it can pre-empt public land, though men come 
from all parts of the globe and pre-empt the lands of the United 
States. Still Congress allows a law of that sort to remain on the 
statute-book, and men who have been soldiers in the Union Army 
all through the war have to swear that they did not take part in the 
rebellion, while men who fought on the confederate side can take 
seats in Congress or hold an office without taking it. Its absurdity 
alone ought to cause its repeal; but, that by the way, to resume: 

No ee a was made during the Congress ending March 3, 1863, 
to require the oath of Senators. The law was approved July 2, 1862, 
and between that date and March 3, 1863, Messrs. Field of New Jer- 
sey, Harding of Oregon, Arnold of Rhode Island, Turpie of Indiana, 
Hicks of Maryland, Richardson of Illinois, and Wall of New Jersey 
took their seats in the Senate without taking or being asked to 
take the test oath. At the special session of the Senate convened 
March 4, 1863, the new Senators took their seats without being asked 
to take the test oath. Mr. Trumbull called attention to the law of 
July 2, 1862. (Globe, Thirty-seventh Congress, third session, part 
2, page 1553.) On March 5, Mr. Sumner offered a new rule requirin 
the test oath to be taken in open Senate. (Same Globe, page 1554.) 
After a discussion covering pages 1555 to 1562 of the Globe, Mr. Sum- 
ner withdrew his proposition, the President pro tempore (Mr. Foot) 
having offered to take the oath, and the other new Senators present 
making the same offer. Mr. James A. Bayard, of Delaware, was not 
present at the time and did not take the oath up to the period of the 
adjournment of the Senate on the 14th of March, 1863. 

At the first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress, Mr. Sumner 
renewed his proposition for a new rule requiring the administration 
in open Senate of the iron-clad oath, December 17, 1863. This was 
discussed December 18. (See Globe, Thirty-eighth Congress, first 
session, part 1, page 48 to page 55.) Mr. J. A. Bayard made his great 
speech on the subject January 19, 1864, which is in the Appendix 
to the Globe, Thirth-eighth Congress, first session, page 31 to page37. 

The discussion was continued January 20, 1864, (Globe, Thirty- 
eighth Congress, first session, part 1, page 275 to 281, ) January 21, (same 
Globe, page 290 to page 296) and January 25, (same Globe, page 320 
to page 331,) when the resolution of Mr. Sumner was adopted—yeas 
28, nays1l. The nays were democrats, except Mr. Cowan of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. Doolittle of Wisconsin, Mr. Harris of New York, and Mr. 
Howe of Wisconsin—all distinguished republican lawyers. 

Mr. Bayard took the oath to show that he had made the contest on 
no personal grounds, but as matter of principle, and then resigned. 

That portion of the speech of Mr. Bayard which relates to this ques- 
tion is so able and convincing, if not conelusive, that I again call 
special attention to it. 


Extract from speech of James A. Bayard, January 19, 1864. 


T have closed with the objections I have to make to the constitutionality of the 
act of 1862, and proceed now to the discussion of the second question which I stated. 
Theanswer to that question depends upon another, whether a Senator or Representa- 
tive is a civil officer or holds a civil office within the meaning of the Federal Con- 
stitution. This question became a subject of inquiry early in the history of the 
country, on the impeachment of William Blount by the House of Representatives 
in the year 1798, and it was decided then by the Scnate on a plea to the jurisdiction 
on the 11th of January, 1799. Blount was expelled from his seat in the Senate on 
July 8, 1797, for a high misdemeanor, and so clear was the proof of his guilt that 
there was but 1 negative vote against expulsion to 25 in the atlirmative 

The resolution is in the following words: 

‘* William Blount, esq., one of the Senators of the United States, having been guilty 
of a high misdemeanor entirely inconsistent with his public trust and duty as a 
Senator, is hereby expelled from the Senate of the United States.” 

In 1798 he was impeached by the House of Representatives for high crimes and 
misdemeanors, and articles of impeachment being preferred, the Senate was organ- 
ized as a court of impeachment on the 17th of December, 179%. 

: Blount pleaded to the jurisdiction that he is not and was not at the periods men- 
tioned a civil officer of the United States. The plea was argued by the ablest 
jurists of the country, both on behalf of the House of Representatives and on 
behalf of Blount, and two resolutions were proposed on the 7th of January, 1799. 
You will find them in the Annals of Congress. , 

‘On motion to agree to the following resolutions : 

“That William Blount was a civil ofticer of the United States within the meaning 
of the Constitution of the United States, and therefore liable to be impeached by 
the House of Representatives. 


‘That as the articles of impeachment charge him with high crimes and misde- 
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meanors, supposed to have been committed while he was a Senator of the United 
States, his plea ought to be overruled. 

“After debate, on motion, the board adjourned till twelve o’clock to-morrow.” 
Annals of Congress, Fifth Congress, 1777-1779, volume 2, page 2318. 

These resolutions were held under discussion for four days, and on January 10 
they were decided in the negative. The express decision, therefore, is that Mr. 
Blount was not a civil officer of the United States, and therefore not liable to im- 

hment. The plea was sustained on a subsequent day, and the articles of 
achment were dismissed. 
his decision I cite as an authority of the highest = for the ow! sey of deter- 
mining the question whether a Senator is a civil officer of the United States or 
holds an office under the United States within the meaning of the Constitution. 
That is the question. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts calls this a little precedent ; he speaks 
of it as being unworthy of any weight or influence in the Senate now because it 
was made in secret session, and he read an extract from Judge Story’s Commenta- 
ries in order to show that it has been impugned by the authority of some learned 
commentators. Mr. President, this decision was made when the body was not as 
numerous as it now is; but that does not detract from its weight. I admit it was 
a subject of contrariety of opinion ; but is it any objection to the decision of a court 
of justice that the deliberations of its jad es are private? The Senate sat under 
oath as a court when they made this decision. There was no party bias; there 
was no personal feeling in favor of the man, because ten of the very Senators who 
voted to sustain his plea had voted for his expulsion one year before, and only six 
of those who voted against the plea had voted for the expulsion. The other nine 
were either new members or members who were not in their places when the vote 
on expulsion was taken. The decision, therefore, comes to us from the Senate or- 
ganized as a court, sitting under oath, after a public argument and hearing by the 
ablest counsel in the country on both sides. 

The argument is all reported in your Annals, but because the deliberations of 
the court subsequently were private, we are told it is but a little precedent and 
entitled to no weight. Sir, you wey in that way overturn any judicial decision. If 
ever a decision was made that fairly entitled it to be considered of weight in the 
construction of the Constitution, it was this decision, made under these circum- 
stances, in which no party feeling whatever was evinced, and in which no per- 
sonal bias influenced a single Senator. 

The decision also on the first resolution is an ag ee adjudication that a Sena- 
tor is not a civil officer of the United States within the meaning of the Constitution, 
and if not a civil officer of course he does not hold an ofice of honor or profit under 
the Government within the meaning of the Federal Constitution. ‘The quotation 
is correctly made from Judge Story’s Commentaries. In section 791, after stating 
the decision, he writes as follows: ‘This decision, upon which the Senate itself 
was greatly divided, seems not to have been quite satisfactory (as it may be gath- 
ered) to the minds of some learned commentators ;"’ and to sustain this remark he 
cites 4 Tucker's Blackstone, appendix, pages 57 and 58, and Rawle on the Constitu- 
tion, chapter 22, pages 213, 214, 218, and 219. It so happens that the authorities re- 
lied upon by Judge Story donot support his remarks, and there is, in fact, nolearned 
commentator who has doubted the correctness of the decision. Look at Mr. Rawle’s 
Commentaries and you will find that he does not question the propriety of the de- 
cision made by the Senate under the Constitution, but expresses regret that Sena- 
tors and Representatives were not impeachable, and suggests an amendment to 
the Constitution for that B se. There is not a word in his treatise which im- 
_ that he thought the decision incorrect as to the construction of the Constitu- 

ion. In the appendix to Tucker's Blackstone, Judge Tucker expresses no opinion 
whatever upon the subject. All that he says is, that all the grounds on which the 
plea was dismissed do not appear, as the debate wasin secret session ; but thattwo 
grounds do appear in the resolutions which were negatived by the Senate, and es- 
pecially the one which I have stated as most material, that a Senator is not a civil 
officer under the United States, and therefore cannot be impeached, and he neither 
expresses nor intimates any opinion for or against the correctness of the decision 
on this question. 

The error of Judge Story is one not uncommon with the compilers of legal 
treatises. Judge Story himself expresses no dissent from the opinion; he states 
the facts as he supposed them to exist, but must have examined the authorities he 
cited with less than his usual care. There is no doubt the Senate was divided; 
there is no doubt that it was a subject on which different conclusions might be 
arrived at; but if there ever was a case to which the maxim stare decisis is ap- 
mera it is precisely to this decision. That decision involves the very question 

hat a Senator is not a civil officer under the United States; and of course if not a 
civil officer he cannot hold a civil office under the United States. If such a prece- 
dent as that is not to control, acquiesced in as it has been for more than half a cen- 
tury without question, then no precedent can have weight in this body. 

Let Senators reflect for a moment on the difference of importance in the two cases. 
In the case in which the Senate decided on an impeachment they gave a construc- 
tion to an article of the Constiution which prevented the future impeachment of 
any member of Congress, either of the House of Representatives or of the Senate. 
What I contend for now, as the necessary result of the principle decided by the Sen- 
ate in that case, is merely that where Congress mean to include members of either 
body within any law, be it penal or otherwise, they must name them as members 
of Congress or as Senators and Representatives. All that is asked is that, in the 
construction of any act of Congress, the words “‘ oftice”’ or “ officer” shall be held 
to mean an oftice or officer within the language and meaning of the Constitution. 


im 


. This rule of construction has been adhered to in past legislation ; and even at the 


same session in which the act under discussion was passed, in an act prescribing 
penalties in relation to obtaining contracts, the words “members of Congress”’ and 
‘all officers of the Government” are used in contradistinction. 

It will be recollected that at the time of this decision the Senate had among its 
members some of the ablest jurists of the country; and unless you entirely dis- 
regard judicial decisions it stands as the judgment of the court of the highest juris- 
diction known to our laws. The question, how great the majority is in a court 
certainly cannot destroy the effect of its decisions. You would hold the Senate 
bound by it beyond all question if articles of impeachment were now preferred 
against any member of Congress ; you would hold yourself. bound to dismiss the 
impeachment founded on the precedent established at that time and adhered to 
ever since, and as to which I hazard nothing in the assertion that no commenta- 
tor on the Constitution has expressed his dissent from the propriety of the decis- 
ion, though I freely admit that minds differently constructed might have arrived 
on a controverted question at a different conclusion. ; 

I propose now to sustain, by reference to the Constitution itself, the determina- 
tion made by the Senate in Blount’s case as applicable to the present. The decis- 
ion in Blount’s case, it is said, was merely that a Senator was not impeachable. 
Not so, sir. The resolution adopted was that a Senator is not a civil officer, and 
therefore not impeachable. No other reason can be assigned for his not being im- 
peachable. If he was a civil officer, he must have been impeachable, because you 
tind that in the clause of the Constitution which authorizes impeachment, section 
4 of article 2, it is provided that “the President, Vice-President, and all civil offi- 
cers shall be removed from office on impeachment for and conviction of treason, 
bribery, or other high crimes and misdemeanors.”’ ‘Therefore the very question 
was in issue. There could be no doubt that if a Senator was a civil officer, holding 
a civil office under the United States, he might be impeached, and might be re- 
moved from oftice. The whole struggle throughout the argument on both sides 
was to show whether he was or was not a civil officer within the meaning of the 
Constitution. 


Every one knows that the word ‘‘offiee” may be applied to a trustee, to an 
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it cannot be fairly reached. The convention which framed the Con- 
stitution embraced in its numbers men of extraordinary abilities, 
ripe experience, rare judgment, and finished scholarship. Mr. Cur- 
tis, in his history of the Constitution, eloquently and truly says: 

There were men in that assembly whom for genius and statesmanship and for 
profound speculation in all that relates to the science of goverment the world has 
never seen overmatched. 

They framed an instrument which, under the providence of God, 
hasformed amore perfect union than that which existed under the arti- 
cles of confederation, or under any other federation that ever existed, 
has established justice, insured domestic tranquillity, provided for 
the common defense, has promoted the general welfare, and has 
secured the blessings of liberty to ourselves, and we trust will secure 
this inestimable boon to our posterity forever. Yet the Constitution 
has been in many of its parts the subject of great contrariety of views 
and of profound judicial investigations and constructions. 

RULES OF CONSTRUCTION. 


Mr. Madison, in the Federalist, No. 40, says: ‘ 

There are two rules of construction dictated by plain reason, as well as founded 
-on legal axioms. The oneis that every part of the expression ought, if possible, to 
be allowed some meaning, and be made to conspire tosomecommonend. Theother 
is that where the several parts cannot be made to coincide the less important should 
‘be made to give way to the more important part; the means shouldbe sacrificed to 
the end, rether than the end to the means. 

Mr. Justice Story, in his work on the Constitution, says: 

Src. 400. The first and fundamental rule in the interpretation of all instruments 
is to construe them according to the sense of the terms, and the intention of the 

arties. 

" Mr. Justice Blackstone has remarked that the intention of a law is to be gathered 
from the words, the context, the subject-matter, the effects and consequence, or 
the reason and spirit of the law. He goes on to justify the remark by stating that 
words are to be generally understood in their usual and most known signification, 
not so much regarding the propriety of grammar as their general and popular use ; 
that if words happen to be dubious, their meaning may be established by the 
context, or by comparing them with other words and sentences in the same in- 
strument; that illustrations may be further derived from the subject-matter, with 
reference to which the expressions are used ; that the effect and consequence of a 
particular construction is to be examined, because, if a literal meaning would in- 
volve a manifest absurdity, it ought not to be adopted ; and that the reason and 
spirit of the law, or the causes which led to its enactment, are often the best expo- 
nents of the words, and limit their application. 

Sec. 401. Where the words are plain and clear, and the sense distinct and perfect 
arising on them, there is generally no necessity to have recourse to other means of 
interpretation. Itis only when there is some ambiguity or doubt arising from other 
sources that interpretation has its proper oflice. There may be obscurity, as to 
the meaning, from the doubtful character of the words used, from other clauses in 
the same instrument, or from an incongruity or repugnancy between the words and 
the apparent intention derived from the whole structure of the instrument, or its 
avowed object. In all such cases interpretation becomes indispensable. 

APPLICATION OF THE FOREGOING RULES TO THE CLAUSE IN QUESTION. 
In the investigations of the clause of the Constitution under con- 
.Sideration, I shall endeavor to be guided by the rules quoted. I 

assume that the intention of the clause is to provide against every 
contingency which might leave the great office of President without 
a proper person to exercise constitutionally its functions. There are 
four contingencies sought to be provided against by the clause under 
discussion : 

First. Removal from office. 

Second. Death. 

Third. Resignation. 

Fourth. Inability to discharge the powers and duties of the office 
of President. 

First. The removal of the President from office contemplated by 
this clause of the Constitution is upon judgment in case of im- 

eachment. Thisis entirely clear from the debates in the convention. 

uch removal is evidenced of public record, and is notice to all the 
world. 

Second. The death of the President under any conceivable condi- 
tion in this country is a fact of such public notoriety that no law in 
respect of proof of death would seem necessary. 

Third. The provisions already made by law to evidence a resigna- 
tion (should one ever occur of this great office) appear to be ample. 

in all these cases there is an absolute vacancy in the office of Presi- 
dent. In the first case named the vacancy is created by the judgment 
of a court of competent jurisdiction; in the second case, by the act 
of God; in the third case, by the act of the President himself. In 
any of these cases the powers and duties of the office of President 
devolve on the Vice-President, who performs them to the end of the 
term for which the President, chosen for the same term as himself, 
was elected. 

There appears to be no serious difficulty up to this point. It is 
true that there is a difference of opinion in case of vacancy (by re- 
moval, death, or resignation) whether it is the ofice which devolves 
onthe Vice-President, or simply the powers and duties. If the office, 
then of course the title, as well as right and duty to take the oath 
prescribed to the President in clause 7, section 1, article 2, devolves 
on the Vice-President. This great oath of office the President is re- 
quired to take before he enters on the execution of his office. The 
oath he is to take is not left to be prescribed by law, but the exact 
form is given in the Constitution. Now, if the office devolves on the 
Vice-President in case of vacancy by removal, death, or resignation 
-of the President, he becomes, upon taking that oath, not only acting 
but actually President. 

Mr. Tyler, upon the death of President Harrison, which occurred 
April 4, 1841, so construed his right and duty, and on the 6th of April, 
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1841, took the oath as President prescribed by the Constitution, and 
onpened on the execution of the office of President, and assumed the 
title. 

This precedent, set by Mr. Tyler more than forty years ago, has 
been followed eversince. There have been three deaths of Presidents 
since then: President Taylor was succeeded by Vice-President Fill- 
more, President Lincoln by Vice-President Johnson, and President 
Garfield by Vice-President Arthur. No serious question was raised 
authoritatively in the case of Mr. Tyler, and none since, as to the 
right and duty of the Vice-President, upon the death of the Presi- 
dent, to take the oath, execute the office, and assume the title of 
President. 

It would seem, therefore, if unbroken precedent running through 
forty years can establish a construction, the construction as to this 
point is established, whatever may be thought of its correctness, and 
will so remain until overturned by legislative enactment. 

I do not conceal from myself, nor shall I go around the fact, that 
80 far as the naked words in this clause of the Constitution go, all that I 
have said in respect to an absolute vacancy created by removal. 
death, or resignation, applies to the case of inability to discharge the 
powers and duties of the Presidential office, in which case there is no 
vacancy ; and if the phraseology of the clause is to be literally fol- 
lowed, we are inevitaby led to conclude not only that the powers 
and duties of the office of President, in case of inability, devolve 
on the Vice-President, but that there is an actual devolution of the 
office itself, and that it is the right and duty of the Vice-President 
in that case, as he has assumed the right to do in case of absolute 
vacancy, to take the constitutional oath prescribed for the President, 
and become entitled to assume the title. This construction brings 
about the anomalous condition of two Presidents for the same term 
and at the same time; for if the Vice-President has the right to take 
the oath, title, and execution of the duties, there is nothing that I 
know of which would require him to relegate the ofiice, upon the 
restoration of the disabled President, tohim. And yet men of ability 
have followed this false reasoning to its logical conclusion. 

The rule of Judge Story is exactly applicable to such argument, 
namely : 

Ifa literal meaning would involve a manifest absurdity it ought not to be adopted. 


It disregards the rule of Mr. Madison, namely : 

Where the several parts cannot be made to coincide, the less:important should 
be made to give way to the more important part; the means should be sacrificed to 
the end, rather than the end to the means. 

Blackstone, approvingly quoted by Judge Story on this point, says: 

The intention of a law is to be gathered from the words, the context, the subject- 
matter, the effects and consequences, or the reason and spirit of the law. 2 

Very well, the effects and consequences, among others, would be 
to have two sworn Presidents at the same time. Second. Disregard of the 
vested rights of the President: 


The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United States of 
America. He shall hold His office during the term of four years. 


The executive power is vested in a President—one President, and 
he holds for four years. 

If vested in one, how canit be vestedin two? The office is not vacant. 
By no judgment of a court of impeachment has he been removed; he 
has not resigned and is not dead. By some unforeseen intellectual or 
physical infirmity he is disabled, incapacitated, and yet for this mis- 
fortune, this dispensation of Providence, he is to be superseded, kicked 
out of his office without fault, and deprived of its honors and emolu- 
ments. Such a construction shocks the sense of justice, it seems to 
me, of every intelligent, honest man, and if intended by the fathers 
they are not entitled to that splendid eulogium Mr. Curtis pronounces, 
nor to that veneration we all accord them. Such was not their inten- 
tion, nor is this interpretation at all necessary to the execution of 
their purpose, but, on the contrary, a stumbling-block in its pathway 

o the object sought, to wit: the preventing a hiatus or interregnum 
in the execution of the powers and duties of the office. 

And recurring to the rule laid down by Justice Story, that— 


The reason and spirit of the law, or the causes which led to its enactment, are 
often the best exponents of the words, and limit their application, 


I think I may fairly conclude that the Vice-President does not be- 
come President, nor entitled to take the oath as such pending the 
inability or disability of the President, but discharges the powers 
and duties of the office by virtue of his office of Vice-President, pending 
the disability and no longer; and that upon the restoration of the 
President to ability to discharge the powers and duties of his office, 
he resumes them, because heis President, and therefore, having taken 
the oath as such, and entered on the execution of his office, the exec- 
utive power is vested in him, for and during the constitutional term 
for which he was elected, and cannot be divested except by his re- 
moval, his resignation, or his death. ‘The executive power shall 
be vested in a President,” &c. ‘‘He shall hold his office during the 
term of four years,” &¢c. (Art. 2, sec. 1, clause 1.) 

This clause, by every rule of construction applicable, must be con- 
strued in connection with clause 5 (of same section) under discussion. 

The Constitution declares of the President that, 

Before he enter on the execution of his office, he shall take the following oath 
or affirmation: ‘I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will faithfully execute the 


office of President of the United States, and will to the best of my ability, preserve 
protect, and defend the Constitution of the United States. ’’ 
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Having taken this oath, and entered on the execution of the office, 
the executive power ‘‘ vests” in him, and cannot be divested during 
his term, save by removal, death, or resignation, and unless he is di- 
vested it is impossible for the office to ‘‘ vest” in the Vice-President, 
or any one else. 

On this branch of the case I close the argument, only adding, as 
I have heretofore said, that precedents appear to have established 
the right and duty of the Vice-President, upon the death of the Presi- 
dent, and by parity of reasoning upon his removal or resignation, to 
take the oath and title of President, I beg to say, lest my own views 
may be misapprehended, that the precedent was set without serious 
discussion, and,as I believe, not safely warranted by the Constitution. 
I believe the powers and duties of the Presidential office in the cases 
named devolve on the Vice-President by virtue of his office, but not 
the office or tifle of President, and of consequence he should not take 
the oath as President, but act on his oath as Vice-President. Acqui- 
escence in precedents not bottomed on law must give way to legis- 
lative enactment, and I have no doubt this whole matter is subject, 
constitutionally, to legislative control. 

WHO SHALL ACT IN CASE OF DEATH OF BOTH PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

After specifying the cases in which the powers and duties of Presi- 
dlent devolve upon the Vice-President, the clause under consideration 
adds: 


And the Congress may by law provide for the case of removal, death, resigna- 
tion, or inability, both of the President and Vice-President, declaring what officer 
shall then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly until the disa- 
bility be removed, or a President shall be elected. 


Several points in this paragraph deserve careful consideration, and 
here much light is thrown on the question by the proceedings of the 
convention and debates in the early Congresses. 

There is nothing touching the matter under consideration in the 
plan of Mr. Randolph, nor in the plan of Mr. Paterson. In the plan 
of Mr. Charles Pinckney this is found, in the part relating to the 
Executive: 

In case of his [the President's) removal, death, resignation, or disability, the 
President of the Senate shall exercise the duties of his office until another Presi- 
dent be chosen. And in case of the death of the President of the Senate, the Speaker 
of the House of Delegates shall do so.—The Madison Papers, volume 2, page 743. 

Mr. Hamilton read a plan as part of his speech delivered betore 
the convention on the 18th June, (1787,) but did not submit it for 
consideration. Article 5 of his plan reads: 

On the death, resignation, or removal of the governor [President] his authorities 
to be exercised by the President of the Senate till a‘successor be appointed.—Ib., 
volume 2, page 891. 

It will be observed that Mr. Pinckney’s plan makes provision for 
disability, while that of Mr. Hamilton does not. 

On the 6th of August Mr. Rutledge delivered in the report of the 
committee of detail. In the latter part of section 2, article 10 of 
that report, the following provision occurs : 

He [the President] shall be removed from his office on impeachment by the House 
of Representatives, and conviction in the Supreme Court of treason, bribery, or 
corruption. In case of his removal as aforesaid, death, resignation, or disabilit 
to a the powers and duties of his office, the President of the Senate sh 
exercise those powers and duties until another President of the United States be 
chosen, or until the disability of the President be removed.—Jb., volume 2, page 1237. 

Up to this point no provision had been made for the office of Vice- 
President. 

On the 4th of September, Mr. Brearly, from the committee of 
eleven, made a supplemental report. The original report of the 
committee of eleven, (August 6,) before quoted, made provision in 
article 10, section 1, that the executive power of the United States 
shall be vested in a single person, and that his title shall be ‘‘ His 
Excellency.” Inthe supplemental report it is proposed to amend 
that section by inserting after the words ‘‘ His Excellency” the words 
“he shall hold his office during the term of four years, and together 
with the Vice-President, chosen for the same term, be elected in the 
following manner,” &c. And they further reported that the latter 
part of section 2, article 10, should read as follows : 

And in case of his (the President’s] removal as aforesaid, death, absence, resig- 
nation, or inability to discharge the powers or duties of his office, the Vice-Presi- 
dent shall exercise those powers and duties until another President be chosen, or 
until the disability be removed. ; 

This language is equally unmistakable, and equally prevents a 
hiatus in the exercise of the powers and duties of President. The 
Vice-President, under this amendment, takes the place of President 
of the Senate. ‘‘ Absence” is included, but no provision is made for 
the case of the death, resignation, removal, or disability of both Presi- 
dent and Vice-President. (Jb., volume 3, pages 1486, 148s.) 

Finally the clause took the shape in which it is now found in the 
Constitution, rendering it more cumbersome, but still intelligible and 
in consonance with the evident purpose of the convention, as shown 
in the foregoing extracts from its proceedings. 

The importance of making suitable provision ‘‘for the case of re- 
moval, death, resignation, or inability both of the President and 
Vice-President” was recognized by the First Congress, and also the 
Second Congress, that sat under the Constitution. 

The questions were debated from time to time from January, 1791, 
to February, 1792, on the bill presented by Mr. Benson, from commit- 
tee, December 20, 1790, and a hike bill in the Second Congress. Those 
wishing to trace this debate may find it reported, meagerly, how- 
ever, in the second and third volumes of the Annals of Congress, 1791 
to 1793. The point was taken in this debate that neither the Presi- 
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dent pro tempore of the Senate nor the Speaker of the House was, in 
contemplation of the Constitution, an officer of the United States. 
The reply to this was that the Constitution did not require the desig- 
nation to be made from officers of the United States; that the Speaker 
was, by the Constitution, an “officer,” as, by that instrument, it is 
declared that ‘‘the House of Representatives shall choose its Speaker 
and other officers ;” and it was insisted that in the ordinary and usual 
acceptation of the term ‘‘officer” both the President pro tempore of 
the Senate and the Speaker were officers. 

In the progress of the discussion there was developed a great con- 
trariety of opinion as to what officer was most suitable to designate. 
Some were for designating the Secretary of State, others the Chief- 
Justice, while others were for striking out the Speaker from the ninth 
section, and still others were for retaining that section which desig- 
nated the President of the Senate pro tempore, if there was one, and, 
if not, the Speaker of the House. 

It is needless to go through with the details. The House struck 
out the ninth section; the Senate non-concurred ; the House receded, 
and finally the bill was passed and approved as found in volume 1, 
United States Statutes at Large, and substantially re-enacted in the 
Revised Statutes. I shall not trespass on the time of the Senate in 
discussing in extenso the constitutionality of this law, or its wisdom 
and expediency, should it be held to be constitutional. 

I believe the “ officer” contemplated is an officer ef the United 
States. I do not believe that the President pro tempore is an officer 
of the United States. He holds his commission from the State which 
chose him Senator, and in case of resignation tenders it to the gov- 
ernor of his State, and is in no sense dependent on the United States 
for his election or commission. 


The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from each 
State, chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years, and each Senator shall have 
one vote. * * * Ifvacancies happen by a or otherwise during the re- 
cess of the Legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary 
appointments until, &c. No State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its 
equal suffrage in the Senate. 


These extracts would be, to my mind, conclusive without the 
judgment of the court of impeachment in the Blount case. But that, 
I submit, settles the question. Like reasons apply to the Speaker. 
Should it happen that the President pro tempore of the Senate is called 
to act as President, by virtue of the law now in force, he would still 
be a Senator and President pro tempore of the Senate, for if he ceased 
so to be would he not cease to act as President? 

Suppose he were to vote against a bill, and a majority for it; it 
passes both Houses, and is submitted to him as acting President. If 
vested with the veto power, (which is quite doubtful, for that power 
is vested alone in the President,) then he vetoes the bill, and two- 
thirds are not found to pass it over the veto. Suppose the Senate, 
knowing his views, exercise that wonderful power of changing the 
President pro tempore at its will and pleasure, (see resolution 1876, ) 
removes him, and elects another, known to be in favor of the bill. 
The veto power, if he can exercise it, is thus transferred from the 
Executive to the Senate. If vested with the office in case of inabil- 
ity, then he takes the oath, &c., and all the reasons of those who claim 
that the Vice-President in case of inability becomes President apply 
to him. 

Again, it is by no means clear that the Constitution, by the closing 
words of the clause in question—‘“‘or a President shall be elected”— 
had any reference to any election before the regular quadrennialelec- 
tion, and if such be the case, then the Senate may depose an acting 
President, if the tenure of President pro tempore, as acting President, 
depends on his holding that position, and may elect another to suit 
its views. 

Again, the position of President pro tempore is dependent upon the 
occupant being a Senator; and suppose his term as Senator expires 
before the election is had for President, what then? The Senate 
elects another President pro tempore, and by virtue of that position 
he becomes acting President. 

I beg to call the attention of the Senate to the expressions of Mr. 
Madison, when this question was up, third session, First Congress, 
Annals of Congress, volume 2, page 1855, and to those of Mr. Smith, 
same page: 

Mr. Madison objected to the Chief-Justice, as it would be blending the judi- 
ciary and the Executive. He objected to the President pro tempore of the Senate. 
He will be a Senator of some particular State, liable to be instructed by the State, 
and will still hold his office—thus he will hold two offices at once. 

Mr. Smith states a variety of objections to Mr. Livermore's proposition. He 
thought it unconstitational, as it would, in its operation, deprive a State of a vote 
in the Senate. 

If the operation be as Mr. Smith thinks, it is clearly unconstitu- 
tional. If as Mr. Madison thinks, it would be bad enough, subjecting 
the United States to the will of a particular State, or a disregard by 
the acting President, in his capacity of Senator, of the instructions 
of his State. 

Suppose, from another view, that the President is on trial before 
the Senate sitting as a court of impeachment, and that the Vice- 
President is dead, the President pro tempore, as Senator, casts his 
vote “guilty,” and the President is found guilty and removed, the 
President pro tempore becoming acting President ; or suppose the Presi- 
dent is dead, and the Vice-President, acting as President, and on trial 
before the court of impeachment, the President pro tempore votes 
“guilty,” and the Vice-President, acting President, is removed. The 
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President pro tempore in either case acts as President, and thus helps 
himself, should his be the deciding vote, to the exercise of the high- 
est office known to the world. 

This is not fanciful. The records present a case where the Vice- 
President, (Mr. Johnson, ) performing the functions of President, was 
before the Senate, sitting as a court of impeachment, upon articles 
exhibited bythe House, and the President pro tempore voted “ guilty.” 
Doubtless his vote was conscientious. I make the point that the 
law as it stands arms the President pro tempore of the Senate with a 
dangerous power. 

These are but a few of the many intricacies and difficulties that 
may arise under the law as it now stands. 

Inallthe discussionsin the convention andinthe earlier Congresses 
ou the matters embraced in the clause of the Constitution now under 
discussion it is remarkable that one among the most difficult of all 
the questions was not discussed, although suggested, and discussion 
was omitted, if not avoided. To that point I wish now to call the 
attention of the Senate. 

INABILITY OR DISABILITY BOTH OF THE PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT TO DIS- 
CHARGE THE POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE OFFICE OF PRESIDENT. 

It will be observed that the words ‘‘inability” and ‘disability ” 
are used in the clause under discussion as interchangeable : 

And the Congress may by law provide for the case of removal, death, resigna- 
tion, or inability both of the President and Vice-President, declaring what ofticer 
shall then act as President, and such officer shall act accordingly, until the disa- 
bility be removed, or a President shall be elected. 

It is important to understand the sense in which those who framed 
and the States which ratified the Constitution understood the words 
“ disability ” and “ inability,” for whatever meaning they then had 
they have yet. I find in Bailey’s English Dictionary, twenty-fourth 
edition, published in 1782, several definitions of “‘ disability,” all re- 
lating to legal disability under the English system, and not applica- 
ble to ours. The words ‘‘to disable” are defined “to make unable 
or incapable of.” ‘Inability ” is defined “ an incapacity, or not being 
able or capable.” ‘Incapability ” is defined ‘inability to do a thing.” 

The great authority as to the meaning of English words at the time 
the Constitution was framed was the dictionary of that great scholar, 
Dr. Samuel Johnson. He defines “disability” (first meaning) 
‘‘want of power to do anything ;” ‘‘ weakness;” ‘‘impotence.” ‘In- 
ability” he defines (first meaning) ‘‘impuissance;” ‘impotence ;” 
“‘xyant of power.” The second edition of this work was published in 
‘1755, and was recognized established authority in 1787. With these 
definitions before me, which do not materially differ from the defini- 
tions of “disability” and ‘‘inability” of standard authors in the pres- 
ent day, I am of opinion that whenever the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent are by physical or intellectual prostration or infirmity incapaci- 
tated, the power of Congress to provide by law for “‘the case” set 
out in the clause under discussion is called into exercise. 

“Inability” or “disability” to such extent as to make ‘the case” 
contemplated by the Constitution is a question of fact to be deter- 
mined by a lawfully constituted tribunal, according to the rules of 
evidence, supplemented by such rules and instructions as may by 

statute be made specially applicable to ‘the case” in the act creating 
* the tribunal, and such as time and experience may suggest the pro- 
priety of adding to the creating act. 

Still the perplexing question remains, What is the extent of the 
term “disability,” and who is to be the judge of it? 

This identical question was asked by Mr. Dickinson in the Conven- 
tion, August 27, 1787; was not then answered, nor has it, been authori- 
tatively answered up to this time. (The Madison Papers, volume 
3, pages 1434, 1435.) 

Undoubtedly the “‘inability” or “disability” contemplated is such 
as would materially interfere with public business, with strong like- 
lihood of long or permanent continuance. The same tribunal, I sub- 
mit, which is authorized to ascertain and judge of its existence should 
also be empowered to ascertain and judge when it ceases, if there 
should be a restoration of ability to discharge the powers and duties 
of the office; and this tribunal should be selected with the greatest 
care, having in view the qualifications of its members, their freedom 
from undue influence in the result of their judgment, and their inde- 
pendence in official position, whichever way the judgment might 
fall. 

The American people would justly expect this high tribunal to be 
composed of citizens of exalted character best suited to a fair, en- 
lightened, absolutely disinterested and impartial judgment. 

WHO SHALL COMPOSE THE TRIBUNAL? 

Some say the Vice-President isto ‘‘judge.” Thiscannot be. Every 
principle of law, justice, and right reason forbids a man to sit as 
judge in his own case. Ifheis to ‘‘judge” when the disability exists, 
there is no limit to his discretion in its exercise, and equally no limit 
in his judgment as to when the disability ceases. Others say the 
Cabinet.. Like reasons forbid them. Holding under the President, 
their interest is to “judge” that he is not under disability. 

What authority, then, must determine the disability, and whether 
or not it exists to such extent as disqualifies or disables, and when 
it ceases? The eighteenth clause, section 8, article 1, of the Consti- 
tution reads: 


The Congress shall have power * * * to make all laws which shall be neces- 
sary and pro for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States, or in 
any department or officer thereof. 
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Congress exercises its power through law. Whatever power of 
ascertaining and determining the extent of the term disability, and 
of creating a tribunal for ascertaining when it exists and when 
it ceases, is in Conpress. The power being in Congress, it is within 
its discretion to frame such a law, consonant with its power, as will 
meet the case. This might be done by creating a mixed permanent 
commission, designating the incumbents of certain named offices, and 
this commission might be composed partly of judges—say the Chief- 
Justice and a certain number of justices by cireuits—and medical ex- 
perts, as the Surgeon-General of the Army and the Surgeon-General 
of the Navy. This, however, is suggestive, for if the power exists in 
Congress, as I believe and think I have shown, it is for Congress, 
within the limits of the Constitution, to determine the mode of its 
exercise, 

Upon the whole ease I believe : 

First. In case of the removal, death, or resignation of the Presi- 
dent, the incumbency of the office thereby vacant is filled by the 
Vice-President to the end of the term, in virtue of his office of Vice- 
President without other oath than his oath of office as Vice-President, 
and without other title than Vice-President acting as President. 

I am strengthened in this view by the expressions used by distin- 
guished members of the convention August 27, when the subject was 
before the body. It will be remembered that at that date there had 
not been a word said about the office of Vice-President, but article 10, 
section 2 of the report of August 6 of the committee of detail, delivered 
in by Mr. Rutledge, (see Madison Papers, volume 2, page 1226,) was 
under consideration. That report, article 10, section 2, provided that 
in case of the removal, &c., of the President or disability to discharge 
the powers and duties of his office the President of the Senate shall exercise 
those powers and duties until another President of the United States be 
chosen, or until the disability of the President be removed. Now, 
when this debate occurred, the precise duties devolved by the clause 
under discussion on the Vice-President now devolved by the report 
of August 6, then under discussion, on the President of the Senate. 
Hence the tenure as then understood as to him would apply now to 
the Vice-President. 

,_ Mr. Gouverneur Morris objected also to the President of the Senate —e ee 
ae successor to the President, and suggested a designation of the Chief-Jus 

* Provisional successor” —not President—was clearly the view of Mr. 
Morris. 

Mr. Madison * suggested that the executive powers during a vacancy 
be administered by the persons composing the council to the President. 

The expression “during a vacancy” clearly shows Mr. Madison’s 
view of the matter, and if the right to take the oath as President 
exists, then under that arrangement the whole Cabinet would take 
such oath: 

Mr. Williamson * * * moved that the last clause of article 10, section 2, 
relating to a provisional successor to the President, be postponed.—Madison 
Papers, volume 3, page 1434. 

The expression ‘‘provincial successor” shows what capacity he 
thought the officer would fill during the interregnum. 

These extracts, I submit, sustain the first point. 

Second. When the Vice-President is called to exercise the powers 
and duties of the office of President he discharges those powers and 
duties under his oath and by virtue of his office so long as and no 
longer than the inability or disability continues, and if the same 
cease then the President resumes his functions and the Vice-President 
resumes his; and the question of “inability” or “disability” is a 
question of fact, to be ascertained and determined by a tribunal 
created by law for that purpose. 

Third. The “officer” contemplated in the last portion of the fifth 
clause is an officer of the United States. Neither the President pro 
tempore of the Senate nor the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
is such officer. 

Fourth. It is doubtful if the fifth clause, first section, article 2, con- 
templates an election in case of the death both of the President and 
Vice-President before the regular quadrennial election. 

Fifth. That the power is ample and complete in Congress to pro- - 
vide by appropriate legislation for all the ‘‘ cases” set forth in clause . 
5, section 1, article 2 of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, I have now presented the results of much thought- 
and investigation. If what I have said will in any degree aid in the - 
just solution of the vexed and complicated questions arising out of ° 
the clause under discussion, I will be more than gratified. 

Fortunately, we can all approach the subject without the slightest : 
party bias. These questions ought to be met with absolute candor 
and finally disposed of before we adjourn. I have no pride of opinion ‘ 
in the matter, and will cheerfully vote for any bill that will consti+ 
tutionally meet the cases set forth in the clause; and while I do not 
believe the legislation on the statute-books does meet them, I reeog- 
nize the exceeding difficulty of solution, but have faith that the wis- 
dom of Congress is sufficient to the task, and that we will, in this: 
respect, meet the just expectations of the people. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I had expected to give the views - 
I entertain upon this proposition during the day, but the Senator from., 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] wishes to speak upon the resolution, 
and prefers to speak now. I will defer to him, as he desires to go on 
new. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the law for the succession to the..- 
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Presidency is fixed by the Constitution and by the statute, passed 
in. accordance therewith. The Constitution, after providing for the 
election of the President and the Vice-President, runs as follows: 

In case of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, resignation, 
or inability to discharge the powers and duties of the said office, the same shall 
devolve on the Vice-President, and the Congress may by law provide for the case 
of removal, death, resignation or inability, both of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, declaring what officer shall then act as President, and such officer shall act 
accordingly, until the disability be removed, or a President shall be elected. 

Under this authority of the Constitution Congress has enacted the 
following. I read from the Revised Statutes : 

Sxc. 146. In case of removal, death, resignation, or inability of both the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States, the President of the Senate, or, if 
there is none, then the Speaker of the House of Representatives, for the time being, 
shall act as President, until the disability is removed or a President elected. 

Src. 147. Whenever the offices of President and Vice-President both become va- 
cant, the Secretary of State shall forthwith cause a notification thereof to be made 
to the executive of every State, and shall also cause the same to be published in at 
least one of the newspapers printed in each State. 

Sec. 148. The notification shall specify that electors of a President and Vice- 
President of the United States shall be appointed or chosen in the several Stateg, 
as follows: 

First. If there shall be the space of two months yet to ensue between the date 
of such notification and the first Wednesday in December then next ensuing, such 
notification shall specify that the electors shall be appointed or chosen within 
thirty-four days preceding such first Wednesday in December. 

Second. If there shall not be the space of two months between the date of such 
notification and such first Wednesday in December, and if the term for which the 
President and Vice-President last in office were elected will not expire on the 3d 
day of March next ensuing, the notification shall specify that the electors shall be 
appointed or chosen within thirty-four days preceding the first Wednesday in De- 
cember in the yearnext ensuing. Butif there shall not be the space of twomonths 
between the date of such notification and the first Wednesday in December then 
next ensuing, and if the term for which the President and Vice-President last in 
office were elected will expire on the 3d day of March next ensuing, the notification 
shall not specify that electors are to be appointed or chosen. 

Src. 149. Electors appointed or chosen upon the notification prescribed by the 

receding section shall meet and give their votes upon the first Wednesday of 
ecember specified in the notification. 

Sec. 150. The provisions of this title, relating to the quadrennial election of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, shall apply with respect to any election to fill vacancies 
in the offices of President and Vice-President, held upon a notification given when 
both offices become vacant. 

There is a vagueness about these provisions, some of which have 
often been discussed, with various interpretations, that may lead 
to serious embarrassment, should they, unfortunately, be brought to 
the test of actual practice. If the succession devolves upon the 
President of the Senate pro tempore, does he thereby cease to be the 
President of the Senate? Does he cease to be a Senator? or does he 
retain the office by virtue of which he acts as President of the United 
States? Is it his duty to take the chair at the opening of the daily 
session of the Senate and his right to vote, as a Senator? to vote on 
the nominations sent by him to the Senate, and on the passage of bills 
over hisown veto? If he ceases to act as a Senator, can the Legisla- 
ture of his State elect his successor? Otherwise would not his State, 
without its consent, be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate, 
which the Constitution forbids? If he does not cease to be a Senator, 
can the Senate displace him, and thus transfer the Executive office 
to another person, by the election of another President pro tempore? 
or weuld the original Presiding Officer continue to act as President 
of the United States? or is the office of President pro tempore, a con- 
tinuing one, so long as the absence of the Vice-President, makes the 
office necessary? Does the President pro tempore hold over a recess 
of the Senate? Can the Senate elect a President pro tempore not of 
the body? Has the President pro tempore, the right to designate a 
Senator to take the chair, other than by calling him to it, during the 
session, the appointment ceasing on the adjournment? Can he des- 
ignate, in writing, a Senator to take the chair at the meeting of the 
Senate? This has been done, and the right disputed, and denied; it 
has been done again and submitted to. In 1852 Mr. King, President. 
of the Senate pro tempore, being ill, called Mr. Atchison to the chair 
for several successive days, by note addressed to him daily. But the 
Senate became restive under this proceeding, and Mr. King resigned, 
and Mr. Atchison was elected President pro tempore. In 1856 Mr. 
Bright addressed a note to Mr. Stuart, asking him to take the chair at 
the opening of the Senate. This was objected to, and Mr. Stuart was 
elected to the chair, which he resigned on the appearance of Mr. 
Bright. Mr. Foster, when President of the Senate pro tempore, ad- 
dressed a note to me, asking me to take the chair in case he should 
not be present at the opening of the Senate. The contingency did 
not occur. In the last Congress Mr. Thurman, in the same manner, 
requested Mr. Eaton to take the chair at the opening of the Senate. 
Mr. Eaton, in announcing this request, said that he would take the 
chair “if there be no objection.” Noobjection being made, he did so. 

Does the power of the President pro temporeto act as President of the 
United States, in case of avacancy in the office of President and Vice- 
President, extend beyond his own Senatorial term, or do his presiden- 
tial functions fall with his senatorial? This question has arisen under 
the State governments, whose constitutions were modeled after the 
Constitution of the Federal Government. In case the senatorial term 
of the President pro tempore ceases, does the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives succeed to the presidential functions by virtue 
of the space between the expiration of the term and the election of a 
new President pro tempore? 

Some of these questions have been settled by precedent, and others 
by resolution of the Senate; but not by act of Congress. Precedents 

may be broken: resolutions, which are merely the expression of the 
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opinion of the Senate at the time, may be rescinded or disregarded; 
and the better judgment of the body may reverse them ; the exigencies 
ofparty may disregardthem. In theearlier history of the Government 
the question whether the office of President pro tempore survived a 
recess of the Senate was unsettled. The precedents were both ways. 
I quote from a paper prepared by the late W. J. McDonald, Chief 
Clerk of the Senate, entitled ‘‘ Term of Office of the President of the 
Senate pro tempore,” and which he did me the honor to address to 
me, probably because I had held repeated conversations with him on 
the subject. 
Instances in which the ofice of President pro tempore ceased ‘at the meeting of the 
Senate after the first recess.” 

I, First session of the Fourth Congress, commenced December 7, 1795. The 

Vice-President, Mr. John Adams, being absent, the Senate proceeded to the elec- 


tion of a President pro tempore, and the Hon. Henry Tazewell, of Virginia, was 
duly elected. 

In this instance Mr. Tazewell had been chosen President pro tempore at the last 
session, was present at the opening of the Senate, but did not resume the chair 
under his appointment at the last session. 

II. Second session of the Sixth Congress, commenced November 17, 1800. The 
Vice-President, Mr. Jefferson, being absent, and a quorum not appearing until the 
21st of November, on that day, the Vice-President being still absent, the Senate 
elected the Hon. John E. Howard, of Maryland, President pro tempore. 

In this instance the Hon. Uriah Tracy, who had been elected President pro 
tempore at the last session, was present at the first meeting of the Senate after the 
recess, but did not resume the chair. 

II. Second session of the Seventh Congress, commenced December 6, 1802. The 
Vice-President, Aaron Burr, being absent, and a quorum not appearing until the 
13th of December, on that day, the Vice-President being still absent, the Senate 
ee to ballot for a President pro tempore, but came tono choice. The next 

ay the balloting was resumed, and Hon. Stephen R. Bradley was elected. 

Here, again, the President pro tempore, Abraham Baldwin, chosen at the last 
session, — present at the opening of the session and during the balloting, but did 
not preside. 

IV. First session of the Eighth Congress, commenced October 17, 1803. The Vice- 


President, Aaron Burr, being absent, the Senate elected Hon. John Brown Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 


In this instance Mr. Stephen R. Bradley, chosen President pro tempore at the 
previous session, was present on the first day of the session, but did not preside. 

But, even at this time, the precedents were not uniform. Inter- 
spersed with these were one case where the President pro tempore, elect- 
ed at the previous session, took the chair, in the absence of the Vice- 
President at the opening of the session, and one where the Journal 
of the Senate assigned, as a reason of electing a President pro tempore, 
“the absence of the Vice-President, and also of Richard Henry Lee, 
elected President pro tempore at a former session.” Then follow forty- 
seven cases from the second session of the Tenth Congress to the pres- 
ent time, where the office of President pro tempore was not determined 
by the expiration of the recess, but continued until the appearance of 
the Vice-President, or the election of another person. ‘These prece- 
dents have since been followed. In two instances of the death of the 
Vice-President the President pro tempore chosen at a previous session 
continued in the chair. In one case, the Vice-President having died, 
the President pro tempore was re-elected. In two cases, all that have 
occurred, where the Vice-President had succeeded to the Presidency 
by the death of the President of the United States, during the recess 
of the Senate, there being a President pro tempore elected at a previ- 
ous session, he resumed the chair. 

At the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, the subject of the 
tenure of office of the President pro tempore was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. Mr. Morton, from the commit- 
tee, reported the following conclusions: 

In conclusion, the ie of the committee may be thus summed up: 

1. The tenure of a President pro tempore does not expire at the meeting of Con- 


= after the first recess, the Vice-President not having appeared to take the 
¢ 


air. 
2. That the death of the Vice-President does not have the effect to vacate the 
office of President pro tempore. 


3. That the office of President pro tempore is held at the pleasure of the Senate. 

A long debate followed, in the course of which various and contra- 
dictory opinions were expressed. The conclusions having been put in 
the form of resolutions, the first two were adopted unanimously; and 
the precedents extending through the greater portion of the existence 
of the Government were hardened into formal declarations ;—that the 
tenure of the office of President pro tempore does not expire at the 
meeting of the Senate after a recess, and that the death of the Vice- 
President does not vacate the office of President pro tempore. The 
third resolution, the most important of the three—that the President 
pro tempore holds his office during the pleasure of the Senate—was 
adopted by a vote of 34 to 15, receiving all the Republican and four 
Democratic votes, The negative votes were all Democrats. This is 
but a declaratory resolution, and lacks the force of law; and the neg- 
ative was strongly argued in the discussion upon it. 

Although, in that discussion, the question was not raised of the 
President pro tempore being an officer, doubts have been expressed of 
the constitutionality of the law that devolves the Presidential office 
on him, the ground being taken that a Senator is not an officer, 
within the purview of the Constitution, when it empowers Con- 
gress to declare what officer shall act as President, in case of the death, 
removal, or disability of both the President and Vice-President. This 
view isenforced by citing the case of William Blount, a Senator from 
Tennessee, who was impeached by the House of Representatives, and 
the impeachment was dismissed by the Senate, on the ground as 
alleged, but not declared in the record, that a Senator was not im- 
peachable; and as the Constitution provides that all civil officers shall 
be liable to impeachment, it would seem to follow that a person not 
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Vice-President, the duration of his power is limited to the period of 


the disability, or the election of a President. 1t cannot have been the 
intention of the framers of the Constitution that in case of the suc- 
cession of the Vice-President on account of the temporary inability of 
the President he should continue to hold the office till the expira- 
tion of the term for which he had been elected to the exclusion of the 
man whom the people had designated to fillit. Yet a literalreading 
of the Constitution, uninterpreted by statute, mien raise that ques- 
tion. I conceive that in such case ef questionable interpretation it 
is within the power of Congress to settle it under the authority “to 
make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution” the powers vested in the Government. And the questions 
of what constitutes inability to perform the duties of the presidential 
office, who shall judge when it has arisen, and when it has ceased, 
have not been acted upon by Congress, but are left, as they stand in 
the Constitution, without the interpretation of law. 

It is plain that these and all other questions touching in any manner 
the succession to the Chief Magistracy of the Government should be 
determined, as far as possible, by law, before the practical emergency 
shall come. Congress will be lacking in foresight and in duty if it 
fails to speedily legislate in this direction. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would the Senator from Arkansas prefer to pro- 
ceed to-night ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Ido not care to proceed now, at this late hour. 
I shall not speak very long, but I desire to see in print the remarks 
which have been made to-day, especially as some of them appear to 
be in opposition to a bill which I introduced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator yield to me to move an execu- 
tive session ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in exec- 
utive session, the doors were reopened, and’ (at three o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 15, 1881. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 30, 
noes 19. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently moved to reconsider the vote, and 
the motion was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was not 
agreed to. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, was, on his own motion, excused 
from further service upon the Select Committee to make provision 
for taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining the results thereof. 

Mr. EDMUNDS was, on his own motion, excused from further serv- 
ice as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLAIR was, on his own motion, excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, was, on his own motion, excused from 
further service upon the select committee to investigate and report 
the best means of preventing the introduction and spread of Epi- 
demic Diseases. 

Mr. ALDRICH was, on his own motion, excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HAWLEY was, on his own motion, excused from further service 
upon the Committee on the District of Columbia, and the Select Com- 
mittee to inquire into all Claims of citizens of the United States against 
the Government of Nicaragua. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com- 
pany, transmitting information in relation to the affairs of that cor- 
poration ; which wasreferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORT OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT’. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of December 13, 1881, the report of the members of the last 
Board of Visitors to the Military Academy at West Point; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 

Secretary of War, transmitting a progress report of the Mississippi 





River commission, dated November 25, 1881, as required by the act 
of Congress approved June 28, 1879, providing for the appointment 
of said commission, and recommending the printing of the report ; 
which, on motion of Mr. McMILuan, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. ‘ 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, recommending that the law be amended so as to furnish the 
Executive Departments with 2,000 copies of the Official Records of the 
war of the Rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, in regard to Sawyer’s improved canister, and recommending 
that Mr. Sawyer be paid a sum sufficient to reimburse him for his 
‘expensesin perfecting hisinvention; which, on motion of Mr. Ferry, 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of Major S. M. Mansfield, Corps of 
Engineers, of the survey of Matagorda Bay, Texas, made in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 





of War, transmitting the report of Captain A. M. Damrell, Corps of 
Engineers, of examinations and surveys made in compliance with the 
provisions of the river and harbor act of June 14, 1880, at Holmes 
Creek and certain rivers and baysin the State of Florida ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of Major Henry M. Robert, Corps of 
Engineers, of an examination of the mouth of Cedar River and of the 
harbor at the mouth of Cedar River, on Green Bay, Michigan, made 
in compliance with the provisions of the river and harbor act of 
March 3, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Board of Trade of Chicago, in favor of the permanent organization of 
the Signal Corps on the same basis as the Engineer and Ordnance 
Corps; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Edward Kimball and 
others, citizens of Monroe, Ohio, and the petition of D. A. Stockslager 
and others, citizens of Farmersville, Ohio, praying for legislation 
against unjust discrimination by railroad companies; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of G. M. Gardner and others, 
citizens of Litchfield, Michigan, and the petition of H. C. Bradish and 
others, citizens of Adrian, Michigan, praying for relief from extor- 
tionate charges and unjust discriminations by railroad companies; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of citizens of Lamar County, Texas, 
praying for the establishment of a post-office at Parker’s Store, in that 
county; which was referred to thé Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB presented eight petitions of citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the tax on national banks and other banking cor- 
porations; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Clifton and Morgansville, 
Kansas, praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad trans- 
portation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William C. Hemphill, late captain 
Fourth United States Cavalry, praying for restoration to his former 
rank; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of R. P. Miller and others, 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for legislation to regulate trans- 
portation on railroads ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petivion of William E. Harrison and others, 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the abolition of taxes on banks 
and bank checks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of Hannah C. Grandin, 
administratrix of the estate of John H. Piatt, deceased, praying for 
relief; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of James M. Shaw and others, 
citizens of Maine, praying for Government control of railroad trans- 
portation ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Brattleboro, Ver- 
mont, praying for the enactment of a law which will compel railroad 
corporations and their agents and all common carriers to perform their 
duty to the public of furnishing all reasonable facilities for travel 
and transportation for a certain prescribed reasonable and just tax or 
toll without unjust discrimination; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of B. R. Noble and 60 others, 
citizens of Lexington, Sanilac County, Michigan, praying for the 
repeal of all laws fixing internal-revenue taxes on bank checks, &c. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of citizens of Sherman, Texas, 
praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Lawrence 
County, Missouri; a petition of citizens of Audrain and Montgomery 
Counties, Missouri; a petition of citizens of Gentry County, Mis- 
souri; a petition of citizensof Henry County, Missouri; a petition 
of citizens of Holt County, Missouri; a petition of citizens of Lin- 
coln County, Missouri; and a petition of citizens of Perry County, 
Missouri, praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad 
transportation ; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

RAILROADS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 

Zo the Senate and House of Representatives : . j 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
accompanying papers, in reference to the spplicstions of the a Texas, 
and Mexican Central, and the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Companies, 
for a rightof way across the lands of the Choctaw Nation in the Indian Territory, 
for the building of a socesees railroad and telegraph line. 

The matter is commended to the careful attention of Congress. 

CHESTER. A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 15, 1881. 


Mr. MAXEY. I move that the message be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
inessage from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States : i 

I transmit herewith, in response toa resolution of the Senate of the 12th instant, 


a report from the Secretary of State, with an rs paper, touching the 
proposed modification of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of April 19, 1850, between the 


JInited States and Great Britain. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 15, 1881. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 436) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of David Heustis, deceased, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 427) for the relief of sufferers by the wreck of the Govern- 
ment transport bark Torrent, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (8. R. No. 7) declaring the true intent and meaning 
of the act of March 3, 1855, in its application to the claims of the 
officers and sailors of the United States sloop Marion and United 
States frigate United States, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (8. R. No, 12) granting one month’s pay to cer- 
tain employés of the Senate, to ask to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why is that change of reference desired ? 

Mr. PLATT. Because if the bill should pass the sum would not 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, but an appropri- 
ation would be made from the Treasury. Such bills have always 
been referred, I believe, to the Committee on Appropriations, and it 
seemed to our committee that that would be the proper committee 
to consider this subject. 

The report was agreed to. ei 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
“whom was referred the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 
per cent. bonds, to report it with amendments. I give notice, also, 
that immediately after the holidays I am directed to seek the action 
of the Senate upon the bill. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 143) for the relief of Charles 
Collins, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council of 
the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and San 
Trancisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and tele- 
graph line through that nation, reported it without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 524) for the relief of the heirs of the late Will- 
iam A. Burt, inventor of the solar compass adopted and used in the 
public surveys of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Publi¢ Lands. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 525) fixing the relative rank and pay of 
certain officers on the retired list of the Navy ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 526) for the relief of Louisa Bainbridge Hoff; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE. I ask leave to introduce several bills upon a subject 
which I suppose should be considered at as early a date as possible— 
the apportionment of Representatives to Congress under the tenth 
census. The census has been completed to the extent of fixing the 
population of the different States, and in more than one State a ses- 
sion of the Legislature will be needed in the latter part of the pres- 
ent winter to adjust the apportionment. For that reason it seems to 
me that subject should be brought as early as possible before Con- 
gress. In order that the subject may be brought before the proper 
committee at once, I ask leave to introduce several bills made up 
upon different bases of calculation as to numbers. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted tointroduce a bill (S. No. 
527) making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress among 
the several States under the tenth census; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Select Committee to make provision for 
taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining the results thereof. 

Mr. HALE also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 528) making an apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress among the several States under the tenth cen- 
sus; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census and ascer- 
taining the results thereof. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 529) making an apportionment of Representatives 
in Congress among the several States under the tenth census; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee to 
make provision for taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining the 
results thereof. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 530) for the apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress among the several States, and to secure to the people of 
each State equal and just representation in the House of Representa- 
tives; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census, and ascer- 
taining the results sate 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unamimous consent, obtained Rave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 531) for the relief of Frank A. Page; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I introduce the bill by request. I know nothing 
about the merits of the question. I move the reference of the bill 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 532) for the relief of WilJ- 
iam 8S. Hansell & Sons; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 533) granting a pension to Edmund Eastman ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 534) concerning chaplains in the Navy ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 535) for the relief of Captain Horatio 
Nelson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 536) to refer the claim of Captain 
Horatio Nelson, late master of the steamship Morning Star, to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 537) to carry into effect the recom- 
mendation of the board of admirals convened under the joint reso- 
lution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander Henry 
Glass, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 538) to carry into effect the recommendation of 
the board of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved 
February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander James H: Sands, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred te the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 539) to earry into effect the recommendation of 
the board of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved 
February 5, 1879, in the case of Lieutenant-Commander Charles D. 
Sigsbee, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 540) granting a pension to 
Matthew O’Reagan: which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 541) for the relief of William W. Burns; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 542) for the relief of Major Charles C. Cresson, 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 543) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Toby, 
deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 544) to regulate interstate commerce, and to pro- 
hibit unjust discriminations by common carriers ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 545) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of C. Bruce Walker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee.on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 546) to restore certain articles of silverware to Mrs. 
Isabella 8S. McRae; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 547) granting a pension to E. G. Hoffman, late a cap- 
tain in the One hundred and sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file 
in the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave tointro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 548) to repeal taxes on deposits with banks, bank- 
ing associations, and bankers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 549) for the relief of John C. Herndon ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 550) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
dupe a bill (S. No. 551) releasing Frank Soulé, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the first district of California, and his sureties, 
from liability to the Government of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 552) to authorize the issue of silver certifi- 
cates and standard silver dollars on the deposit of silver bullion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

*Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 553) to extend to the ports of El Paso, in the State 
of Texas; Atchison, Leavenworth, and Topeka, in the State of Kansas; 
and Kansas City, in the State of Missouri, the privileges of certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 554) to refund a duplicate tax to Boehm Brothers, 
of New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 555) granting the right of way through a military 
reservation to a railroad company ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 556) to grant the right of way through the Fort 
Bliss military reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso Railroad 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 557) for the relief of William C. 
Hemphill, late a captain in the Fourth Regiment of United States 
Cavalry ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 558) for the relief of 
George Tanner, of Mercer, MercerCounty, Pennsylvania, late captain 
of Captain Tanner’s Independent Company of Volunteer Infantry, 
and others of his command; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 559) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Long; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SLATER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 560) to amend section 2322 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning possessory rights of 
miners to the surface included within the lines of their location ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 561) for the relief of Robert Stodart Wyld ; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on’ 
Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S.No. 562) for the relief of Sylvester Wilcox; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 563) granting a pension to Peter Hanselman; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 564) authorizing the appointment at large 
of one of the two civil commissioners of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 565) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviv- 
ing partner of William T. Pate & Co.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 566) for the reliefof Mrs. Mary Jane Veazie; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 567) for the relief of A. L. H. Crenshaw; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO BILL. 

Mr. ROLLINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 446) to increase the water supply of the 
city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NAVY. 

Mr. MCPHERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the recommendations contained in_ the President’s message in 


favor of a thorough rehabilitation of the Navy be, and they are hereby, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


LOTTERY TICKETS. 
Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of reporting to the Senate some provisions of law by which the sale 
and advertising of lottery tickets in the District of Columbia shall be made unlaw- 
ful and subject to proper penalties. 

I desire merely to say that I am informed this is a very growing 
evil, affecting the employés of the Departments, both male and 
female. I am not certain but that there are now laws against the 
sale of lottery tickets, but I think they are evaded. I am informed 
that lottery schemes are constantly advertised in this District, and I 
desire to call the attention of the Committee on the Judiciary to the 
subject. I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution had better be amended so as to 
direct the Committee on the District of Columbia to inquire into the 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorRILL] consent to the modification suggested ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be modified so 
as to make it an instruction to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia and not to the Committee on the Judiciary. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 
Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Education be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a copy of the report of Rev. Sheldon Jackson, D. D., upon the condition of 
education in the Territory of Alaska. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that all the subjects stated in the Presi- 
dent’s annual message be referred to the appropriate committees to 
which they naturally belong. Such an order will save a great deal 
of special resolutions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BAYOU PLAQUEMINE. 

Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate any 
information in his De ent regarding the improvement of the lock at the mouth 
of Bayou Plaquemine, in the State of Louisiana. 


PENSION OF MRS. LINCOLN. 
Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed to re 
atc, by bill or otherwise, what increase of pension, if any, should 
Lincoln, widow of Abraham Lincoln. 


rt to the Sen- 
allowed Mary 
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FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That 1,500 copies of the report of the Commissioner of the Freedman’s 
Savings and Trust Company be printed for the use of the Commissioner. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the routine business of the morning hour is 
through. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now call up the bill (S. No. 484) to amend a cer- 
tain clause in the sundry civil appropriation act, approved March 3, 
1881, which I reported yesterday from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. HOAR. I call up the resolution which was pending at the 
close of the morning hour yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therule says that resolutions which 
have been previously offered shall be laid by the Chair before the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the first resolution on the Calendar be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first resolution on the Calendar 
will be reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think regularly we should begin where we left 
off yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the reso- 
lution on which the Senate was acting yesterday, which is the unfin- 
ished business of the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no unfinished business of the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There isstrictly no unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour, but the rule requires that resolutions shall 
be laid before the Senate in their order. The Chair will lay before 
the Senate the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] which was under con- 
sideration at the conclusion of the morning hour yesterday. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Rules by Mr. Hoar on the 13th instant, which 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
to whom shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves providing for the exten- 
sion of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I disclaim any intention again to incite 
or excite any general discussion in regard to woman sufirage. The 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ] for whom I have very great 
regard, was yesterday pleased to observe that the State governments 
furnished by the Senator from Missouri and other Senators in the 
past had been no argument in favor of manhood suftrage. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have been under the impression that the American people to- 
day are the best governed, the best clothed, the best fed, the best 
housed, the happiest people upon the face of the globe, and that, too, 
notwithstanding the fact that they have been under the domination 
of the Republican party for twenty long years. I have also been 
under the impression that the institutions of the States and of the 
United States are an improvement upon all governmental theories 
and schemes hitherto known to mortal man; but we are to learn to- 
day from the Senator from Massachusetts that this Government and 
the State governments have been failures, and that woman sutirage 
must be introduced in order to purify the political atmosphere and 
elevate the sutirage. 

Mr. HOAR. Willthe Senator allow me tointerrupt him a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to disclaim the meaning which the honorable 

Senator seems to have put upon my words. I agree with him that 
the American governments have been the best on the face of the earth, 
but it is because of their adoption of that principle of equality more 
than any other government, the logical effect of which will compel 
them to yield the right prayed for to women, that they are the best. 
But still best as they are, I said, and mean to say, that the business 
of governing mankind has been the one business on the face of the 
earth which has been done most clumsily, which has been, even 
where most excellent, full of mistake, expense, injustice, and wrong- 
doing. What I said was that I did not think the persons to whom 
that privileged function had been committed so far were entitled to 
claim any special superiority for the masculine intellect in the results 
which it had achieved. ‘ 
_ Mr. VEST. To say that the governments, State and national, now 
in existence upon this continent are imperfect is but to. announce 
the truism that everything made by man is necessarily imperfect. 
But I stand here to declare to-day that the governments by the States, 
and the national Government, in theory, although failing sometimes 
in practice, are a standing monument to the genius and intellect of 
the men who created them. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts was pleased to say further, 
that woman suffrage should obtain in this country in the interest of 
education. I permit not that Senator to go further than myself 
in the line of universal public education. I have declared, over 
and over again, in every county in my State for the past ten years, 
that universal education should accompany universal suffrage, that 
the school-house should crown every mound in prairie and forest, 
that it was the temple of liberty and the altar of law and order. 

I well remember that I was thrilled with the eloquence of the dis- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


137 


tinguished Senator from Massachusetts at the last session of the last 
Congress, when upon a bill to provide for general education by a do- 
nation of the public lands he so pathetically and justly described 
the mass of dark ignorance and illiteracy projected upon the people 
of the South under the policy of the Republican party, and the Sen- 
ator then stood here oma said that Massachusetts extended the pub- 
lic lands to relieve the people of the South from this monstrous bur- 
den. What does the Senator propose to do to-day? He proposes 
with one stroke of the pen to double, and more than double, the il- 
literate suffrage of the United States. The Senator says that one- 
half the people of the United States are represented in this measure 
for woman suffrage. I deny it, sir. If the Senator means that the 
women of America, comprising one-half the population, are inter- 
ested in this measure, I deny it most emphatically and most per- 
emptorily. Not one-tenth of them want it. Not one-tenth of the 
mothers and sisters. and Christian women of this land want to be 
turned into politicians or to meddle in a sphere to which God and 
nature has not assigned them. 

Sir, there are some ladies—and I do not intend to term them any- 
thing but ladies—who are zealously engaged in this cause, and they 
have flooded this Hall with petitions, and have called their women’s- 
rights conventions all over the land. I assail not their motives, 
but I deny that they represent the women of the United States. 
I say that if woman suffrage obtains the worst class of the women 
of the country will rush to the polls, and the best class will remain 
away by a large majority. That is my deliberate judgment and firm 
conviction. 

But, Mr. President, a word in regard to the committees. I desire 
no general discussion upon woman suffrage, and simply alluded in 
passing to what had been said by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of one o’clock has arrived, 
and the morning hour is closed. The Chair lays before the Senate, 
as its unfinished business, the resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK, ] relative to the Presidential succession, 
on which the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] has the floor. 


PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr.BEcK on the 6th instant. 

Mr.GARLAND. Mr. President, accompanying the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is also a resolution offered by the 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. eres embracing the same subject-mat- 
ter of inquiry to be placed before the Committee on the Judiciary by 
instruction of the Senate. Looking to a remedy, if not entire and 
complete, a partial remedy of the difficulties that both of these reso- 
lutions suggest, I have introduced a billin regard to the Presidential 
succession, which I desire also to have referred to the same com- 
mittee. I should have been content to have had the bill simply printed 
and referred, and waited until the committee made some report before 
submitting any remarks myself upon the subject; but, as the two 
Senators who introduced the resolutions referred to have seen proper, 
and very appropriately, to express their views upon the general ques- 
tion, I have thought it but right and just that I should take occasion 
to express my views, having introduced a bill upon the subject; and 
I propose, as briefly as I can, to submit those views to the Senate this 
morning. ‘ 

We have overwhelming testimony, coming in from all sorts of peo- 
ple, that the present act regulating the succession to the Presidency 
is uncertain, unsafe, and unsatisfactory. It isa discovery not entirely 
of recent date, but as a matter of fact it has been known to a good 
many persons for many yearsinthiscountry. However, it has received 
an emphasis, it has been brought more strikingly to the public atten- 
tion, in the last few months because of the terrible occurrence which 
has overtaken the country in relation to its Chief Magistrate. That 
has brought up the country standing, to use a common expression, 
face to face with this proposition; and now an imperative necessity 
exists for considering the question at as early a day as possible, and 
giving a remedy, if remedy can be given, in the premises. 

The bill that I introduced is a very short one. It simply under- 
takes to repeal section 146 of the Revised Statutes, which now regu- 
lates the succession by casting upon the President pro tempore of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House, and then proceeds to give it to the 
Cabinet officers, or rather, as the Cabinet has no constitutional place, 
to the heads of Departments, commencing with the Secretary of State 
and going down in the order in which they are generally recognized 
and named in our proceedings, our laws, and our correspondence. 

The three speeches that were. made yesterday placed, I think, in 
most indisputable terms, in the clearest possible light, if there had 
been any question about it before, the fact that the President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 
are not officers within the meaning of the fifth clause of section 1, 
article 2 of the Constitution of the United States; and that it was a 
mistake, though a mistake committed by our grandfathers, who did, 
notwithstanding all that is said of them, commit some mistakes and 
some errors, and which has lingered upon the statute-book until this 
late day. 

I shall not undertake to repeat the arguments which have been 
made so strongly and forcibly upon that point, but I wish to say a few 
words in addition by way of strengthening the position assumed by 
the gentlemen who yesterday discussed the question. In the trial of 
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Blount, Mr. Dallas, who wasof counsel for him, states the proposi- 
tion in a few words more clearly there than I have seen it put any- 
where else. I quote from the arguments in the trial, in which Mr. 
Dallas said: 

It has been said by the honorable manager that every person who executes an 
authority is in fact an officer; but this definition is certainly too vague and exten- 
sive. Here Mr. Dallas exemplified the general principle of his argument by the 
analogies to a corporation, which has a power of making by-laws, appointing its 
own oflicers, (being members of the corporation,) and acting by a: The prox- 
ies appointed by the members (one proxy perhaps for many members) he compared 
to Senators and Representatives; but surely the proxies were never called the offi- 
cers of the corporation. When the president and directors of the corporation are 
chosen from its members, they are called the officers of the institution; so when 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives is chosen he is called the officer of the 
House, but the rest of the Representatives remain its members. The language of 
the Constitution, indeed, is pointed on this subject. ‘‘'The House of Representatives 
shall choose their Speaker and other officers.” ‘‘ The Congress may by law provide 
for the case of removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the President and 
Vice-President, declaring what officer shall then act as President.” Now the latter 
expression, ‘what oficer,” without saying ‘‘of or under the United States,”’ seems 
to be employed to admit the very case of the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, who is an officer, (an officer more confidential than any appointed by the Ex- 
ecutive.) but yet he cannot be called an officer of the United Sioa, ¥vottelings 
on the impeachment of William Blount, page 54. 


The President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives are officers of those respective bodies to be 
sure, but they are not officers of or under the United States, as the 
phraseology is used alternately in different sections of the Constitu- 
tion. Wharton, in his State Trials, in commenting on this decision, 
gives the full force and effect to it that is here contended for by Mr. 
Dallas, and he refers afterward to the expulsion of Smith, a Senator 
from the State of Ohio, for connection with Burr’s conspiracy. The 
‘Senate, instead of impeaching him, punished him by expulsion. 

Then I think it may be safely said, as has been said here, that if it 
has not been demonstrated that the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate and Speaker of the House are not officers in the meaning of the 
Constitution of the United States to come to the succession of the 
Presidency, doubt sufficient has been thrown upon it at least to re- 
quire in this inquiry the matter to be placed beyond any further cavil 
or dispute, so that we may not be confronted with that question in 
case of a succession, and that we may not be met at the threshold, 
in the very trial possibly of the Republic, in the very hour of its 
«langer at some future time, by having to inaugurate or put into 
succession either one of those functionaries. 

Now, a few words further on the difficulties pertaining to this mat- 
ter, and they are only cumulative to what was said yesterday by the 
different Senators who addressed the Senate. Kent, in the first vol- 
ume of his Commentaries, says upon this subject: 

In case of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, resignation, 
or inability to discharge the powers and duties of the office, the same devolve on 
the Vice-President. 

Then comes what I should like to call to the attention of the Sen- 
ate; it defines the position of this eminent jurist upon the much- 
vexed question as to what the term of office of the Vice-President is 
when he comes into the succession: 

And except in cases in which the President is enabled to reassume the office the 
‘Vice-President acts as President during the remainder of the term for which the 
President was elected. 

Thus showing, according to Chancellor Kent, that if this inability 
isremoved the President steps back into his ofiice and the Vice-Presi- 
dent steps out; and in that opinion, from my investigation of this 
question, I concur. Such is the clear, unmistakable language of the 
Constitution ; such is the clear, unmistakable theory of this Govern- 
ment as I understand. But further: 

And if the of€ce should, by the course of events, devolve on the Speaker after 
the Congress for which the last Speaker was chosen had expired ond before the 
next meeting of Congress, it might be a question who is to serve, and whether the 
Speaker of the Houseof Representatives then extinct could be deemed the person 
intended.” —1 Kent's Commentaries, pages 278, 279. 

That would have been the exact state of the case had there been a 
gap in the succession coming down to the Speaker of the House in 
the last three or four months in the terrible crisis through which we 
have passed. The Speakership of Mr. RANDALL, of the former Con- 
gress, had expired because that Congress had expired; the new 
Congress had not met to elect a Speaker, and hence we were in the 
critical condition at this time of having no Speaker to succeed in case 
there had been a gap down to that point. 

Mr. President, that is enough to show that the country requires a 
change in the law. That is sufficient to demonstrate, I think, that 
there must be some other expedient resorted to in order to make safe 
and clear beyond dispute, as far as we may be able to do so, the 
succession to the Presidency. 

The Senator from Kentucky yesterday pointed out two or three 
objections to the bill that I had the honor to introduce. They are 
the objections suggested by Senator Butler in 1856 in his report. 
The objections, when considered, amount in my judgment to nothing. 
If there is amy validity attaching to them, if there is any strengtl€in 
them, they can be removed by six lines, and not more, by way of 

-umendment to the bill. ' : 

The first objection, says the Senator from Kentucky, following the 
track of the report made in 1856 by Senator Butler, is that the heads 
of Departments named in the bill may not have the constitutional 

qualifications prescribed forthe President. It is true they may not. 
Then I say, in response to that, there is no such thing as making 
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a President of the United States in the face of or against the consti- 
tutional requirements. The Constitution prescribes the qualifica- 
tions ; Congress cannot directly or indirectly add to or take from them. 
But if out of abundance of caution, as legislators are sometimes in 
the habit of doing when they enact in the statute law certain portions 
of the Constitution, for fear the people have not read it or may not 
comprehend it, we can say, ‘‘provided each of such officers above- 
named shall have the qualifications prescribed by the Constitution 
of the United States for President and Vice-President ;” that gets 
rid of the objection on that point. 

The next objection is that they might be implicated as particeps 
criminis in the impeachment of the President. lt is not well always 
to legislate on these remote hypotheses, because I can show from the 
history of the Government that this would be a very far-fetched sup- 
position indeed. But a similar proviso could be inserted, ‘provided 
further, that neither of such officers above named shall have been 
implicated, directly or indirectly, in any matter for which the Presi- 
dent may have been impeached.” That would remove that objec- 
tion. 

As a matter of fact we have had one President impeached, and he 
was impeached, so far as the Cabinet officers were concerned, for re- 
moving one and for attempting to do what his Cabinet officers would 
not help him to do or would not undertake to do with him. But if 
it is to be presumed that these heads of Departments because of the 
President being liable to impeachment are to be regarded as impli- 
cated in the offense for which he may be impeached, then we reach 
that point of total depravity and universal corruption where possibly 
the succession will have to be put up and sold to the highest bidder, 
as was the case at one time with the emperorship of Rome. In that 
event it would not command respect enough for even any one to 
attend a public auction. 

These are the objections which have been preterred by the report 
of 1856 and by the speech of the Senator from Kentucky against 
the bill that I have offered. Then, why do I offer the bill? I have 
answered the objections to the bill I think successfully. Now, I pro- 
pose to give the reasons why I have introduced the bill. 

The elementary theory at the bottom of this Government is that 
its three departments shall be separate, independent, and distinct. 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. MAxry] in his well-prepared argu- 
ment yesterday on this subject quoted Mr. Madison as saying that 
it would not do to send this succession to the judiciary, for it would 
be a blending of two departments of the Government. I take that 
and apply it to the blending of the legislative with the executive ; 
that is, to going into the legislative department for an officer to dis- 
charge the duties of the executive department of the Government. 
If the argument is good in the one case it is in the other. 

What is your Executive? He holds all the executive power under 
the Constitution that is vested at all by the very first clause of the 
second article of the Constitution. Who is the proper person, then, 
to succeed him to execute those duties? Is it not an executive ofti- 
cer? The statement of the proposition is its best argument. Whom 
does the country expect to come into the exercise of the duties of the 
office but an executive officer? Whom do the interests of the coun- 
try require should exercise its duties but an executive officer? When 
the quadrennial election takes place the people of the United States 
say in their verdict at the ballot-box who shall administer the Gov- 
ernment for four years, and until a reversal of that verdict is had the 
succession, I think, by the proper rules of construction and by all 
proper rules of human conduct, should descend in that line in which 
it was fixed by the verdict of the people at the quadrennial election. 
When the Executive says, ‘‘I present this gentleman, A b, as my 
Secretary of State,” he shows his personal confidence in that man for 
the discharge of the duties of that office. If that President is stricken 
down and the succession is opened up, who would be so proper as that 
confidant of his to succeed to that office? It is not to be expected 
that we must send a man there as a usurper, though it might be 
David I, or Thomas I, or Henry I; it is expected that the office should 
be administered according to the verdict of the pores untilit is re- 
versed in the same way. The chief executive ofiicer of the Cabinet 
is therefore named in the bill. He, it should be remembered, has not 
only the confidence of the elected President, but he has also received 
the indorsement of the Senate when he is confirmed. 

Let me illustrate this. In the ups and downs of human affairs, in 
the vicissitudes of this country in considering the question ot the 
succession of the President pro tempore of the Senate or the Speaker 
of the House, suppose that General Hancock had been elected Pres- 
ident of the United States last year, and he and his.Vice-President 
had been stricken down as was General Garfield, and, turning to the 
Senate,we should find my honored, honorable, and venerable friend 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY ] installed as President pro tempore, 
and suppose he should be inducted into the office of President of the 
United States: if that had occurred, I for one should have felt 
shocked at it, as much as I almost revere him in all the relations of 
life in which I know him. Why? Because he is not in accord 
with the verdict rendered by the people in the case supposed, be- 
cause he is not in accord with the party that was given by the people 
of the country the control of this Government for four years. And 
now we are presented with the anomaly that at the present time the 
President pro tempore of the Senate, if the President was removed, 
would be inducted in the Presidency, though he supported General 






















Hancock for the Presidency against the President who was elected by 
the people, and if the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] had re- 
mained President pro tempore the same case would have been pre- 
sented. It is not such a presentation as I conceive should be made 
to the country or to the civilized world in carrying on this Govern- 
ment of the people and executing it. 

And that suggests another reason why we should stop this business 
here. The oftice of President pro tempore of the Senate is simply to 
preside and keep order, simply ‘‘tapping, tapping, and nothing 
more ;” sometimes, in cases of disorder, rapping, rapping. 

Only this, and nothing more. 

Or, it may be,when a Senator makes a dull speech, it is ‘napping, 

napping.” 
















Only this, and nothing more. 


But when you confront him with the prize of the administration 
of 100,000 offices or more in case he sueceeds to the Presidency, then 
you have the unsightly and unseemly scramble of two gentlemen con- 
tending for it, or more than two possibly, and the Senate changing 
hands with the same alacrity as an operator who resorts to sleight-of- 
hand ‘‘presto, change ;” we have one to-day and another to-morrow. 
We ought to stop it. The only way you can stop it, in my judgement, 
is to put the line of succession and descension in the Executive De- 
partments; take an executive ofiicer as known to the Constitution 
and the laws under it. 

These, Mr. President, are the main reasons I have for offering this 
bill; and the report made in 1856 by Senator Butler adopts the idea 
I have just expressed as the proper one, and says it should be adopted 
but for the two objections which I think I have replied to sufficiently, 
repeated as they were yesterday by the Senator from Kentucky, 

Now, let us look a little further at the clause under which this mat- 
ter comes up. It is a singular thing, it is really the most singular 
thing to my mind connected with this wonderful document called the 
Constitution. I read from Paschal’s Annotated Constitution, 411 
and 412: 

In case of the removal of the President from office * * * and the Con- 
gress may by law provide, &c. This and the power of impeachment are the only 
modes of getting rid of officers whose inability or insanity, or otherwise, renders 
them unfit to hold office, and whose every official act will necessarily be a misde- 
meanor. (Mr. Lawrence, 1 Trial of the President, 135.) But the editor thinks that 
the clause relates to the power to provide for the contingency which may befall 
both President and Vice-President, and not the getting rid of either. 

Now I wish the Senate to feel an interest in this question, and to 
give some consideration to this point: 

But the editor thinks that the clause relates to the power to provide for the con- 
tingency which may befall both President and Vice-President, and not the getting 
rid of either. 

So I think, sir; and I state here, as the result of my deliberations, 
and as the result of my inquiry into this matter, that we cannot pro- 
vide against the perplexing question of when “inability” arises and 
who is to determine it. Just as much has been said about that, in 
my opinion, in the Constitution as can well be said about it, unless 
we undertake to amend the Constitution and provide for it. Look at 
the language: Congress may pass a law ‘‘declaring what officer shall 
then act as President.” Itdoes not say declaring when the inability 
shall take place, or how that inability shall be determined. It sim- 
ply gives the power to Congress to say what officer, when the inabil- 
ity does arise, shall succeed to the Presidency. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator will pardon me, right there, for a sug- 
gestion. The Constitution gives Congress the same right to provide 
by law what shall be evidence of inability as to provide by law what 
shall be the evidence of resignation. 

Mr. GARLAND. I meant to discuss that, and I may as well do it 
now. The actof 1792 says, singularly enough, that the only evidence 
ofa resignation shall bea papersigned by the President and filed in the 
office of the Secretary of State. Now, suppose we undertake to com- 
ply literally with that section of the law, where are we? I say that 
law is all bosh, and I can illustrate it in a very few moments. Sup- 
pose the President of the United States now should say for some rea- 
son or some caprice or no reason at all, ‘I am tired of this business ; 
I have a notion of recuperating my fortunes in life ;” or ‘‘I have an 
idea of marrying,” or of going ‘‘o’er the glad waters of the dark blue 
sea,” and he sends for the President pro tempore of the Senate to take 
the office. He leaves the office; he goes off; perhaps he throws the 
great seal into the Potomac as James once did the seal of England 
into the Thames. According to the act of 1792 there is no evidence 
on file upon which we can act and inaugurate a new President; and 
yet we know that the office is vacant. Suppose Andrew Johnson, 
instead of submitting to being impeached, had said in a moment of 
desperation, ‘‘ No, I will go to Greenville and stay there ;” Mr. Wade, 
who y-as then the presiding officer of the Senate, might have said, 
“*T will be President,” but the answer would be, ‘‘ No, you will not; 
the only evidence of resignation aceording to the act of 1792 isa paper 
filed with the Secretary of State.” How can you make him deposit that 
paper? He has fled; he has abdicated; he has resigned; there is 
no President. 

This whole subject turns on supposition and hypotheses; I have 





















































governments. The act of 1792, then, I say, amounts to nothing unless 
the President has a mind to do what it prescribes he may do. It will 
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of letters of administration on an estate that the estate cannot be 
administered. You cannot come that here at this day. So as to the 
question of inability when Congress attempts to interfere with it. 
The law to which I have just alluded illustrates the folly of Congress 

retending to do what it cannot do, and the very enactments of the 
aw shows the inability of Congress to deal with this ‘‘inability” 
question. 

Certainly the power to determine the “inability” of the President 
is not conferred by article 2, section 1, clause 5, which gives power to 
Congress only to declare what officer shall succeed. To get under 
the general clause (article 1, section 8, clause 18) to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying into execution the granted powers, 
&e., is too general, too latitudinous, and would really make Congress 
as powerful as De Lolme says the British Parliament is, that can do 
anything and everything except make a man a woman or a woman 
a man. 

Ihave in my hand a synopsis of the constitutions of the various 
States, commencing with Alabama and going to Wisconsin, in which 
similar provisions exist as are in the Constitution of the United 
States, about the succession to the place of governor. Some of them 
have lieutenant-governors, and some have not, but all have presi- 
dents of the senate. Some use almost exactly the language of the 
Federal Constitution; some use different language. Some, in addition 
toinability, speak of the absence of the governor, &c., but no tribunal 
has ever been appointed in any State to test the question of inability. 
I propose to show after awhile that it cannot be in the nature of 
things determined in that way. Governors have been sick, govern- 
ors have died, governors have resigned, and the succession has all 
gone on regularly as far as I know the history of the States, except, 
possibly, in one instance—in the State of Louisiana, where there was 
a foot-race between the governor and the lieutenant-governor as to 
who should get in first; they ran allthe way from New York. When 
the governor of a State absents himself from the State he is then 
unable to discharge the duties of the office, because he is not at the 
place where those duties are performed, This is an inability or a 
disability. The two terms are used alternately as synonyms in this 
section of the Constitution, butthe States have no mixed commission, 
no judges, no lawyers to settle when the thing takes place. 

When you analyze the history of the adoption of this provision in 
the Constitution, you will find that it was intended to be left with 
the President and Vice-President themselves to settle the question as 
a matter of comity, it not being then supposed that in the tide of 
politics we should get to running a pro-slavery man from the South 
hitched on to an anti-slavery man from the North, or a high protect- 
ive tariff man from one section of the country and an anti-protective 
tariff from the other section for President and Vice-President. It 
was then supposed the two would be in harmony and in accord on 
all important questions. It hasso happened, however, in our polities 
that wherever a Vice-President has succeeded to the Presidency he 
has been in antagonism to the President more orless. And now here 
to-day permit me to ask—let us talk plainly without any misunder- 
standing—is there a Senatar who doubts that if it had been under- 
stood thoroughly that Vice-President Arthur was not in strict accord 
with President Garfield, or if it had been imagined that he would be 

‘alled to the chair of State in ten days after that poor man was stricken 

down, because notwithstanding the inflated dispatches that went out 
as to his condition, every man of common practical sense knew that 
Garfield ten days after he was stricken down was as dead as he is 
now for all the practical purposes of the office, he would have been 
selected as a nominee for the Vice-Presidency; and but for his sup- 
posed antagonism to the President, can any one doubt he would have 
been called to administer the government at the’ end of those ten 
days? But there isno help for it if politics driftthat way. You can- 
not provide for that “inability.” The truth is, all tribunals, all 
courts, must take notice according to the rules of evidence of who is 
President, and of his signuture, and of the seal of the Government. 
It is an awful thing to have a tribunal to determine who is entitled 
to the Presidency. Examine the interesting case that came up in 4 
Wisconsin Reports, the Barstow case, and see the argument wasted, 
there where a State court tried the right to the governorship. You 
will see that it was held that in the absence of an express statute in 
that State the courts could no more have thought of trying the right 
to that office than they could your right to the office you hold in the 
Senate. Courts do not settle such questions in a government like 
this; the courts know who is President and who is not President. 

But now suppose we were over this difficulty; suppose we were 
through with it. Let us look at the practical operation. Suppose 
we take the plan of the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Maxey, ] which I 
believe at last is as feasible as any, if not more so. You will have 
your judges; you will have your doctors. Well, they go to the White 
House and say ‘‘ Mr. A, we have a presentiment by some means or 
other that you are not able to discharge the duties of this office, and 
| we propose totryit.” Very well. The Vice-President stands off some- 
where, and of course, as his right is involved, he must be notifiqd. 
There must be a day in court for both of these parties; you must 
have witnesses and lawyers; and when would you get through with 
































given you some. Men have done such things before in the history of | the trial? How long would it take? You must have your jury to 


try the questions of fact under the seventh article of the Constitu- 
tion, and your judges. Suppose your tribunal adjudicates, *‘ A, you 
are unable to discharge the duties of this office; you must get out.” 
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Asays ‘I will not get out; I am President of the United States, and 
there is no court in the world has a right to say I am not President.” 
What are you going to do about it? Where is yourremedy? You 
have none; there is none, because, standing there, he is the head of 
where all power comes to in the end. He has the bayonet behind him, 
and he says ‘If you do not get away I will call out the militia or the 
Army to take care of you.” Where is your remedy? You have none. 

It would take a long time to try this inability question under any 
issue in which you might present it; it would take almost a Presi- 
dential term to do it. A sample is now presented in the court-house 
here where insanity is being tried—that would be inability—as to the 
man who shot down the President in the streets. 

The makers of the Constitution spoke as wisely as they could speak 
on the question. In other words, the portions of the Constitution in 
relation to the President and Vice-President of the United States are 
self-executing. Thatis the doctrine. It is not intended for Congress 
to put its fingers into that business at all, because it is interfering 
with a separate, coequal, co-ordinate department of the Government. 
Suppose you had a general at the head of your Government, General 
Grant for example, and we were at war with our antipodes in a close 
and hard-fought contest. The scales waver, victory is uncertain; the 
country demands that he shall go from here to head that army, fight 
its battles, and conduct that war. He goes. There is ‘‘inability.” 
Then the Vice-President comes in, because that is an ‘‘inability” 
under the Constitution. You can call it ‘‘absence of the President” 
if you please, but it is an “inability.” You cannot solve this diffi- 
culty. You have got to stick to the Constitution 1s it is, or you have 
to amend the Constitution, and then I do not see how you can pro- 
vide a remedy. 

That is the trouble with the question that the country is most ex- 
ercised over. It is exercised over a question that is not within the 
reach of Congress, in my judgment, in the first place, as a matter of 
authority; and if the authority were clear I doubt the competency of 
Congress to deal with the question as the exigencies of the case demand. 

Mr. President, I have said this much on the “inability” clause. I 
have given my reasons for the bill that I have introduced. While 1 
see objections to it, and while I see some that have not yet been sug- 
gested, and to which I may allude myself when the proposition comes 
back to the Senate, yet it is the best I conceive of—tirst, to make the 
succession in the line of the executive department proper in the spirit 
and meaning of the Constitution. We want no legislative officers, 
because that is a mingling of two departments ; we want no judicial 
officer, because that is a mingling of two departments; we want no 
indicial officer to interfere with this question one way or the other ; 
we have had that once, and we want no more of it. Next, the bill 
I have offered proposes to keep the succession where the last verdict 
of the people placed it, where it has a right to be until that judg- 
ment is reversed by another popular verdict. ; 

We should make the succession safe and certain, for notwithstand- 
ing the terrible vexations, annoyances, and troubles which are at- 
tendant upon the Presidential office, so well and glowingly depicted 
the other day by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. PENDLETON, ] there 
are persons yet who could be persuaded to take the office of President. 

I have thus expressed my views on the subject before the Senate. 
I put them for what they are worth into the general contribution 
that is being made. I am obliged to the Senate for its attention. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the importance of the questions pre- 
sented by the resolutions before the Senate cannot be exaggerated. 
The recent experience of the country has shown the danger of longer 
delaying their settlement. The diversity of opinion existing among 
the best minds and the ablest constitutional expounders in the coun- 
try as to the proper construction of that clause of the Constitution 
to which the pending resolutions refer warn us that if we would 
avert a possible struggle over the Chief Executive office of the Gov- 
ernment, and one, too, which probably would involve the very exist- 
ence of the Government itself and the liberties of the people, we 
should act at once, and with that thoroughness which will leave as 
little as possible to construction or to chance. 

It is not my purpose to enter into a general discussion at this time 
of the questions arising on the fifth clause of section 1, article 2 of 
the Constitution, to which these resolutions refer, as I may do when 
a bill shall be reported to the Senate by the committee to whose con- 
sideration this subject will be confided. I rise now simply‘to ex- 
press my sense of the importance of Congressional action on the sub- 

ject, and my clear conviction that it lies fully within the constitu- 
tional competence of Congress to so legislate as to remove the doubts 
and difficulties and dangers surrounding it. 

The clause of the Constitution in question reads as follows: 


5. In ease of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, resigna- 
tion, or inability to discharge the powers and duties of the said office, the same 
shall devolve on the Vice-President, and the Congress may by law provide for the 
case of removal, death, resignation, or inability, both of the President and Vice- 
President, declaring what officer shall then act as President, and such officer shall 
act accordingly, until the disability be removed, or a President shall be elected. 


é It was said by Mr. Dallas that— 


The Constitution in its words is plain and intelligible, and it is meant for the 
homebred, unsophisticated understanding of our fellow-citizens. 


And by Judge Story that— 


Upon subjects of government it has always appeared to me that metaphysical 
refinements are out of place. A constitution of government is addressed to the 
common sense of the people, and never was designed for trials of logical skill ar vis- | 
ionary speculation. j 
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A common-sense interpretation of this clause of the Constitution 
seems plainly tome to provide for twocontingencies: First,the removal, 
death, resignation, or inability of the President, devolving the duties: 
of the office on the Vice-President for the remainder of the term, except 
when “inability” of the President to act is the contingency occurring, 
and in that case only until the disability is removed; and, second, 
the removal, death, resignation, or inability of both the President 
and Vice-President, giving to Congress the power to declare by law 
what officer shall then discharge the duties of the Presidential office: 
until the disability is removed or a President elected. Congress, by 
act of March 1, 1792, has provided that the President pro tempore of 
the Senate, and in case there be no President of the Senate, then the: 
Speaker of the House, shall act as President until the disability be 
removed or a President shall be elected. 

We have been reminded since the tragic death of the late President 
that this law fails to cover the ground fully. When that deplorable 
event occurred there was no President of the Senate, and, the Forty- 
sixth Congress having expired, there was no Speaker of the House. 
If the Vice-President, now President, had died or been disabled after 
the death of the President, and before the October session of the: 
Senate, when a President pro tempore was elected, there would have: 
been no person in existence authorized by law to discharge the duties. 
of the office of President. 

Again, had there been in existence a President pro tempore of the 
Senate and a Speaker of the House, the Constitution requiring that 
an officer of the United States shall be designated by Congress to act 
as President when both the President and Vice-President are dis- 
qualified, a grave question exists as to the constitutionality of the 
law of 1792 in respect to the officers named in that law to act as Pres- 
ident, respectively, in default of a President and Vice-President, many 
believing that the Speaker of the House and President of the Senate 
are officers, respectively, of the States they represent, and not officers 
of the United States. And still another grave question occurs under 
that law, in view of the constitutional requirement that the Presi- 
dent shall be a native-born citizen, and thirty-five years old, when 
no such requirement is made as to Senators and Representatives, from 
whom the President pro tempore and the Speaker of the House are 
selected, thus making it possible that the office of President may be: 
devolved on persons who do not possess the constitutional qualifica- 
tions prescribed for the President. 

It has been shown in this debate that still further complications, 
which I will not consume the time of the Senate in repeating, which 
may be serious, and possibly vital, may arise under the law of 1792. 

There is an obvious necessity for legislation which shall cover fully 
the ground intended to be occupied by the act of 1792, free from the 
debatable questions which grow out of that act as it now stands. I 
can see no insuperable difficulty in constructing such a bill. The 
principal difficulty in this subject is found in the first proposition 
made in the clause of the Constitution just read. The removal of the 
President there provided for can only be by impeachment, which of 
course would be matter of record, a fact verified by the highest evi- 
dence. Hisdeath would be a fact equally palpable and well certified. 
The only evidence of his resignation, it isdelared by act of Congress 
of March 1, 1792, shall be an instrument in writing signed by him 
and deposited in the office of the Secretary of State. No confusion 
or uncertainty can ever arise under either of these contingencies, and 
on the happening of either the Vice-President takes and holds the 
office for the remainder of the term. But in case of the “inability” 
of the President to discharge the powers and duties of the office “the 
same shall devolve on the Vice-President.” 

Who is to determine when this inability exists as a fact? Its ex- 
istence as a fact having been determined, and the Vice-President in 
virtue of the decision having taken possession of the Presidential 


‘office, who is to determine when this fact has ceased to exist and 


that the President no longer labors under disability, so that, being 
again competent, he may reassume the office? These questions are 
not answered in the Constitution, except by construction, and the 
variety and conflict of opinion expressed by able lawyers as to a proper 
construction indicates too clearly the danger of leaving them open. 

The President in his message propounds a series of suggestions or 
queries on this subject, which present clearly the vital points neces- 
sary to be met in any bill we may pass if we would banish all doubt, 
confusion, and uncertainty from the subject. I read them from his 
message : 

What is the intendment of the Constitution in its specification of ‘inability to 
discharge the powers and duties of the said office” as one of the contingencies 
which calls the Vice-President to the exercise of Presidential functions ! 

Is the inability limited in its nature to long-continued intellectual incapacity, or 
has it a broader import? . 

What must be its extent and duration ? 

How must its existence be established ? 

Has the President whose inablity is the subject of inquiry any voice in deter- 
mining whether or not it exists, or is the decision of that momentous and delicate 

uestion confided to the Vice-President, or is it er by the Constitution 
that Congress should provide by law precisely what should constitute inability, 
and how, and by what tribunal or authority it should be ascertained ¢ 

If the inability proves to be temporary in its nature, and during its continuance 
the Vice-President lawfully exercises the functions of the Executive, by what ten- 
ure does he hold his oftice / 

Does he continue as President for the remainder of the four years’ term ? 

Or would the elected President, if his inability should cease in the interval, be 
empowered to resume his office ? 

And if, having such lawful anthority, he should exercise it, would the Vice-Presi- 


| dent be therenpon empowered to resume his powers and duties as such ? 


These suggestions were made by the President doubtless in order 
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to bring before Congress the various opinions and conclusions, many 
of them emanating from the ablest lawyers and statesmen of the 
country, with which the public press teemed a few weeks ago. I de- 
sire in the most explicit manner to record my clear conviction that 
when the President from any cause is disabled for the performance of 
his constitutional duties to the extent that he labors under the ‘‘ in- 
ability ” which under the Constitution devolves the powers and du- 
ties of the office on the Vice-President, that the Vice-President takes 
the office and discharges the duties as Vice-President, not as Presi- 
dent; that he acts as vice or instead of the President for tho time 
being, as the title or designation of his office indicates, and that when 
the “inability” ceases to exist and the President is restored to health 
the reassumes the office and the discharge of its duties, while the Vice- 
President returns to his normal constitutional position and functions. 
To hold otherwise would in my judgment do equal violence to the 
detter and spirit of the Constitution, to the theory of our govern- 
ment, and to the sovereign will of the people. The proposition seems 
monstrous to me that a President elected in the mode prescribed by 
“the Constitution and duly inducted into office for a term of four years 
who should become disabled for the performance of the duties of the 
office for thirty or sixty or ninety days, or even a year or longer, 
and.then be restored to perfect health and competence, should be 
held by reason of the temporary ‘‘ inability” to have been removed 
from the office, for that would be the legal effect and fact of it if the 
Vice-President should, notwithstanding his restoration to health, 
continue to hold the office to the end of the term, as the right is 
claimed for him todo. The Constitution recognizes but one method 
of removing the President, and that is by conviction on articles of 
impeachment. 

The masters of language who framed the Constitution knew well 
that the terms ‘‘removal,” ‘‘death,” ‘‘resignation,” each inherently 
import a final departure from the office, and equally well that the 
word “ inability” had nosuch signification, unless coupled with other 
language clearly giving it that meaning. When, as we know from 
contemporaneous history, the framers of the Constitution were more 
solicitous about and entertained graver apprehensions of trouble 
from the working of that portion of the Constitution which provides 
for the Presidential election and succession than any other part of 
that instrument, is it to be supposed that they would not have been 
clear and explicit, leaving no ground for doubt, if it had been 
intended to terminate the official existence of the President, if he 
should become disabled, perhaps temporarily only, for the perform- 
ance of the duties of the office? But it is said that this term “ in- 
ability” is intended to describe a chronic or long-continued mental 
malady, which in effect would be a permanent disqualification. I 
cannot assent to this proposition in the absence of some authority 
for it, and Ihave heard of none. The proposition is certainly not 
sustained in reason or practical experience. Presidents are, like other 
men, liable to be prostrated by disease for weeks or months, and en- 
tireiy unfitted for any business, and afterward to be restored to 
health and usefulness. The framers of the Constitution were not 
ignorant of this fact, nor were they ignorant of the fact that emer- 
gencies may at any time arise, as they are constantly arising, when 
the presence of the chief executive officer of the Government at his 
post of duty would be of vital importance to the highest interests of 
the country, and could not have overlooked the necessity which 
might at any time arise for the Vice-President to exercise tempora- 
rily the duties of President. It would be difficult to imagine lan- 
guage more apt or expressive for providing for such emergencies 
than is to be found in this clause of the Constitution, and the omis- 
sion of such a provision from the Constitution would have been most 
remarkable. 

The latter part of the clause of the Constitution under discussion, 
which requires Congress to provide by law for the “inability” of both 
the President and Vice-President, declaring what officer shall act as 
President until the disability be removed, is a clear indication of the 
meaning of the first part, which, in event of the “inability” of the Pres- 
ident, devolves the duties of the office on the Vice-President, is a lim- 
itation on it and is explanatory of it. It can mean nothing else than 
that a restoration to health, a relief from the disability, shall restore 
the constitutionally entitled person to the office, who would be the 
elected President, or, if he were dead, had resigned, or been removed, 
or continued to labor under disability, would be the Vice-President 
who had succeeded to the vacated office. A denial of this proposi- 
tion, and the assertion of the right of the Vice-President who takes 
the Presidential office during the “inability” of the President to hold it 
for the balance of the term, although the President may in the mean 
time have been restored to health, would necessarily restrict the 
meaning of the words ‘‘until the disability be removed” to the “ina- 
bility” of the Vice-President alone, excluding the President, and lead 
inevitably to the unreasonable and anomalous conclusion that the 
person elected and sworn in as President of the United States is, by 
operation of the Constitution, removed from the office by reason of a 
temporary ‘‘ inability,” while another person not elected President, but 
who goes into the office when it becomes vacant, is not removed by 
reason of the same “inability,” but remains the President notwith- 
standing, and resumes the office as soon as the disability ceases to 
exist. 

To illustrate: Suppose the Vice-President should first become dis- 
abled, and while in that condition the President should be disabled, 
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also; then would come, under the act of 1792, the President of the 
Senate, or, in his default, the Speaker of the House, who would take 
the office and act as President until the disability be removed or a 
President be elected. Suppose the disability of the President is re- 
moved and he is restored to health, the Vice-President’s disability 
continuing. The President could notresume the office, butifthe Vice- 
President after this should recover his health, he would take the 
office at once and be the President. This is the inevitable logic of 
the argument which holds that the “inability” of the President puts 
him out of office. 

Neither the argument nor the conclusion would be changed or 
varied in the least degree by supposing that the President should 
first be disabled for the discharge of his duties, instead of the Vice- 
President. Innoeventorcontingency would the President be allowed 
to reassume the office after “inability” once occurred, however early 
and complete might be his restoration, while the Vice-President would 
resume it assoon as his competency to discharge its duties was restored. 
In other words, this construction makes the Constitution discriminate 
against the elected President, and in favor of one not elected to that 
office. 

I cannot accept a construction involving such a solecism. What 
principle, what consideration of expediency or policy is it which for- 
bids the President, when relieved of his “inability,” from reassum- 
ing the office to which he was elected, which does not apply with at 
least as much force to the Vice-President who was not elected to it? 
I can imagine none. 

The framers of the Constitution were wise and patriotic men, and 
every line of their work was constructed upon the maturest consid- 
eration and based upon the most solidreason. Absurd orillogical con- 
clusions, repelled by right reason and unsustained by perfect loyalty 
to the principles of representative government, find no place in the 
Constitution unless imported into it by sophistry and false construc- 
tion. 

Doubtful language, if it be admitted that this clause of the Consti- 
tution is of doubtful import, will not be given a construction at war 
with the whole theory of the Government. That great commentator 
on the Constitution, Chancellor Kent, takes the broad ground unre- 
servedly that the Vice-President can hold the office only while the 
“inability” of the President continues, and that the President when 
restored to health resumes the oftice. The great public mind of the 
country so reads and understands the Constitution, and so it has been 
understood from the beginning. 

The power resides in Congress to give expression and potency to 
this general popular construction, and it should be done at once. 

That difficulties surround the subject there is no doubt, but that 
they are insurmountable we cannot afford to concede in view of the 
tremendous interests involved. A tribunal invested with power to in- 
vestigate and decide summarily whether or not the President is dis- 
abled for the discharge of the duties of his office, with power also to 
determine when he has been relieved of the “ inability ” and restored 
to competency, if that should occur, must be established, and it must 
be so constituted that its decisions will inspire the country with con- 
fidence in their correctness and justice. That the able committee 
called on to suggest to the Senate such a tribunal will discharge the 
duty satisfactorily I have no doubt. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, may I ask that the res- 
olution pending before the Senate be read ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Harris in the chair.) The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Beck 
on the 6th instant. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I offer the following amendment to the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, by way of addi- 
tion: 

Be it further resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, 
further instructed to inquire whether or not any additional provisions of law or 
any changes in the existing powersand authority of the Constitution are necessary 
to secure stability in the office of President pro tempore of the Senate when the 
Vice-President becomes President of the United States in consequence of either 
the death, resignation, removal, or inability of the President to discharge the 
powers and duties of his office. 

Mr. President, the importance of the questions that have been so 
ably discussed by the various Senators who have participated in this 
debate cannot well be exaggerated, because there is ae under 
our system of government that can be of more importance than the 
clearing away of all mists and doubts which can possibly surround 
the title to the Presidential office. If we look into the history of 
past times, the great convulsions of nations, the bloody revolutions 
to which mankind have been subjected in days past and in nearly 
every land, it will be found that in the majority of instances they 
grew out of disputes originating in a controversy respecting the title 
to the chief office. Hence I say that nothing can be of greater im- 
portance to the American people or their representatives in Congress 
than those discussions of the fundamental law which may possibly 
have the effect of clearing away some of the doubts which surround 
this grave and important subject. 

Now, Mr. President, it will be remembered by the Senate that the 
opinions of distinguished jurists all over the land have been read 
here upon this subject, and it was made to appear to the Senate yes- 
terday, by my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. BEcK,] that the distin- 
guished men who gave opinions upon this grave: question differed 
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nearly upon every phase of the subject—Mr. Trumbull, Mr. Cooley, 

Professor Dwight, Benjamin F. Butler, all representative men of this 
great and thoughtful people—and no two of those gentlemen arriv- 
ing at the same conclusion respecting this question. 

Sir, what is that calculated to show? If men like these cannot 
arrive at a reasonable and rational conclusion oe the true 
interpretation of the Constitution, what may be expected from the 
great unprofessional masses of the country who have never had any 
special training to qualify them for the consideration of such sub- 
jects? Isit not therefore important that all doubt should be removed, 
if possible, so that the wayfaring man may be able to read ashe runs 
the meaning of this great law upon which are suspended the liberty, 
the safety, and the peace of the country. 

It is true that I was brought up in that school of politics which 
has been characterized as the school of strict construction, the safest, 
in my opinion, that ever was brought into life on this continent 
under this system of government, and I have never been disposed to 
indulge in those latitudinous ideas respecting the fundamental law 
which some gentlemen are so fondof indulgingin. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no trouble about the meaning of the Constitution if 
we accept its plain reading, but the trouble is that gentlemen come 
up here with preconceived notions in their minds as to what the 
Constitution ought to be, and they are unwilling to accept it as itis. 
They want to ingtaft upon it their own ideas of government and of 
law, and whenever they get an opportunity to strain a word or to 
coystrue a phrase where there is no real ground for construction we 
find them giving expression not to what the Constitution is, but to 
what they conceive it ought to be. 

Now, sir, I propose in this case to accept the Constitution as it is, 
and I will show that my reading of it is sustained by authorities that 
cannot be questioned, by the history of the proceedings of the Fed- 
eral Convention in which it originated, and that the language as 
we find it recorded with reference to the question of inability is sub- 
ject to no doubt whatever if you are willing to accept the clear and 
unequivocal meaning of the men who made it. 

The fifth clause of section 1, article 2 of the Constitution declares: 

In case of the removal of the President from office, or of his death, resignation, 
or inability to discharge the powers and duties of the said office, the same shall 
devolve on the Vice-President. 

I will not read the remaining portion of the clause, for I do not 
intend to comment on that just now, because the latter part of this 
clause came up as a distinct proposition in the convention long after 
the other was determined and settled by the vote of the convention, 
and the latter received very little consideration at all. 

What is the fair, logical construction to be given to that language, 
testing it by the rules of grammar, if you will, or the rules of common 
sense? The word “ office” as employed here is the immediate ante- 
cedent, and it is a rule of grammar and of common sense that the im- 
mediate antecedent is always connected with the adjective which fol- 
lows. What right, therefore, have you to go back and say that the 
word ‘ Vice-President” relates to ‘‘ powers and duties of the office?” 

I will say here now that in every argument which has been pre- 
sented to the American people since this question has agitated the 
public mind, no escape from the conclusion that the Vice-President 
takes the office for the term has been attempted by anybody except 
upon the paltry ground that he is only to discharge ‘the powers and 
duties of the office,” and that ‘‘ the office” itself in the contingency 
stated does not devolve on him. Not one argument has yet been 
advanced by anybody, from any quarter, which attempts to do away 
with the plain reading of the organic law, that has not been founded 
upon the idea that ‘“‘the powers and duties of the office” devolve upon 
the Vice-President, and not ‘‘the office” itself. Lamentably weak 
must the cause of any man or any constitutional lawyer be when he 
has to rest his case upon such a flimsy ground ? 

In the very first draught of the Constitution submitted to the con- 
vention before a Vice-President was thought of—and we know, as a 
matter of history, that the Vice-President was brought into existence 
solely for the purpose of succeeding to the Presidential office in the 
emergency stated—but before the idea of creating a Vice-President 
was agitated in the convention, a distinct provision was put into the 
draught of the Constitution submitted covering this very question of 
inability; and how diditread? It was proposed that the President 
of the Senate, in the case of the death, the resignation, the removal, 
or the inability of the President, should take the first office. Let me 
readit. Here is the draught of the Constitution offered by Mr. Charles 
Pinckney, which was referred to the committee on detail, and it pro- 
vided on this question : 

In case of his removal— 

Speaking of the President— 
death, resignation, or disability, the President of the Senate shall exercise the 
duties of his office until another President be chosen ; and in case of the death of 
the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Delegates shall do so. 

That was the language of the draught of the Constitution before it 
was decided to create a Vice-President; but that language did not 
meet with the approval of the convention. The matter was referred 
to a committee and was further considered. Mr. Brearly, of ‘the 
committee of eleven, even after a Vice-President was decided upon, 
brought in a proposition on the inability question, which I will read. 
I have shown that in the frame of a constitution submitted by Mr. 
Charles Pinckney, and referred to the committee which was appointed 
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to investigate and report the details of a proper organic law, this 
matter was dealt with. Then the committee of eleven, with Mr, 
Brearly at its head, which was appointed to consider other portions 
of the Constitution, reported this proposition on September 4, 1787; 

The latter part of section 2, article 10, to read as follows: 

‘*He shall be removed from his office onimpeachment by the House of Represent- 
atives, and conviction by the Senate, for treason or bribery, and in case of his 
removal as aforesaid, death, absence, resignation, or inability to discharge the 
gonens or duties of his office, the Vice-President shall exercise those powers and 

u 


aties — another President be chosen, or until the inability of the President be 
removed.” 


ve 

Think of that, sir. Here was the report of a select committee that 
had in keeping this very important question bearing upon inability, 
and they submitted this proposition to the convention even after a 
Vice-President was decided upon, that in the case of the President’s 
absence, resignation, or inability to discharge the powers or duties 
of his office, the Vice-President should exercise those powers or duties 
until another President be chosen, or until the inability of the Presi- 
dent beremoved. Why wasnot that language accepted if the conven- 
tion were favorable to the idea of temporary inability,if they favored 
the idea of absence beyond the seas? Theyhad the word ‘‘absence” 
in. Theystruckitout. Ifthe case of capture was meant to be ‘ina- 
bility,” here was an opportunity to adopt a word that would embrace 
it. But what do we find? We find that when they came to settle 
down upon the organic law as it is, they struck out this language: 
they struck out the word ‘‘exercise” and substituted ‘devolve; 
they struck out the words ‘until the disability be removed” iy, so, 
far as those words related to the Vice-President, and said tha} the, 


office should devolve upon him absolutely, and they put the Constitu-_ 


tion in its present shape with this language before them which would 
have carried out the views that have been presented by the distin- 
guished gentlemen who have discussed this question. If the clause 
as reported by the committee of eleven had been adopted, then Gen- 
eral Butler’s 1dea of the organic law would have been true ; then my 
friend from Texas would be vindicated by the organic law; but that 
is not the language of the Constitution. 

The convention employed, I say, words to convey and that were 
deliberately intended to convey a very different meaning from, that 
which many distinguished men now insist upon. The Constitution 
never intended, directly or indirectly, remotely or otherwise, to, touch 
the question of temporary inability. Remember, sir, that when this 
frame of government was established the great minds who framed it 
had very little to go upon in the way of successful republican exam- 
ples, because, as I have had occasion to say before, when Mr. Jefter- 
son penned the language contained in the charter of Independence 


he had no model to guide him but the image of liberty that was. 


engraved upon his own great heart. 
It is very well for us sitting here nearly a hundred years after the 


adoption of the organic law to parade before our minds, as the Sena-_ 


tor from Arkansas did, the successful working of our State govern- 


ments, brought into life since then, respecting this power, and to, 
point to cases where the lieutenant-governor has stepped into the. 


shoes of the chief magistrate of a State and exerted, without ques- 
tion, the authority of our respective Commonwealths. I say it is 
very well for us to parade these cases before our minds now when 
we are trying to ingraft upon the Constitution a meaning that its 
framers never intended. But they had no such examples. There 
was nothing before them but one grand waste of arbitrary power, 
both here and in Europe, and I can very well imagine how they 
might have doubted the wisdom and the propriety and the sense of in- 
corporating into our organic law a provision which would lead to a 


shifting Executive as unstable and as unsafe as the sands that are, 


washed by the ocean. I can very well understand how they desired 
that whoever held the Executive office should hold it permanently 
and durably, and that he should not be in one day and out another 
day; and that it was of far more consequence to the interest of the. 
American people that their Executive should rest upon a firm stand, 
than that the individual interests of any one man should be regarded. 

I have heard it said since this debate commenced that it would be. 
a horrible thing to oust the choice of the people in the Presidential, 
office by the second in command who was not their choice. Why, 


sir, at the time the Constitution was adopted neither the people of- 


the States nor the convention that gave us this organic law had 
any idea that the people would have anyting to say about the elec- 
tion of President. It never was dreamed that the people would. 
elect a President at the time this provision was put into our organic. 
law. They had decided to leave the power to a select body of elect-. 
ors, and there were to be no persons voted for distinctly as President 
and as Vice-President. The person who had the highest number of 
votes in the electoral college was to be President, and the person 
who had the next highest number was to be Vice-President. What 
the framers of the Constitution looked to beyond anything else was 
stability in the Government and the security of the rights and lib- 
erties of a great people. The individual interests of the man who, 
happened to be floated into the Executive office were nothing, as 
they are nothing now, compared with the interests of the country 
and of the masses whose rights and liberties he is there to guard. 

So when a case arose which called for the transfer of the executive 
power from the President to the Vice-President—and the interests of 
the masses of America require stability in government and safe- 
guards against revolution and bloodshed and danger—it is far more, 
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important that such things should be prevented than that any one 
man should reign for four years in the Presidential office. That is a 
matter of no consequence at all. Such, I take it, was the philosophy 
and the reason that controlled the minds of the great men of this 
Republic when they es us the organic law in its present shape. 
They cared more for the interests of the people of America than they 
did for the individual who might happen to be elected to the Presi- 
dential office. j 

Now, sir, in the light of the history of this provision of the Consti- 
tution, how do you propose to escape the conclusion that in case 
of the inability of the President to discharge the powers and duties 
of his office the same shall devolve upon the Vice-President? How 
are you to escape the conclusion that the framers of that language 
intended the office to go just the same as in the case of death, resig- 
nation, or removal, and how do you account for the change in the 
language ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, with the permission of my friend 
from Florida, I wish to move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the chair.) Does the 
Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from Vermont for that pur- 

r0se.? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The rhotion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty-six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened; and (at three o’clock 
and fourteen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, December 16, 1881. 


JOHN P. JONES, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in 
his seat to-day. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. ROLLINS was, on his own motion, excused from further serv- 
ice on the Select Committee to examine the several branches of the 
Civil Service. 

Mr. Hutt, of Colorado, was, on his own motion, excused from fur- 
ther service upon the Com.aittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the Chair may be 
authorized to fill the vacancies that have been created in the several 
committees; and I also ask unanimous consent that he may designate 
the persons to act as chairmen in the case of a few committees where 
vacancies have occurred in chairmanships. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has heard the request 
of the Senator from Iowa. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance 
with the provisions of the Indian appropriation act approved May 
11, 1880, information in relation to the diversion of subsistence funds 
appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of May 19, 
1881, a statement of the names of the clerks and other employés of that 
Department, &c.; which wasordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of Major W. E. Merrill, Corps of Engi- 
neers, of an examination of the Clarion River from its mouth to Ridge- 
way, Pennsylvania, made in compliance with provisions in the river 
and harbor act of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, inclosing the draught of a bill to accept and ratify an 
agreement with the Crow Indians, 

Mr. DAWES. I present a paper upon the same subject, which I 
move be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, with the commu- 
nication of the Secretary of the Interior, and printed with that com- 
munication. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of S. Smith and others, citi- 
zens of Indiana, and the petition of C. W. Lewis and others, citizens 
of Indiana, praying for legislation against unjust discrimination by 
railroad companies; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented the petition of John T. Borland and 
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3,000 others, citizens of Nebraska, praying for legislation against 
unjust discrimination by railroad companies; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMDEN presented the petition of Colonel John Appleton 
and other officers of the Second West Virginia Volunteers and others, 
asking changes and modifications in the militia laws; which was: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of certain supervisors em- 
ployed in Ohio in taking the tenth census, praying for additional 
compensation for services rendered ; which was referred to the Se- 
lect Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census and 
ascertaining the results thereof. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of W. D. Brandt and others, 
citizens of Kansas, praying for legislation against unjust discrimina- 
tion by railroad companies ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of F. H. Allan, Thomas C. Hull, 
and 150 otlrers, citizens of Red River County, Texas, praying for such 
legislation as will prevent unjust discrimination by railroad compa- 
nies; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present a memorial of the mayor and city council 
of Paris, Lamar County, Texas, praying for the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council of the Choctaw 
Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railway Company right of way for a railroad and telegraph line 
through that nation. The bill having been reported, I move that the 
~ syepaaae be printed and lie on the table to be considered with the 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM presented a petition of General Johnstone Jones, 
adjutant-general of North Carolina, and others, officers of the North 
Carolina militia, in favor of the passage of a bill amending the mili- 
tia law ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 568) for the relief of Thomas Y. De Normandie ; 
oo was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

“inance. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 569) for the relief of Samuel D. Shipley ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No, 570) granting an additional pension to Watson 8. 
Bentley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 571) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 572) to fix the compensation of postmasters of the 
fourth class; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 573) for the relief Julia E. Seeley; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 574) for the relief of E. W. Blackinton; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 575) granting to the Springfield Street Railway 
Company the right to lay tracks in Mill street, in Springfield, Massa- 
chusetts; which was read twice by its title, and réferred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to. 
introduce a bill (S. No. 576) to provide for settling by arbitration 
the question of the liability of the United States for damages to the 
Norwegian bark Atlantic by collision with the United States steamer 
Vandalia, and for payment of the same; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 577) for the suppression and prevention of the 
pleuro-pneumonia in neat cattle; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 578) to authorize the erection of a statue of 
Chie?-Justice Marshall; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 579) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant 
Episcopal Theological Seminary and High School in Virginia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 580) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to examine and report to Congress a proper settlement of 
the accounts of certain land-grant railroads in accordance with the 
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decision of the Supreme Court; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMDEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 581) granting a pension to Riley H. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 

duce a bill (S. No. 582) to authorize a further appropriation to con- 
tinue the improvement of the Little Kanawha River in West Virginia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
’ Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 583) for the relief of William Beddo and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 584) for the relief of Overton Love 
and Wyatt Gilschrist ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 585) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Shannon ; which was read twice by its title, and reférred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 586) for the relief of William P. Hogarty; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 587) to repeal section 13 of the act of Congress 
approved July 12, 1876; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 588) regulating the employment of civilian clerks 
for disbursing officers of the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to irtro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 589) for the relief of Sarah McDonald; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 590) for the relief of Patrick 
Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
tile in the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 591) for the relief of Mrs. Maggie Cassiday, 
widow of the late Peter A. Cassidy, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HAMPTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 592) granting a pension to Agnes Fairly; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. BUTLER. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill (S. No. 394) to establish an educational fund and 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to public educa- 
tion, and to provide for the more complete endowment and support 
of national colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial 
education. I move that the amendment lie upon the table and be 
printed; and I shall call up the bill in a few days. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the bill releasing Frank Soulé, late col- 


lector of internal revenue for the first district of California, and his sureties from 
liability to the Government of the United States be taken from the files and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, there having been no adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers in the case of William B. 


Isaacs & Co., of Richmond, Virginia, be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to call up a resolution now lying 
on the table, which I introduced on the 14th instant, calling for in- 
formation from the Secretary of War touching aship-canal across the 
peninsula of Florida. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks 
leave to call up a resolution submitted by him. 

Mr. HOAR. My resolution was before the Senate yesterday, and 
comes up in order. I hope we shall vote on it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will only say that my resolution was 
laid over temporarily on the objection of the Senator from Vermont, 
(Mr. EpMunDs, ] which he will not insist upon. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to call the attention of the Chair to the fact. 
It is not the question of a resolution which has not been taken up. 
The resolution reported by me from the Committe on Rules was taken 
up, and was under discussion when the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] was taken from the floor by the expiration of the morning 
hour, in the midst of his remarks. Certainly his right to conclude 


his remarks takes precedence of other business under the usual prac- 
tice of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thought the Senator 
from Missouri had ended his remarks, or he would not have interposed 
when he did. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. My resolution involves no debate. It is 
merely a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Theother will be disposed of, I hope, in a few moments. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The resolution to which I refer went over 
informally on the objection of the Senator from Vermont, and I think 
he has no objection now. 

Mr. HOAR. The other will be disposed of in a moment, and I hope 
we shall vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate tho 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Rules by Mr. HOAR on the 13th instant; which 
was read, as follows: ’ 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
to whom shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves providing for the exten- 
sion of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] that the Chair supposed yesterday that 
he had finished his remarks, or the Chair would not have stopped him 
at that moment. The question is on agreeing to the resolution, on 
which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was on the eve of finishing my remarks 
yesterday when the morning hour expired, and I do not now wish to 
detain the Senate. I was about to say at that time that the Senate 
now has forty-one committees, with a small army of messengers and 
clerks, one-half of whom, without exaggeration, are literally without 
employment. I shall not pretend to specify the committees of this 
body which have not one single bill, resolution, or proposition of any 
sort pending before them, and have not had for months. I am very 
well aware that if I should name one of them liberty would lie bleed- 
ing in the streets at once, and that committee would become the most 
important on the list of committees of the Senate. I shall not ven- 
ture to do that. Iam informed by the Sergeant-at-Arms that if this 
resolution is adopted he must have six additional messengers to be 
added to that body of ornamental employés who now stand or sit at 
the doors of the respective committee-rooms. I have heard that this 
committee is for the purpose of giving a committee to a Senator in 
this body. I have heard the statement made, but I cannot believe it, 
and I am very certain that no Senator will undertake to champion 
the resolution upon any such ground. , 

The Senator from Massachusetts was pleased to say that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary had so many important questions pending 
before it that the subject of woman suffrage should not be added to 
them. The Committee on Territories is open to any complaint or 
suggestion by the ladies who advocate woman suffrage, in regard to 
this subject in the Territories; and the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to which this subject should go most appropriately, as 
affecting the suffrage, has not now before it, as I am informed, one 
single bill, resolution, or proposition of any sort whatever. That 
committee is also open to inquiry upon this subject. 

But, Mr. President, out of all committees without business, and 
habitually without business, in this body, there is one that beyond 
any question could take jurisdiction of this matter and do it ample 
justice. I refer to that most respectable and antique institution, the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. For thirty years it has been 
without business. For thirty long years the placid surface of that 
parliamentary sea has been without one single ripple. If the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts desires a tribunal for calm judicial equilib- 
rium and examination, a tribunal far from the ‘‘madding crowd’s 
ignoble strife,” a tribunal eminently respectable, dignified and unique, 
why not send this question to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims? 
When I name the personnel of that committee it will be evident that 
any consideration on any subject touching the female sex would receive 
not only deliberate but immediate attention, for the second member 
upon that committee is my distinguished friend from Florida, [Mr. 
JONES, ] and who can doubt that he would give his undivided atten- 
tion to the subject? [Laughter.] It is eminently proper that this 
subject should go to that committee because if there is any revolu- 
tionary claim in this country it is that of woman suffrage. [Laugh- 
ter.] It revolutionizes society ; it revolutionizes religion ; it revolu- 
tionizes the Constitution and laws; and it revolutionizes the opinions 
of those so old-fashioned among us as to believe that the legitimate 
and proper sphere of woman is the family circle as wife and mother 
ee not as politician and voter—those of us who are proud to believe 
that— 


A woman's noblest station is retreat ; 
Her fairest virtues fly from public sight; 
Domestic worth,—that shuns too strong a light. 

Before that Committee on Revolutionary Claims why could not this 
most revolutionary of all claims receive immediate and ample atten- 
tion? More than that, as I said before, if there is any tribunal that 
could give undivided time and dignified attention, is it not this com- 
mittee? If there is one peaceful haven of rest, never disturbed by 
any profane bill or resolution of any sort, it is the Committee on 
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Revolutionary Claims. It is, in parliamentary life, described by that 
ecstatic verse in Watts’s hymn: 
There shall I bathe my wearied soul! 
In seas of endless rest, 
And not one wave of trouble roll 
Across my peaceful breast. 


[Laughter. ] ; 

For thirty years there has been no excitement in that committee, 
and it needs to-day, in Western phrase, some “stirring-up.” By all 
natural laws stagnation breeds disease and death; and what could 
stir up this most venerable and respectable institution more than an 
application of the strong-minded with short hair and shorter skirts 
invading its dignified realm and elucidating all the excellencies of 
female suffrage? Moreover, if these ladies could ever succeed, in the 
providence of God, in obtaining a report from that committee, it 
would end this question forever; for the public at large and myself 
included, in view of that miracle of female blandishment and female 
influence, would surrender at once, and female suffrage would become 
constitutional and lawful. 

Sir, I insist upon it that in deference to this committee; in defer- 
ence to the fact that it needs this sort of regimen and medicine, this 
whole subject should be so referred. a) 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I do not desire to say anything as 
to the merits of the resolution, but I understand the sole purpose of 
raising this committee is to have a committee-room. So far asI know, 
there are some five or six committees now who are destitute of rooms 
and it would be impossible for the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to assign any room to this committee for the object which I 
understand is at the foundation of the introduction of the a : 
that is to say, to give these ladies an opportunity to be heard in some 
appropriate committee-room on the questions which they wish to 
agitate and submit. 

Mr. HOAR. They would find room in some other committee room. 
They could have the room of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, if there were no other place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution reported by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did not the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. GARLAND. As I understand, he moved to refer the subject 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator from Missouri has offered an amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; I move to refer the matter to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be reported. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri offers 
an amendment, that the subject be referred to the standing Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. [Putting the question.] Tho noes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. FARLEY called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered 
and taken. 

Mr. BLAIR, (after having voted in the negative.) I have voted 
inadvertently. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
PUGH. ] Were he present he would have voted ‘‘ yea,” as I have voted 
“nay.” Iwithdraw my vote. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia, 
(Mr. Davis, ] but as I understand he would vote ‘“‘nay” on this ques- 
tien, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. INGALLS. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi, 
[Mr. LAMAR. ] 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Bayard, Fair, Jackson, Vest, 
Beck, Farley, Jonas, Voorhees, 
Byown, Garland, Maxey, Walker, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Williams. 
Camden, Hampton, Saulsbury 
Coke, Harris, Vance, 
NAYS—31. 

Aldrich, Hale, Logan, Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, McDill, Rollins, 
Cameron of Wis., Eoin, MeMillan, Saunders, 
Conger, Hill of Colorado, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Davis of Illinois, Hoar, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Dawes, Johnston, Morrill, Teller, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Platt, Windom. 
Frye, Kellogg, Plumb, 

ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, 
Anthony, George, r, Pugh, 
Blair, Groome, Lapham, Sewell, 
Call, Grover, aPherwe, Slater, 
Cockrell, Hill of Georgia, Mahone, Van Wyck. 
Davis of W. Va., Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., 

So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question récurs on the adoption 


of the resolution. 
Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order for me to move the reference of the 
subject to the Committee on the Judiciary? 


XIII 10 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











145 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order to move to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary, the Chair understands. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I make a motion that the resolution be sent 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

I would state that I voted with some regret and hesitancy upon the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT] to refer this matter 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. My regret was owing 
to the fact that I do not wish even to seem to treat a subject of this 
character in a spirit of levity or to indicate the slightest disrespect, 
by such a reference, to those whose opinions upon this subject differ 
essentially from my own. I cast the vote because I considered it 
would be taking the subject virtually away from the consideration of 
Congress at its present session. I do, however, hold that there is no 
necessity for the creation of a special committee to attend to this sub- 
ject. The Committee on the Judiciary has within the last few years, 
upon many occasions, attempted to deal with it. Since you, sir, and 
I have been members of that committee—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will, if he thinks it necessary to interrupt me. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator, if he is willing, having 
been lately a member of the committee to which he refers, whether 
it is not the rule of that committee to allow no hearings to indi- 
vidual petitioners, a rule which is departed from only in very rare 
and peculiar cases? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will reply to the honorable Senator that the oc- 
casion which arose to my mind and caused me to remember the action 
of that committee was the audience given by it to a very large dele- 
gation of woman sutiragists, to wit, the representatives of a con- 
vention held in this city, who to the number, I think, of twenty-five, 
came into the committee-room of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and were heard, as I remember, for more than one day, or certainly 
had more than one hearing, before that committee, of which you, sir, 
and I were members. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, however, he has not 
answered my question. I asked the Senator not whether on one par- 
ticular occasion they gave a hearing on this subject, but whether it 
is not the rule of that committee, occasioned by the necessity of its 
business from which it departs only in very rare cases, not to give 
hearings? ; 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot answer whether a rule so defined as that 
suggested by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts exists in that 
committee. It is my impression, however, that cases are frequently, 
by order of that committee, argued before it. We have had very 
elaborate and able arguments upon subjects connected with the Pa- 
cific railroads, I remember; and we have had arguments upon vari- 
ous subjects. It is constantly our pleasure to hear members of the 
Senate upon a variety of questions before that committee. It may 

be only a proof that women’s rights are not unrecognized nor their 
influence unfelt when I state the fact that if there be such a rule as 
is suggested by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts of exclud- 
ing persons from the audience of that committee, on the oceasion of 
the application of the ladies a hearing was granted, and they came 
in force,—not only force in numbers, but force in the character and 
intelligence of those who appeared before the committee. They were 
listened to with great respect, but their views were not concurred in 
by the committee as it was then composed. 

We were all entertained by the bright wit, the clever and, in my 
judgment, in many respects, the just sarcasm of our honorable friend 
from Missouri, [Mr. VEsT,] but my habit is not to consider public 
measures in a nee light; it is not to consider a question of this 
kind in a jocular light. Whatever may be the merits or demerits of 
this proposition, whatever may be the reasons for or against it, no 
man can doubt that it will strike at the very roots of the present 
organization of society, and that its consequences will be most pro- 
“found and far-reaching should the advocates of the measure proposed 

revail. 

Therefore it is that I think this subject should not be considered 
separately ; it should not have a special committee—either of advo- 
cates or opponents arranged for its consideration; but it should go 
where proposed amendments to the fundamental law of the land have 
always been sent for consideration,—to that committee to which 
judicial questions, questions of a constitutional nature, have always 
in the history of this Government been committed. There isno need, 
there is no justice, there is no wisdom in attempting to separate the 
fate of this question, which affects society so profoundly and generally, 
from the other questions that affect society. It cannot be made a 
specialty; it ought not tobe. You cannot tear this question from 
the great contests of human passions, affections, and interests which 
surround it, and treat it as athing by itself. It has many sides from 
which it may be viewed, some that are not proper or fitting for this 
forum, and a discussion now in public. There are the claims of reli- 
gion itself to be considered in connection with thiscase. Civil rights, 
social rights, political rights, religious rights, all are bound up in the 
consideration of a measure like this. Inits consideration you cannot 
safely attempt to segregate this question and leave it untouched and 
uninfluenced by all those other questions by which it issurrounded and 
in the consideration of which itis bound-to be connected and concerned. 
Therefore, without going further, prematurely, into a discussion of 
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the merits of the proposition itself or its desirability, I say that it 
should take the usual course which the practice and laws of this body 
have given to grave public questions. Let it go to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and let them, under their sense of duty, deal with it 
according to its gravity and importance, and if it be here returned let 
it be passed upon by the grave deliberations of the Senate itself. 

I hope the special committee proposed will not be raised, and I trust 
the Senate will concur with me in thinking that the subject should 
be sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LOGAN rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to say just one word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to make ‘a speech; I merely desire to 
say a word in response to what the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
ARD] has said in relation to the reference to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the Senator from TIli- 
nois may proceed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, unani- | 


mous consent will be presumed to have been given for the Senator 
from Illinois to make his explanation. 


Mr. LOGAN. This question having been once before the Judi- | 


ciary Committee, and it being a request by many ladies, who are 
citizens of the United States just as we are, that they should have 
a special committee of the Senate before which they can be heard, I 
deem it proper and right, without any committal whatever in refer- 
ence to my own views, that they should have that committee. It is 
nothing but fair, just, and right that they should have « committee 
organized as nearly as can be in the Senate in favor of the views they 
desire to present. It is treating them only as other citizens would 
desire to be treated before a body of this character. 

I am therefore opposed to the reference of the proposition to the 
Judiciary Committee, and I hope the Senate will give these ladies a 
special committee where they can be heard, and that that committee 
may be so organized as that it will be as favorable to their views as 
possible, so that they may have a fair hearing. That is all I desire 
to say. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope this subject will be concluded this morn- 
ing; otherwise it is to come up constantly and monopolize all the 
time of the morning hour. Ido not think it will require many min- 
utes more to dispose of it now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will entertain a motion 


on that subject. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to set aside other business until this reso- 


lution shall be disposed of. If it should continue any length of time 
of course I would withdraw the suggestion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Vermont—— 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I feel constrained to call for the | 


regular order. 
PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The regular order is called for, which 
is the resolution submitted by the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck ] 


on the 6th instant, relative to the Presidential succession, upon which | 


the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, when the Senate went into 
executive session yesterday evening it was, as I understood at least, 
with the idea that we were to adjourn until Monday; but after that 
the vote on that subject was reconsidered and it was determined that 
the Senate should meet to-day. I am ready to go on now, but my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. VoornrEs] has indicated that he desires 
to address the Senate to-day on a particular subject in which he is 
interested, as he has to go away, and I yield to him for that purpose. 
Before the Senator proceeds, however, I desire to call the attention 


of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to. an amendment which I» 


introduced yesterday to his resolution which is the unfinished busi- 
ness of the day, and ask him if he will not accept my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Florida has been printed, and the Senator from Kentucky can 
see it. 

Mr. BECK. I have read the amendment. It extends the scope of 
the inquiry to another subject, but kindred to the one now under 
consideration, and is a very proper one for the Judiciary Committee 
to consider, and as I have a right to accept the amendment I will 
do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky can 
modify his resolution. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. RANSOM, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will now announce the 
a to committees in pursuance of the resolution adopted 
this morning authorizing him to fill vacancies. 

Mr. WINDoOM is appointed chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, in place of Mr. EpMuNDs, excused from further service as 
chairman of said committee, and in place of Mr. ALDRICH, excused 
from further service on said committee; 

Mr. HARRISON is appointed upon the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
in place of Mr. LOGAN, excused ; 
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Mr. VAN WYCK is appointed upon the Committee on Pensions, to 
fill a vacancy; : 
Mr. ALDRICH is appointed upon the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, in place of Mr. HAWLEY, excused; 
Mr. WINDOM is appointed upon the Committee on Patents, to fill a 
| vacancy ; 
Mr. HARRISON, upon the Committee on Territories, in the place of 
Mr. SAWYER, excused ; 
Mr. MILLER, of California, chairman of the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws, in place of Mr. McMILLAN, excused as chairman 
| and from further service on said committee; 
Mr. WINDoM, upon the Committee on Education and Labor, to fill 
a vacancy ; 
Mr. SEWELL to be chairman of the Joint Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, in place of Mr. ROLLINS, excused from further service as chair- 
; man of said committee ; 
Mr. WINDOM, upon the Committee on Transportation Routes to 
| the Seaboard, in place of Mr. BLatr, excused; 
Mr. SAWYER, on the Select Committee to make provision for taking 
| the Tenth Census and ascertaining the results thereof, in place of 
| Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, excused ; 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, on the Select Committee to investigate 
and report the best means of preventing the introduction and spread 
of Epidemic Diseases, in place of Mr. MILLER, of California, excused ; 

Mr. HI, of Colorado, on the Select Committee to inquire into all 
claims of citizens of the United States against the Government of 
Nicaragua, in place of Mr. HAWLEY, excused ; 

Mr. DAwWEs, upon the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment, in place of Mr. HILL, of Colorado, excused; and 

Mr. SAUNDERS, on the Select Committee to examine the several 
Branches of the Civil Service, in place of Mr. ROLLINS, excused. 

With the vacancies thus filled the committees for the present ses- 
sion are arranged as follows: 

STANDING COMMITTEES. 

On Privileges and Elections—Messrs. Hoar, (chairman,) Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Sherman, Frye, Lapham, Saulsbury, Hill of Georgia, Vance, and Pugh. 

On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Windom, (chairman,) Edmunds, Miller of Cali- 
fornia, Ferry, Lapham, Johnston, Morgan, Hill of ere, and Pendleton. 

On Finance—Messrs. Morrill, (chairman,) Sherman, Fe Jones of Nevada, 
Allison, Aldrich, Bayard, Voorhees, Beck, McPherson, and Harris.’ 

On Appropriations—Messrs. Allison, (chairman,) Logan, Dawes, Plumb, Hale, 
Davis of West Virginia, Beck, Ransom; and Cockrell. 

On Commerce—Messrs. McMillan, (chairman,) Jones of Nevada, Kellogg. Conger, 
Miller of New York, Ransom, Coke, Farley, and Vest. 

On Manufactures—Messrs. Conger, (chairman,) Hale, Sewell, McPherson, and 
Williams. 

On Agriculture—Messrs. Mahone, (chairman,) Blair, Plumb, Van Wyck, Davis 
ot West Virginia, Slater, and George. 

On Military A fairs—Messrs. Logan, (chairman,) Cameron of Pennsylvania, Har- 
rison, Sewell, Hawley, Cockrell, Maxey Grover, and Hampton. 

On Naval Affairs—Messrs. Cameron of Pennsylvania, (chairman,) Anthony, Rol- 
lins, Miller of California, Mahone, McPherson, Jones of Florida, Vance, and Farley. 
| . On the Judiciary—Messrs. Edmunds, (chairman,) Logan, Ingalls, McMillan, Tel- 

ler, Garland, Davis of Illinois, Bayard, and Lamar. : 

On Post-Ofices and Post-Roads—Messrs. Ferry, (chairman,) Hill of Colorado, Saw- 
yer, Mahone, Miller of New York, Maxey, Saulsbury, Farley, and Groome. _ , 

On Public Lands—Messrs. Plumb, (chairman,) Hill of Colorado, Blair, Van Wyck, 
McDill, Jones of Florida, Grover, Walker, and Morgan. 
| On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Bayard, (chairman,) Jonas, Call, Edmunds, 

and Allison. 
On Indian Affairs—Messrs. Dawes, (chairman,) Ingalls, Saunders, Harrison, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Coke, Pendleton, Walker, and Slater. 

On Pensions—Messrs. Teller, (chairman,) Platt, Blair, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Groome, Slater, Jackson, and Camden. 

On Revolutionary Claims—Messts. Johnston, (chairman,) Jones of Florida, Hill 
of Georgia, Anthony, and Dawes. 

On Claims—Messrs. Cameron of Wisconsin, (chairman,) Frye, Teller, Hoar, Con- 
ger, Pugh, Jackson, George, and Fair. 

On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Ingalls, (chairman,) Rollins, McMillan, 
Aldrich, MecDill, Harris, Butler, Vance, and Gorman. 

On Patents—Messrs. Platt, (chairman,) Hoar, Mitchell, Windom, Coke, Call, and 
Williams. ’ 

On Territories—Messrs. Saunders, (chairman,) Kellogg, McDill, Harrison, Butler, 
Garland, and Vest. 

On Railroads—Messrs. Kellogg, (chairman,) Teller, Saunders, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Sewell, Lamar, Grover, Williams, Jonas, and Brown. 

On Mines and Mining—Messrs. Hill of Colorado, (chairman,) Jones of Nevada, 
Van Wyck, Miller of California, Hampton, Fair, and Camden. 

On the Revision of the Laws—Messyrs. Miller of California, (chairman,) Platt, Hale, 
Davis of Illinois, and Pendleton. 

On Education and Labor—Messrs. Blair, (chairman,) Morrill, Windom, Mahone, 
Aldrich, Maxey, Brown, George, and Fair. 

On Civil Service and Retr ment—Messrs, Hawley, (chairman,) Rollins, Jones 
“po ep eres vee ene te “ Pf . 

‘0 Audit aw trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate—Messrs. Jones of 
Nevada, (chairman,) Platt, and Vance. 

On Engrossed Bills—Messrs. Saulsbury, (chairman,) Call, and Miller of New York. 

On Rules—Messrs. Frye, (chairman,) Hoar, Sherman, Call, and Gorman, 

On the eereeonent of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries-—Messrs. Mitchell, 
| (chairman,) Kellogg, Van Wyck, Frye, Jonas, Cockrell, and Jackson. 
| On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard—Messrs. Harrison, (chairman,) Cam- 

eron of Pennsylvania, Windom, Lapham, Beck, Voorhees, and Camden. 
JOINT COMMITTEES. 
On Public Printing—Messrs. Anthony, (chairman,) Hawley, and Gorman. 
On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Sewell, (chairman,) Rollins, and Pugh. 
On the Library—Messrs. Sherman, (chairman,) Hoar, and Voorhees. 
On Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. Rollins, (chairman,) Morrill, Cam- 
eron of Wisconsin, Jones of Florida, and Vest. 
SELECT COMMITTEES. 
To examine the several branches of the Civil Service—Messrs. Sawyer, (chairman,) 
Saunders, Dawes, Hampton, and Groome. 
To nate preteen le sobing se Tenth Census and ascertaining the results thereof— 
_— ale, (chairman,) Morrill, Sawyer, McDill, Pendleton, Morgan, and 
arris. 
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To investigate and report the best means of preventing the introduction and spread of 
Reson’ Diseases—Messys. Harris, (chairman,) Lamar, Garland, Jonas, ‘Teller, 

iller of New York, and Sewell. 

To inquire into ali Claims of citizens of the United States against the Government 
of Nicaragua—Messrs. Davis of West Virginia, (chairman,) Groome, Johnston, 
Hill of Colorado, and Mitchell. 

On the bill (S. No. 307) relative to admitting heads of Departments to seats on the 
floors of Congress.—Messrs. Pendleton, (chairman,) Jones of Florida, Morgan, Jack- 
son, Grover, Windom, Hale, Dawes, Plumb, and Hawley. , 

On the Potomac River Front—Messrs. Ransom; (chairman,) Jones of Nevada, Kel- 
logg, Conger, and Vest. ' 

JOINT BELECT COMMITTEE. 

On additional accommodations for the Library of Congress—Messrs. Voorhees, 
(chairman,) Butler, and Morrill. 

; COINAGE AND CURRENCY, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to express my ebligations to the Sena- 
tor from Florida and also to the Senate for the opportunity of being 
heard at this time. On the &th instant I offered a resolution, which I 
now call up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks the 
Senate to consider a resolution, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the recommendations contained in the President’s message in 
favor of the repeal of the act authorizing the coinage of silver ; the repeal of the 
act authorizing the issue of silver certificates, and the retirement of such cer- 
: ificates from circulation, be, and they are hereby, referred to the Committee on 

Yinance, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it is now nearly nine years since 
silver money was destroyed in this country by the repeal of the law 
of 1792 authorizing its coinage. This famous act of fraud upon a 
long and well settled financial policy and of wrong and injustice to 
the business and labor of the American people was consummated on 
the 12th day ef February, 1873. And then for five years and sixteen 
days it remained upon the statute-books to curse the land. It took 
the people that length of time to discover, overtake, and wipe out this 
act of unwarranted and clandestine legislation. But when the evil 
work came to be fully comprehended throughout the country, the 
popular voice was neither slow nor timid in making itself heard. It 
did not salute the ears of legislators with the soft music of asighing 
zephyr dallying with summer flowers; it came here rather with the 
fierce and commanding majesty of the hurricane in its wrath ; it came 
trom every seat of honest enterprise and industry; from the farmer, 
the manufacturer, the mechanic, the merchant, the trader, the wage 
laborer, from every class of business people, and it came breathing 
forth the indignation of a constituency who found themselves betrayed 
and juggled in a matter of domestic policy vital to their prosperity 
und happiness. 

On the 28<h day of February, 1878, the voice of the American people 
was obeyed in these Halls, and silver money, the money of Washing- 
ton, the unit of value devised by Jefferson, the money of great minds 
in every age of civilized man, the money of the Constitution, the 
money of every period and of every political party of this Republic 
until a recent day, was restored by law to coinage and to circula- 
tion. Let thatday be remembered forever in the American calendar 
as one on which a great victory was obtained, the first in many years, 
by the industrious, productive masses over the usury-gathering, idle, 
unproductive few. This triumph of popular justice was not the less 
precious to honest and generous minds because of the scenes and 
circumstances which attended it. The act for the restoration of sil- 
ver money was passed through both branches of Congress in the face 
of prophecies of evil to the country more dismal, more harrowing, 
more loudly lachrymose than any that have been heard in history 
since Jeremiah’s head became a fountain of waters and his eyes 
waste-ways of tears while foretelling the destruction of Jerusalem 
and the downfall of Israel. Idoubt if any greater punishment could 
now be inflicted on certain honorable gentlemen than to be com- 
pelled to listen to the reading of their own gloomy orations, full of 
woeful warnings and predictions of ruin if silver should ever be 
used again by the people as money. According to the inspiration 
of their prop etic and troubled souls, four years ago, the presence 
of Aaron’s golden calf in the camp of Israel was but a slight calamity 
compared to the disasters which were to fall on the American people 
because of their contaminating friendship for the bright and beau- 
tiful streams of silver which flow incessantly from their own native 
mines. 

To these dark forebodings of eminent and gifted men in the Halls 
of Congress were added the hoarse and hollow croakings of the ravens 
of the press; those sable birds of evil omen who appear to know 
everything about the wants, wishes, and ways of the national banks, 
and nothing at all about those of the —— These organs of pub- 
lic opinion, as they delusively style themselves, with frantic curses 
and imprecations, foretold the destruction of commerce, the paralysis 
of trade, and the general aay of the country as a few of the 
evils to flow from the coinage of silver. The passage of the silver 
bill was also accompanied by the groans and lamentations of the as- 
sociated national banks, expressed in many a somber memorial, peti- 
tion, remonstrance, and expostulation laid before Congress. en 
their pretended concern for the welfare of the country and their real 
concern for their own enormous profits were exposed and disregarded 
here, they bent their faces confidently toward the Executive Depart- 
ment of the Government, that last refuge, as it seems, for special 
privileges to favored classes. They were not mistaken; they did not 
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make their appeal to that Department in vain. In detiance of the 
public will, in contempt of the policy of the Government for more 
than four-score years, and in open disregard of the wants of trade and 
business, the administration of Mr. Hayessent to ushis puny protest 
against the dreadful consequences of silver money. His veto, how- 
ever, was swept aside by the Congress of the United States as peo- 
ple brush cobwebs out of their way. The bill restoring the div 
dollar to its place in the coinage laws of the Government was en- 
acted into a law, over all combined opposition, by the tremendous 
vote of 196 to 73 in the House, and 46 to 19 in the Senate. 

And now, sir, what response has the business of the country during 
nearly four years past made to the evil and vehement prognostica- 
lions against the use of silver money? Has it brought ruin; has it 
brought calamity; has it brought distress to the people? Who has 
the hardihood to say so? On the contrary, behold a contrast in the 
condition of the country. ‘The five years during which silver did not 
exist as legal currency were years of the most appalling financial dis- 
aster ever known in American history. I am speaking now of what 
all men know, and stating that which no man willdeny. From 1873 
to 1878 there was a period of mourning over lost property, lost homes, 
and lost labor in every active business community in the United States. 
It was literally strewn, like some bleak and dangerous coast, with 
the wrecks and fragments of human toil and enterprise. Honest debts 
to the amount of more than a thousand million dollars were wiped out 
by enforced bankruptcy; and the accumulation of lite-long, honest 
industry disappeared from day to day before the devastating curse of 
a false and oppressive financial system. Men and women, once in ease 
and independence, died of broken hearts, and children grew wp in idle- 
nessand want. The burning sands of the African desert, without a 
tree or flower or spring in sight, is not more cheerless or repulsive to 
the view of the traveler than these five years are and will ever remain 
to the eye of the historian. 

Of course, it is not pretended that this widespread scene of desola- 
tion was due altogether to the act demonetizing silver, but beyond 
all dispute or question that measure was an important and potent 
factor in a general scheme for the contraction and destruction of 
money and the consequent overthrow of business prosperity. It was 
one of several kindred measures looking to the same end, all de- 
signed for the benefit of money-lending usurers, all withdrawing law- 
ful currency from the hands of the people, making money scarce and 
dear and hard to get, the rate of interest high, the price of labor and 
its products low, times hard and anxious for everybody except the 
holders of capital, retired from active business, and invested in the 
untaxed bonds of the Government or in the mortgages of their neigh- 
bors at shaving, Shylock rates of speculation. The act of Congress 
by which silver was dishonored was « prominent feature in a most 
unrighteous and criminal endeavor to so contract, cut down, and 
diminish the amount of money in use among the people that the 
hoarded millions of the banker and the capitalist would have more 
power in the affairs of men than all the other powers of this Govern- 
ment combined. The dream of certain minds in this country has 
been for many years past to create in fact, if not in name, an order 
of aristocracy, a privileged class, with their rank and importance 
founded not upon intellect, culture, refinement, grace, or goodness, 
but upon their success in the practice of avarice, the meanest and 
most sordid passion of the human heart ever spoken of in the heay- 
ens above or the earth below. In furtherance of this purpose the 
possession of money, especially in considerable sums, being a badge 
of the new nobility, the common people were to have vs little of it 
as possible, and for that little to be dependent entirely on the lords 
of capital. 

In this way money, in the estimation of a certain, school of finan- 
ciers, would have at last its proper power ; its power over the lands, the 
homes, the labor of the people ; its power over the pinching wants and 
paralyzing fearsof men and women in debt; its powerto apply the lash 
and exact the pound of flesh ; its power to bend the human soul as well 
“asthe human body to its merciless service; its power to tempt men to 
sell their birth-right of liberty on voting day ; its power tocorruptelec- 
tions, debauch public virtue, and sap and mine this Republic to its 
downfall. To enhance the power of money and to enlarge its control 
of human affairs of every sort and description have been the steady and 
fixed purposes of the leaders of the party in power ever since the 
creation of the present system of national banking on national bonds. 
The coinage of silver stood in the way of these purposes; it made 
money more plentiful, cheaper in exchange for a day’s work, and 
more easy to qbtain at living prices; it filled the money markets 
with a good currency, so that the farmer, the mechanic, the manu- 
facturer, and the day-laborer could get full and fair returns for the 
various commodities they had to sell. Such napginens and independ- 
ence, however, on the part of the wealth-producing classes was a 
sight as unwelcome and hateful to the money power as the appear- 
ance of our first parents to the envious eyes of Satan when he first 

rowled through their garden of peace and beauty. Silver money 

ell, other like measures prevailed, and the consequences to the coun- 
try wiil be remembered as long as American history is read. 

‘Bat, sir, silver money has been restored to circulation, and I stand 
here to ask what crime since that event, what offense against the 
public welfare it has committed, what injury it has inflicted upon 
the people calling now for another deadly and determined assault 
upon its existence? Has it failed in any of the functions of money? 
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Has it betrayed business into confusion or loss? Sir, many causes 


have been assigned by different minds for the termination of the 
panic, the revival of trade, and the restoration of confidence in 1878. 
In some quarters all the credit was claimed for the Secretary of the 
Treasury, now the distinguished Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN. ] 
By others the healing work was assigned to the processes of nature, 
to fair weather and good crops; but whether these blessings were 
attributed to the Secretary of the Treasury orto the Almighty is yet 
an open question. There were other causes, however, far more potent 
than a favorable season to bring back hope, activity, and security to 
labor and trade, and they triumphed, not by reason of the support, 
but in spite of the opposition of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
of the Administration with which he was connected. 

It was the legislation of the Forty-fifth Congress, originating in a 
Democratic House of Representatives, which broke the nightmare 
spell of financial contraction and business prostration, renewed the 


vitality of industry, and quickened into new being every worthy | 


enterprise in the whole land. The act by which silver was restored 
and its circulation provided for by means of silver certificates and 


in coin gave a positive assurance of a much-needed, gradual increase | 


to our circulating medium. Everybody could then know what was 
coming, how much and how fast, and could prepare for business ac- 
accordingly. 

Immediately succeeding this act came another, in the same Con- 
gress, of vast and overwhelming importance—the act of May 31, 


1878. Until the passage of this last-named act the greenback money | 


of the country had been at the mercy of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 
in such quantities as he saw fit, thus rendering the condition of the 
finances unstable, uncertain, and delusive. The Secretary of the 


Treasury could contract the currency, tighten the money market, 


breed financial distress at his own will and pleasure, and it is a no- 
torious fact of history that the national banks were at all times and 
under all circumstances unceasing in their demands upon him to 
dlrive out of circulation all kinds of money except their own in order 
that they might have the whole financial field and all its profits to 
‘themselves. 

Sir, I hazard nothing in saying that it was the capricious exercise 
of this vast and dangerous power by different Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury, together with the demonetization of silver, which, more than 
all other causes combined, created the panic of 1873, and continued 
it through the dismal period that followed. Business men were in 
ignorance from day to day what would — next at the head of 
the Government to put up or to put down all values in every market. 
Accordingly, as the Secretary contracted or expanded the circulat- 
ing medium he manipulated all the markets and depressed or ad- 
vanced the prices paid for pork, beef, corn, wheat, oats, hay, as well 
as for all manufactured goods on sale. The idea of business stabil- 
ity or prosperity under such a system as this was simply the essence 
ot extreme absurdity. Iesteem it a great piece of personal good fort- 
une that I was permitted here on this floor to contribute by my 
labors and my vote to the extinction of such a monstrous abuse. By 


the act of May 31, 1878, each succeeding Secretary of the Treasury is { all for its circulation. 


He had the power to retire and destroy it at such times and | 
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which I have briefly alluded the true sources of the prosperity with 
which the country has been blessed during the greater portion of the 
last four years. By the measures of which I have spoken the cur- 
rency has been reasonably expanded by the use of silver, and our 
entire circulation has been rendered stable and uniform in value. 
This is a great work to look back upon. It was accomplished at 
every step against the avowed hostility and active energy of a Repub- 
lican administration ; and those Republican Senators and members 
of the House who aided in it did so in opposition to the organization 
of their party at the head of the Government. The results which 
have accrued to the business of the country have been glorious. 
When once the great American industries, on the farms, in the fact 
tories, in the furnaces, in the coal regions, in mercantile enterprises, 
on the rivers, and on the oceans, and in railroad circles, found that 
the ground under their feet was no longer liable, from hour to hour, 
to be shaken by the tremblings and convulsions of financial eartk- 
quakes, they sprang forward like liberated giants, put their mighty 
energies in motion in every direction, and the world has never seen 
in any age more progress in the same length of time than they have 
made. Who would now disturb them in the height of their magnifi- 
cent career by withdrawing the means on which they have so suc- 
cessfully relied? Look out over this broad land, this great brother- 
hood of States, containing, as they must and do, a brotherhood of 
people; behold all the old and familiar channels of industry filled 
with cheerful, hopeful activity, and new ones being rapidly opened 
in the South and in the West ; observe the laborer generally employed 
and fairly paid, and all classes more content than they have been for 
years, and then make answer whether this is a time well chosen in 
which to reverse the condition of the people, and return to a policy 
which scourged them as with a whip of scorpions. 

I confess that I am amazed at the recommendations of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in which he is joined by the President, on the sub- 
Under the act of February 28, 1878, at the 
rate of two millions per month, there have been coined about ninety- 
two millions dollars of full legal-tender silver money. By virtue of 
the same act there have been issued silver certificates to the amount 
of $66,663,830, based dollar for dollar on that amount of coin now in 
the Treasury and pledged for their redemption. These silver certifi- 
cates, to the amount mentioned, are now in the pockets of the people, 
performing all the offices of money in the daily transactions of busi- 
ness, and their redemption is better secured by specie than any other 
paper money inthe world. The pledge of gold for the redemption of a 
paper circulation based upon it is usually at the rate of one dollar in 
gold to three in paper, and generally at a much greater disproportion. 
On the other hand, every dollar of silver-certificate circulation has 
a silver dollar behind it, and is made receivable ‘for customs, taxes, 
and all public dues.” It is not necessary to add that such money is 
at par with gold, and stands on an equality with the best currency in 
existence. It is as eagerly sought in exchange for labor, and all the 
productions of labor, as any of the other different kinds of money. 
It has the great merit also, like the greenback, of being cheap 
money ; it costs the people no interest, and comparatively nothing at 
ilver came from the mines through private 


told in clear and explicit terms to let the greenback circulation alone | enterprise, paid the Government for its own coinage, and sixty-six mill- 


at the exact amount then outstanding, to touch not a single dollar of 
it for retirement or destruction, and to replace every worn-out bill 


| 


ions of it are now in the vaults of the Treasury, ready at any moment 
to respond to every dollar of its paper representatives. If the farmer, 


with a new one, and this he shall not fail to do under pains and pen- | the trader, or the merchant, as he reads these remarks of mine, will 


alties prescribed in the law. We sometimes hear from thoughtless 
and foolish people that the greenback cause, as it is styled, was a 
failure, and that its advocates suffered defeat. Look at the Treas- 
ury reports for the month of May, 1878, and for the month of Decem- 
ber, 1881. There were $346,681,016 of greenbacks in circulation in 
May, 1878, and there is exactly the same amount in circulation now, 
and it has not varied a single dollar between these two points of time. 
Does this look like the greenback had been whipped out of the field? 
Does it not rather appear to have achieved a great and permanent 
victory? In despite of all opposition, of all the hootings, hisses, ex- 
ecratious, and derision of its enemies, it remains a steadfast, unde- 
viating, honored currency. Its friends have triumphed, and its ene- 
mies are reduced to practical, if not silent, submission. 

Inconnection, however, with the act of May 31, 1878, securing the 
greenback from further molestation, one more step in the work of 
financial reform was necessary in order to equalize and give stability 
to the different currencies of the country. 

The experience of all nations shows that the money of a govern- 
ment which is honored by the government itself, by being received 
for public dues, will never be depreciated. Such would have been 
the history of our own legal-tender notes, or greenbacks, if the Gov- 
ernment had not discriminated against their use when they were orig- 
jnally authorized. Believing this to be true, I gave my earnest sup- 
port to a bill which came here from the House during the long session 
of the Forty-fifth Congress making the greenback money receivable 
for duties on imports. Pending that measure in this body, and while 
it was yet in the hands of the Finance Committee, the Secretary of the 
Treasury announced that he would do what the bill contemplated 
without the necessity of its passage. While, therefore, it.did not 


open his pocket-book, he will most likely find one or more handsome- 
looking notes based upon the silver coin in the Treasury, and taken 
by him as readily as he would have taken gold. 

While crossing the mountains a few weeks ago on my way west in 

company with a very distinguished citizen of my own State, the con- 
versation turned upon the question of silver currency, whether it had 
assisted to revive business from depression and bankruptcy, or whether 
silver money had, in fact, remained in the Treasury a useless, idle, 
and impotent sluggard. To my friend’s surprise, perhaps, I asked 
him how much money he had in his pocket, and requested him to 
— it. He responded by exhibiting fifty dollars in ten-dollar 
ills, four out of the five bills proving, on examination, to be silver 
certificates guaranteed by silver coin. As this gentleman replaced 
his money in his pocket, he thoughtfully remarked that the argu- 
ment was atanend. And yetit is concerning this safe, strong, con- 
venient, cheap specie guaranteed, par-circulating money that the 
Secretary of the Treasury writes the following sentence in his annual 
report now before me: 

It is recommended, therefore, that measures be taken for a repeal of the act 

— the issue of such certificates, and the early retirement of them from cir- 
culation. 

It is difficult, in moderate terms, to characterize such arecommend- 
ation. It is a wanton and, to my mind, a criminal assault upon the 
financial stability and the business prosperity of the whole country. 
It is here deliberately proposed to retire from circulation more than 
sixty-six millions of money, and to destroy it. Is it possible for any 
one to fail to foresee the consequences of such a measure if adopted ? 
Even the bare proposition to contract the currency and to disturb its 
healthy condition at this time would create disorder and panic but 


become a law, yet it accomplished the object of its supporters, and | for the faith of the country that Congress is wiser than the Executive 


greenbacks arose at once to par with gold, and have stood there ever 
since. 


Sir, none but the blind will fail to discover in the legislation to | struction of money in their hands. 


| 


Department, and will pay no heed to its recommendation on this 
subject. No greater calamity can befall a people than the de- 
On a former occasion on this floor 











1881. 





I used the following language, and it is as appropriate now as it was 
then: 


Sir, in the entire catalogue of crimes against human society not one can be found 
so awful in all its consequences, both immediate and remote, as a government 
commits when it deliberately destroys the money of its own citizens. Wherever 
in all the regions of time such measures have been accomplished the horrors of 
history have taken place. No shrinkage in the amount of money, no contraction 
of the currency in the hands of the people, was ever enforced by law to any con- 
siderable extent, except amidst broken lives, ruined hopes, despair, lost honor, 
and all the vices springing from the lowest depths of poverty and human misery. 
The worst ingredients of war, pestilence, and famine all flow from the act of a gov- 
ernment violently tearing from the hands of the laboring masses the money they 
so much need. Murder, theft, robbery, prostitution, forgery, embezzlement, and 
fraud of every hue and mien curse the land that is deprived of a full and sufficient 
circulating medium on which to give employment to its toiling men and women. 
The social statistics of mankind will show that wherever the supply of money has 
been scant and labor poorly paid, or left entirely idle, there the gallows-tree has 
borne most frequently its horrid burden ; there the jails and the penitentiaries and 
all the haunts of infamy have been most crowded. 


But the Secretary of the Treasury does not stop with the recom- | 
mendation I have cited for the destruction of good money in the 
form of silver certificates; he modestly asks for the repeal of the act 
of February 28, 1878, providing for the coinage of silver, and re- 
quests that the whole subject be left by Congress to his discretion to 
coin much or little or none at all, as he may think best. His lan- 
guage is as follows: 

It is therefore recommended that the provision for the coinage of a fixed amount 
each month be repealed, and the Secretary be authorized to coin only so much as 
will be necessary to supply the demand. 

It is very obvious that the object of this recommendation on the 
part of the Secretary of the Treasury is to drive silver entirely out 
of circulation. This will be seen from the fact that he attempts in 
his report to show that there is no demand for silver, and aims to 
make a false impression that it has been difficult to put silver money 
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in circulation. I quote as follows from his report: 

As required by the act of February 28, 1878, the Department has caused to be 
coined into standard silver dollars each month at least $2,000,000 in value of bull- 
ion of that metal. Constant efforts have been made to give circulation to this coin, 
the expense of transferring it. to all points where it was called’ for having been 
~~ by the Government. Only about thirty-four millions are now in circulation, 

eaving more than sixty-six millions in the vaults, and there is no apparent reason 
why its circulation should rapidly increase. 

Sir, what must be thought of the candor or the intelligence of this 
public officer in speaking of sixty-six millions of silver in the vaults 
with no apparent reason for an increase of its circulation, when in 
point of fact every dollar of it is now in circulation in the form of a 
paper currency resting upon a specie basis? He complains that sixty- 
six millions of silver coin are in the vaults of the Treasury, and will 
not circulate, although great efforts have been made to that effect, 
while in the same document it appears that sixty-six millions of par 
paper money based on this very coin is in circulation in every State 
in the Union. A perusal of the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shows a silver circulation in round numbers of a hundred mill- 
ions, sixty-six millions in certificates, and thirty-four millions in coin 
passing from hand to hand. All that has been coined under the act 
of February 28, 1878, is in circulation, and a considerable amount in 
addition which has reached us from other sources: Does this state 
of facts warrant the Secretary in trying to make the impression that 
silver money is a drug and a failure, and that the people do not want 
it? Who can justify this assault upon the existence of a hundred 
millions of currency possessed of the same purchasing power as gold? 
I denounce it, and challenge the friends of such a policy, if it has any 
here, to come to its rescue. Let those who will or dare stand forth 
as its champions. This issue, thus forced without reason or justice 
upon the country, will be met by the country, and its authors will be 
sternly rebuked. 

Such a movement, however, against financial stability and security 
must necessarily have a powerful inspiration in some deeply inter- 
ested quarter. We are not left in doubt at all as to the source of 
that inspiration. In connection with the proposed retirement of sil- 
vey, and in order to quiet the fear in the public mind of a destrue- 
tive financial contraction, the Secretary, as the mouth-piece of the 
banks, is good enough to say in his report: 

There need be no apprehension of a too limited paper circulation, The national 
banks are ready to issue their notes in such quantity as the laws of trade demand, 
and as security therefor the Government will hold an equivalent in its own bonds. 

With what supreme, and, I might say, insolent complacency the 
entire welfare of the people is here handed over, in few words, to 
the care of moneyed corporations, whose tenderest mercies are legal- 
ized cruelty and multiplied usuries. We are told that the national 
banks are ready to issue their notes in place of the silver currency 
marked for destruction, and to do so in such quantity as the lawg of 
trade demand, the banks themselves, of course, being the judges of 
the laws of trade and of their demands. The country is to depend, 
in other words, on the interest or the generosity of the banks for its 
supply of money. 

Sir, it is not my desire to indulge in harsh criticism on any class, 
but in my opinion the men of all others least qualified by knowledge, 
unselfishness, or breadth of views to pass upon the wants of the ‘ - 
borer and of active business are the average national bankers of the 
United States at this time. Absorbed in money-getting for them- 
selves, their vision of duty bounded by their own interests, and their 
desires concentrated on large dividends and rich profits, they know 
but little and care nothing about the great pulsating tide of human 





‘ oad aon 
effort and human progress which is bearing the world forward. The’ 
question here presented by the Secretary of the Treasury is whether 
to such minds shall be surrendered the entire control of supply and cir- 
culation of the currency. Who is ready tosupportsuch a proposition? 
Has national-bank money been furnished at so little expense to the 
people that they want it to take the place of all other kinds? I do 
not wonder that the banks want a total monopoly of the currency, but 
it is astounding to me that tax-payers should be willing for them to 
have any control at all of that vital question. The desire of the 
banks to destroy silver and greenbacks is very easily understood. 

The profits of national boning under our present system have been, 
and continue to be, something almost fabulous, and it is natural that 
those engaged in it should desire to expand their operations over the 
entire currency of the country. Thisis the solution of their ceaseless 
agitation for more power over the finances. Buta short time ago they 
were demanding, through the Executive and the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, now the Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. Ce | ee the legal- 
tender, debt-paying quality of over three hundred and forty-six mill- 
ions of greenbacks, then at par with gold, should be withdrawn, and 
that this money, costing the people nothing for its circulation, should 
be left to perish by the wayside. This was to be done in order that 
the banks might issue their notes in its place “in such quantity as the 
laws of trade demand,” according to the broad discretion now con- 
ceded by the Secretary. Let us look, however, for a moment in this 
connection at the cost to the people of bank-note currency and see 
whether a circulating medium so expensive should supplant all others. 
The bank-note circulation has averaged in round numbers about 
$280,000,000 during the last eighteen years. Government bonds, 
owned by the bankers and drawing interest from the labor of the 
people, were pledged to the amount of over $320,000,000 for the se- 
curity of this circulation. 

The interest paid by the people and received by the banks on these 
bonds may be stated at an average of not less than $17,000,000 a year; 
this, for eighteen years, amounting to over $300,000,000 for the bless- 
ings of bank money. By adding to this interest account the profits 
of the banks on their circulation and their deposits, it will be found 
that they have received enough gains from the pockets of the people 
since their creation to pay off two-thirds at least of the eitenaldabs. 
And these vast sums have been paid to the banks simply for the privi- 
lege of receiving through their hands a little more than one-third of 
our currency, of no better quality than the other currencies for whose 
circulation there was no tax on anybody. Is thissuch a showing as to 
entice Congress to abandon the whole financial question to the banks? 

Why will not these financial corporations learn wisdom in time, 
and forbear their greedy and repulsive demands? We have heard 
here, and elsewhere, many earnest admonitions against financial agi- 
tation. Who have been the agitators, those who make new, arrogant, 
and avaricious demands at each new session of Congress, or those who 
stand here to resist encroachment and oppression upon the rights and 
labor of the people? Who are the agitators now? Am I to be stig- 
matized as such because I oppose a measure of financial agitation, of 
business disturbance, and of widespread disaster? Every financial 
agitation, from that of March, 1869, changing the contract under which 
the bonds were to be paid, to the present hour, has been forced upon 
Congress and the country by the insatiate, relentless demands of the 
banks and the owners of bonds for unjust and unrighteous privileges, 
powers, and profits. I can safely appeal to history and challenge its 
records for the truth of this statement. 

Sir, unless Iam much mistaken the safety of the banks depends 
largely upon a different line of conduct on their part hereafter. The 
people are weary and alarmed at their persistent agitation of the 
business of the country in order to promote their own selfish ends. If 
they push forward in the course they have pursued heretofore, it is 
only a question of time, when the people will turn on them and ren- 
der them powerless. They will, of course, langh such a prediction to 
scorn now. A half century ago there was a financial ideas in this 
country that did the same when its arrogance was rebuked and its 
doom foretold. The old United States Bank carried its head as high 
and believed as much in the power of its money ds the associated 
banks do now. It had power enough in the Senate of the United 
States to censure Andrew Jackson by a formal resolution, and to de- 
feat the confirmation of a Secretary of the Treasury and the Govern- 
ment directors of the bank; it had power enough to prevent its own 
investigation by a committee of the House of Representatives, and 
on the other hand to obtain a friendly committee from the Senate to 
investigate its affairs for the purpose of seeing and reporting them 
favorably. It had the power to. convulse the country in all it bor- 
ders and to command the devoted services of transcendent talents ; 
yet it had gone too far in its spirit of domination, and I have before 
me a most significant and instructive picture of its condition as it fell 
fromitshigh estate. In Benton’s Thirty Years’ View of the Senate will 
be found copied from the Philadelphia papers of that period the fol- 
lowing extracts portraying the dying throes of a once omnipotent 
financial corporation : 

1. ‘Resolved, (by the stockholders,) That it is expedient forthe Bank of the United 
States to make a general assignment of the real and personal estate, goods and 
chattels, rights and credits whatsoever, and wheresoever, of the said corporation, 
to five persons, for the payment or securing of the debts of the same—agreeably to 
the provisions of the acts of Assembly of this Commonwealth, (Pennay!vania.) rm 


2. “It is known that measures have been taken to reseue the property of this 
shattered institution from impending peril, and to recover as much as possible of 


150 


those enormous bounties which it was conceded had been paid by its late man- 
agers to trading Y 
to it during its charter-seeking and ee ae ort : 

3. ‘The amount of the suit instituted by the Bank of the United States against 
Mr. N. Biddle is $1,018,000, paid out during his administration, for which no vouch- 
ers can be found.” 
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iticians and mercenary publishers for corrupt services, rendered the resolution. 


| 


4. ** The United States Bank is a perfect wreck, and is seemingly the prey of the | 
officers and their friends, which are making away with its choicest assets by sell- | 


ing them to each other, and taking pay in the depreciated paper of the South.” 


5. ** Besides its own stock of thirty-five millions, which is sunk, the bank car- | 
ries down with it a great many other institutions and companies, involving a loss | 
of about twenty-one millions more—naking a loss of fifty-six millions—besides | 


injuries to individuals.” 

6. “‘ There is no price for the United States Bank stock. Some shares are sold, but 
as lottery tickets would be. The mass of the stockholders stand and look on, as 
passengers on a ship that is going down, and from which there is no escape.” 

7. “ By virtue of a writ of venditioni exponas, directed to the sheriff of the city and 
county of Philadelphia, will be exposed to public sale to the highest bidder, on 


Friday, the 4th day of November next, the marble house and the grounds known | 


as the Bank of the United States,” &c. 

8. “ By virtue of a writ levari facias to me directed, will be exposed to public sale the 
estate known as ‘ Andalusia,’ ninety-nine and a half acres, one of the most highly 
improved places in Philadelphia; the mansion-house and outhouses and offices ail 
on the most splendid scale; the greenhouses, hot-houses, and conservatories ex- 
tensive and useful; taken as the property of Nicholas Biddle.” 


9. * To the honorable court of general sessions: The grand jury for the county of | 


Philadelphia respectfully submit to the court, on their oaths and aftirmations, that 
certain officers connected with the United States Bank have been guilty of a gross 
violation of the law, colluding together to defraud those stockholders who had 


trusted their property to be preserved by them, and that there is good ground | , 


to warrant a prosecution of such persons for criminal offenses, which the grand 
jury do now present to the court, and ask that the attorney-general be directed 


to send up for the action of the grand jury bills of indictment against Nicholas | 
Biddle, Samuel Jaudon, John Andrews, and others to the grand jury unknown, | 


for a conspiracy to defraud the stockholders in the Bank of the United States of 
the sums of,” &c 


10. “ Bills of indictment have been found against Nicholas Biddle, Samuel Jaudon, | 


and John Andrews, according to the presentment of the grand jury; and bench 
warrants issued, which have been executed upon them. 


11. “Examination of Nicholas Biddle and others before Recorder Vaux.—Yesterday | 


afternoon the crowd and excitement in and about the court-room where the exam- 
ination was to take place was even greater than the day before. The court-room 
doors were kept closed up to within a few minutes of four o'clock, the crowd out- 
side blocking up every avenue leading to the room. When the doors were thrown 
open it was immediately filled to overtiowing. At four the recorder took his seat, 


and announcing that he was ready to proceed, the defendants were called, and sev- | 


erally answered to their names,” &c. 

12. “On Tuesday, the 18th, the examination of Nicholas Biddle and.others was 
continued and concluded, and the recorder ordered that Nicholas Biddle, Thomas 
Dunlop, John Andrews, Samuel Jandon, and Joseph Cowperthwaite each enter 
into a separate recognizance, with two or more sufficient sureties, in the sum of 
$10,000 for their appearance at the present session of the court of general sessions 
for the city and county of Philadelphia to answer the crime of which they thus 
stand charged.” 

13. ** Nicholas Biddle and those indicted with him have been carried upon writs 
of habeas corpus before the Judges Barton, Conrad, and Doran, and discharged 
trom the custody of the sheriff.” 

14. ‘‘ The criminal proceedings against these former officers of the bank of the 
United States have been brought toaclose. To get rid of the charges against 
them without trial of the facts against them, before a jury, they had themselves 


surrendered by their bail, and sued out writs of habeas corpus for the release of | 
The opinions of the judges, the proceedings having been concluded, | 
The opinions of Judges Barton and Conrad were for their | 
They were accordingly dis- | 


their persons. 
were delivered yesterday. 
discharge; that of Judge Doran was unfavorable. 
charged. The ome of the community is intense against this escape from 
the indictments without jury trials.” 

I commend this remarkable chapter of history to the consideration 
of the associated banks of the present time, and to their official friends 
in high places. It presents a lesson on the mutations of human affairs 
which they cannot with safety disregard. 

He that hasteth to be rich hath an evil eye, and considereth not that poverty 
come upon him. 

Sir, the country needs financial peace, stability, and security, and 
for these great blessings I have spoken on this occasion. A loud and 
persistent claim of credit has long been made in favor of the Repub. 
lican party on account of its financial policy. Instead of being the 
best, as so often and so falsely asserted, that policy has been the worst 
ever known in American history. Whether judged by its motives to 
enrich and aggrandize the few at the expense of the many, or by the 
vast aggregate of business bankruptcy, and the revolting details of 
human suffering, or by the feverish, unstable condition in which it 
has at all times kept the trade and industry of the country when it 
was left unchecked ; whether judged by any or all of these undisputed 
facts of history, the policy of the party now in power, on the subject 
of money, has been full of evil to the American people, and evil only, 
and that continually. 


shall 





I do not believe that the people, the working, business, tax-paying | 


people, of any State or section, will tolerate the continuance of that 


system of spasmodic efforts, convulsive starts, and periodical raids | 
upon Congress, which has marked the last eighteen or nineteen years, | 


in the interest of great financial corporations, and to the disturbance 


and destruction of all other interests. Against the present paroxysm | 
of greed on the part of corporate and consolidated banking capital | 


demanding through one of the Departments of the Government the 


disgrace and the overthrow of silver money, I invoke the judgment | 


and co-operation of all the busy multitudes of industrious men and 
women throughout all this broad, progressive land. I make my ap- 
peal to these classes in no spirit of party, but for the sake of their own 
prosperity, now threatened, for the sake of their bright homes and 
firesides over which the clouds are again gathering, and for the sake 
of their children, whose future I would protect from peril and disaster. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is simply to refer the 
subject to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


NEW ELECTION. 


Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I made a report the day before 
yesterday from the Committee on Territories and notified the Senate 
that I should call up the bill reported yesterday. I had not an op- 
portunity yesterday. It is a very important matter in reference to 
the assembing of the Legislature of New Mexico. I should like now 
to call up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the billnamed by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 485) to legalize the 
election of the Territorial Legislature of New Mexico held November 
2, 1880, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GARLAND. There is a short report which explains the whole 
case. I ask that it be read. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The principal legislative clerk read the following report, submitted 
by Mr. GARLAND on the 14th instant: 

The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, inclosing an official letter from the acting governor of 
the Territory of New Mexico, in relation to the failure of the Legislature of that 
Territory to comply with the act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, having had 
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| the same under consideration, beg leave to report as follows : 


The act of Congress referred to required that the Legislatures of the several 
Territories, at their next session after its passage, should divide their respective 
Territories into council and representative districts, as nearly equal in population 
as possible, with the restriction that the number of council districts should not 


| exceed twelve, and that the representative districts should not exceed twenty-four, 


for each Territory. 
It appears from the letter of the governor of New Mexico (herewith appended) 
to the Secretary of the Interior, of date November 10, 1880, that the Legislative As- 


| sembly of New Mexico, which convened in January, 1880, adjourned without hav- 


ing made the apportionment required by said act. It further appears from said 
report that at an election held in said Territory on the 2d of November, 1880, thir- 
teen members of the council and twenty-six members of the Legislature were 
elected under the old apportionment. 

The Secretary of the Interior declares in his communication (herewith appended) 
that the Legislature so elected cannot be regarded as having the proper authority, 
and commends the subject to the special attention of Congress, in order that such 
legislation may be had as will enable the Territory to obviate the difficulties aris- 
ing from the failure of its Legislature to comply with the law. 

In view of the foregoing fagts, your committee believe that the public interests 
will be best conserved by curing the defect caused by the inaction of the last Leg 
islature by legalizing the election held November 2, 1880, and therefore beg leave 
to submit the accompanying bill. 

EXECUTIVE Orricre, TERRITORY OF NEw MEXIco, 
Santa Fé, October 17, 1881. 

Sik: The act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, (Laws of 1877 aud 1878, vol. 20, 
p. 193,) provides that the Legislatures of the several Territories shall be composed 
of twelve councilmen and twenty-four members of the house of representatives, 
and directs that the next session thereafter the Legislatures shall divide their re- 
spective Territories into not more than twelve council districts and not more than 
twenty-four representative districts. The Legislature of New Mexico did not obey 
said law, and in November, 1880, at the usual time of holding elections, the people 


chose thirteen members of the council and twenty-six representatives in the dis- 


tricts as they existed prior to the passage of said act of Congress. 

The first Monday of January, 1882, is the day fixed for the Legislature to convene. 
The condition of affairs in this Territory requires legislation at the earliest practi- 
cable day, in order to protect the people and promote their best interests. To delay 
until the redistricting can be done and a new election held would be greatly inju- 
rious. The division of the Territory into districts according to the requirements 
of said act cannot now be done for the want of a Legislature. Congress must first 
pass an act authorizing this to be done by some officer or officers. 

This subject was presented to your predecessor, by Hon. W. G. Rich, seeretary 


| and acting governor, by letter bearing date November 10, 1880, which was trans- 


mitted to Congress. The House Committee on Territories unanimously, as I aa 
informed, agreed to a bill validating said election, which was reported to the House 
by Hon. Thomas L. Young, of Ohio, but was not enacted into alaw. The mem 
bers elected in excess of the number allowed by law need not increase expenses to 
the General Government, as the Legislature can and will provide for their pay. 

I deem it absolutely necessary that the Legislature already chosen should meet 
at the time aftixed by law, and respectfully but earnestly recommend that Congress 
yass a bill before the ist day of January, 1882, recognizing its legality, that all 
doubt and uncertainty may beeremoved. Such Legislature can be required to 
divide the State into districts, as required by the said act approved June 19, 1878, 
and if the Legislature should fail to discharge its duty like its predecessor, then 
some officer or ofticers may be authorized to do it on the basis of the census of 1880. 

[ have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
LIONEL A, SHELDON, 
Governor of New Mexico. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. KirnKwoop, 
. Secretary of the Laterior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
Washington, December 9, 1881. 

Sur: The act making appropriation for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending J une 30, 1879, directed that Legis- 
latures of the Territories, at the next sessions held after the passage of that act, 
should divide their respective Territories into as many council and representative 
districts as they might desire, as nearly equal in population as practicable, with 
the restriction that the number of council districts should not exceed twelve, and 
the representative districts should not exceed twenty-four. 

The Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico which convened in January, 


| 1880, adjourned without having districted the Territory as required by the act re- 


ferred to. At an election held on the 2d of November, 1880, the people of the Ter- 
ritory elected thirteen members of the council and twenty-six members of the 
house of representatives. 
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| 


The Territory is therefore without a lawfully constituted Legislature, and must The Clerk began the reading of the Journal, when 
so remain until Congress by law shall provide a remedy. 


| 
| 
The first Monday in Jannary next is the regular time for the meeting of the Leg- Mr. ANDERSON said: i ask unanimous consent that the reading ot 
islature. I have the honor, therefore, to call the early attention of Congress to the the titles of the bills and joint resolutions be omitted ; that simply the 
matter in order that remedial legislation may be had. number of the bill and the committee to which it is referred be read. 
on bine vee 2 ony 7 ee ae emer Sens ee peeneet <> There are twenty-eight pages of the printed RECORD containing noth- 
erritory, and wo ; D 38 was called to the : . lene ow oe a: r z 
by letter of my predecessor, dated December 16, 1880" to the Speaker of the House | ne but the titles of bills introduc ed on Tuesday last. 
of Representatives, but no law touching it was enacted. | I here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Very respectfully, S.J. KIRKWOOD, Secretary. | The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal, but before conclud- 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate. 

Mr. GARLAND. That explains the nature of the bill, as well as 
the necessity of it, and the Legislature of New Mexico alluded to here | der o : ¢ 
is to meet on the second Monday in January next. Unless early legis- | of bills and joint resolutions, be dispensed with. 
lation is had by Congress an illegal legislature will meet there and | The SPEAKER. The reading of the titles of the bills has already 


ing. 
| fr. VALENTINE said: I ask unanimous consent that the remain- 
will have to come to Congress afterward for confirmation and ap- | been dispensed with by unanimous consent. 


der of the Journal, or at least that portion relating to the introduction 


proval of its acts. Mr. VALENTINE. I think the reading of the remainder of the 
There is one amendment to the bill which the committee deem | Journal, so far as it relates to the introduction of bills and joint res- 
necessary, which I will now present. After the word “New Mexico,” | olutions, might well be dispensed with. 
in line 23, in that portion of the bill relating to a reapportionment, | There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
I move to add: The reading of the Journal was then concluded, and the Journal 
Provided, The members constituting the board of apportionment shall assemble | as read was approved. 
at the capital of said Territory and complete their work on or before the first Mon- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
day in Goptember next. 3 ; : , Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have a resolution here—— 
_ This is in correspondence with the act referred to in the bill rela- | Mr, BURROWS, of Michigan. I call for the regular order. 
tive to the Territories of Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming. | The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order takes the gentle- 
The amendment was agreed to. pe 2 ‘ : man from New York [Mr. Rosrnson] from the floor. 
Mr. PLUMB. [should like tomake an inquiry of the Senator from Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have a resolution which I de- 
Arkansas who has the bill in charge. I understand that some va- | gire—— 
cancies have occurred in the membership of the Legislature since the | The SPEAKER. 
election specified in the bill was held, and that elections to fill those | 
vacancies were held in November last. 
Mr. GARLAND. This would legalize all that, because it ratifies 
and approves the acts up to the meeting of the Legislature next Jan- 


The regular order is called for, which is the call 
of States for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions. With 
the consent of the House the Chair will announce the appointment of 
| 2 committee. 


uary. | COMMITTEE ON EXPENSES ATTENDING THE ILLNESS OF PRESIDENT 
Mr. PLUMB. But it only ratifies the election for members held in | GARFIELD, ETC. : 
1880. | The SPEAKER announced the following as the members of the 
Mr. GARLAND. But if ratifies and approves the acts of that body | special committee on the expenses attending the illness and burial of 
which is to meet in January next. | President Garfield and allowance to his widow: 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-| Mr. Taytor of Ohio, Mr. Pounp of Wisconsin, Mr. Cox of New 
ment was concurred in. York, Mr. Joyce of Vermont, Mr. Lz Frvre of Ohio, Mr. BELFORD 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the of Colorado, Mr. BLackBurRN of Kentucky, Mr. PAGE ‘of California, 
third time, and passed. Mr. SprinGER of Illinois, Mr. O’NetL. of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
FLORIDA SHIP-CANAL. SHELLEY of Alabama. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to call up the resolution relating ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
to the subject of a ship-canal across the peninsula of Florida. | The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the Chair will 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolytion will be read. now resume the call of States for the introduction of bills and joint 
The Acting Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by | resolutions and resolutions of inquiry-— 
yoy . 7 ‘ « r °~”T Pate mn sot} . a 
Mr. Jones, of Florida, on the 14th instant: | Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have a question of privilege. 
Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


evidence Or fet . fh = im the We ieee a apse te possible, allinformation or | Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have a very brief resolution, 
evidence or facts on file in the War ce relating to the construction of a ship- rhie 8 Y < > res after whie ri r 
canal across the peninsula of Florida, including estimates of the cost of the week, CRS See te Che Cia tobe ‘none, other: way See wente my 


reys ; the authority of the United States i » State | Gestion of privilege. ‘ P : Bee 
of Florida with a view to the construction of said canal. | The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of pein 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks for lege now ; it does not involy re the reading of any reso ution. 
the consideration at the enaat time of the resolution just read, here- | . Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. My question of privilege is that dur- 
tofore submitted by him. Isthere objection? ‘The Chair hears none, | 12g, the recess of Congress an officer of this Government connected 
and the resolution is before the Senate. with the State Department usurped the privileges of this House. 

, i The SPEAKER. The gentleman has already disclosed that he de- 

The resolution was agreed to. s ; ag hemes ti anti 

vane ay lan ell sired the House to proceed to the transaction of busines@in violation 
| See Tal. SUCCRERUE. of the unanimous order.of this House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. This is a question of privilege, in- 
ate the unfinished business, which is the resolution submitted by the | volving the rights and privileges of this House. ; 

Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] on the 6th instant, relating to the The SPEAKER. It is nota question of privilege which relates to 
Presidential succession. a member of the House, and therefore cannot now be in order. 

Several executive messages were received from the President of the | Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. It relates to the whole House, to 

United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 4 usurpation by a Department of this Government—— 
_Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | Many MEMBERS. Regular order. 
tioh of executive business. ‘ The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule IX, so that the House 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | may understand what constitutes a question of privilege. 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in exec- | The Clerk began the reading of Rule IX, and read as follows: 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at twoo’clock and twenty- | Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House col- 
five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. lectively— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. That is the point, Mr. Speaker. 
: rer The ees The Clerk will read the ae of the rule. 
ra a Rhee ere p PVEEP LACS The Clerk concluded the reading of the rule, as follows: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the rights, repu- 
. tation, and conduct of members individually in their representative capacity only ; 
FRIDAY, December 16, 1881. and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions to fix the day to 
which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The very first line of that rule 
BEADING OF THE oa covers the case Iam seeking to present. The privileges of the House 
Diageo res, nick hgien gh caring collectively are involved in this matter. Our citizens are suffering 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I understand that the Journal of | unjust imprisonment abroad, and yet nobody can be heard in their 
‘Tuesday’s proceedings covers more than one hundred pages. I ask | behalf. [Cries of “ Order!” ] 
unanimous consent that the reading of the Journal be omitted, or at The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has already dis- 
least that the reading of the titles of bills and joint resolutions intro- | closed to the House that his proposition is not one connected with 
dluced be omitted, which will save a great deal of time. the privileges of the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I object. Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Does the Chair hold that a usurpa- 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. There are one hundred and twelve | tion of the privileges of this House by one of the Executive Depart- 
pages of the Journal, and it will take a long time to read it. ments is not an invasion? 


he SPEAKER. Objection is made The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the States and 





The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. PowER. 
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Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions. 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] is recognized. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I willnot urge the matter further 
at present. The House will hear from me again. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will come to order. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 723) to provide for a 

building for the use of the Federal courts, post-office, customs, in- 


ternal revenue, land, and other civil offices, in the city of Marquette, | 


Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 724) toamend an 
act entitled “ An act to reduce duties on imports and to reduce inter- 
nal-revenue taxes, and for other purposes ;” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT PENTWATER, MICHIGAX. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 725) to appropri- 
ate money for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling at the light-house 
at Pentwater, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT MANISTIQUE, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 726) to appropri- 
ate money for the construction of a light-house at Manistique, Michi- 
gan; which was read «a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTORS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 727) to increase 
the salaries of the local inspectors of steam-vessels in the district of 
Superior; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON SQUAW ISLAND, LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 728) making an ap- 
propriation for the erection of a light-houseon Squaw Island, Lake 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


OZRO MORTON. 


Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 729) for the relief 
of Ozro Morton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK BARBER. 


Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 730) granting a 
pension to Frederick Barber ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MORGAN THOMPSON. 


Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 731) for the relief 
of Morgan Thompson ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

é GEORGE GOULD. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 732) granting a pen- 
sion to George Gould ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN H. FRENCH. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 733) granting a pen- 
sion to Calvin H. French; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM J. BARKER. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 734) granting a pen- 
sion to William J. Barker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ONTONAGON AND STATE-LINE RAILROAD. 


Mr. HUBBELL also presented a resolution of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Michigan, asking inquiry intothe regularity 
of the sale of the odd and even numbered sections within the limits of 
the Ontonagon and State-Line Railroad Company; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPHIC CABLE, LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Michigan, asking Congress to lay a cable between the 
Manitou Islands, in Lake Michigan, and the mainland in said State, 
as a part of the Light-House and Life-Saving Service of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ONTONAGON AND MONTREAL RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. HUBBELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Michigan, asking Congress to appropriate lands to aid 
in the construction of the Ontonagon and Montreal River Railroad; 





The | 


| 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
JOHN PENNINGTON. 

| _Mr. WEBBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 735) for the relief of 

John Pennington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
| to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH L. SMITH. 

Mr. WEBBER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 736) for the relief 
of Joseph L. Smith ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH BROWN. 
| Mr. WEBBER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 737) for the relief 
of Joseph Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B, STONE. 

Mr. WEBBER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 738) granting a 
pension to John B. Stone; which was read a first and second time, 
| referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
| printed. 





C. E. KOON. 

Mr. WEBBER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 739) for the relief 
of C. E. Koon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CHAPPLE. 

Mr. WEBBER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 740) for the relief 
of John Chapple, postmaster at Wayland, Michigan; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAXES ON BANKERS, ETC. 

Mr. LORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 741) to repeal sections 3408, 
3409, 3410, 3411 of the Revised Statutes, relating to banks and bank- 
ers, and sections 5214, 5215, 5216, and 5217, relating to taxes on na- 
tional banking associations; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 





NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 742) to amend sections. 
3408, 3414, 3415, 5214, 5215, 5216, and repeal section 3411 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to taxes on banks, bankers, and national 
banking associations; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

REPEAL OF TAX ON BANK-CHECKS, ETC. 

Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 743) to repeal section 
3418 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the tax on bank-checks, 
&c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAXES ON MEDICINES, ETC. 

Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 744) to repeal section 
3419 of the Revised Statutes, relating to internal-revenue taxes on 
medicines or preparations, perfumery, cosmetics, matches, &c., as 
enumerated in Schedule A, following section 3437; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DETROIT, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 745) for the purchase. 

of a site and the construction of a building for the use of the United 

States at Detroit, Michigan, and for the sale of the property at pres- 

ent occupied for such purpose ; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


OVERFLOWED LANDS IN SAINT CLAIR COUNTY, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 746) to authorize the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to sell certain overflowed 
and unsurveyed lands in Saint Clair County, Michigan; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF LETTER-CARRIERS, ETC. 


Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 747) to amend sections 
2 and 3 of the act of February 21, 1879, of the statutes of the United 
States relating to the compensation of letter-carriers, and to provide 
for the appointment of substitute letter-carriers ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
WALTER F. HALLECK. 


Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 748) for the relief of 
Walter F. Halleck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. STRATTAN. 

Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 749) granting a pension 
to George W. Strattan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be: 
printed. 
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JAMES H. WATKINS. 


Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 750) for the relief of 
James H. Watkins; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. LACEY. I movethe bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it should go to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LACEY. It concerns the loss of postage-stamps. 

The SPEAKER. It is in thenature of a claim on the Government, 
and under the rules should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LACEY. I move it be referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS. -Let it be read. 


The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the proper account- 


ing officers of the Post-Office Department to credit James H. Wat- 
kins, postmaster at Athens, Michigan, with $262.93 in his account as 
postmaster with said Department, the said sum being the amount of 
postal money-order money and postage-stamps stolen from said post- 
office on the night of the 13th day of December, 1880. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it go to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam informed by a gentleman he has a claim re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of pre- 
cisely a like character. 

The motion to refer to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads was voted down; and the bill was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT G. JEWELL. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 751) for the relief of 
Albert G. Jewell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA E, REVERE. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 752) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia E. Revere; which was read a first and second time, re- 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHEBE C. DOXSIE. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 753) granting a pen- 
sion to Phebe C. Doxsie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 754) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Jackson, in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ONTONAGON AND MONTREAL RIVER RAILROAD. 

Mr. LACEY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan, asking an appropriation of lands in aid of the 
Ontonagon and Montreal River Railroad ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH MANITOU ISLANDS. 


Mr. LACEY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan, asking for'telegraphic communication between 
the life-saving stations on the Manitou Islands, in Lake Michigan, and 
the mainland; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

DISCRIMINATION IN FREIGHT CHARGES. 


Mr. LACEY also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Michigan, asking for the passage of an act prohibiting 
discrimination in the rates charged by railroads for storage for freights 
and transportation; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


ONTONAGON AND STATE LINE RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. LACEY also presented a resolution of the house of representa- 
tives of the State of Michigan, in relation to the Ontonagon and State 
Line Railroad grant; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 755) to extend the juris- 
diction of the district and circuit courts of the United States, for the 
punishment of crimes, over Indian reservations within the limits of 
any State or organized Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF SUFFRAGE IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 756) to further reg- 
ulate suffrage in the Territories of the United States, and to fix cer- 
tain qualifications for office; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
CHALLENGES AND OATHS OF JURORS IN TRIALS FOR BIGAMY, ETC. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 757) to provide for 
challenges and oaths to jurors in trials for bigamy and polygamy in 
the Territories of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed, 
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CRIME AND PROOF OF BIGAMY. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 758) relating to the 
crime of bigamy and proof thereof; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUFFRAGE, ETC., IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 759) to further reg- 
| ulate suffrage in the Territories of the United States, and to fix certain 
| qualifications for office, and to provide for the registration of voters 
| in the Territory of Utah; which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


| LEGISLATURE 


OF UTAH, 


Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 760) to reorganize 
the legislative power of Utah Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 761) for the relief 
of the Washington and Ohio Railroad Company; which was read a 
| first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK CARLISLE. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 762) for the relief 
of Frederick Carlisle. 

The SPEAKBR. The gentleman from Michigan will please give 
his attention. ‘To what subject does this bill relate? Does it relate 
jtoaclaim? : 

Mr. WILLITS. To the construction of a judgment. There is a 
claim back of it of course. If it is construed in one way the claim 
would be allowed, if in another way, rejected ; and in that way it 
came before the Judiciary Committee of the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The proper reference would seem to be to the 
Committee on Claims, although the bill itself does not disclose its 
nature. 

Mr. WILLITS. I have no preference in the matter. The bill re- 
fers, as I have said, to the construction of a judgment on a claim, and 
it would seem proper to refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that it shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLITS. I have no objection to the reference. . 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMELIA YEOMANS. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 763) granting a. 
pension to Mrs. Amelia Yeomans; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


LIEUTENANT JEHU F. WOTRING. 
Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 764) for the relief: 
| of Lieutenant Jehu F. Wotring, a resident of the State of Michigan, 
formerly of the State of West Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 
WILLIAM A. NOBLE. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 765) for the relief 
of William A. Noble; which was read a first and second time, referred 
| to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLINTON SPENCER. . 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 766) for the relief 

of Clinton Spencer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

|. ANDREW H. FACE. 

| Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 767) granting a 

pension to Andrew H. Face; which was read a first and second time, . 

referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

printed. 





STEPHEN FAIRCHILD. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 768) to authorize 
an increase of pension to Stephen Fairchild; which was read a first 
and second time,.referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES OLMSTEAD. 
| Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 769) for the relief 
| of James Olmstead; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN RENTZ. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 770) for the relief 
of John Rentz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA J. FISHBURN. 


Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 771) for the relief 
of Joshua J. Fishburn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to he 

| printed. 
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GEORGE W. LANE. 
Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 772) to grant a pen- 
‘sion to George W. Lane; which was read a first and second time re- 






printed. 





DR. DANIEL M. APPEL. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 773) for the relief 
of Dr. Daniel M. Appel; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman from 
Michigan desire this bill to be referred ? ; 

Mr. WILLITS. This is not really a legalclaim. It is a matter ap- 
pealing to the justice of the country. I think, therefore, the Indian 
Affairs Committee, rather than the Committee on Claims, would be 
the proper committee to investigate the question. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs unless a motion be made to refer it to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and was 
ordered to be printed. 

EMANUEL Hl. CUSTER. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 774) granting a 
pension to Emanuel H. Custer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 






















JOWN O'HARA. 
Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 775) for the relief | 
of John O’Hara; which was a read a first and second time, referred 







ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | 


be printed. 





to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SAGINAW AND MOUNT PLEASANT RAILROAD. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 776) granting right of 
way to the Saginaw and Mount Pleasant Railroad Company, in the 
State of Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

DANIEL W. PERKINS. 

Mr. HORR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 777) for the relief of 
Daniel W. Perkins; which was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has placed the 
name of the Committee on the Judiciary on the back of this bill. 
Does he desire it should go to the Committee on the Judiciary or to 
the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HORR. The proper reference is to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. This is a matter pertaining to the judicial department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair observes from the report of a former 
Congress accompanying the bill that the subject-matter has hitherto | 
been referred to the Committee on Claims. <A report was made at 
one time on the subject by the Committee on Claims, and the Chair 
is inclined to think that is the proper reference. 

Mr. HORR. The same bill has been passed by the House hereto- 
fore on the report of the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. But a former report was made by the Committee 
on Claims, and it is there the Chair thinks the bill properly belongs. 
It will be so referred unless the gentleman from Michigan moves a 
reference to another committee. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and was ordered 
to be printed. 




























ABBIE N. CONDRON. 

Mr. HORR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 778) for the relief of 
Abbie N. Condron; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR AGRICULTURAL PURPOSES TO KANSAS. 

Mr. HORR (for Mr. Ryan) also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 25) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to certify lands 
for agricultural-college purposes to the State of Kansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MATHEWS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 779) for 
the relief of George W. Mathews; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH ANDREWS. . 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 780) 
for the relief of Josiah Andrews; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK H. GILKEY. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 781) 
for the relief of Patrick H. Gilkey ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. TRAVIS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 782) 
for the relief of John W. Travis; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. | 

J. E. KILBER. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 783) 

granting a pension to J. E. Kilber; which wasread a first and second | 
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time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 784) 
to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the recoy- 
ery of damages for the infringement of patents; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ABRAM CARY. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 785) 
for the relief of Abram Cary; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. E. KEENE. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 786) 
for the relief of W. E. Keene; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE H. MURDOCK. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 787) 
for the relief of George H. Murdock ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 


A. W. BURLINGAME. 

Mr. BURROWS,.of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 788) 
granting a pension to A. W. Burlingame; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. RODECKER. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 7389) 
for the relief of Charles W. Rodecker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH LUTZ. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 790) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Lutz; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADDISON T. DRAKE. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 791) 
granting a pension to Addison T. Drake; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LAKE. 

Mr. RICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 792) for the relief of William 
Lake; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAM BARGE TECUMSEH. 

Mr. RICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 793) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue an American register to the steam 
barge Tecumseh; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN GARDNER. 

Mr. RICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 794) granting a pension 
to Stephen Gardner ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR W. EASTMAN. 

Mr. RICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 795) for the relief of 
Arthur W. Eastman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES F. CARLETON. 

Mr. RICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 796) for the relief of 
Moses F. Carleton ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAND BEACH HARBOR OF REFUGE, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. RICH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 797) for the govern- 
ment and control of the harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Lake Hu- 
ron, Michigan ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK LESTER. 

Mr. SPAULDING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 798) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank Lester; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. SEELEY. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 799) to increase 
the pension of Joseph W. Seeley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JUSTUS BEEBE. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 800) granting a 
pension to Justus Beebe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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MERRITT LEWIS. 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 801) to increase | 
the pension of Merritt Lewis; which was read a first and second time, | 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JOHN BARTOW. 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 802) granting 


a pension to John Bartow; which was read a first and second time, | 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
LABAN CONNOR. 
Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 803) granting 
a pension to Laban Connor; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
ROBERT GORTHY AND CALVIN GREEN. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 804) for the re- 
lief of Robert Gorthy and Calvin Green; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. GLOVER. 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 805) granting a | 
pension to William P. Glover; which was read a first and second | 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
J. H. WELLINGS. 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 806) for the relief | 
of J. H. Wellings ; which was read a first and second time, referred to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
BYRON C. PIERCE. 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 807) granting a | 


pension to Byron C. Pierce ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM G. GARRISON. , 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 808) granting a 


pension to William G. Garrison; which was read a first and second | 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordéred to 
be printed. 


IMPORTATION OF ANIMALS FOR BREEDING PURPOSES, 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 809) to amend 
section 2505 of the Revised Statutes, relative to the importation of | 


animals for breeding purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 810) to amend an 
act for the relief of settlers on public lands, approved May 14, 1880 ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 811) to amend 
section 4414, chapter 1, title 52, Revised Statutes, -concerning the 
megpente of steam-vessels ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 812) for the entry 
and sale of public lands for the right of way to railroad companies ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PIERS AND CRIBS ON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 813) to amend 
section 5254, title 63, Revised Statutes of the United States, concern- 
ing the use of piers and cribs in the Mississippi River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT VINCENT, MINNESOTA, A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 814) making 
Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, a port of entry in lieu of 
Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MINNEAPOLIS. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 815) appropri- 
ating money for the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable 
building for a post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

DULUTH AND WINNIPEG RAILROAD COMPANY. 
_ Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 816) to author- 
ize the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company to extend its line 
through the Red Lake and Pembina reservation; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MOORHEAD. 
Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 817) to create 


| Moorhead, in the State of Minnesota, and in the collection district of 


Minnesota, a port of delivery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CONFIRMING GRANTS OF SWAMP LANDS, ETC. 


Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 818) confirming 
grants of swamp lands made by the State of Minnesota in aid of the 
construction of railroads and other internal improvements ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT ABERCROMBIE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 819) abolishing 
the military reservation of Fort Abercrombie, in the State of Minne- 
sota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands 
embraced therein made subject to homestead and pre-emption entry 
and sale the same as other public lands; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move the reference of that bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt whether that should not 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, as it relates to the 
surrender of a military reservation, and not to what is classed as 
public lands now. 

Mr. WASHBURN. A bill of that character last session went to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The subject-matter of the bill refers not to public 


| lands, but to a reservation now held by the Government for military 


purposes. 
Mr. WASHBURN. The practice of the House has been to refer 


| such bills to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


The SPEAKER. That may be so as to the practice of the House; 


| but this certainly relates to the surrender of a military reservation, 


and, under the rules, properly belongs to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I insist on my motion that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was also ordered to be 


| printed. 


ALMIRA B. KALER. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 820) granting a 
pension to Almira B. Kaler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MENOMONEE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 821) to provide 
for the sale of certain timber on the Menomonee Indian reservation 
in Wisconsin, and to pay certain claims against said tribe out of the 
proceeds thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPLIES FURNISHED TO SIOUX INDIANS, ETC. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 822) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citi- 
zens of the United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Da- 
kota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to 
the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD P. JOHNSON. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 823) for the re- 
lief of Edward P. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES D. WOOD. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 824) for the re- 
lief of James D. Wood; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL J. BROWN. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 825) for the re- 
lief of Samuel J. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensioys, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES H. TOMPKINS. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 826) for the re- 
lief of Charles H. Tompkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN COOK. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 827) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John Cook; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DEVINE. 
Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 828) for the relief of 


shearer 
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James Devine; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRIETTE BUGGERT. 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 829) for the relief of 
Henriette Buggert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SIOUX INDIAN WAR, 1862. 













war in Minnesota in 1862; which was read a first afd second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 






HOWARD FE. STANSBURY. 





Howard E. Stansbury; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MARZEL ALTMANN. 

, Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 832) for the relief of 
Marzel Altmann; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committtee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. TAGGERT. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 833) for the relief of 
John R. Taggert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS WITHIN RAILROAD LIMITS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 834) to reduce the 
price of public lands within railroad limits; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 835) regulating fees 
allowed to registers and receivers of land offices; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF RIGHTS OF SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 836) to equalize the 
rights of settlerson the public lands under the homestead laws; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 837) to establish a 
railway bridge across the Mississippi River extending from a point 
between Wabasha and Read’s Landing, in Minnesota, to a point below 
the mouth of the Chippewa River, in Wisconsin; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
























CAPTAIN JACOB NIX. 


Mr. STRAIT also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Minnesota, for the relief of Captain Jacob Nix, of New 
Ulm, Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

HEAD OF NAVIGATION, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 








nesota, requesting Congress to fix upon a given point which shall be 
the head of navigation on the Mississippi River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF M@SSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. STRAIT also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, praying for an adequate amount of money for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River from Saint Anthony’s Falls to 
New Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 838) to amend an act 
entitled “An act for the relief of settlers on railroad lands,” approved 
June 22, 1874; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

H. K. BELDING. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 839) for the relief 
of H. K. Belding; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

® WILLIAM BLAISDELL. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 840) granting a 

pension to William Blaisdell; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 




















ANDREW J. CALAHAN,. 

Mr. DUNNELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 841) 
for the relief of Andrew J. Calahan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 842) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act relating to the public lands of the United States,” 
approved June 15, 1880; which was read a first and second time, 












Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 830) for the relief of | 
citizens who were engaged in the suppression of the Sioux Indian | 


Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 831) for the relief of | 


Mr. STRAIT also presented a joint resolution from the State of Min- 
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referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
AGNES W. HILLS. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 843) for the relief 
| of Agnes W. Hills; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 844) to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to grant additional rights to homestead settlers 
| on public lands within railroad limits,” approved March 3, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
| the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

F. W. DOE. 
Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 845) for the relief 
| of F.W. Doe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 846) for the relief 
of retired officers of the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NEW ORLEANS AND NORTHEASTERN RAILWAY. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 847) 
| granting the right of way to the New Orleans and Northeastern 
| Railway Company through the public lands along its route between 
New Orleans, Louisiana, and Meridian, Mississippi; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
848) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, 
Florida, and the Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of deceased 
soldiers and sailors of the same; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to Le 
printed. % 





JULIA A. NUTT. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
849) for the relief of Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller 
Nutt, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL-SAVINGS DEPOSITORY. 


Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 850) to establish and 
maintain a postal-savings depository as a branch of the Post-Office 
Department; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed, 

ASCERTAINMENT OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 851) providing for 
the judicial ascertainment of claims against the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CATALOGUE OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. MONEY dlso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 852) to authorize the 
preparation of a catalogue of Government publications from 1870 to 
date; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

. Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 853) authorizing and 
directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of certain 
postmasters in accordance with the provision of section 8 of the act 
of June 12,1866 ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 





SALARIES IN RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 854) to designate, 
classify, and fix the salaries of persons in the railway mail service ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3949 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 855) to amend sec- 
tion 3949 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to the 
postal service; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 26) pro- 
viding for printing an edition of the Medical and Surgical History of 
the War; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

UNLAWFUL CARRIAGE OF MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 856) to prevent the 
unlawful handling and carriage of mail matter; which was read 2 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


a 
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DOUBLE-STAMPED ENVELOPES, ETC. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 857) to provide for 
double-stamped envelopes, double postal-cards, &c. ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PROCEEDINGS AGAINST PERSONS IN POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 858) to extend the 
provisions of section 989 of the Revised Statutes to proceedings against 
persons in the postal service ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 859) regulating rates 
of postage on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


DELIVERY OF LETTERS, ETC. 


Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 860) to facilitate the 
delivery of letters and the speedy return to the writers thereof of 
such as are refused or cannot be delivered; which was read a first 
and second time,referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 861) to give effect to 
judgments and decrees rendered in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF GEORGE D. MOORE. 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 862) authorizing the 
transfer of the claim of the heirs at law of George D. Moore, deceased, 
from the Treasury Department to the Court of Claims, with power 
to said court to hear and determine the said claim de novo; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OXFORD, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 863) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Oxford, Mississippi, for use 
as a post-office, United States court, and for United States internal- 
revenue Officials, and for Government purposes ; which was read. a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA J. M’FADDEN. 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 864) granting a 
pension to Amanda J. McFadden ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 865) to reorganize 
the Supreme Court of the United States ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 866) establishing 
courts of justice and record in the Territory of Alaska, and for other 
purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. MULDROW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 867) for the erec- 
tion of a Department of Agriculture; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

‘ GULF AND SHIP ISLAND RAILROAD, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 868) granting public 
lands to the State of amanaee in aid of the construction of the 
Gulf and Ship Island Railroad in the State of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should go to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think not. I introduced a similar bill in the 
last Congress, and the then Speaker was of the opinion that it should 
be referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that this bill relates 
te the disposition of the public lands, and does not relate exclusively 
to railways and canals. 

Mr. HOOKER. Of course it relates to the public lands, because it 
proposes to appropriate public lands; but it proposes to make the 
appropriation in aid of the construction of a railroad; and the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals never would have been created un- 
less such bills as this were to be referred to it. 
mittee for the consideration of this particular class of subjects. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair adheres to his opinion, that this bill, 
making an appropriation of public lands, should under the rule go 





to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

be appropriated for a special purpose. 

‘ Mr. HOOKER. Very well; let it go to the Committee on the Public 
ands. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. WHARTON. 

Mr. HOOKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 869) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Wharton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. . 

Mr. HOOKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 870) to prevent 
frauds in the Pension Bureau and to require stated publication of 
list of pensioners on the Government; which was read a first and 
second time. 


It relates to public lands to 


Mr. HOOKER. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
The SPEAKER. There isa Committee on Pensions, Back Pay, &c. 


Mr. HOOKER. I thought this bill should go to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

The SPEAKER. There isa Committee on Invalid Pensions, which 
has jurisdiction of the subject of pensioning individuals for services 
in the late war. Then there is the Committee on Pensions, a differ- 
ent committee, having jurisdiction of pensions to persons for services 
in other wars. There is still another committee relating to the man- 
ner of pensioning and the law regulating pensions, the Select Com- 
mittee on Pensions, Back Pay, &c. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam not very particular. My object is to have it 
referred to some committee that will report in favor of requiring a 
stated publicatiou of the list of pensioners. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the Select Commit- 
tee on Pensions, Back Pay, &c., is the proper committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; I have no objection. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 871) to regulate and 
improve the civil service of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on,Reform in the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

CURRENCY AND PUBLIC DEBT. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 872) to pay the 
public debt and stop ‘the manufacture of money by corporations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 873) to establish 
a western division of the southern judicial district of Mississippi ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, VICKSBURGH, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 874) making an 
appropriation for a Government building, to be used as a post-ottice 
and bonded warehouse, at Vicksburgh, in the State of Mississippi; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NATCHEZ, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No..875) making an 
appropriation for a public building, to be used as a post-office and 
bonded warehouse, at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF LETTER-CARRIER SYSTEM. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 876) to amend 
section 3865 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to 
extend letter-carriers to cities of 10,000 inhabitants; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI VALLEY AND SHIP ISLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 877) to aid the 
Mississippi Valley and Ship Island Railroad Company to construct a 
line of railroad in the State of Mississippi; gwhich was read _a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION OF THE COLORED RACE. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 878) to encour- 
age and aid the education of the colored race in the several States 
and Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
presented by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


It is a specific com-- 











CONGRESSIONAL 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 
Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 879) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Arrow Rock, 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, HANNIBAL, MISSOURI. 


Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 880) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Hannibal, in the State 
of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 881) to divide the east- 
ern district of Missouri into two divisions and to prescribe the times 
and places for holding courts therein, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE IMPORTATION OF SALT. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 882) to provide for 
the importation of salt free of duty ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JOSEPH SNYDER. 

Mr. HATCH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 883) for 
the relief of Joseph Snyder; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HERMANN HERBOTH. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 884) for the reliefof 
Hermann Herboth; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BOSTICK. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 885) for the relief of 
George W. Bostick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM WOLF. | 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 886) for the relief of | 
Abraham Wolf; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. B. SMITH. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 887) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah E. B. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHOLIC CHURCH, MACON CITY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 888) making an ap- 
propriation to reimburse the Catholic church of Macon City, in the 
State of Missouri, for the use and occupation of their church build- 
ing by United States troops during the late civil war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILBER F. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 889) for the relief of 
Wilber F. Chamberlain; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN CRANMER. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 890) for the relief of 
Jonathan Cranmer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TWENTY-FIRST MISSOURI INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. HATCH also*‘introduced a bill (H. R. No. 891) to remove the 
charge of desertion and for the relief of certain named soldiers of the 
Twenty-first Missouri Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 





THOMAS MURPHY. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 892) for the relief of 
Thomas Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTIANA W. MURRAY. 
Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 893) granting a pen- 
sion to Christiana W. Murray; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. | 


EMELINE HOWREN. 


_Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 894) granting a pen- 
sion to Emeline Howren; which was read a first and second time, 
—— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. , 


JOHN T. PENNINGTON. 
_Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 895) granting 4 pen- 
sion to John T. Pennington ; which was read a first’ and second time, 


—— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 896) for the estab- 

lishment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation 

of diseased cattle and the spread of infectious or contagious diseases 

among domestic animals; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO AT RETAIL, ETC. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 897) to repeal so 
much of the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as prohibits farmers and planters from selling leaf- 
tobacco at retail directly to consumers without the payment of a spe- 
cial tax, and to allow farmers and planters to sell leaf-tobacco of 
their own production to other persons than manufacturers of tobacco 
without special tax; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion, of course, 
but it is not subject to debate. Under the rules the Chair is of opin- 
ion the bill should be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The bill will be read for the information of the House before the 
Chair submits the motion. 

Mr. HATCH. A similar bill was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture at the last Congress and reported by that committee to 
the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That all of that portion of the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes 


| of the United States embraced in the following words: ‘‘ Provided, That nothing 
| in this section s 


be construed to exempt from a special tax any farmer or planter 
who, by peddling or otherwise, sells leaf-tobacco at retail directly to consumers, or 
who sells or assigns, consigns, transfers, or disposes of, to persons other than those 
who have paid a special tax as leaf dealers or manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, or 
cigars, or to persons purchasing leaf-tobacco for export,” be, and the same is hereby, 


| repealed. 


Sec. 2. That no farmer or planter shall be required to pay a special tax as a dealer 


| in leaf-tobacco for selling tobacco of his own production or tobacco received by him 


as rent from tenants who have produced the same on his land; and they may sell 

the same to persons other than those who have paid a special tax as leaf dealers or 

ommereneess of tobacco, snuff, or cigars, or to persons purchasing leaf-tobacco 
or ex . 

That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves the refer- 
ence of this bill to the Committee on Agriculture. The Chair is of 
opinion that under paragraph 2 of Rule XI it properly belongs to the 
The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 78. 

Mr. HATCH demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. Let the bill be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read once, but if there be no 
objection it will be read again. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object. 

Mr. KELLEY. This bill relates to the revenue laws, and belongs 
properly to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
97, nays 135, not voting 60; as follows: 





YEAS—97. 

Armfield, Cravens, Hooker, Shelley, 
Atkins, Culberson, House, Simonton, 
Barbour, Davidson, Hutchins, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Belmont, Dibble, Kenna, Singleton, Otho R. 
Berry, Dibrell, King, Sparks, 
Black, Dingley, Klotz, Springer, 
Blanchard, Evins, Latham, Stephens, 
Bland, Finley, Leedom Stockslager, 
Bliss, Flower, Manning ‘Thompson, P. B. 
Buckner, Ford, Matsen, Tillman, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Forney McKenzie, Townshend, R. W. 
Cabell, Fulkerson, McLane, Turner, Osear 
Caldwell, Geddes, MeMillin, Vance, 
Cassidy, Gibson, ills, Warner, 
Chalmers, Gunter, Money, Wellborn, 
Chapman, Hardy, Mosgrove, Wheeler, 
Clardy, Harris, Henry S. Moulton, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Haseltine, Muldrow, Williams, Thomas 
Clements, Hatch, Mutchler, Willis, 
Cobb, Herbert, Oates, Wilson, 
Colerick, Herndon, Phister, Wise, George D. 
Sook, Hewitt, Abram S. Reagan, Wise, Morgan R. 
Cox, Samuel 8S. Hewitt, G. W. Robinson, Wm. E. 
Cox, William R. Hoge, Scoville, 
Covington, Holman, Shackelford, 

NAYS—135. 
Aiken, Burrows, Julius C. Dunnell, Harmer, 
Aldrich, Calkins, Dwight, Harris, Benj. W. 
Anderson, Campbell, Errett, Haskell, 
Atherton, Candler, Farwell, Sewell S. Hazelton, 
Barr, Cannon, Fisher, Heilman 
Bayne, Carpenter, Garrison, Hepburn, 
Beach, Caswell, G e, Hill, 
Blount, Chace, Godshalk, Hiscock 
Brewer, Crowley, Grout, Herr, 
Briggs, Cullen, Guenther, Houk, 
Browne, Dawes, Hall, Jacobs, 
Bromm, Deering, Hammond,John Jadwin, 
Buchanan, De Motte. Hammond, N.J. Jones, George W. 
Buck, Dezendort, Hardenbergh, Jones, Phineas 
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Joyce, Orth, Robinson, James S. Turner, Henry G. | 
Kasson, Packeco Rosecrans, Tyler, 
Kelley, Page, Ryan, Updegraff, J.T. | 
Knott, Parker, Scales, Updegraff, Thomas | 
Lacey, Pan, Seranton, Urner, j 
Lewis, Payson Shallenberger. Valentine, 
Lindsey, Peelle, Shultz, Van Aernam, 
Lord, © Pierce, Skinner, Van Horn, 
Marsh, Pettibone, Smith, A. Herr Van Voorhis, 
McClure, Pound, Smith, Dietrich C. Wait, 
McCoid, Prescott, Smith, J. Hyatt Walker, 
McCook, Randall, Spaulding, Watson, 
McKinley, tanney, Speer, Webber, | 
Miller, Ray, Steele, West, 
Moore, teed, Stone, White, 
Morey, Rice, Theron M. Strait, Williams, Chas. G. 
March, Rice, William W. ‘Taylor, Willits, | 
Neal, Rich, ‘Thomas, Wood, Walter A. | 
Nercross, Richardson, D. P. Thompson,Wm.G. Young. | 
ONeill, Ritchie, Townsend, Amos 

NOT VOTING—60. 
Allen, Darrell, Hubbs, Richardson, Jno. Ss. | 
Belford, Davis, George R. Humphrey, Robertson, | 
Beltzhoover, Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, James K. Robeson, e | 
Bingham, Deuster, Jorgenson, Robinson, Geo. D. | 
Blackburn, Dowd, Ketcham, Ross, 
Bowman, Dugro, Ladd, Russell, | 
Bragg, Dunn, Le Fevre, Sherwin, 
Butterworth, Ellis, Martin, Spooner, { 
Camp, Ermentrout, Mason, ‘Talbott, | 
Carlisle, Farwell, Chas. B. Miles, Tucker, | 
Converse, Frost, Morrison, Upson, | 
Cornell, Hawk, Morse, Wadsworth. | 
Crapo, Henderson, Nolan, Ward, | 
Curtin, Hoblitzell, Phelps, Washburn, | 
Cutts, Hubbell, Rice, John B. Wood, Benjamin. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 
Before the announcement of the result of the vote 


Mr. Buck rose. 
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| . 
| Mr. BraGG and Mr. Cutts, until after the holiday recess, upon all 
questions. 

Mr. DARRELL with Mr. ROBERTSON, on all political questions. 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. ERMENTROUT, on this vote. 

Mr. Lr FEVRE with Mr. RIce of Ohio. 

Mr. RoBESON with Mr. CARLISLE, on all political questions, until 
further notice. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. WARD, on all party questions, until after the 
| recess. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. Frost. Mr. Drin@Ley would vote “no.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. SHERWIN. Mr. BLACKBURN would vote 
“tay” and Mr. SHERWIN ‘‘no.” 

Mr. McCOOK. [I desire to announce that Mr. WADSWORTH was 
paired with his colleague, Mr. DuGRO, and though the pair has not 
been read from the desk, nor has it been left with me, I was requested 

to make the statement. 
| The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, 
announced that Mr. CoNGER and Mr. Brown had been appointed 
| additional members of the committee on the part of the Senate to 
consider and report by what token of respect and affection it may be 
proper for the Congress of the United States to express the deep 
sensibility of the nation to the event of the death of the late Presi- 
dent, James A. Garfield. 

DAVID WALDO. 
| Mr. VAN HORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 898) for the relief of 
| David Waldo; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


m pr iaiene a es seca al ‘ sb aot if WILLIAM F. COOPER. 
— —— Se. en ee ee ee Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 889) granting a 
Mr. BUCK. Idid not hear my name called by the Clerk. I was | Pension to William E. Cooper; which was read a first and second 
within the Hall at the time of the call and listening, but failed to time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
hear my name, and did not respond. be printed. ‘ Ee 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman say he was within the bar ELIJAH MUSGROVE, 
at the time? Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 900) granting a 
Mr. BUCK. I was. pension to Elijah Musgrove; which was read a first and second time, 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Under the rule the Chair cannot | referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
entertain a motion to allow a name to be entered upon the roll after | printed. 
the completion of the second call. GILES J. COCKERILL. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, for the information of members, Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 901) for the relief 
it would be well to have the rule read, and will cause the Clerk to | of Giles J. Cockerill; which was read a first and second time, referred 


read Rule XV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. Uponevery roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetically by | 
surname, except when two or more have the same surname, then the whole name 
shall be called; and after the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall call in their 
alphabetical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall | 
not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair. { 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr, Buck] | 
say he did not hear his name called, although he was paying atten- | 
tion ? 

Mr. BUCK. I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman states he was giving attention 
and could not hear the roll-call, his statement will be accepted by the 
Chair, as the Chair is of opinion that such has been the practice of 
the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think the rule has been adhered to, that the Speaker 
cannot entertain a motion to allow a name to be entered after the roll 
has been completed. 

The SPEAKER. No motion will be entertained for that purpose; 
but if the Clerk called the roll so indistinctly that a member, who 
states that he was paying attention, being within the bar of the House 
at the time, could not hear his name called, and consequently could 
not, answer, the Chair holds that he is entitled to a vote and will 
extend to him that right. 

The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman from Connecticut, 
(Mr. Buck. 

Mr. Buck’s name was called and entered upon the roll. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Clerk omitted to call my name. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk states that he called the gentleman’s 
name, but that he failed to answer. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I think that is a mistake; I did 
not hear my name called, although I was paying attention to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

Mr. THOMPSON’S name was called and entered upon the roll. 

Mr. SHACKELFORD. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make the same 
statement. I did not heaf my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Under the circumstances the gentleman’s name 
will be called. 

Mr. SHACKELFORD’S name was called and entered upon the roll. 

On motion of Mr. ROBESON, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Huss, until further notice. 

Mr. NOLAN with Mr. CORNELL, until the 15th of January. 








to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
A. L. H. CRENSHAW. 

Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 902) for the re- 
lief of A. L. H. Crenshaw; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BRIDGER. 

Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 903) for the relief 
of James Bridger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. CROOK. 

Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 904) for the relief 
of William H. Crook; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS WASHED AWAY BY MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 905) for the relief of per- 
sons whose lands have been or may hereafter be washed away or sub- 
merged by the Mississippi River or its navigable tributaries; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. APPLEBY. 

Mr. CLARK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 906) granting a pen- 
sion to Francis M. Appleby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN DURANT. 

Mr. CLARK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 907) granting a pen- 
sion to John Durant; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRACTICE IN UNITED STATES CQURTS. 

Mr. CLARK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 908) regulating the 
practice in United States cireuit and district courts as to the time 
and manner of instructing juries and arguing the cause; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

° D. T. KIRBY, 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 909) for the relief of D. 
T. Kirby; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON BANK DEPOSITS, ETC. 
Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 910) to repeal taxes 
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on deposits with banks, banking associations, and bankers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 
Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 911) for the relief 
-of Charles P. Chouteau; which read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FANNY H. LUNSFORD. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 912) for the relief of 
Fanny H. Lunsford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IRON MOUNTAIN BANK OF SAINT LOUIS, MISSOURI. 
Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 913) for the relief 
eof the Iron Mountain Bank of Saint Louis, Missouri; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No 914) to provide for 
the payment of arrears of pensions to the widows and minor heirs of 
spersons who died in the United States service during the late war of 
the rebellion or who have since died from wounds or injuries received 

vor contracted in such service ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELINQUISHMENT OF RIGHT OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 915) relinquishing 
the right of the United States to an island therein named; which was 
yread a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CONRAD BLATTNER. 


Mr. CLARDY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 916) 
: granting an increase of pension to Conrad Blattner; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

-and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS G. CORBIN. 

Mr. CLARDY (by request) elso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 917) for 
‘the relief of Thomas G. Corbin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
~printed. 

ESTATE OF J. M. BEST. 

Mr. CLARDY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 918) for 
‘the relief of the estate of J. M. Best, deceased, of Kentucky, for 
‘property condemned and appropriated during the war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HESTER V. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. CLARDY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 919) 
‘granting a pension to Hester V. Blackburn; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 

erdered to be printed. 
TAX ON NATIVE WINES. 

Mr. CLARDY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 920) to 
amend section 328 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in re- 
lation to the tax on native wines; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSEPH CONRAD. 

Mr. CLARDY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 921) 
for the relief of Joseph Conrad; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be, 
printed. 

REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 922) to 
provide for the issue of supplemental postal-card backs, and to re- 
aiuce letter rates of postage trom three to two cents; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 

-and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS N. LOYD. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 923) 
granting a pension to Thomas N. Loyd; which was read a first and sec- 
-ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
F. M. WADLEY. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 924) 
‘for the relief of F. M. Wadley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
-printed. 

VOID ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 925) 
declaring entries of public lands void in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
‘Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GRAND RIVER, MISSOURI. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 926) 
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for the improvement of Grand River and reclaiming the swamp lands 
lying along the same, and making an appropriation therefor; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented resolutions of the Leg- 
islature of Missouri, in relation to the sale or giving away of leaf-to- 
bacco as affected by the revenue laws of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

GRAND RIVER, MISSOURI. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented resolutions of the Leg- 
islature of Missouri, in favor of improving the Grand River and re- 
claiming the swamp lands lying along said river ; which were referred. 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented a resolution of the Leg- 
islature of Missouri, in favor of legislation necessary to grant to the ° 
Saint Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company the right of way 
for their railroad through the Choctaw Nation in the Indian Territory ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

DUTY ON SALT. : 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented a resolution of the Leg- 
islature of Missouri, relating to the duty on salt; which was referred 
to the Committee on Ways anc Means. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented a resolution of the Leg- 
islature of Missouri,in favor of establishing an efficient Territorial 
government in the Indian Territory and of opening the public lands 
in said Territory belonging to the Government to settlement under 
the homestead and pre-emption laws of the United States ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

‘ TEHUANTEPEC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Missouri, urging Congress to aid the construction of a 
ship-railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Missouri, in favor of the passage of an act giving pen- 
sions tothe surviving soldiers of the Mexican war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Missouri, urging Congress to provide for the survey and 
preparation of sectional and schedule maps of the swamp and over- 
flowed lands of Southeast Missouri and Northeastern Arkansas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

HARRIS & HODGE. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 927) 
for the relief of Harriss & Hodge; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND OFFICES IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 928) 
to consolidate the United States land offices of Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAINT JOSEPH, MISSOURI. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 929) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN THOMPSON. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 930) granting a pension 
to John Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN M. HOLLAND. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 931) granting a pension 
to Susan M. Holland ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD R. YEARGIN. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 932) granting a pension 
to Richard R. Yeargin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER EVANS. : 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 933) granting a pension 
to Alexander Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHANNA M. STEFFIN. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 934) for the relief of Mrs. 
Johanna M. Steffin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ANDREW J. BOWZER. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 935) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from Andrew J. 
Bowzer, and to grant him an honorable discharge; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN SNOWDEN. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 936) for the relief of 
Jonathan Snowden; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WINGATE K. WATCHEL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 937) for the relief of 
Wingate K. Watchel, Thomas M. Pitman, David W. Terhum, Valen- 
tine Graff, Coleman 8. Carter, and Sanford Stoner; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 938) for the relief of 
Napoleon B. Giddings; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM LETT. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 939) granting a pension 
to William Lett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROSETTA HERT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 940) to amend an act 
entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of Rosetta Hert, (late Rosetta Scoville, ) 
Charles C. Benoist, Emily Benoist, and Logan Fanfan, half-breed 
Indians;” which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NICHOLAS HIBNER. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 941) geating an in- 
crease of pension to Nicholas Hibner ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS DOAK. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 942) for the relief of 
Thomas Doak; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 943) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the widows, children, depend- 
ent mothers and fathers, or orphan brothers and sisters, of those sol- 
diers who were killed by guerrillas at Centralia, Missouri, in 1864 ;” 
which was read a first oe second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 944) extending the pro- 
visions of an act ——? the laws granting pensions to the soldiers 
and sailors of the war of 1812, and their widows, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 9, 1878; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN W. DELAY. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 945) granting a pension 
to John W. Delay; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


T. J. REID. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 946) granting a pen- 
sion to T. J. Reid; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL HENNESSY. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 947) granting a pension 
to Michael Hennessy ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN E. D. JOHNSON. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 948) granting a pension 
to Captain E. D. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MADISON BRYANT. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 949) for the relief of 
Madison Bryant ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER EVANS. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 950) granting a pension 
to Alexander Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW KENNER. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 951) granting a pension 
to Andrew Kenner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM R. OLIVER. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 952) for the relief of 
William R. Oliver; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER MARCUM. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 953) increasing the pen- 
sion of Oliver Mareum; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN AND OTHER WARS, ETC. 

Mr. FORD also introdueed a bill (H. R. No. 954) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars 
therein named, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES A. PERRY & CO. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 955) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Charles A. Perry 
& Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. H. HOFFMAN. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 956) for the relief of 
R. H. Hoffman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY S. PORTER. 
Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 957) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary S. Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M’LAUGHLIN AND WILLIAM SOUTH. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 958) for the re- 
lief of John McLaughlin and William South, or their legal representa- 
tives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES, ETC. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 959) to ex- 
tend the time for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by offi- 
cers and enlisted men in the service of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on'War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. WALLACE. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 960) for the 
relief of Thomas B. Wallace; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CRATES. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 961) for the 
relief of Joseph Crates; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE WELLS. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 962) for the 
relief of Eugene Wells; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

ALEXANDER BARCLAY, DECEASED. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 963) for the 
relief of the legal representative of Alexander Barelay, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. CARR. 

Mr. HASELTINE introduced a bill er R. No. 964) for the relief 
of William A. Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to.the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

D. ©. ALLEN. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 965) for the re- 
lief of D. C. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. CARMACK. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 966) for the re- 
lief of Joseph W. Carmack; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA A. WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 967) grantin 
a pension to Martha A. Williamson; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ARLINGTON M. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 968) for the re- 
lief of Arlington M. Harrington ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF STATE MILITIA. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H.'R. No. 969) for the re- 

lief of officers of State militia acting under the orders of officers of 





















the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


OZIAS RUARK. 


Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 970) for the 
relief of Ozias Ruark; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC D. JOHNSON. 


Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 971) for the 
relief of Isaac D. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the: Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MICHAEL C. HENDERSON. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 972) for the 
relief of Michael C. Henderson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS OF MISSOURI STATE MILITIA. 

‘Mr. 4HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 973) for the 
relief of certain officers of the Missouri State militia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY J. HURLBUT. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 974) for the 
relief of Timothy J. Hurlbut; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 












































JONATHAN Rh. SPENCER. 


Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 975) for the 
relief of Jonathan R. Spencer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTEREST-BEARING DEBT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 976) to provide 
for the payment of the interest-bearing debt of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 977) for the free coinage 
of the standard silver dollar, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 978) ratifying the act of 
the general council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the 
Saint Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company right of way for a 
railroad and telegraph line through that nation; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS OF THE FOURTEENTH MISSOURI CAVALRY. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 979) for the relief of 
the soldiers of Company F, Fourteenth Missouri Cavalry Regiment ; 
which was read-a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB MAY. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 980) for the relief of 
Jacob May; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. JASON ASHWORTH. 
Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 981) for the relief of 

























































































































































































to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. PILAND. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 982) for the relief of 
William J. Piland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AARON HATCHER. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 983) for the relief of 
Aaron Hatcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RALPH P. FORD. 

Mr. BLAND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 984) for 
the relief of Ralph P. Ford; which was read a first and second time, 
a. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 






























































JAMES O'CONNOR. 

Mr. BLAND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 985) 
granting a pension to James O’Connor; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 























QUILLER N. PHELPS. 

Mr. BLAND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 986) 
granting a pension to Quiller N. Phelps; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 
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HEIRS, ETC., OF JAMES B. ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 987) amendatory of the 
act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of the heirs and next of kin of James 
B. Armstrong, deceased,” approved March 3, 1873; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 988) for the relief 
of the captain, owners, officers, and crew of the late United States 
private armed brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, adminis- 
trators, agents, or assigns; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EARNEST KUBISH. 


Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 989) for the relief 
of Earnest Kubish; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INTEROCEANIC SHIP-RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 990) to incorpo- 
rate the Interoceanic Ship-Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT. 

I rise to make a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to offer a concurrent resolution for a 
recess for the holidays. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is in order, and will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of esentatives, (the Senate concurring therein,) That when 
the two Houses adjourn on ee the 21st day of December, 1881, they stand 
adjourned until twelve o’clock m. on Thursday, the 5th day of January, 1882. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move to amend by striking out “5th,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘12th.’’ 

Mr. ROBESON. I demand the previous question on the resolution 
and amendment. 

Mr. SIMONTON. [ask that they be reported again. 

The resolution and amendment were again read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I desire to move a further amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been demanded. 

The question being taken, the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question under the operation of the pre- 
vious question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. SHELLEY. ] ; 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 991) supplemental 
to an act entitled “An act for the apportionment of Representatives 
to Congress among the several States according to the ninth census ;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT AT OMAHA. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 992) to estab- 
lish a branch mint of the United States at Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
—* on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. ROBESON. 


SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS, 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 993) to extend 
the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled “ An act for 
the relief of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands,” 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SCHOOL FOR EDUCATION OF INDIANS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 994) to establish 
an agricultural school in the State of Nebraska for the education of 
Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 995) granting 
pensions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the 
rebellion who were confined in so-called confederate prisons; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONFIRMATION OF LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 996) for the con- 
firmation of certain entries of public land irregularly allowed under 
the laws to encourage the growth of timber on the western prairics ; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 997) to author- 
ize the appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses 
ontennell by citizens of the United States on account of Indian dep- 
redations, and to adjust claims arising therefrom; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NEBRASKA INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 998) to reim- 
burse the State of Nebraska for money ——— by said State to 
pay for arming and equipping a company of Territorial militia for serv- 
ice on the western borders in protecting the settlers from hostile 
Indians in the years of 1861 and 1862 ; which wasread a first and second 
time. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 
on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. 
on War Claims, 

Mr. VALENTINE. I do not think that is the proper committee. 
A similar bill was introduced during the last Congress and was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. The Committee on War Claims 
is for the purpose of considering claims growing out of the late war 
of the rebellion. 

The SPEAKER. Considering claims growing out of any war. 

Mr. VALENTINE. This is not awarclaim. It is a bill to reim- 
burse the State of Nebraska for money spent for troops to defend its 
frontier against the Indians during its Territorial existence, but which 
money was paid by the State after it was admitted into the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Paragraph 28 of Rule XI, relating.to the juris- 
diction of committees, reads as follows: 

To claims arising from any war in which the United States has been engaged, 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. VALENTINE. There was no war in this case; just roving 
bands of Indians against which the border was protected. It was 
not any war that was known as a war. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule this should 
be classed as a claim or as a war claim, the Chair is not very partic- 
ular which. It certainly does not belong to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, for it is a bill to make an appropriation of money to pay for 
= expenditure which in its character is very much like a war 
claim. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 

NORTHERN KANSAS RAILROAD. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 999) explana- 
tory of an act entitled ‘“‘An act for a grant of lands to the State of 
Kansas to aid in the construction of the Northern Kansas Railroad 
and Telegraph, ” approved July 23, 1866; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OFFICIAL STENOGRAPHERS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1000) to provide 
for the appointment of official stenographers for the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States ; which was read a first and second 
time, a to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
The Chair thinks it should go to the Committee 


G. T. A. NIXON. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1001) to place 
G. T. A. Nixon on the retired list; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN R. BROWN. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1002) for the 
relief of John R. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY GREBE. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1003) for the 
relief of Henry Grebe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL CORNWELL. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1004) na 
a pension to Daniel Cornwell; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOEL FE, CADY. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1005) granting 
a pension to Joel E. Cady; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW M. JORDEN. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1006) granting 
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@ pension to Andrew M. Jorden; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CARSON CITY, NEVADA. 


Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1007) for the erection of 
a public building at Carson City, State of Nevada; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT C. C. NORTON. 

Mr. CASSIDY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1008) 
for the relief of Lieutenant C. C. Norton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NEVADA INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 27) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to ascertain and report to Congress 
the amount of money expended and indebtedness assumed by the 
State of Nevada in repelling invasions, suppressing insurrections and 
Indian hostilities, enforcing the laws, and protecting the public prop- 
erty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN TUTT. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1009) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Tutt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED J. HILL. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1010) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred J. Hill; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL G. GEORGE. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1011) granting an in~ 
crease of pension to Daniel G. George; which was read a firgt and: 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS SULLIVAN. 

Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1012) 
of pension to Dennis Sullivan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to. 
be printed. 


JOSEPH H. ADAMS. rm 


_ Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1013) granting a peu- 
sion to Joseph H. Adams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH L. STEVENS. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1014) for the relief 
of Joseph L. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CONCORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H.-R. No. 1015) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Concord, in the State 
of New Hampshire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to Ra nee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROTECTION OF PENSIONERS. 


_Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1016) for the protec- 
tion of pensioners; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. ORDWAY. 
* Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1017) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Ordway; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
HENRY P. ROLFE. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1018) for the relief 
of Henry P. Rolfe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 
Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1019) to promote 
the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the saving 


of life from shipwreck; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED G. FIFIELD. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1020) ting an 
increase of pension to Alfred G. Fifield ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tosthe Committee on InWalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RUFUS C. SMITH. 


Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No 10%) for the relief 


of Rufus C. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


anting an increase . 
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GREENLEAF CILLEY. 
Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1022) for the relief 
of Greenleaf Cilley ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN R. MILLER. 
Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1023) for the relief 


of John R. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SIDNEY P. LUTHER. 
Mr. RAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of Sidney 


P. Luther; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALMON P. GRAVES. 

Mr. RAY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1025) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Almon P. Graves; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. RAY also introduced a bill (H. R.'No. 1026) to repeal the tax 
on national-bank circulation; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AGNES FAIRLY. 

Mr. ROBESON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1027) granting a pen- 
sion to AgnesFairly; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VIRGINIA ZEILIN. 

Mr. ROBESON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1028) granting an 
increase of pension to Virginia Zeilin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY FELTER. 

Mr? ROBESON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1029) 
granting a pension to Henry Felter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAFETY OF LIFE ON RAILROADS. 

Mr. ROBESON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1030) to provide for 
safety of life on railroads; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF SURFMEN, LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1031) for the relief of 
keepers and surfmen of the United States Life-Saving Service ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


HERMAN BIGGS. 
Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1032) for the relief 


of Herman Biggs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM HUGHES. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1033) for the relief 
of William Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. ROSE. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1034) granting a 
pension to John W. Rose; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WIDOWS OF SURFMEN LOST WHILE ON DUTY. 

Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1035) to provide 
for the widows of keepers and surfmen who lose their lives while on 
duty in the Life-Saving Service; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1036) to reduce letter post- 
age to two cents; which was read a first and second tims, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and crdered to be 
printed. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1037) to promote the 
efficiency of the Life-Saving Service, and to encourage the saving of 
life from shipwreck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDING OF PASSENGERS, XEW YORK. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1038) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act for the construction of a public building for 
use by the United States Government in the city of New York,” ap- 
proved June 15, 1878; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. I move that the bill be referred to the 


Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 
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The SPEAKER. ‘The proper reference of the bill seems to be to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. The amendment proposed simply refers to 
the landing of passengers, and the bill therefore should properly be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADULTERATION. OF DRUGS. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1039) to 
prevent the adulteration of food and drugs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNUSED STAMPS. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1040) to 
amend section 3426 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID W. JONES. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1041) for 
the relief of David W. Jones; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH E. MOORE. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1042) for 
the relief of Joseph E. Moore; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT INSPECTORS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a‘bill (H. R. No. 1043) to 
define the duties of assistant inspectors of steam-vessels ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON WEISS BEER. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1044) to 
regulate the collection of the tax on weiss beer; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL G. SMITH. 


Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1045) for 
the relief of Nathaniel G. Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN H. MYERS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1046) 
for the relief of Stephen H. Myers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to he 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. GILL. 


Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 1047) 
for therelief of William H. Gill; which was read a first andsecond time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ‘ordered to be 
printed. 

BERNARD BRADY. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1048) 
yranting an increase of pension to Bernard Brady ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1049) to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service and to encourage the 
saving of life from shipwreck; which was‘read a first and second 
‘time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS TO FAMILIES OF EMPLOYES OF LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1050) to 
grant pensions to the families of the keepers and crews lost in the 
Life-Saving Service ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 1051) mak- 
ing an apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the sev- 
eral States under the tenth census; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Special Committee on the Census, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1052) in 
relation to the Japanese indemnity fund ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPTORS OF RAM ALBEMARLE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1053) for 
the relief of the captors of the ram Albemarle; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. TRAINER. 


Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1054) for 












the relief of John B. Trainer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SALMON B. COLBY. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1055) for 
the relief of Salmon B. Colby; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1056) con- 
cerning the trade-dollar; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. COX, of New York, submitted the following resolution of in- 
quiry: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
public service, be requested to communicate with this House all correspondence 


with the British Government on file in the State Department with reference to the 
arrest and imprisonment of American citizens in Ireland. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
ALLEGED FRAUDS IN FISHERY AWARD. 
Mr. COX, of New York, also submitted the following resolution of 


mquiry : 
Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
ublic service, be requested to communicate to this House the report of Hon. Mr. 
ewberry, and any other communications on file in the State Department with 
reference to the fishery award and the alleged frauds in connection therewith. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
UNIFORM STANDARD OF VALUE. 
Mr. COX, of New York, (for Mr. Hewitt, of New York, ) introduced 
@ bill (H. R. No. 1057) to secure a uniform standard of value; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS, 


Mr. COX, of New York, (for Mr. HEwITT, of New York, ) also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1058) amendatory of title 48 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States so as to authorize the purchase of 
foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States for use in the 
foreign carrying trade; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 


Mr. COX, of New York, (for Mr. HEwitTTt, of New York, ) also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1059) to facilitate the negotiation of billsof lad- 
ing and other commercial instruments, and to punish fraud therein; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ASCERTAINMENT OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. COX, of New York, (for Mr. HEw1tTT, of New York, ) also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1060) providing for the judicial ascertainment 
of claims against the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF PROPERTY TO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1061) authorizing the 
sale to the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York of the 
lands and premises formerly occupied as the site of the post-office in 
New York City; which was read a first and second time. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McCOOK. A bill of the same nature went to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Letit be referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Mr. McCOOK. The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Postmaster-General to appoint a commission to appraise the 
property. 

The SPEAKER. Does it affect the raising of revenue? 

Mr. McCOOK. It does in an indirect way. 

The SPEAKER. But it affects a public building directly. 

Mr. McCOOK. The bill went to the Committee on Ways and Means 
before, and I think that is the proper reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion it belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McCOOK. It affects the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. In what ae 

Mr. McCOOK. Let the bill read, and it will be seen how it 
affects the revenue. I ask the Chair to look at the bill before he 
makes his final decision. 

The SPEAKER, (after reading the bill.) In the opinion of the 
Chair, the bill should go to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. It relates to the disposition of the site of the New York 
post-office and buildings therewith connected. The Chair does not 
see in what way it affects the question of raising the revenue. 

Mr. McCOOK. Theline has never heretofore been so closely drawn 
as that. In asking the reference of the bill to the Ways and Means 
Committee I am simply following the precedent established in the 
Forty-sixth and Forty-fifth Congresses. Itisa bill that provides for 
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the sale of public ground to a certain specified amount. 
must be held to come within the rule. 


I think it 
The SPEAKER. The Chair adheres to his decision, that the bill 


should be referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 


Mr. McCOOK. Very well. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds and ordered to be printed. 


SONE & FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 
Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1062) for the relief 


of the Sone & Fleming Manufacturing Company (Limited) of the 


City of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
ESTATE OF FRANKLIN 8. WHITNEY. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1063) for the relief 
of the estate of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

GARFIELD STATUE IN WASHINGTON. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1064) to donate con- 
demned bronze cannon to the Society of the Army of the Cumberland, 
to aid in the erection of a statue in Washington City of James A. 
Garfield, late President of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE C. JENKS. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1065) for the relief 
of George C. Jenks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. A. SIDNEY TEBBS. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1066) for the relief 
of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH MARIA DOULL. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1067) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Maria Doull; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. , 

DOCTOR JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1068) for the relief 
of Dr. John B. Read ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES REGULATION FIRE-ARMS COMPANY. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No 1069) for the relief 
of the United States Regulation Fire-Arms Company ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No 1070) to provide for 
an additional circuit judge in the second judicial cireuit of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH G. M’NUTT. 

Mr. McCOOK (for his colleague, Mr. WALTER A. Woop, unavoid- 
ably absent) also introduced bills (H. R. No. 1071 and H. R. No. 1072) 
granting a pension to Joseph G. McNutt, and for the relief of Joseph 
G. McNutt, late a captain in the One hundred and fifty-ninth New 
York Volunteer Infantry; which were read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

° REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, presented a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 28) to reduce the postage on single letters to one cent; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MERCHANT SEAMEN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1073) 
to amend title 53 of the Revised Statutes, relating to merchant sea- 
men; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HUNTER’S PORT CHARGES. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1074) making an appropriation for the purchase of Theodore Hunter’s 
Port Charges of the World for the use of United States consuls; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. DENMAN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1075) for the relief of Charles L. Denman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD OULAHAN. 
| Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No..1076) 
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for the relief of Richard Oulahan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN M. HUDSON. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1077) 
granting a pension to John M. Hudson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SENECA INDIANS, NEW YORK. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1078) to authorize 
the Seneca nation of Indians of the State of New York to grant title 
to lands ‘for cemetery purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to theCommittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DUTY ON BARLEY-MALT. 


Mr. FLOWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1079) fixing the rate of 
duty on barley-malt at twenty-five cents per bushel; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATION OF FOOD AND DRUGS. 

Mr. FLOWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1080) for the pre- 
vention of the adulteration of food and drugs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RAILWAY EMPLOYEs. 


Mr. DWIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1081) to compensate per- 
sons engaged in the railway mail service for injuries received while 
in the discharge of their duties, and to pay their legal representa- 
tives in cases where death results from such injuries ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD G. QUINCY. 

Mr. DWIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1082) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward G. Quincy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPENCER OLDS. 

Mr. DWIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1083) for the relief 
of Spencer Olds; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A. LAMB. 


Mr. DWIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1084) granting a 
pension to George A. Lamb; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM A. PECK. 

Mr. DWIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1085) granting a 
pension to William A. Peck; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, an 
ordered to be printed. 

HARRY 8S. KELLOGG. 

Mr. DWIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1086) for the relief 
of Harry S. Kellogg, administrator ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMERCE. 

Mr. SCOVILLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1087) to 
provide for the better protection of the northern and northwestern 
frontier, and to facilitate commerce and diminish the expenses of ex- 
changes between the States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JANE RONOLD. 


Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1088) granting a pension to 
Jane Ronold; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POLICE BUILDING, BROOKLYN, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R: No. 1089) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Brooklyn, New York, for use as a 
post-office and United States court, and for the accommodation of 
United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mnittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY TO BROOKLYN, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 29) pro- 
viding for sale of property in Wailabout Bay to the city of Brooklyn 
for market purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES E. KELSEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 30) referring 
to the Court of Claims the claim of James E. Kelsey, John Loughlin, 
Theron Kelsey, and others against the United States for damages 
done to the schooner C. and C. Brooks; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HEIRS OF AUGUSTINE DE YTURBIDE. 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1090) to authorize the 
United States district court for the northern district of California 
to proceed in the case of the executors and heirs of Augustine de 
Yturbide, deceased, appellants, against the United States, appellees, 
and hear and determine the same on its merits; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. | 

FLEET MARINE OFFICER. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1091) regulating the 
rank and pay of fleet marine officer in the United States Navy ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1092) to regulate and 
define the rank of the staff of the Marine Corps; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM AND WILLIAM H. LEWIS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1093) authorizing 
William Lewis and William H. Lewis to make application to the 
Commissioner of Patents for the extension of their patent for new 
and useful photographic plate-holders; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BENJAMIN C. BAMPTON. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1094) for the relief of 
Benjamin C. Bampton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS L. DALLON, 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1095) for the relief of 
Francis L. Dallon, late marshal of the United States for the eastern 
district of New York; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 
Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1096) for the relief of 
Francis H. Ellison; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALICIA DURANT. 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1097) forthe relief of Mrs. 
Alicia Durant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA WESTERVELT. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1098) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha Westervelt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS SHANNON. 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1099) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Shannon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELEANOR K. FILLIS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1100) granting a pen- 
sion to Eleanor K. Fillis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN BOYLE. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1101) granting a pen- 
sion to John Boyle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH T. DUBOIS. 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1102) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth T. Dubois; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET KEARNS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1103) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Kearns; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY F. HALL. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1104) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary F. Hall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE S. RIGGS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1105) granting a pen- 
sion to George 8. Riggs; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ANN SMART. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1106) granting @ pen- 
sion to Ann Smart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA H. OWEN. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1107) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia H. Owen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JANE ANN ROOF. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1108) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane Ann Roof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JANE A. O'BRIEN. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1109) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane A. O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ° 

STEAMSHIP KENT. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1110) authorizing the 
inspection of the boiler of the steamship Kent; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

W. SCOTT WHITNEY. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1111) 
for the relief of W. Scott Whitney ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

CHARLES N. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1112) for the relief of Charles N. Williams; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GENERAL BENJAMIN ALVORD. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1113) for the relief of Benjamin Alvord ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM DOWNS. 

Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1114) granting a pension 
to William Downs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1115) to amend section 1, 
chapter 23 of the laws of the United States passed January 25, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH MARIA DOULL. 

_ Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1116) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Maria Doull; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REBECCA E. HASKIN. 

“Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1117) granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca E. Haskin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH DEMPSEY. 

Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1118) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Dempsey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

USEBUS SWEET. 

_Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1119) granting a pen- 
sion to Usebus Sweet ; which was read a first and eal time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENTON C. BARNES. 

_ Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1120) granting a pen- 
sion to Benton C. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

GEORGE HUGUNIN. 

_ Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1121) granting a pen- 
sion to ae Hugunin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETER JOSEPH REUSS. 

_ Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1122) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Joseph Reuss; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHBE MEECH. 
Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1123) for the relief 
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of Phasbe Meech; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEONARD WEBER. 

Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1124) granting a pension 
to Leonard Weber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD TATTERSALL. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1125) for the relief 
of Edward Tattersall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUTENANT G. W. GRAHAM. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1126) correcting the 
pension granted to Lieutenant G. W. Graham; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB MAYER. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1127) granting a 
pension to Jacob Mayer, a corporal in the Ninth Regiment of New 
York Heavy Artillery Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
‘be printed. 

ROBERT NUTT. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1128) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Nutt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1129) to confer juris- 
diction upon the Court of Claims in certain causes arising under the 
customs and internal-revenue laws. 

The SPEAKER. This bill, in the judgment of the Chair, should 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I think it should be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The object of the bill is to confer jurisdiction 
upon a court, is it not? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It applies entirely to the customs and internal- 
revenue laws, and should, for that reason, go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that this bill simply con- 
fers jurisdiction upon the court, and although that jurisdiction may be 
such as to include some matters relating to the revenue, yet that is 
not a bill to fix the revenue one way or the other. It should go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Very well. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1130) providing 
for the judicial ascertainment of claims against the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PROSECUTIONS FOR VIOLATIONS OF REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1131) to limit the 
time within which suits or prosecutions for violation of the internal- 
revenue laws shall be brought ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT AND HARBOR OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1132) in relation to 
the port and harbor of New York and the waters near the same ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED CARHART. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1133) granting a 
pension to Alfred Carhart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DELIVERY OF CIRCULATING NOTES, ETC. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1134) to amend 
sections 5171, 5192, and 5200 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN M. PAULDING. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No 1135) granting a 
pension to Ann M. Paulding; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. MORRIS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1136) for the re- 
lief of John H. Morris; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY OSTERHELD. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1137) for the re- 
lief of Henry Osterheld; which was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
THIRTY-SECOND INTERNAL-REVENUE DISTRICT, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1138) for the re- 
lief of certain parties in the thirty-second internal-revenue district 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1139) to amend section 
4458 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the inspections and examina- 
tion of vessels propelled wholly or in part by steam, and the com- 
pensation therefor, &¢.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS NIAGARA RIVER. 

Mr. CROWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1140) to authorize the 
construction and maintenance of a railway bridge across Niagara 
River: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. BURNS. 

Mr. CROWLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1141) for the relief 
of William W. Burns; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF RICHARD W. MEAD. 

Mr. CROWLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1142) for the relief 

of the heirs of Richard W. Mead, deceased ; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


EDWARD FARR. 
Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1154) granting a 
pension to Edward Farr; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 









ELIZA ANN SHARER. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1155) granting a 
pension to Eliza Ann Sharer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 









RICHARD L. WHITMAN. 


Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1156) granting a 
pension to Richard L. Whitman; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 









CHARLES R. PRATT. 


Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1157) granting a 
pension to Charles R. Pratt; which wasread a first and second time, 
ar to the Committee on Invalid, Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 










MARGARET CORRIGON. 
Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1158) granting a 
pension to Margaret Corrigon; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 









JAMES RADIGAN. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1159) granting a 
pension to James Radigan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 








TIMOTHY E. ELLSWORTH. 


Mr. CROWLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1143) for the re- 
lief of Timothy E. Ellsworth; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY F. AIKIN. 

Mr. CROWLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1144) for the relief 
of Mary F. Aikin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM W. RAPPLEYE. 

Mr. CROWLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1145) for the relief 
of William W. Rappleye ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 





ASA O. GALLUP. 
Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1160) for the relief 
of the heirs of Asa O. Gallup; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN WEBER, 


Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a aan R. No. 1161) granting 
a@ pension to John Weber; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 












LEMUEL ADAMS, 


Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1162) granting a 
pension to Lemuel Adams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAULINA FULLER. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1163) granting a 
pension to Paulina Fuller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. J. BUDLONG. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1164) for the relief 
of Mary C. J. Budlong; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD DILLON. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1165) granting a 
pension to Richard Dillon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

JOHN TAYLOR. 


Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1166) granting a 
‘pension to John Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 









MARY VAN GORDON. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1146) granting a pension 
to Mary Van Gordon ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH VERNOR HENRY. 


Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1147) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Vernor Henry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


















PETER E. PALEN. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1148) for the relief 
of Peter E. Palen; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BEACH. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Does not the bill properly belong to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims? 

Mr. BEACH. It provides for the extra compensation of an officer 
of the late war. 


The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD CARPENTER. 
Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No 1149) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 























ALONZO TICE. 
Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1167) granting a 
pension to Alonzo Tice; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 












MARY P. ABEEL. 

Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1150) for the relief of 
Mary P. Abeel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HERBERT JOYCE. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1151) for the relief 
of Herbert Joyce; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALICE M’MAHON. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1152) granting a 

pension to Alice McMahon; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 





PHILIP J. WIDTMEYER. 
Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1168) granting a 
pension to Philip J. Widtmeyer; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 







ANDREW J. SIZER. 
Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1169) for the re- 
lief of Andrew J. Sizer; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 








MARY M. J. FRANK. 
Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1170) granting a 
pension to Mary M. J. Frank; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 









HELEN M. SCHOLEFIELD. 

_ Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1153) for the re- 
lief of Helen M. Scholefield ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN, ETC, 


Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1171) to repeal and 
amend certain acts relating to commerce and navigation and to mer- 
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REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1189) to repeal the in- 
ternal-revenue laws of the United States and to abolish all taxes and 
all offices created by them; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENSBOROUGH, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1190) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building, to be 
used as a United States court-house and post-office, at Greensborough, 
in the State of North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF DIRECT TAXES ON LAND. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1191) to refund cer- 
tain direct taxes on land collected from citizens in the late insurrec- 
tionary States under the act of August 5, 1861; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EQUAL RIGHTS TO RELIGIOUS SECTS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1192) giving to all 
religious denominations equal rights and privileges in the Indian 
reservations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERCHANGE BY DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1193) to allow dis- 
trict judges to interchange districts in the same circuit, subject to- 
the approval of the circuit judge; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


chant seamen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES C. DUANE. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1172) for the re- 
lief of Lieutenant-Colonel James C. Duane; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 














THOMAS SAMPSON. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1173) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Sampson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HYACINTHE ROBERT AGNEL. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1174) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Hyacinthe Robert Agnel, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS F. YOUNGS. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1175) for the re- 
lief of Thomas F. Youngs, assignee of Byam K. Stevens; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAX BEEBER. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1176) for the relief 
of Max Beeber; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH L. PEARSALL. 


Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1177) for the relief 
of Josiah L. Pearsall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJOR-GENERAL W. W. AVERELL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1178) authorizing the retirement of Brevet Major-General William 
W. Averell, United States Army, with the rank and pay of a briga- 
dier-general; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN M. BOGGS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1179) granting a pension to Mrs, Ellen M. Boggs; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEQRGE H. BLACKMAN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1180) increasing the pension of George H. Blackman; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN COWAN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1181) gronting @ pension to John Cowan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 























ABOLITION OF TAXES ON APPLE BRANDY, ETC, 


Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1194) to abolish all 
taxes on brandy made of apples, peaches, or grapes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


and ordered to be printed. 
REFUND OF SPECIAL TAXES ON APPLE BRANDY, ETC, 


Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1195) to refund to: 
distillers of brandy from apples, peaches, or grapes all of the special 
taxes paid by such distillers under the act of July 20, 1868, which 
is in excess of fifty dollars; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 













INDIAN CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1196) to amend sec- 
tion 2156 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to damagessustained by 
Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES L. CARDWELL. 
Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1197) for the relief of 
James L. Cardwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES BURKE. 


Mr. ARMFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1198) for the relief of 
James Burke ; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Does it relate to the as of money ? 

Mr. ARMFIELD. It was in the hands of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs at the last session and was acted on by that committee. 

The SPEAKER. An appropriation of money, under the rules, must 
go to the War Claims Committee. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. This occurred since the war. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS, TOBACCO, ETC. 

Mr. ARMFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1199) to repeal 
the tax on distilled spirits, fermented liquors, tobacco, snuff, cigars, 
cigarettes, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. ARMFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1200) to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the registration of trade-marks 
and to protect the same,” approved March 3, 1881; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CRIMES AGAINST COINAGE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1201) to punish certain 
crimes relating to the coins of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF TRADE-DOLLARS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1202) to provide for 

the exchange of the trade-dollars for legal-tender dollars, and to stop 














MARY ANN GAIT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
1182) granting a pension to Mary Ann Gait; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 








WILLIAM W. WEBB, 


Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1183) for the relief 
of William W. Webb; which was read a first and second time, 
ater to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 








‘ JOHN F. WHEELER. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1184) for the relief 
of John F, Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT ANDERSON. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1185) granting a 
pension to Robert Anderson; which was read a first and second time, 
es to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 














PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1186) for a public 
building at Rochester, New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 









MARY A. RIPLEY. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1187) for the 
relief of Mary A. Ripley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ALLCOCK. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1188) grant- 

ing a pension to Thomas Allcock; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

















170 CONGRESSIONAL 





the coinage of the trade-dollars, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


WESTERN CHEROKEES. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1203) to refer the 
claim of the ‘‘Western Cherokees” or ‘‘old settlers” to the United 
States Court of Claims for adjudication; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1204) to repeal the 
duty on salt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PINKNEY ROLLINS. 


Mr. VANCE also introducéd a bill (H. R. No. 1205) for the reliefof 
Pinkney Rollins; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. VANCE. I move it be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The SPEAKER. It properly belongs to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not object to that reference. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

KATE L, USHER. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1206) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Kate L. Usher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WARREN SAMS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1207) granting a pen- 
sion to Warren Sams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS GENTRY. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1208) granting a 
pension to Lewis Gentry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH A. HOOPER. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a biil (H. R. No. 1209) granting a 
pension to Sarah A. Hooper; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SIGNAL STATIONS—MOUNT MITCHELL, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1210) to provide for 
ae signal stations on Mount Mitchell and at Highlands, in 
the State of North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD HAILE. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No 1211) for the relief of 
Edward Haile, surviving partner of Savage & Haile; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLASSIFIED ABRIDGMENT OF PATENTS. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1212) to continue the 

reparation of classified abridgments of all letters-patent of the 

nited States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES ON PATENTS. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1213) to reduce the 


fees on patents and caveats; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PENSION LAW. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 31) to con- 
strue the act of March 9, 1878, to include soldiers who served fourteen 
days in the war of 1812 although a portion of the time occurred after 
the proclamation of the treaty of peace with Great Britain; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1214) to provide for 
_ the erection of a public building at Asheville, North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
PROMOTIONS, ETC., IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. VANCE (for Mr. STEPHENS) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1215) 
to regulate the promotion of midshipmen and cadet engineers and 
establish the grade of sub-assistant engineer in the Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER H. STEVENS, DECEASED. 
Mr. VANCE (for Mr. STEPHENS) also introduced a joint resolution 


(H. R. No. 32) providing for the ascertainment and payment of the 
claim of the legal representatives of Walter H. Stevens, deceased; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 

Mr. VANCE (for Mr. STEPHENS) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1216) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPRINGFIELD ARMS AND CARTRIDGES. 

Mr. VANCE (for Mr. STEPHENS) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1217) to pay for the use of the Springfield vibrating and secured breech- 
block invention of fire-arms, revolving cylinder pistol, and primed 
cartridges used in the Army ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF JOHN R. GALE, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LATHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1218) for the relief of the 
widows of John R. Gale, Spencer D. Gray, Lemuel Griggs, Malachi 
J. Brumsey, I. Mundin, Lewis White, and George W. Wilson, of 
North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER G. HOLT. 

Mr. CCX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1219) for 
the relief of Christopher G. Holt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1220) 
to repeal the internal-revenue tax ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DOWD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1221) to make an appropri- 
ation for the erection of a United States court-house and post-office in 
the city of Charlotte, North Carolina; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDS IN MAIL-ROUTE CONTRACTS. 

Mr. DOWD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1222) to prevent frauds 
and combinations in obtaining contracts for carrying the mails and 
to encourage local bidding for the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

BRYAN TYSON. 

Mr. DOWD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1223) for the relief of 
Bryan Tyson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANSON SMITH. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1224) grant- 
ing a pension to Anson Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROSETTA L. M’KAY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1225) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Rosetta L. McKay ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4214 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1226) 
to amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, relating to yachts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCRETIA R. GARFIELD. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 1227) 
for the relief of Mrs. Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of the late Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Death of the late President 
Garfield, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON MANUFACTURES OF IRON, ETC. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1228) 
in relation to the duties on manufactures of iron, &c.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. LINTS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1229) 
for the relief of J. J. Lints; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; ELIZA ELY. . 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1230) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Ely; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON MANUFACTURES OF IRON, ETC. 
Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1231) in relation to 
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the duties on manufactures of iron, &c.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS KOLP. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1232) granting a 
pension to Nicholas Kolp; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. Je BLACKSTONE. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1233) for the relie1 
of A. J. Blackstone; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1234) to 
enlarge the Department of Agriculture; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REBECCA TAMSETT. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1235) 
granting a pension to Rebecca Tamsett; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH PERCY. * 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1236) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Percy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISADOR ROHRER. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1237) 
granting a pension to Isador Rohrer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. RHODES. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1238) 
granting a pension to George W. Rhodes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS REICHERT. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1239) 
granting a pension to Francis Reichert; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMIE DOWNEY. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1240) 
granting a pension to Amie Downey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS LEMPP. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1241) 
anting an increase of pension to Augustus Lempp ; which was read a 
it and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL MEENAN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1242) 
granting a pension to Daniel Meenan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL MARION. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1243) 
granting a pension to Michael Marion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

° EUGENE O’SULLIVAN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1244) 
granting a pension to Eugene O’Sullivan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. RINGGOLD. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFY, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1245) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Ringgold; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANTHONY HALPIN. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1246) 


granting a pension to Anthony Halpin; which was read a first and ! 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1247) 
to amend pension laws; which was read a first and second time, 
veferred to Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
«nd Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


HUGH R. M’GOWAN. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1248) 
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granting a pension to Hugh R. McGowan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTOPHER F. E. BLANCH. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1249) 
granting a pension to Christopher F. E. Blanch ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH WINTERS. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1250) 
granting a pensionto Mrs. Elizabeth Winters; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE L. RIKER. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1251) 
granting a pension to George L. Riker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARION BROWN. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFY, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1252) 
granting a pension to Marion Brown; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PHILIP M, SIGLER. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1253) 
granting a pension to Philip M. Sigler; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEVI SIPE. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1254) 
granting a pension to Levi Sipe; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HELEN RAYMOND. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1255) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Raymond; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. MORRIS. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFTF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1256) 
granting a pension to John A. Morris; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RACHEL A. M’GOWAN. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1257) 
granting a pension to Rachel A. McGowan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LAPPERT. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1258) 
granting a pension to John Lappert ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMOS HIXSON. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1259) 
granting a pension to Amos Hixson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 0. IMES. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1260) fer the relief of 
Jafnes O. Imes, late sergeant-major Seventy-fifth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL D. STILES. 

Mr. DAWES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1261) granting a 
pension to Samuel D. Stiles ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHILDREN OF JOHN PHEMESTER,. 

Mr. DAWES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1262) granting a 
pension to the children of John Phemester; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

STAFFORD PALMER, 

Mr. DAWES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1263) granting a 
pension to Stafford Palmer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADALINE G. HASKINS. 

Mr. DAWES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1264) granting a pen- 
sion to Adaline G. Haskins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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W. H. H. GORHAM. 
Mr. DAWES (for Mr. Rice, of Ohio) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1265) to restore to the pension-ro}l the name of W. H. H. Gorham; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
EVIDENCE OF DISPUTED HANDWRITING. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1266) providing for evi- 
dence in cases involving disputed handwriting; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1267) to organize a 
court of pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVADOR JACKSON. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1268) granting a pen- 
sion to Sylvador Jackson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANK LOGSDON. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1269) granting a 
pension to Frank Logsdon ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID F. JONES. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1270) granting a 
pension to David F. Jones; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY LINDSAY. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1271) granting a 
pension to Mary Lindsay ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TIMBER LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. GEDDES (for Mr. CONVERSE) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1272) to authorize the President to reserve from sale or other dispo- 
sition certain timber lands in the State of California, and for other 
purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, OHIO. 

Mr. GEDDES (for Mr. CONVERSE) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1273) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to procure a site 
for a public building at Columbus, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. GEDDES (for Mr. CONVERSE) also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
1274) to declare certain lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid 
in the construction of railroads forfeited to the United States, and for 
other purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered/to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, OHIO. 

Mr. GEDDES (for Mr. CONVERSE) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1275) to authorize the construction of a fire-proof building at Co- 
lumbus, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY STRAWBRIDGE. 


Mr. GEDDES (for Mr. CONVERSE) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


1276) granting an increase of pension to Henry Strawbridge; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY AND DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. GEDDES (for Mr. CONVERSE) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1277) to provide for the survey and disposal of the public lands of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GARFIELD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1278) to incorporate the 
Garfield Memorial Hospital; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DUTIES OF REPORTER OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1279) defining the duties 
ot reporter of the Supreme Court of the United States, fixing his 
compensation, and aoe | for the publishing and distribution of 
said reports; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT FOR INSPECTION OF HULLS, ETC. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1280) to create a dis- 
trict for the inspection of hulls and boilers of steam-vessels ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
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BRIBERY AND TREATING AT ELECTIONS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1281) to punish bribery 

and treating at elections; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
PURITY OF ELECTIONS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1282) to further preserve 
the purity of elections; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF DRAFTED MEN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1283) to amend an act 
for the relief of certain drafted men, approved March 1, 1869 ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1284) supplementary 
to the act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal of causes 
from State courts, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1875; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION TO CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1285) to provide for 
the restoration to citizenship of such citizens of the United States as 
have become naturalized as subjects of Great Britain; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PROHIBITION OF LOTTERY PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1286) to prohibit the 
publication of lottery schemes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOLDIERS’ CEMETERY AT GALLIPOLIS, OHIO. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1287) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish condemned cannon for the soldiers’ 
cemetery at Gallipolis, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY BLOWERS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1288) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Blowers ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on InvalidPensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1289) granting potions 
to certain citizens of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MODENA SMITH. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1290) granting a pen- 
sion to Modena Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

D. D. EDWARDS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1291) granting a pension 
to D. D. Edwards; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDUSTRIAL HOME FOR GIRLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1292) to provide an in- 
dustrial home for girls in the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1293) providing for the 
maintenance and support of illegitimate children in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPRESSION OF GAMING IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1294) more effectually 
to suppress gaming in the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT MUNICIPAL CODE. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1295) to establish a mu- 
nicipal code for the District of Columbia ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL FORCES. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced ajoint resolution (H. R. No. 33) constru- 
ing the act of Congress entitled “ An act further to regulate and pro- 
vide for the enrolling and calling out the national forces, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 4, 1864; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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M STREET RAILWAY. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1296) to 
incorporate the M Street Cross-town Railway; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

THIRTEENTH STREET RAILWAY. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1297) to 
incorporate the Thirteenth Street Railway; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LAMEN A. PERKINS. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief of 
Lamen A. Perkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MINNIE HAMMAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1299) for the 
relief of Minnie Hamman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY BECKMANN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1300) for 
the relief of Henry Beckmann; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered te 
be printed. 

A. G. COLLINS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bili (H. R. No. 1301) for 
the relief of A. G. Collins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LICENSE FEES OF OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1302) to 
amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes, relating to license fees 
of officers of steam-vessels; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

MARY JOYCE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1303) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Joyce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1304) for 
the relief of Alexander Swift & Co., partners, and Alexander Swift 
& Co. and the Niles Works; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS’ RECORDS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1305) to 
secure to certain meritorious soldiers of the late war an honorable 
discharge from the service, and to provide for the payment of the sal- 
ary and bounty due to such soldiers. 

aoe SPEAKER. This bill should go to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Military Committee is the proper com- 
mittee to consider this bill. The bill relates to a class of soldiers who 
were absent from their several commands at the close of the war, 
when they were mustered out, and this bill is simply to correct the 
record and authorize—— 

The SPEAKER. The bill, in the opinion of the Chair, if confined 
alone to the matter of the correction of a soldier’s record during the 
war, would properly go to the Military Committee; but where it re- 
fers to the payment or provides for the payment of money, it should 

oto theCommitteeonWarClaims. Does this bill appropriate money 

or the payment of these claims? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. That being the case, the bill might properly go 
to the Military Committee. 3 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs in the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The rule has been general to refer all these mat- 
ters to the Committee on War Claims where the bill was for the pur- 
pose of providing any back pay, orcorrectingin any way any deficiency 
in a soldier's pay, or for an increase of pay. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This bill proposes only to correct the record 
in these cases. But payment of the amounts found due will follow 
of course upon the correction of the record. 

The SPEAKER. If the correction of the record will accomplish 
this result, the Chair agrees with the gentleman that the bill might 
Property be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT CLARKE & CO. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1306) for 
the relief of Robert Clarke & Co,; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1307) to 





amend section 1244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
chapter 2, title 14, relating to the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ENOCH JACOBS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1308) for 
the relief of Enoch Jacobs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL PAXTON. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1309) for 
the relief of Samuel Paxton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH D. ROBB. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1310) for 
the relief of Elizabeth D. Robb; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH JOHNS. 
tr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1311) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Johns; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
E. M. SHIELD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1312) forthe 
relief of the heirs of E. M. Shield; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BAUER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1313) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Bauer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM PALMER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1314) for 
the relief of William Palmer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE GREYBIG. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1315) grant- 
ing a pension to Catherine Greybig; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. J. P. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1316) for the relief of Mrs. J. P. Williams; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BECK. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1317) for the relief of William H. Beck, assignee of A. Burwell; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. A. HENRY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1318) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID H. PERRIN. 

Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1319) granting a pension 
to David H. Perrin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Cc. C. LEWIS. 

*Mr. RITCHIE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 1320) for the relief of 
C. C. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT TERM IN OHIO. 

Mr. RITCHIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1321) to provide for 
times of holding terms of the district and circuit courts in the western 
division of the northern district of Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

SARAH B. FRANKLIN. 

Mr. LEEDOM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1322) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah B. Franklin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH SMITH. 

Mr. LEEDOM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1323) for the relief 
of Jeremiah Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN H. S. SAYRE. 

Mr. LEEDOM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1324) granting a 
pension to Captain H. 8. Sayre; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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ENCOURAGEMENT OF AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1325) to encourage Ameri- 
can seamen, and to provide for aged, helpless, and disabled seamen, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. LYNCH. 
Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1326) for the relief or 


John A. Lynch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1327) amending the 
law granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 
and their widows, and extending its provisions to the soldiers, sailors, 
and marines employed in the war with Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETER MARCH AND OTHERS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1328) for the relief of 
Peter March, Frederick Kimmerly, David Vaugn, Barney Schooley, 
Eliza Scott, widow of Joseph Scott, Phebe C. Clement, widow of 
Isaac M. Clement, Frederick Smith, Owen McNabb, and Thomas Mil- 
ler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABEL M’DOWELL. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1329) granting arrears 
of pension to Isabel McDowell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHERINE GREYBIG. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1330) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Greybig; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOPHIA G. MITCHELL AND ELIZA JANE MAHON. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1331) for the relief of 
Sophia G. Mitchell and Eliza Jane Mahon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH BAUER. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1332) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Bauer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM ELDER. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1333) for the relief 
of William Elder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM RUTHERFORD. 
Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1334) for the relief 
of William Rutherford; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Cc. C, STOUFFER. 

Mr. McCLURE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1335) for the relief of 
C. C. Stouffer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELISA A. MURRAY. 

Mr. McCLURE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1336) granting a 
pension to Elisa A. Murray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SYLVADOR JACKSON. 
_ Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1337) grant- 
ing a pension to Sylvador Jackson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
WALLACE SNIDER. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1338) 
granting a pension to Wallace Snider; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 0. WALKER. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1339) for 
the relief of John O. Walker ;- which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREAS GUILLE. 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1340) ting an in- 
crease of pension to Andreas Guille; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee en Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES B. WHITE. 

Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1341) granting 

a pension to James B. White ; which was read a first and second time, 





referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ALLEN EVANS. 

Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1342) granting 
a pension to Allen Evans; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH G. WILLEY. 

Mr. ATHERTON also mtroduced a bill (H. R. No. 1343) granting 
a pension to Joseph G. Willey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHERINE Z. YODER. 

Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1344) grantin 
a pension to Catherine Z. Yoder; which was read a first and seconc 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE. COURTS. 

Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1345) to restrict 
the right of removal of causes from State to the United States courts 
in certain cases, and to prescribe a rule as to security for costs in 
causes removed ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN D. LAKIN. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1346) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin D. Lakin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY TROUNSELL. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1347) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy Trounsell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORVILLE BURKE. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1348) for the relief of 
Orville Burke ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1349) increasing the 
pension of Thomas Worthington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1350) to provide for 
the reorganization of the Department of Agriculture; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CATTLE DISEASES. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1351) to provide 
for the suppression of infectious and contagious diseases of domesti- 
cated animals; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1352) for the pro- 
tection of settlers on the public lands of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1353) to extend 
the time for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers 
and enlisted men in the service of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH M’HENRY. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1354) for the re- 
lief of Joseph McHenry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS F. RILEY. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1355) for the re- 
lief of Thomas F. Riley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID W. STOCKSTILL. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1356) for the re- 
lief of David W. Stockstill ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CATHARINE YODER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1357) granting a 
pension to Catharine Yoder; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAROLINE STIEF. 
Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1358) granting a 
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pension to Caroline Stief; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on* Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CAROLINE HILGEMANN. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1359) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Caroline Hilgemann; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PETER MOOG. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1360) for the reliet 
of Peter Moog; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT S. MURPHY. 
Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1361) for the relief 


of Robert S. Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
UMATILLA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1362) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to dispose of certain lands adjacent to the 
town of Pendleton in the State of Oregon, belonging to the Umatilla 
Indian reservation, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXPLORATION OF ALASKA. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1363) for the fitting 
out of a military and scientific expedition to ascertain the topograph- 
ical, geographical, and other scientific features of the Territory of 
Alaska, and its population and commercial and industrial resources ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


UNPAID INDIAN ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1364) to authorize 
the auditing of certain unpaid accounts in the Indian Bureau by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1365) to reimburse 
the State of Oregon for moneys expended and indebtedness assumed 
by said State in the suppression of Indian hostilities during the Mo- 
doc war in the years 1872 and 1873; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

M. P. JONES. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1366) for the relief 
of M. P. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO GESNER. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1367) for the relief 
of Alonzo Gesner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

F. G. SCHWATKA, SR. 

* Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1368) for the relief 
of F. G. Schwatka, sr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES COFFEY. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1369) granting a 
pension to James Coffey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHILOMON MORRIS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1370) for the relief 
of Phkilomon Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SHAW. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1371) for the relief 
of William Shaw; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. SMITH. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R, No, 1372) for the relief 
of J. H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES K. STURTEVANT. 

_ Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1373) granting a pen- 
sion to James K. Sturtevant; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HADLEY HOBSON, 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1374) for the relief 
of Hadley Hobson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. ADAMS. 


Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1375) for the relief 
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of William L. Adams; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM L. WHITE. 


Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1376) for the relief 
of William L. White; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OREGON INDIAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 34) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to ascertain and report to Congress 
the amount of money expended and indebtedness assumed by the 
State of Oregon in repelling invasions, suppressing insurrection and 
Indian hostilities, enforcing the law, and protecting the public prop- 
erty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY N. DE HAVEN. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1377) for the relief 
of Mary N. De Haven; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELEASE OF TAXES. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1378) to release the 
Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company from certain taxes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1379) granting a 
pension to William H. Richardson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. KELLEY also submitted resolutions for appointment of com- 
mittee to whom shall be referred all bills, resolutions, &c., for exten- 
sion of suffrage to women ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 

REDEMPTION OF THE BONDED DEBT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1380) to redeem and 
refund portions of the bonded debt of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN G. SLEMAKER. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1381) for the relief 
of Mrs. Ellen G. Slemaker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SIMON LEVI. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1382) for the relief 
of Simon Levi; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DRY-DOCK, LEAGUE ISLAND, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1383) for the erection of 
a dry-dock at League Island navy-yard, Philadelphia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ; 

NAVY LONGEVITY PAY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1384) to amend sec- 
tion 1556 of the Revised Statutes, giving longevity pay to certain 
officers of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

» THOMAS A. M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief 
of Thomas A. McLaughlin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SLEVIN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1386) granting a 
pension to John Slevin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGET LEAFFY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1387) granting a 
pension to Bridget Leaffy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, READING, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1388) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Reading, Pennsyl- 
vania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DELAVAN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1389) for the relief 
of John Delavan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HILL. 
Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1390) for the relief 
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-of William H. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS M’BRIDE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1391) for the relief 
of Thomas McBride ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAGGIE CASSIDY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1392) for the relief 
of Mrs. Maggie Cassidy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

MARK WALKER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1393) for the relief 
-of Mark Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ABENDROTH. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1394) granting a 
pension to William Abendroth; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 





FRANK D. YATES AND OTHERS. 
Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1395) for the relief 
-of Frank D. Yates and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON FRANCIS V. GREENE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 35) con- 
ferring the rank of cree on the retired list of the Navy of the 
Uni States on P Assistant Surgeon Francis V. Greene, for 
highly meritorious service during the prevalence of yellow feyer on 
board the United States steamer Lancaster in 1875; which was read 

.& first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
-and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LANCASTER, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1396) 
for a public building at Lancaster, Pennsylvania; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 

.and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
REBECCA REYNOLDS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1397) 
granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Reynolds; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

-Sions, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY MULLEN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1398) 
for the relief of Henry Mullen; which was read a first and second 
a to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1399) 
for the relief of Henry Mullen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CARLILE BOYD. 
_Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1400) for the relief of Car- 
lile Boyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
-Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MARK WALKER. 
Mr. O'NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1401) for the relief 
-of Mark Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
HANSELL & SONS. ° 
Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1402) for the relief 
-of William 8. Hansell & Sons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
ELIZABETH S. M. FINLEY. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1403) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 8. M. Finley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 

ordered to be printed. 
THEODORE ARTZ. 

Mr. O'NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1404) granting a 
pension to Theodore Artz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABRAM G. HOYT. 
Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill Sa R. No. 1405) for the relief 
-of Abram G. Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BrygHam) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


1406) to amend the act approved June 18, A. D. 1874, entitled ‘An’ 


act to increase pensions in certain cases,” to further increase and 
regulate pensions for the loss of a leg or arm; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment 
-of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 
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PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BrnGuam) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1407) to amend section 4, act of February 21, 1879, to fix the pay of 
letter-carriers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WILLIAM J. POLLOCK. 

Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BrnGHam) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1408) for the relief of William J. Pollock ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

APPRAISERS OF CUSTOMS. 


Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BINGHAM) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1409) to increase the compensation of the local appraisers of customs 
at the port of New York and other places; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BrnGHam) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1410) to amend the pension laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB LUSKEY. 


Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BINGHAM) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1411) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Luskey; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BrnGHam) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1412) making an appropriation for a naval observatory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN HORATIO NELSON. 

Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BryGHamM) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1413) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to settle the claim of 
Captain Horatio Nelson, master of the steamship Morning Star; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BrngHam) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1414) to confer authority upon the Court of Claims to hear and adju- 
dicate the claim of Captain Horatio Nelson, of the steamship Morn- 
ing Star; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGE-ADVOCATES OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. O’NEILL (for Mr. BryeHam) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1415) to remove a discrimination against the corps of judge-adve-. 
cates of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ST, CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 

Mr. O'NEILL (for Mr. BrInGHAM) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1416) granting an increase of pension to St. Clair A. Mulholland ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB BURKET. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1417) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Burket; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JACOB D. TETWILER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1418) granting a 
pension to Jacob D. Tetwiler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN HENRY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1419) to replace 
the name of John Henry on the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. GUMMO. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1420) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of John W. Gummo; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. M’COY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1421) grantin 
a pension to William T. McCoy; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY WADE. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1422) granting 
a pension to Mary Wade; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. , 
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QUALIFICATIONS OF TERRITORIAL DELEGATES. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1423) to de- 
fine the qualifications of Territorial Delegates in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. COMFORT. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1424) for 
the relief of John C, Comfort; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. LETITIA WATSON. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1425) grant- 
ing a pension to M. Letitia Watson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSRS. P. A. AHL & BRO. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1426) to 
enable Messrs. P. A. Ahl & Bro. to present their claim for iron taken 
by the United States to the Court of Claims for adjudication ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1427) to 
facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading and of other commercial 
instruments, and to punish frauds therein; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN A. REA. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1428) for 
the relief of John A. Rea; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL J. BENNER. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1429) for 
the relief of Daniel J. Benner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIA A. SCHULTZ. ; 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1430) grant- 
ing a pension to Cornelia A. Schultz; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORANGE M. BLAIR. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1431) for the 
relief of Orange M. Blair, administrator of Thomas P. Blair, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CONRAD. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1432) for the 
relief of Joseph Conrad; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1433) to 
regulate commerce by railroad among the several States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID L. M’DERMOTT. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1434) grant- 
ing a pension to David L. McDermott ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SARAH LUPKIN MERCHANT. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill = R. No. 1435) grant- 
ing a,pension to Sarah Lupkin Merchant; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY CRAMER. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1436) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Cramer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YORK, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1437) to 
provide for the purchase of a suitable site and the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of York, Pennsylvania; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF ARMS TO -INDIANS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1438) to pre- 
vent and punish the sale or furnishing of fire-arms or fixed ammuni- 
tion to uncivilized Indians; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. WATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1439) to regulate inter- 
state commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by common 
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carriers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME, ERIE, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. WATSON also introduced a bill YH. R. No. 1440) to authorize 
the Government of the United States to accept title to certain lands 
in the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, and to establish a home for indi- 
gent soldiers and sailors; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ERIE, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. WATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1441) to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts 
and post-office at Erie, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM RICKARDS. 

Mr. WATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1442) for the relief 
of William Rickards; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR B. LAMPHIER. 

Mr. WATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1443) granting a 
pension to Edgar B. Lamphier; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

G. W. THOMPSON AND OTHERS, 

Mr. WATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1444) for the relief 
of G. W. Thompson and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MYRON E. DUNLAP. 

Mr. WATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1445) for the relief 
of Myron E. Dunlap; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID H. SHORT. 

Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1446) for the relief of 
David H. Short alias Hudson A. Short; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

W. W. STREETER. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1447) for the relief 
of W. W. Streeter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. T. BARDEN. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1448) to reimburse 
A. T. Barden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILLIAMSPORT, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1449) to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts 
and post-office at Williamsport, Pennsylvania; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


HELENA HERMANS. 
Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1450) for the relief 


of Helena Hermans ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS W. ROTHROCK. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1451) granting a 
pension to Thomas W. Rothrock ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DENNIS M’GINNIS. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1452) granting a 
pension to Dennis McGinnis ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RICHARD L. 8, SHECKELS. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1453) granting a 
pension to Richard L. 8. Sheckels ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM B. WEBSTER. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1454) granting a 
pension to William B. Webster; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensjons, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LYMAN H. WALKER. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1455) granting a 
pension to Lyman H. Walker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN F. AGNEW. 
Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1456) for the relief of John 
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F. Agnew; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE TANNER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1457) for the relief 


of George Tanner and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH LONG. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1458) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Elizabeth Long; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FERDINAND DUCHANOIS. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1459) granting a pen- 
sion to Ferdinand Duchanois; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

INNOCENT MEMBERS OF BANKRUPT FIRMS. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1460) for the dis- 
charge in bankruptcy of the innocent member or members of a firm 
or partnership where one or more members have been guilty of some 
illegal or criminal act; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM K. CARVER. 
‘Mr. GODSHALEK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1461) for the relief of 
William K. Carver; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. * 


LEWIS BLUNDIN. 

Mr. GODSHALK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1462) granting 
@ pension to Lewis Blundin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SCHUYLKILL COUNTY WAR CLAIM. 
Mr. BRUMM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1463) to authorize the 


ee parenading stows of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim. 
of ti 


e county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money 
advanced by it under allotments made by soldiers from said county 
during the late rebellion by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid 
in enforcing the laws and protecting public property,” approved July 
22, 1861; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD H. LEIB. 


Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1464) for the relief of 


Edward H. Leib; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BIGAMOUS TERRITORIAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1465) to pre- 
vent persons living in bigamy or polygamy from holding any office 
of trust or profit in any of the Territories of the United States ; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on th 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUNISHMENT OF BIGAMY. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1466) to 
facilitate convictions for the crime of bigamy or adultery, and to 
regulating marriages in the several Territories of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WRITTEN SIGNATURE ON NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1467) to 
require at least one written signature on every national-bank note 
issued or circulated; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
T«inted. 

WILLIAM R. PERDUE. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1468) 
granting a pension to William R. Perdue; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE L. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1469) for 
the relief of George L. Douglass; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF GEORGE W. WELSH. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1470) for 
the relief of the heirs of George W. Welsh; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVIS ISLAND DAM. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1471) for continuing the 
work on Davis Island dam, and appropriating the sum of $100,000 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred te the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 





TARIFF COMMISSION. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1472) to provide for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the 
tariff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES ARSENAL, PITTSBURGH. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1473) to authorize 
a street to be opened through the United States arsenal grounds in 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES FRIEL. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1474) granting a 
pension to Charles Friel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INCREASED EFFICIENCY OF INFANTRY SERVICE, UNITED STATES ARMY, 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1475) to increase 
the efficiency of the infantry branch of the Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. JAMES M. PAGE. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1476) granting a 
pension to James M. Page; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROTECTION OF QUARTERMASTER SUPPLIES. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1477) to provide for 
the better care and protection of quartermaster’s supplies; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS H. CARPENTER. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill e R. No 1478) authorizing 
the restoration of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, late a captain 
in the Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, 
and providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers; which 
was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee’on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT E. E. DRAVO. 


Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1479) for the relief 
of Second Lieutenant E. E. Dravo; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT HEDIAN. 

Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1480) for the relief of 
Robert Hedian; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES EDWARDS. 
Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1481) for the relief of 


| Charles Edwards; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SIMON F. LAURISH. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1482) for the relief of 
Simon F, Laurish; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN A. BOYDEN. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1483) for the relief of 
Stephen A. Boyden; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

8. E. BRYANT. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1484) for the relief of 
8. E. Bryant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES 8. KELLER. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1485) for the relief of 
Charles S. Keller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1486) for the relief of 
Francis H. Ellison and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA M. FRICK. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1487) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza M. Frick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AARON SNYDER. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1488) granting a pen- 
sion to Aaron Snyder; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Cc. K. HUGHES. 
Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1489) granting a pen- 
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sion toC. K. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH EDWARDS. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1490) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Edwards; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMELIA ANN WILSON. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1491) granting a pen- 
sion to Amelia Ann Wilson and her minor children; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH MAZELL. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1492) restoring to the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Mazeil; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SUSANNAH 8. DAVIS. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1493) granting a pen- 
sion to Susannah 8. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUISA J. GUTHRIE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1494) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa J. Guthrie and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. DEERY. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1495) for the relief of 
William H. Deery ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH E. VANHORN. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1496) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph E. Vanhorn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHILIP JACOBS. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1497) granting a pen- 
sion to Philip Jacobs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. KANE. 


Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1498) granting a pen- 


sion to James W. Kane, which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MATHIAS WONDRAK. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1499) granting a pen- 
sion to Mathias Wondrak; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN PEDLOW. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1500) for the relief of John 
Pedlow ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER WORRALL. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1501) for the relief of 
Alexander Worrall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J. FARA. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1502) for the relief of 
Sarah J. Fara; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF LIEUTENANT-COMMANDER HENRY C. NIELDS. 
Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1503) to increase the 
ension of the widow and heirs of the late Lieutenant-Commander 
enry Clay Nields, United States Navy, deceased; which was read 
@ first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1504) to provide for 
an Assistant Secretary of War; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY A. GIBSON. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1505) for the relief of 
Mary A. Gibson, and for granting her a pension; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA A. RAMSEY. 
_ Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1506) granting a pen- 
sion to Emma A. Ramsey; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CATHARINE HALL, 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1507) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM R. DOWNING. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1508) for the relief of 

the heirs at law of William R. Downing, deceased; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ANN JESTER. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1509) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann Jester; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET E. WEST. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1510) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret E. West; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. , 

“HARRY E. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1511) granting a pen- - 
sion to Harry E. Williams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA M’CONNEL. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1512) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza McConnel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JESSE HICKEN. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1513) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse Hicken ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVIS ISLAND DAM. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1514) appropriating $100,000 
for continuing the work on Davis Island dam; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

STATUE TO GENERAL CUSTER. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1515) to authorize the 
erection of a statue of the late Brevet Major-General George A. Cus- 
ter, United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ANNIE A. HAYS. 


Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1516) granting arrears 
of pensions to Mrs. Annie A. Hays; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY. 

Mr. BAYNE also presented a joint resolution (H. R. No. 36) author- 
izing the printing, from the stereotyped plates in possession of the 
Public Printer, additional copies of the Medical and Surgical His- 
tory of the War of the Rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. GERST. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a. bill (H. R. No. 1517) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna M. Gerst; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANN A. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1518) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann A. Buchanan ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY P. THOMPSON. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1519) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary P. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. STEECE. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1520) increasing the 
pension of Mary A. Steece, widow of Tecumseh Steece; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN R. JOHNSON. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1521) ting a pen- 
sion to Susan R. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COLONEL JAMES R. PORTER. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1522) granting an in- 
creased pension to Colonel James R. Porter; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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HENRY C. WATTERSON. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1523) authorizing the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to adjust the claim of Henry C. 
Watterson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN W. J. KOUNTZ. 


Captain W. J. Kountz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
. HENRY F. MANN. 

Mr. BAYKE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1525) authorizing the 
‘Secretary of the Treasury to compensate Henry F’. Mann; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR PRIZE-MONEY. 
Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for 


Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM BULLOCK. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1527) authorizing the 
extension of letters-patent No. 38200, granted to William Bullock, 
April 14, 1863, for improvement in printing machines; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL P. FULTON. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1828) for the relief of 
Samuel P. Fulton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WOODSIDE. 

Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1529) for the relief 
of Isaac Woodside ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVESTER F. HILDEBRAND. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1530) granting a 
pension, &c., to Sylvester F. Hildebrand; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON HOOP-IRON. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1531) fixing a 
specific duty of 13 cents per pound on all imported hoop-iron known, 
designated, or used as cotton-ties; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
‘be printed. 

































































NAVAL CHAPLAINS. 


Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1532) for pro- 
moting the efficiency of the corps of chaplains of the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. FISHER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) for estab- 
lishment of claims from the State of Pennsylvania embraced in the 
provisions of section 2, act of July 4, 1864, entitled ‘‘An act to re- 
strict.the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims and to provide for the 
payment of certain demands for quartermaster’s stores and subsist- 
ence supplies furnished to the Army of the United States;” which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WILLIAM BUTLER. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1533) for the relief 
of the estate of James William Butler, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL A. SANDERSON. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1534) for the relief 
of Samuel A. Sanderson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES POLK KEGERREIS. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1535) for the increase 
of pension of James Polk Kegerreis; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
































































































































H. 8. DIMM. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1536) to increase the 

nsion of H. 8. Dimm; which was read a first and second time, re- 

erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL POPE. 

Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1537) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Pope; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWRENCE GROSS. 
Mr. FISHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1538) granting a pen- 




























































Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1524) for the relief of 










‘adjusting and paying claims for prize-money due to certain citizens of 
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sion to Lawrence Gross; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES W. TRACY. 

Mr. JADWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1539) authorizing the 
President of the United States to reinstate Charles W. Tracy on the 
active list of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES N. WARNER. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1540) to restore 
Charles N. Warner to his former rank and position in the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HELENA HERMANS. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1541) for the relief 
of Mrs. Helena Hermans; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE TAYLOR. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1542) granting a 
pension to George Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 







ALBERT O. MILLER. 


pension to Albert O. Miller ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES R. GORDON. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1544) granting a 
pension to James R. Gordon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 





CEPHAS E. ANDRUS. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1545) granting an 
increased pension to Cephas E. Andrus, late of Company K, One 
hundred and sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. HORTON. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1546) granting a 
pension to Andrew J. Horton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY A. CASTERWELLER. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1547) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Casterweller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’DONALD. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1548) granting increase 
of pension to John McDonald; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM BEISTEL. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1549) for the relief of 
William Beistel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE LOSE. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1550) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Lose; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. FLENNEKIN. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of 
John C. Flennekin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB A. HARROLD. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1552) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob A. Harrold; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLINTON G. COLGATE. 

Mr. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1553) for the relief of 
Clinton G. Colgate; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF MAJOR-GENERAL REYNOLDS. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 38) appro- 
priating thirty condemned guns for the equestrian statue of Major- 
General John Fulton Reynolds, who fell at Gettysburgh, July 1, 1863; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. ROBESON moved that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 





















Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1543) granting a , 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the fol- 
lowing cases : : ’ ‘ : 
To Mr. HuTcuHIns, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Marsu, until January 10, on account of sickness in his fam- 
il 






y- ad 

To Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, for three days from Monday 

next, on account of important business. : 

To Mr. WATSON, for one week, on account of important business. 
DEATH OF HON. MICHAEL P. 0’CONNOR. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, it is my melancholy duty to make to 
this House the announcement of the death of my predecessor, Hon. 
Michael P. O’Connor, late a member of this House from the State of 
South Carolina, and to present resolutions of respect to his memory. 
I ask the resolutions be read, and beg leave to state I will call them 
up at the proper time for further consideration and for the expression 
by the members of this House of the esteem in which the memory of 
the deceased is held. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
Michael P. O'Connor, late a member of this House from the State of South Carolina. 

Resolved, That, as a mark of respect to his memory, the officers and members of 
this House will wear the usual badge of eare’ for thirty days. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceedings 
tothe Senate; and that, asa further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
this House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I now move, out of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, this House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and six- 
teen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 




































PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of citizens of Clifton, Kansas, 
for the regulation of railroad charges by law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ARMFIELD: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, 
relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of G. W. Norwood—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: Papers relating to the pension claims of 
Henry Anderson, Michael Breen, John Gallaher, Philip Levasseur, 
Charles Ritter, and Clark Royal—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Gylle, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of W. C. Haney, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Papers relating to Indian depredation claim 
of Mrs. Laura Mickle—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BELMONT : The petition of citizens of Port Jefferson, Suf- 
folk County, New York, for an appropriation for the improvement of 
the harbor at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of California, against the 
adoption of the French metric system of weights and measures—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BLAND: Five petitions of citizens of Missouri, praying 
for the regulation of railroad tariffs—sev erally to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Ezra M. Smith and 21 others, citi- 
zens of Petersborough, New Hampshire, for the passage of a law for 
the reliefof John R. Miller, postmaster at that place—to the Commit- 
tee oy Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A bill to improve the navigation of the Mis- 
souri River at Saint Charles, Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River at 
Louisiana, Missouri—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOSEPH H. BURROWS: The petitions of citizens of Ran- 
dolph County and of Harrison County, Missouri, and two petitions of 
citizens of Maine, for legislation to regulate travel and trattic charges 
and rates on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of C. B. Blewett, of W. H. 
Blewett, (administrator of Elizabeth G. Blewett, deceased, ) of E. D. 
Covington, of George Dickey, of C. T. and T. R. Eubanks, of G. B. 
Gorin, of George W. Gray, of J. A. Hodges, of A. T. Jones, of George 
S. Jones, of Robert L. Jolly, of G. W. Jewell, of Miles Kelley, of John 
J. Kirby, of John A. Leveridge, of B. Mills Parish, of B. F. Rooney, 
of Salmons, Wooten & Co., of C. W. Smith, of William Whitney, 
(administrator of William Fitzpatrick, deceased,) for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Henry Isenberg and Webster 
C. Webb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of D, Blakey—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Harley Brothers and 200 others, | 
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for the establishment of a post-route between Leesburgh and North 
Galveston, Indiana—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pest- 
Roads. 


By Mr. CLARDY: The petition of Thomas G. Corbin, for relief— 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. 8.8. COX: Papers relating to the war claim of J. A. 


Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, the petition of Thomas Clark, for relief—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: Resolutions of the board of trade of 


the city of Chicago, Illinois, favoring a permanent organization of 
the United States Signal Service for the benefit of commerce and 


agriculture—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Iowa, for the repeal 
of the tax on banks and bank checks—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF': The petition of census supervisors, praying 
for increased compensation—to the Select Committee on Census. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill appropriating money for the improvement 
of Wappoo Cut, South Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill appropriating money for continuing the improvement 
of the harbor at Charleston—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of Daniel Kaylor— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of James M. Shaw and others, 
citizens of Maine, for the prohibition by law of unjust discriminations 
by railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of citizens of Oswego, New York, 
praying that a bill be passed granting a pension to William A. Peck— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition ot postal clerks, asking for a pension on account 


| of disability incurred while in the railway-mail service—to the same 


committee. 

By Mr. EVINS: The petition of Dr. E. T. Avery, that he be refunded 
the amount paid by him to the United States marshal for the district 
of South Carolina in May, 1872—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. C. B. FARWELL: The petition of citizens of Lake County, 
Illinois, for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Nicholas Krauss, late postmaster at Havlock, 
Illinois, relating to the pay of postmasters—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, asking for the 
more efiicient organization of the Signal Corps—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Chicago, for the survey of a canal 
between Toledo and Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, the petition of John Tobin, for relief—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: The petition of citizens of Craig County, 
Virginia, for legislation regulating interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the pension claims of Carl 
Brutchre, of Francis Curran, of William Johnson, of Michael Me- 
Ginty, and of Augustus Lempp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GODSHALK: The petition of William K. Carver, postmaster 
at Newton, Pennsylvania, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of the senate of New Jersey, 
for the suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY S. HARRIS: The petition of the senate of New 
Jersey, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill for improving Delaware River between Trenton, New 
Jersey, and Port Jervis, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HASELTINE: The petitions of John A. Hendricks and 43 
others, and of William Collins and 123 others, for legislation to reg- 
ulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the pension claims of Will- 
iam F. Miller, of Dennis Smith, of Jack Smith, of Samuel Sprouse, of 
A. F. Still, and of James 8. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the sale of New York Indian lands in Kan- 
sas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the sale of the lands of the Miami Indians 
in Kansas—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Delaware Indians for the 
amount awarded them under the provisions of the treaty of July 4, 
1876—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of C. H. Howard—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of 8. 8. Thorp—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, seven petitions of citizens of Kansas, relating to the holding 
of United States courts at Wichita and Newton, Kansas—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill making an appropriation to complete the 
improvement of the Mississippi River at and above Alexandzia,.Mis- 
souri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to complete the improvements 
of the channel of the Mississippi River so as to restore and preserve 
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the harbor of the city of Hannibal, in the State of Missouri—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HAWK Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, in 
relation to the United States Signal Service—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Lieutenant- 
Colonel F. G. Baylor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERNDON: Papers relating to the claims of William F. 
Martin and of the Mobile Marine Dock Company—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Emanuel Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of A. E. Gordon, supervisor of the sec- 
ond New Jersey census district, for additional pay—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to the warclaimof J. J. H. Straith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of J. Bowen and 27 others, citi- 
zens of Franklin County, Indiana, for legislation regulating inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of Elizabeth A. Cock, of Alexander 
Joseph, of James and John T. Nolen, of A. W. Overton, and of James 
H. Wilson, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: A bill making an appropriation to aid in the 
construction of a harbor of refuge at Ludington, Michigan—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The memorial of the synod of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Wisconsin, relative to the civilization and education 
of the Indians in that State—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JADWIN: The petition of Henry McKinney and others, 
for an appropriation of $50,000,000 for a permanent school fund in 
the late slave States; for the improvement of the Mississippi River; 
for the Army and Navy; for the District of Columbia; and to crush 
Mormonism; and that no more principal be paid on the national 
debt till these objects be accomplished—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Also, the petition of Symond Ellsworth and 22 others, citizens of 
Bradford County, Pennsylvania, for equality of privileges in railroad 
transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Susquehanna County, Peunsylva- 
nia, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of T. A. Miller and of Stephen O. Corwin, for the 
passage of the bill (H. R. No. 3981) of the Forty-sixth Congress relat- 
ing to the pay of postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Buckingham Stuart, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. G. W. JONES: Papers relating to the war claim of Lewis 
Parker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. R. Dischenger—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, oy te relating to the erection of a —— building at Gal- 
veston, Texas—to the Committee on Public Buildin gs and Grounds. 

By Mr. R@IINEAS JONES: The petition of Mary F. 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial, asking for more stringent examination of national 
banks, by Board of Trade of Newark, New Jersey—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Papers relating to the case of Lieutenant Frank 
A. Page—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papersrelating to the pension claim of Mrs. Elizabeth Gray—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition and papers of William H. Richard- 

son, of Philadelphia, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of Cecil Clay, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of Charles 8S. Keller, of Washington, 
D. C., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petitions of James T. Brown, of John T. 8. 
Brown, of Peter Bunnell, of Jane P. Messengale, of the Nazareth 
Female Academy, of James J. O’Marra, of Merida Price, of Elizabeth 
M. Patterson, of Diego Romero, of Sarah L. Sandige, (administratrix, 
&c.,) of Edward B. Smith, of Thomas J. Whitman, of W. A. Williams. 
and of A. 8. Woodson, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petitions of J. M. Hughes and 59 others, of 
Calvin County ; of John Dorr and 56 others, of Eaton County; of T. 
M. Sloan and 75 others, of Eaton County, Michigan, for legislation 
regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of T. A. Hooker and 59 others, for the abolition 
of the tax = banks and the repeal of check-stamp tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George D. Pray and 75 others, and of M. Al-: 
wardt and 22 others, citizens of Eaton County, Michigan, for the pas- 
sage of an income-tax law—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Pray and 75 others, and of L. Talmage 





and 22 others, for legislation to protect innocent purchasers of pat- 
ented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petitions of Tyler Hull and 75 others, and of H. 8. Sutherland 
and 22 others, that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made a mem- 
ber of the Cabinet—to the Committee on griculture. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of 20 citizens of Houlton, of citizens of 
Aroostook County, of 300 cittzens of Penobscot County, of Z. Dow and 
others, of citizens of Piscataquis County, of other citizens of the same 
county, and of 75 citizens of Aroostook County, Maine, for legislation 
relating to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Papers relating to the pension claims of Will- 
iam Buckley, Peter Faulkner, William H. Lynn, Louis Mangun, and 
August Reinicke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Papers relating to the case of Albert A. North— 
to the Committee'on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of A. O. Askew and 153 others, 
citizens of Panola County, Mississippi, for legislation forbidding 
extortion and discriminations by railroad corporations—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MATSON: The petition of Peter N. Applegate and 133 others, 
citizens of Indiana, of similar import—to the same committee. _ 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of John Anderson, and of W. J. 
Marshall, executor, &c., for seg, oe for property taken and 
used by the United States Army during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Martha J. Randolph, administratrix, &c., for 
compensation for services rendered the United States Army by her 
late husband during the war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of citizens of Leon County, Texas, 
for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petitions of cote C. Brewer, of Ann E. 
Kannel, of Marianna Stephenson, and of Mr. Tucker, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of 160 citizens of Clinton County, 
of 75 citizens of Franklin and Warren Counties, of 60 citizens of Clin- 
ton County, and of 175 citizens of Lebanon, Ohio, forthe removal of cer- 
tain restrictions on banks and trust companies—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 3 

Also, the petition of 30 citizens of Butler County, Ohio, for legisla- 
tion regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Jonas Winchester and George 
H. Davies, for the extension of patent No. 43061—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, papers relating to pension claim of Mrs. Adaline A. Turner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Wheelwright Stevens, deceased, for 
relief—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the Massachusetts Dental Society, relative te 
the calling of an international commission to consider and a upon 
standard methods of testing visual acuteness and color-blindness— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: A bill for the improvement of the Allegheny 
River, Pennsylvania—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for the removal of 
taxes on national banks and trust companies—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A petition of the citizens of Pennsylvania, 
for the repeal of tax on banks—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Carlile Boyd, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

. Also, the memorial of Cavalry Post, No. 35, Grand Army of the 
Republic, requesting that fifty full sets of horse equipments and 
twenty carbines and slings be donated to the post—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill for the improvement of the harbor at 
Ogdensburgh, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Grass River, at Massena, Saint 
Lawrence County, New York—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill for continuing improvement of river and harbor at Wad- 
dington, Saint Lawrence County, New York—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Mary P. A. Beel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mary C. J. Budlong, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Lemuel Adams, for a pensioa—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relative to the application of James Radigan for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John Weber, of Company K, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Michigan Volunteers, for a pension—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles R. Pratt, of Rome, New York, for a 
pension—to the same committee. 

Also, the application of Richard M. Whitman, of East Steuben, 
New York, for a pension—to the same committee. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Eliza N. 
Shaver—to the same committee. 

Also, a paper to accompany a bill granting a pension to Edward 
Farr—to the same committee. 
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Also, the petition of Paulina Fuller, praying for a pension—to the Also, the petition of John Huffman, for relief—to the same com- 


Committee on Pensions. } ; : : mittee. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Alice Mc- Also, the petition of William Huffman, for a pension—to the Com- 
Mahon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Alonzo Also, the petition of Eliza Mason, for a pension—to the same com- 
Tice—to the same committee. mittee. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Andrew J. Also, the petition of Andrew C. Meadows, praying to be restored te 
Sizer—to the same committee. the military rolls—to the Committee on ee. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Helen M. Scho- Also, the petition and papers of Andrew C. Meadows relative to 
field—to the Committee on Claims. damage to property during the war—to the Committee on War 

Also, papersto accompany a bill granting a pension to Philip J. Widt- | Claims. 
myer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the petition of Benjamin Meyers, praying for relief—to the 


By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of the board of managers of the | Committee on Military Affairs. 
National Temperance Society, in favor of the appointment of a select Also, the petitions of Edwin Penn and T. M. Penington, praying for 
committee on the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on | relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. F : Also, the petition of Jane Prewett, praying for a pension—to the 
Also, the petition of the same society, relative to the appointment | Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of a commission of inquiry concerning alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Also, the petition of Mary Riley, for a pension—to the same eom- 
same committee. mittee. 
By Mr. THERONM. RICE: The petition of 190 citizensof La Fayette | Also, the petition of Nathaniel Warford, for back pay as soldier of 
County, Missouri, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee | late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


on Commerce. Also, the petition of Thomas J. Wethington, praying for pensions— 
Also, the petition of 70 citizens of Henry County, Missouri, of simi- | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lar import—to the same committee. , Also, the re of T. C. Winfrey, for relief—to the Committee 
By Mr, RICH: The petition of citizens of Lexington, Sanilac | on Military Affairs. 


County, Michigan, praying for repeal of tax on bank deposits and | Also, the petition of William D. Wolford, for relief—to the Com- 
stamp on bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition and papers for the relief of Harriet | Also, the petition of D. M. Yocum, praying for relief from loss of 
N. Brown, postmaster at East Toledo, Ohio—to the Committee on | postage-stamps—to the Committee on Claims. 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill appropriating $35,000 for improving 
Also, the petition of 250 citizens of Ottawa County, Ohio, for the | Edisto River—to the Committee on Patenane 
relief of William G. Green, postmaster at Port Clinton, Ohio—to the By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: Papers relating to the effi- 


same committee. ciency of the infantry branch of the Army—to the Committee on 
Also, the petition of Whole, Work & Son, for abatement of tax— | Military Affairs. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of R. L. Moore, of Crit- 


By Mr. RYAN: The petition of citizens of Osage County, Kansas, | tenden County, Kentucky, and Mary H. Porter, of Hickman County, 
for a law to regulate railway transportation—to the Committee on | Kentucky, asking compensation for property taken and used by the 


Commerce. Army during the rebellion—severally to the Committee on War 
Also, the petition of militia officers of Newton,Kansas, foramendment | Claims. 

of militia law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. VANCE: The petition of W. T. Payne, praying for a pen- 
By Mr. SCOVILLE: Two petitions from citizens of Buffalo, New | sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

York, asking the repeal of taxes on banks, bankers, and bank insti- | Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Marion, North Carolina, for 

tutions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. increase of pension to Daniel Lucas—to the same committee. 


By Mr. SHACKELFORD: A bill to provide for the survey of New By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of 30 citizens of Honeoye Falls, 
and White Oak Rivers, in North Carolina—to the Committee on Com- | New York, for repeal of taxes on banks—to the Committee on Ways 


merce. and Means. 
By Mr. SHULTZ: The petition of Robert Quinn, of Preble County, Also, the —— of citizens of Rochester, New York, relative to 
Ohio, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. increasing the compensation of auxiliary letter-carriers—to the Com- 
Also, the petition of citizens of Farmersville, Ohio, for legislation | mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 


By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of George C. Rusk, of Weakley | asking an appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi 
County, Tennessee, for a pension as soldier of the war of 1812—to the | River—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Committee on Pensions. By Mr. WATSON: The petition of Strong Vincent Post, Grand 
By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of William T. Glover, fora pen- | Army of the Republic, for the establishment of a soldiers’ home at 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiohs. Erie, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, the petition of Merritt Lewis, for increased pension—to the By Mr. WELLBORN: The petition of citizens of Texas, asking a 
same committee. change in the law regulating the militia of the United States—to the 
Also, the petition of Joseph W. Seeley, for increased pension—to | Committee on the Militia. 
the same committee. Also, the petition of citizens of Ellis County, Texas, praying Con- 


By Mr. STONE: The petition of citizens of Saulsbury and Ayles- | gress to repeal the bank taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
bury, Massachusetts, in opposition to the French metric system—to By Mr. WEST: The petition of Jane Ronald, of Wells, Hamilton 


the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. County, New York, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Also, the petition of the heirs of Nicholas and Marc Antoine Foquet, | sions. - 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Thomas J. Frith, for compensa- 


Also, the petition of Jabez Marchand and others, keepers of life- | tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
saving stations, for increased pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Sir. TAYLOR: The petition of 170 citizens of Brattleborough, By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill for the establishment of a post- 
Vermont, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- | route from Spring Hill to Santa Fé, in Tennessee—to the Committee 


merce. on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of Hugh Worthington, of Metrop- Also, the petition of C. C. Barrett, for relief—to the Committee on 
olis, Illinois, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. War Claims. 
By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: The petition of Tibatha Ball, for a| Also, the petitions of Joel A. Anderson, of Elizabeth H. Kinnard, 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. (administratrix of C. H. Kinnard, deceased, ) and of Nimrod Porter, for 
Also, the petition of Samuel M. Boone, for a pension—to the same | compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
committee. during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of A. Brown, asking that the charge of desertion By Mr. C.G. WILLIAMS: The petition of I. M. White and others, 
be removed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. of Waukesha, Wisconsin, for repeal of taxes on banks—to the Com- 
Also, the petition of Milton Bunch, for relief—to the same com- | mittee on Ways and Means. 
mittee. By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating tothe claim of Alexander Hoag- 
Also, the petition and papers for the relief of James P, Carroll—to | land—to the Committee on Claims. 
the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. WILLITS: Two petitions of citizens of Michigan, praying 
Also, the petition of C. R. Coffee, asking compensation for stores | for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—severally to the Com- 
taken in 1862—to the same committee. mittee on Commerce, 


Also, the poser of W. G. Collier, praying for relief—to the Com- By Mr. G. D. WISE: The petition of Robert F. William, for relief— 
mittee on Claims. to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of George Denny, sr., of Kentucky, for relief—to By Mr. MORGAN R. WISE: A bill to appropriate money to im- 
the Committee on War Claims. prove the Youghiogheny River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Fish, for allowance of claim of $73.45— | . Also, the petition of C. P. Dull and others for relief—to the same 
to the Committee on Claims. committee. 

Also, papers relative to the claim of W. F. Gogin, of Pulaski County, By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of Fordyce Foster, pray- 
Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. ing for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


















SENATE. 


MonDay, December 19, 1881. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. E>warD 
McPHERSON, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 127) granting the franking privilege to Lucretia R. Garfield. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion providing that when the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday, the 
2ist day of December, 1881, they stand adjourned until twelve o’clock 
m. on Thursday, the 5th day of January, 1882; in which the concur- 
rence of the Senate was requested. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 13th of October last, a report from the 
Secretary of State relating to the seizure of one Vincenzo Rebello, an 
Italian, in New Orleans, in June, 1881. The Chair supposes this 
should be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; by a resolution that committee has been 
instructed to inquire into that arrest. I move that the message be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before *he Senate a message from 
the President of the United States, transmin‘ag a report of the Sec- 
retary of State in relation to modifying the present system of consu- 
lar jurisdiction of the United States in the countries of the East; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting, in response to aresolution of May 19, 1881, 
a report of the Secretary of State giving the names of all ofiicers, 
clerks, and other employés borne upon the annual roll of the State 
Department not required to be confirmed by the Senate; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
ef the Interior, transmitting a letter from Director J. W. Powell, of 
the United States Geological Survey, transmitting information in 
regard to rent for building for United States Geological Survey under 
the act of June 16, 1880; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Major J. A. Smith, Corps of Engi- 
neers, of a survey for a harbor of refuge at New Buffalo, Michigan, 
made in compliance with the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 14th 
instant, the report of Lieutenant-Colonel G. K. Warren, Corps of 
Engineers, in regard to the condition of the Government’s wharf and 
docks at Block Island, Rhode Island ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of Colonel John Newton, Corps of 
Engineers, upon the completion of the survey of Harlem River, New 
York, and through Harlem Kills to the East River, New York, made 
in compliance with the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of Major John M. Wilson, Corps of 
Engineers, of a survey of Maumee Bay for a straight channel from 
Toledo, Ohio, to the waters of Lake Erie, made in compliance with 
the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the joint commission for the completion of the Washington 
Monument; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Illinois 
and Mississippi River and Canal Improvement Commission, in favor of 
appropriations for the completion of a water-way transportation route 
from the Upper Mississippi River to the eastern seaboard via the lakes 
at Chicago; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Martin F. Conway, praying for 
arrearages of compensation and mileage as a Representative in the 
Thirty-sixth Congress; which, on motion of Mr. DAWEs, was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

_Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of W. T. Nichols and others, 
citizens of Dunklin County, Missouri, and the petition of J. E. Mar- 
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tin and others, of Andrew County, Missouri, praying for legislation 
preventing unjust discriminations by railroad companies; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John Glasscock, J. D. Gunneling, 
and others, citizens-of Missouri, praying for legislation regulating 
charges for railroad transportation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Walter Winn and several hu1.- 
dred others, citizens of Boone County, Missouri; the petition of W. 
T. Nichols and others, of Malden, Missouri; the petition of William 
E. Rice and others, of Palmyra, Missouri, and the petition of E. T. 
Christian and others, of Putnam and Sullivan Counties, Missouri, 
praying for legislation preventing unjust discriminations by railroad 
companies; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John Saunders and others, citi- 
zens of Nodaway County, Missouri, praying for the removal of 
taxes on banks and banking institutions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Thomas T. Stratton, a citi- 
zen of Memphis, Tennessee, praying compensation for certain improve- 
ments made on the United States circuit and district court-rooms at 
that place ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cleburne, Dal- 
las, Waco, and other points in Texas, praying for the repeal of the tax 
on the business of banks, including the two-cent tax on bank checks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of John V. Simpson and others, 
citizens of Tennessee, praying Congress to prohibit unjust discrimi- 
nation by railway companies and for the regulation of interstate 
commerce and transportation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented a petition of certain citi- 
zens of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a Federal statute 
to compel railroad corporations and their agents, and all common 
carriers upon them, to perform certain duties; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of residents and property 
owners of Sullivan Island, South Carolina, praying for the restora- 
tion of the Bowman jetty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of J. R. Collett, late of Company 
B, Seventh Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, praying for the benefits of 
the act of June 18, 1874, concerning the granting of pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of James H. Huckleberry, 2 
citizen of Arkansas, praying to be relieved from the payment of a cer- 
tain amount of money in which he is in default as mail contractor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of D. B. Morison and oth- 
ers, citizens of Virginia and West Virginia, praying for legislation to 
prevent unjust discriminations by railroad companies; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Legislature of Nebraska had a session after 
the regular session of Congress last spring. Consequently I have had 
no opportunity to present certain resolutions passed by the Legisla- 
ture, which I now ask leave to present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorials will be received. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented resolutions of the Legislature of Ne- 
braska, in favor of the passage of a law prohibiting railroad compa- 
nies from discriminating in charges for freight and passengers; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Nebraska, re- 
lating to the improvement of the Missouri River; which was referred. 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented two resolutions of the Legislature of Nebraska, 
concerning the trespassing of the Santee Sioux Indians in Knex 
County, Nebraska, and in favor of Congressional legislation on the 
subject; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I also present a memorial of the Legislature of 
Nebraska relative to the confirmation of title to certain tracts of lands 
homesteaded or pre-empted by individuals, and which lands were 
afterward awarded by the courts to railroad companies. This relates 
to the question where certain parties settled upon the public lands 
and afterward the same lands were held to belong to railroad com- 
panies. I mention the character of the claim now in order to call 
the attention of the Committee on Public Lands to the subject in the 
hope that they may take early action upon it. I move the reference 
of the memorial to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of General Fred- 
erick Townsend and others, of the New York militia, praying for 
changes in the existing militia laws; which was referred to the Sora 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHE presented the petition of P. W. Parkhurst and oth- 
ers, of Clyde, Ohio, praying for the removal of taxes on banksand bank- 
ee which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

6 also presented a petition of citizens of Ohio and Michigan, pray- 

ing for legislation against unjust discrimination by railroad compii- 
nies; which was referred to the Committee on Con.merse, 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of keepers of Mil -cavias ose 
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tions on the great lakes, praying an increase of their annual salaries ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of B. H. Whitney and others, 
citizens of Maine, praying for legislation regulating charges for rail- 
road transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Albert J. Spencer and others, 
citizens of Maine, praying that a pension be granted to Mrs. Elizabeth 
F. Thompson; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented three petitions of citizens of Maine, praying for 
the passage of a law regulating charges for railroad transportation ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of Edgar Huson, of Ithaca, 
New York, praying for an extension of patent granted him for im- 
proved gearing for wagons; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New York; praying for 
legislation regulating the charges for railroad transportation ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a petition of certain citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, praying for legislation to prevent unjust discrimi- 
nations by railroad companies ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, urging upon Congress prompt and favorable 
action on all measures tending to secure just and adequate compen- 
sation to keepers and other employés of the United States Life-Sav- 
ing Service; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

itr. ALLISON presented a memorial of the Illinois and Mississippi 
River and Canal improvement commission, in favor of appropria- 
tions for the completion of a water-way transportation route from 
the Upper Mississippi River to the eastern seaboard via the lakes at 
Chicago; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of J. C. Whitney & Son and others, 
of Hampton, Iowa, praying for the removal of taxes on banks and 
banking institutions; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of a large number of citizens 
and property-holders of the northern portion of the city of Washing- 
ton, praying for the purchase by Congress of square No. 440 for the 
purposes and uses ef a public reservation; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of A. M. Gregory and others, of 
Texas, and the petition of W. G. Moseley and others, of Texas, be- 
longing to the National Guard Association of the United States, pray- 
ing for changes in the existing militia laws; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J.S. Jones and others, of Travers 
County, Texas; the petition of William Cehan and others, of Old 
Round Rock, Texas; the petition of Charles E. Henry and others, of 
Williamson County, Texas; the petition of T.O. Moore and others, of 
Procter, Texas; the petition of H. C. Spiney and others, of Rockdale, 
Texas; and the petition of J. E. Anderson and others, of Jewett, 
Texas, praying for legislation against unjust discriminations by rail- 
road companies; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of B. F. Winchester and others, 
of Frederick, Maryland, praying for legislation to prevent unjust 
discriminations by railroad companies; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of David Holmes and others, of 
Dayton, Michigan, praying for legislation preventing unjust discrim- 
inations by railroad companies; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, presented a petition of citizens of Georgia, 
praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

4 EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is desirable for the public interests, as I have 
good reason to believe, that there should be a short executive session 
at this time. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business after which the doors can be opened and business 

0 on, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont, that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened. 4 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House " Peprensctationes, (the Senate concurring,) That when the 
two Houses adjourn, on Wednesday, the 2lst day of December, 1881, they stand 
adjourned until twelve o'clock meridian on Thursday, the 5th day of January, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, unless some gentleman moves t 
concur. . 


Mr. ALLISON. I think we may as well consider the resolution 
now. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to my friend that it would 
be better to refer the resolution. The Committee on Appropriations 
is in session to-day, and it can be reported to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may suit the convenience of Senators and Mem-- 
bers to know at once in what shape the resolution is to pass. 

ae Cee Before the resolution is voted upon I wish to say 
a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is whether it shall be- 
taken up. Is there objection? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Unless there is some good reason 
for passing upon it now, it should be referred to the committee under 
the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw any suggestion or request for present 
consideration and consent to the reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will ..e referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. Reports of committees is the next 
business in order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. INGALLS. I report from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia the bill (S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States for the District of Columbia, and an 
act entitled “An act to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for the District of Columbia,” approved January 
31, 1879. The bill relates to legal holidays in the District of Colum- 
bia, and provides that when a legal holiday falls on a Sunday the 
next day shall be a legal holiday, and that bank paper maturing on 
that day shall be regarded as maturing on the day previous, which 
isnowthelaw. Asthe contingency against which the bill is intended 
to provide occurs on next Sunday, and as Congress will probably 
adjourn in a day or two, I ask that the bill be considered now, if 
there is no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator to postpone his request for 
present consideration for a few minutes. I should like to look at the 
bill, as it involves a question of some importance. I will withdraw 
the objection presently. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 
and not go on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be taken up by unanimous consent pres- 
ently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be informally laid 
aside. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 314) to designate, classify, and 
fix the salaries of persons in the railway mail service, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. No. 6) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury te erect a public building 
in thecity of Pensacola, Florida, in place of the one reeently destroyed 
by fire, to report it with an amendment filling the blank. Last spring 
nearly the entire city of Pensacola was destroyed by a terrible fire, 
including all the public buildings; and since that time the Govern- 
ment has been out-of-doors. The tewn is now well built up. The 
Senate at the last session, recognizing the necessity of such a measure, 
passed a similar bill by a unanimous vote.. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, the other day, at its first meeting, had the 
matter under consideration, and authorized me to report this bill to 
the Senate. I ask, in view of the special circumstances of the case, 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have asked already for the consideration of a 
bill, and it went over on the request of the Senator from Vermont, 
([Mr. EpMuNDs.] If we are going to consider bills, I ask that mine 
may *be considered first, and then I shall interpose no objection to the 
bill of the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair intended to go back to 
the bill of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think, perhaps, on the whole, we had better go 
through with the routine morning business, and take up these bills 
afterward. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the best way. 
Florida can ask to have the bill taken up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over informally. 
DEPARTMENTAL EXPENSES INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instruct me to 
report and request the passage of the taliowhag resolution; and I ask 
that it be considered now: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be authorized to have printed, 
for its use, the testimony to be taken under the resolution of the Senate of October 
26, 1881, in the investigation of the accounts for the expenditure of the several ap- 
propriations for contingent and other expenses of the several Executive Depart- 
ments, and such papers relating to the subject-matter thereof as the committee may 
deem necessary to facilitate the investigation. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 593) for the establishment of a bureau of 


Let the bill be informally laid aside, 


Then the Senator from 











animal industr;, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle and 
the spread of infectious or contagious diseases among domestic ani- 
mals; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. PLA’ asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 594) for the relief of Sidney F. Oviatt, post- 
master at Orange, Connecticut ; which was read twice by its title, 
.and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 595) for the relief of Louis 
A. Van Hoftman and William A. Mertens, under the firm name of L. 
Van Hoffman & Co., and William H. Newman; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 596) for the relief of Edgar Huson; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 597) for the relief of Richard Oulahan, late of the 
One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 598) to authorize the United States 
district court for the northern district of California to proceed in the 
case of the executors and heirs of Augustine de Yturbide, deceased, 
appellants, against the United States, appellees, and hear and deter- 
mine the same on its merits; which was read twice by its title, and 

referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill*(S. No. 599) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Riley ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 600) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph H. Tall, late of the Eighty-ninth New York Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 601) granting a pension to Thomas 
Patton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill(S. No. 602) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Hyacinthe Robert. Agnel, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 603) granting a pension to Sarah C. Golderman ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 604) granting a pension to Margaret Beymer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 605) for the relief of George P. Webster; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

e also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 606) granting a pension to Arthur W. Irving; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 607) toincrease the pension of Hiram C. Shouse; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 608) for the relief of Joseph L. Stevens; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 609) for the relief of Cyrus 
K. Lord; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
adduce a bill (8. No. 610) for the relief of Hiram 8. Town, postmaster 
of the city of Ripon, in the County of Fond du Lac, in the State of 
Wisconsin ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 
-on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
‘Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No, 611) for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin ; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 612) to enable the State of California to take 
lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be 
mineral lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
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troduce a bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the elect- 
ors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate 
the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the 
ee of questions arising thereon; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to shine in borrowed plumes. This is 
a very important and interesting bill, and I desire therefore to say 
that it is the same bill which was introduced by the Senator from Ver- 
mont (Mr. EDMUNDS] at the last Congress. I introduce it again for 
the convenience of the Senate. It is his bill. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 614) granting a pension to 
Samuel Pollock; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think that this is a deserving case, 
and I ask the special attention of the Committee on Pensions toit. I 
move that it be referred with the accompanying memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The metion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. No. 615) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to consider and pass upon certain claims now pending before 
them; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No, 616) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 617) to confirm a gramt of land to citizens of So- 
corro, New Mexico; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present in this connection the accompanyin 
petition and a certified copy of the report of the surveyor-general. 
I move that they be referred with the bill to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 618) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Lewis; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 619) for the relief of Marcos Radich; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 620) for the relief of John B. Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case 
referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 621) to provide for the sale of the Cherokee 
reservation in the State of Arkansas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 622) for the relief of John Jackson; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked and, by unanimousconsent, obtained 
leave to introduee a bill (S. No. 623) for the relief of Ethan A. Saw- 
yers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 624) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, adminis- 
tratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased; which was read by its title, 
-_ with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 625) te amend section 1556 of the Revised 
Statutes, giving longevity pay to certain officers of the Navy; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 626) for the relief of Commander William Gibson ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 627) to restore the ship David Stewart the 
right to be registered as a vessel of the United States of America; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 628) to provide for a con- 
stitutional code; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLBY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 629) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
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to introduce a bill (8. No. 630) to facilitate the decision of contro- 
verted questions in customs-revenue cases; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill might naturally go to the Judiciary 
Committee, but as it relates solely to the decision of revenue cases 
and affects the laws regulating revenue duties, I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
‘introduce a bill (S. No. 631) for the purchase of square No. 440 in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia, for a public park; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
«luce a bill (S. No. 632) granting a pension to John Taylor; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 633) granting a pension to Hugo Eichholtz; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 634) for the relief of William Carruthers ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the land claim of Myra Clark Gaines, under 
House bill No. 3683, first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, be withdrawn from 
ea of the Senate, there having been no report or action in the Senate upon 
‘said claim. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to Senate bill No. 36, entitled ‘A bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the 
United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota 
subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and pro- 
viding for the Bent thereof,”’ be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Martha J. Coston be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and re-referred to the Committee on Patents, there being 
no adverse eet in the case. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Timothy Earle be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and recommitted to the Committee on Patents, there being no 
adverse report in the case. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask for the following order: 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Mary Hopperton be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

There has been an adverse report in that case, but the adverse re- 
port was not accepted. On the request of the Senator making that 
report at the last session the case was recommitted to the committee, 
new evidence having been introduced, and no further report was made 
during the session ;,80 that it comes within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was . 

Ordered, That the petition and paper in the case of Robert C. Murph y, forrelief, 
rst presented in the Forty-sixth Zomgrees and now in the office of the Secretary of 
6 


the Senate, be taken from the files of Secretary and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs for their consideration and action. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petitions and papers of Collin Adams, of Tennessee, be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having 
been no adverse report thereon. 


On motion of Mr. ROLLINS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Joseph R. Stevens be withdrawn from 
Se _ of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
ads. . 


Z USE OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 


Mr. FERRY. I ask that the resolution which I introduced on the 
first day of the session, the 5th of December, instructing the Com- 
mittee on Patents to report such legislation as will protect innocent 
purchasers and users of patented articles, be referred to that com- 
mittee; and I desire in that connection to call the special attention 
of the committee to the importance of early action and report upon 
that resolution, in order that existing patent laws may so be modi- 
fied as effectually to protect all innocent purchasers and users of pat- 
ented devices against unjust litigation and damages, to which thou- 
sands have already abusively been subjected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Michigan on the 5th instant will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, if there be no objection. 

The resolution was referred, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents hereby is instructed to consider and 
ropes, by bill or otherwise, such proposed legislation as shall effectually protect 
all innocent purchasers and users of any device, invention, or article patented under 
the laws of the United States from payment of, or obligation to pay, any royalty 
for such purchase or use of any patented article abandoned to pablie or general use 
by the inventor or patentee thereof; or from the payment of any royalty for such 
purchase or use of any patented article whatever, unless claim therefor shall form- 
aliy be made or presented by the inventor or patentee to the purchaser or user of 
the same within two years after such purchase or first use of the device or article 
so claimed to have been duly patented. 


TRIAL OF CUSTOMS CASES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer a resolution in connection with the bill 
which I introduced this morning asking for information, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to communicate to the 
Senate any information in the Treasury Department respecting the organizatien of 
a ial court for the trial of customs cases, or for transferring jurisdiction in 


such cases to the Court of Claims, and also his opinion upon the expediency of 
such a measure. 


MRS, LUCY BURCH. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution ; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fand of the Senate to Mrs. 
Lucy Burch, widow of the late John C. Burch, retary of the Senate, a sum 


’ equal to one year’s salary, as a mark of the sense of the Senate of the efficient and 


faithful services of the said John C. Burch as Secretary. 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate adopted on the 27th day of October, 
1881, ae the Committee on Public Lands to investigate the condition of 
the General Land Office with a view to providing better accommodations for the 
officers and employés thereof, and a proper grading of the clerks, and for the pres- 
ervation of the books and papers, be revived and continued until the further 
action of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that reported from the Committee on Rules? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willstate that asimilar resolution has twice passed 
the Senate, and the Committee on Public Lands have taken some 
action upon it, but had not time to conclude the investigation at the 
special session of the Senate. It is with the desire to complete the 
action the Senate twice authorized by a similar resolution that I sub- 
mit this resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does it require the occupation of a committee- 
room and the employment of a clerk? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all; it is a duty imposed upon the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS, I have no objection. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
FEDERAL COURT OFFICERS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration : 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish to the Senate 
a copy of a report made to the Treasury Department touching the conduct of 
United States commissioners, marshals, and other officers in thenorthern and middle 
judicial districts of Alabama since the adjournment of the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think before that is adopted it ought to be 
amended so as to cover a direction to send in all the papers in his 
possession bearing upon the topic. There — be a report, and it 
might be accompanied by papers which would show that the report 
was entirely unjust, either in exculpating or inculpating some officer. 
I think, therefore, we ought to have all the information there is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam informed that there are no papers accompa- 
nying the report save the report itself touching the subject; other- 
wise I should have called for them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the resolu- 
tion is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to its present consideration, but 
to guard against any possible accident I will suggest an amendment, 
by adding after “ Department” “and any other papers or informa- 
tion in his possession on the subject.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to the amendment at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
made. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further “concurrent or 
other resolutions?” 

Mr. HOAR. I call up the resolution in regard to woman suffrage, 
reported by me from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask for information how long the morn- 
ing hour is to extend? 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular business of the morn- 
ing hour is closed. The morning hour, however, will not expire until 
twenty minutes past one. The Senator from Massachusetts asks to 
have taken up the resolution reported by him from the Committee on 
Rules, which will be read. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution report¢ 4 
from the Committee on Rules by Mr. HoAR on the 13th instant; which 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved That aselect committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 


to whom shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves eh no for the exten- 
sion of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 


_ Mr. HOAR. Lhope we may have avote on the resolution this morn- 


ing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD,] that the 
subject be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. HOAR. It isnot intended by the resolution to commit the Sen- 


intormally laid aside to await the motion of the Senator from Kansas 


ate or any Senator in the slightest degree to any opinion upon the | and also of the Senator from Florida upon bills reported to-day. 


question of woman nee but it is merely the question of a conven- 
ient mode of hearing. I hope we shall be allowed to have a vote on 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion of the Senator from Delaware ? 

Mr. BAYARD and Mr. FARLEY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I have received a number of commu- 
nications from very respectable ladies in my own State upon this im- 
portant question; but I am unable to comply with their request and 
support the female suffrage which they advocate. I shall vote for 
the reference to the Committee on the Judiciary in order that there 
may be a thorough investigation of the question. I wholly disagree 
with the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] that a 
committee ought to be appointed as favorable to the views of these 
ladies as is possible. I desire a committee that will have no views, 
for or against them, except what is best for the public good. Such 
2 committee I understand the Committee on the Judiciary to be. 

I desire to say only in a word that the difficulty I have and the 
question I desire the Committee on the Judiciary to report upon is 
the effect of this question upon suffrage. By the fifteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States there can be no dis- 
crimination made in regard to voting on account of race, color, or 
previous condition. Intelligence is properly regarded as one of the 
fundamental principles of fair suffrage. We have been compelled in 
the last ten years to allow all the colored men of the South to become 
voters. There is a mass of ignorance there to be absorbed that will 
take years and years of care in order to bring that class up to the 
standard of intelligent voters. The several States are addressing 
themselves to that task as earnestly as possible. Now it is proposed 
that all the women of the country shall vote; that all the colored 
women of the South, who are as much more ignorant than the col- 
ored men as it is possible to imagine, shall vote. Not one perhaps in 
a hundred of them can read or write. The colored men have had the 
advantages of communication with other men in a variety of forms. 
Many of them have considerable intelligence; but the colored women 
have not had equal chances. Take them from their wash-tubs and 
their household work, and they are absolutely ignorant of the new 
duties of voting citizens. The intelligent ladies of the North and the 
West and the South cannot vote without extending that privilege to 
that class of ignorant colored people. 

I doubt whether any man will say that it is safe for the Republic 
now, when we are going through the problem we are obliged to solve, 
to flies in this additional mass of ignorance upon the suffrage of the 
country. Why, sir, 2 rich corporation or a body of men of wealth 
could buy them up for fifty cents apiece, and they would vote with- 
out knowing what they were doing for the side that paid most. Yet 
we are asked to confer suffrage upon them, and to have a committee 
appointed as favorable to that view as is possible, so as to get a favor- 
able report upon it! 

I want the Committee on the Judiciary to tell the Congress and the 
country whether they think it is good policy now to confer suffrage 
on all the colored women of the South, ignorant as they are known 
to be, and thus add to the ignorance that we are now struggling with, 
and whether the Republic can be sustained upon such a basis as that. 
Forthat reason, and because I want that information from an unbiased 
committee ; because I know that suffrage has been degraded sufficiently 
already, and because it would be degraded infinitely more if a report 
favorable to this extension of suffrage should be adopted and passed 
through Congress, Iam opposed to this movement. No matter if there 
are a number of respectable ladies who are competent to vote and de- 
sire it to be done, because of the very fact that they cannot be allowed 
this privilege without giving all the mass of ignorant colored women 
in the country the right to vote, and thus bring in a mass of ignorance 
that would crush and degrade the suffrage of this country almost be- 
yond conception, I shall vote to refer the subject to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and I shall await their report with a good deal of anxiety. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the unfinished business is before the Senate. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. INGALLS. Asthe morning hour has expired, I now ask for the 
consideration of the bill this morning reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business; which is the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] concerning the 
Presidential succession. That can be laid aside informally. 

Mr. INGALLS. I request unanimous consent that it be temporarily 
and informally laid aside to enable me to ask for the consideration of 
the bill I have mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Florida, who 
has the floor upon the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky, any 
objection ? 

r. JONES, of Florida. I give way temporarily to the Senator 
from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be 


LEGAL EFFECT OF DISTRICT HOLIDAYS, 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (8S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, and an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States for the District of Columbia,” approved January 31, 1879. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that whenever any day 
set apart as a legal holiday within the District of Columbia shall fall 
on the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday, then and in 
such event the day next succeeding shall be a holiday within the 
District, and shall for all purposes of presenting for payment or ac- 
ceptance, for the maturity and protest and giving notice of the dis- 
honor of bills of exchange, bank checks, and promissory notes or 
other negotiable or commercial paper, be treated and considered as 
is the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday, and all notes,. 
drafts, checks, or other commercial negotiable paper falling due or 
maturing on such holiday shall be deemed as having matured on the 
Saturday previous. 

Mr. INGALLS. As a matter of good faith to the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, ] whom I do not now see in his seat, and who 
suggested that he would be unwilling to vote for the bill unless the 
latter clause might be so amended as to make the maturity of bank 
paper occur on the Tuesday following, instead of the Saturday pre- 
ceding, the legal holiday when it occurs on the first day of the week, 
commonly known as Sunday, although I am opposed to it, I will move, 
so as to enable those who entertain a different opinion to express their 
views, that the words “Saturday previous,” at the end of the bill, be 
stricken out and the words “ Tuesday following” inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment now proposed would violate the 
established rules in regard to days of grace, I believe, in all commer- 
cial countries. In all commercial countries with which I am famil- 
iar, when the third day of grace occurs on a holiday, the note is due 
the day before ; and if it occurs on a Sunday, it is due the day before. 
That is the custom of all commercial persons; and it seems to me that 


to change that day merely to give a debtor one day more would be- 


making an uncertainty about a thing that has always been certain. 
Perhaps it would be better to give the debtor an additional day ot 
grace, but it would be a violation of commercial usage which might 
create a disturbance and might lead to a great deal of difficulty ; pro- 
tests might be made at the wrong time by a change of the established 
rule. I think, therefore, the bill as reported from the committee is 
right. 

fr. INGALLS. The Senator from Ohio is right in saying that the 
principle of the bill as reported by the committee accords with the 
universal usage of the law-merchant all over the civilized world. 
As I said, I am entirely opposed to the amendment and I hope it will 
be voted down; but, inasmuch as the Senator from Vermont stated 
to me that he would oppose the bill unless the amendment were made, 
I felt bound to offer it, so that no objection might come from any 
quarter. I ask that the vote may be had on the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, as the 
Senator from Vermont has expressed a desire that the bill should be 
so amended as to make a note fall due on Tuesday, whether it would 
not be proper, in view of his absence, to let the bill lie aside inform- 
ally. 

Mr. INGALLS. The contingency against which the bill is intended 
to provide occurs next Sunday, and as the bill must go through both 
Houses to become a law, and we are liable to adjourn on Wednesday 
next, early action is very important; I therefore ask the Senator to 
withdraw his objection in order to allow a vote to be taken. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not objecting at all. 

Mr. CALL. If any action of mine can prevent the passage of the 
bill, either by objecting or otherwise, I desire to do it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is too late to object now, because 
the bill is before the Senate. The Chair asked if there was objection 
to its consideration, and, there being none, the bill was taken up. 

Mr. CALL. Then I hope that the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, suggested by the Senator from Kansas, may be adopted by 
the Senate. The law as it now stands gives the debtor in case of a 
holiday, as is right and proper, the succeeding legal day for compli- 
ance with his obligation. This is a bill that proposes to give to the 
creditor class, who are well able to afford the indulgence, an advan- 
tage over the debtor class of the community. I do not see by what 
reasen of law, or propriety, or argument, an act of legislation can be 
justified in violation of the contracts of the debtor class of the com- 
munity, imposing upon them a hardship, whereas by the law, and 
their contracts as they now stand, they have an additional day, the 
day after a legal holiday, for compliance with their obligations. This 
is simply a proposed act to limit the time in which a man may comply 
with his contract or pay his obligations. It is hard enough upon the 
debtor class of the community, many of whom are in the most strait- 
ened cireumstances, to comply with their obligations. Why should 

| we impose this additional hardship upon them? 
| I hope the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, which I under- 
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stand gives an additional day in place of a legal holiday, or rather 
allows the law to stand as it is, adding Tuesday instead of Monday, 
and applying to the whole bill, may be adopted. I think it will work 
less hardship than the law as it is proposed to be made by the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that we ought not to undertake to pass 
a bill which professes to affect the rights or obligations of the holders 
of commercial paper, to take effect next week, the paper already 
having been made. In the first place, I very seriously question 
whether we have any constitutional right so todo. If a man three 
months ago made a note and another man made an indorsement on 
that note, which indorsement binds the indorser to make paymenton 
condition that the demand is made on a certain day which the law 
then fixed,and a proper notice given to him, I doubt whether we can 
constitutionally say in regard to that note that he shall be liable to 
the demand made on some other day and on some other notice given 
to him. 

Therefore, it seems to me that this bill ought not to pass at all 
without excepting from its operation notes which have been already 
made, Suppose there is no constitutional power given to Congress 
to make such a provision which will have this effect this year; still 
it will do infinite mischief, because it will be very likely to mislead 
bank officers, notaries public, holders of notes, and many indorsers 
might be lost by the mistakes which would be made in consequence 
of our having passed this bill. 

It seems to me, in the next place, that so far as relates to the future 
it is of very slight consequence, when a piece of commercial paper is 
about to mature and the last day of grace comes on a legal holiday, 
whether it is to be considered as maturing the next day or the day 
before. The question of indulgence of one day more or less to the 
debtor is a trifle, because he knows whichever way that is, and busi- 
ness paper will be given with a knowledge of the existing law; but 
it is very important that in this District, this little territory of less 
than ten miles square, the law in force shall conform to the commer- 
cial usages of the great commercial cities of the country, especially 
the cities of Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. Unless 
I am misinformed, the large majority of commercial States conform 
to what is the custom of merchants in the absence of legislation, and 
make the note fall due on the day before if the last day of grace falls 
on a Sunday or on a legal holiday. If that be true, it seems to me 
that the legislation for this District ought to be conformed to the 
general fashion of commercial cities and States. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts if it 
will make any sort of difference whether a law is passed or not? 
Does not this paper mature and become payable on Saturday, whether 
Monday is a legal holiday or not? 

Mr. HOAR. But the paper in fact maturing on Saturday, if we pass 
a law that the demand shall not be made until the following Monday 
or Tuesday, we shall mislead bank officers and notaries in many in- 
stances, because they will have to treat a law of Congress as uncon- 
stitutional or else obey it, in which case they may lose the indorser. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President, the object in presenting the bill in its 
present shape was to conform to the legislation of the District of 
Columbia. While I admit that there is much force in the statement 
made by Senators that the law in most of the States of the Union 
generally requires that a note falling due on a holiday shall be paid 
-on the day succeeding instead of the day preceding that holiday, yet 
I find that the law of the District of Columbia is different in regard 
to all public holidays. Section 993 of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to the District of Columbia, provides that— 


The following days, namely: The Ist day of January, commonly called New 
Year's Day; the 4th day of July; the 25th day of December, commonly called Christ- 
‘mas Day; and any day appointed or recommended by the President of the United 
States as a day of public fast or thanksgiving, shall be holidays within the District, 
.and shall, for all purposes of presenting for payment or acceptance, for the maturity 
and protest, and giving notice of the dishonor of bills of exchange, bank-checks 
and promissory notes, or other negotiable or commercial paper, be treated and con- 
sidered as is the first day of the week, commonly calleg Sunday, and all notes, 
.drafts, checks, or other commercial or negotiable paper filling due or maturing on 
either Of said holidays shall be deemed as having matured on the day previous. 


So, according to the present law in the District of Columbia, all 
bills and notes payable on Sunday and maturing en Sunday would 
actually fall due on Saturday, and all bills and notes maturing on 
any other public holiday fixed by law would actually mature on the 
day preceding; but it is intended by this bill to constitute the day 
following (Monday) a public holiday whenever any of these holidays 
-Shall fall on Sunday. The bill also provides, as the general law pro- 
vides, that all bills falling due on Sunday,or on Monday,the day adopted 
instead as a public holiday, shall be paid on the day of business pre- 
ceding, which is Saturday. This is a general law of the District of 
Columbia, and it is proposed to amend that law so that when holi- 
days fall on Sunday the subsequent day shall be constituted a holiday, 
-simply to conform it to the general law of the District. The honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts says that this might affect the contract, 
but the honorable Senator must certainly be aware that days of 
grace form no part of a contract. It is perfectly competent for Con- 
gress or a State Legislature to abolish days of grace as they have done 
‘in many States in the Union. 

ee Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him at that 
“poin 

Mr. JONAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to say that if a contract be 
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now made to be performed within a district where days of grace are 
now allowed, those days of grace do not enter into that contract? 

Mr. JONAS. Ido mean to say so. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand otherwise. 

Mr. JONAS. Ido contend that days of grace form no part of the 
contract. I consider that when a party makes a note to fall due on 
the 31st of December, the days of grace are accorded by custom, or 
are accorded by statute in many States of the Union in default of 
custom, and that it is perfectly competent for the Legislature to ab- 
rogate and do away with days of grace, as has been done in nearly 
all the States of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Do I understand the Senator to mean 
that days of grace form no part of an existing contract? 

Mr. JONAS. I contend that days of grace are no part of any exist- 
ing contract; they are a part of the remedy, not of the contract. 

Mr. HOAR. In the fourth and fifth lines of the bill, I move to 
strike out the words “the first day of the week, commonly called ;” 
and in the eleventh and twelfth lines, after the word ‘‘as,” to strike 
out “is the first day of the week commonly called;” so as to make the 
bill read: 


That whenever any day set apart as a legal holiday within the District of Co- 
lumbia shall fall on Sunday, then and in such event the next day succeeding shall 
be a holiday within the District of Columbia, and shall for all purposes of present- 
ing for payment or acceptance, for the maturity and protest and giving notice of 
the dishonor of bills of exchange, bank-checks, and promissory notes or other ne- 
gotiable or commercial paper, be treated and considered as Sunday, and all notes, 
drafts, checks, or other commercial or negotiable paper falling due or maturing on 
such holiday shall be deemed as having matured on the Saturday previous. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be withheld 
until the Senate passes on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In line 14, after the word 
“the,” it is proposed to strike out the words “Saturday previous” 
and insert ‘‘‘Tuesday following ;” so as to read: 

And all notes, drafts, checks, or other commercial or negotiable paper falling due 
or maturing on such holiday shall be deemed as having matured on the Tuesday 
following. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 6, noes not counted. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose that the question now recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, which is a 
matterofpuresentiment. Itdoesnot affect the principle ofthe bill, nor 
the question of the sacredness of the first day of the week. Inasmuch 
as there is a question of expedition that is important, 1endering it 
desirable that the bill should not be amended, I would ask that that 
amendment may also be voted.down, if the Senator will not withdraw 
it. 

Mr. HOAR. I waive it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Massachusetts waives it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to move anamendment. I move to add at 
the end of the bill the following proviso: 


Provided, That contracts now existing shall not be affected by this act. 


Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator desire to speak to that amend- 
ment? é 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator ust be aware, eminent as he is in 
law, that we cannot change an existing contract. I trust that 
amendment will not be incorporated in the bill. It is simply the 
assertion of a legal principle, which is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Then why not express it in the act itself? It is 
undoubtedly raised by the statement made on the other side of the 
Chamber against the constitutionality of the measure, and I want to 
make it plain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Before the bill is passed, I should like very much to 
hear some Senator give a reason why a man who has made a contract 
to pay a debt at a particular day should be required to pay it before 
that day arrives. [ think the law as it stands iswrong. I think the 
day fixed ought to be the day after the obligation falls due instead of 
the day before. 

Mr. INGALLS. The law as provided in this bill is exactly as it 
now stands on the statute-book. The bill does not change existing 
law, but provides against the contingency of the coincidence of a 
legal holiday with the first day of the week. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PENSACOLA. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I now renew the motion which I made 
during the morning hour, and ask the Senate, in view of the circum- 
stances which I then stated, that the bill which I reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds may be taken up and 
acted upon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 6) to authorize the Secretary 


























































cise of authority. In making a fundamental law to guard and pre- 
serve the liberties of the people of this country you must treat all 
men alike, and not presume too much be gore human virtue. 

I come now to another distinguished lawyer, Professor Dwight, 
who entertains the opinion that I do with respect to the reading of the 
Censtitution. His opinion is worth just as much as any of the others; 
it is worth just as much as that of any lawyer or professor of law in 
the Union, for a more thoughtful and able man cannot be found within 
it. He tells you that after a careful examination of the organic law, 
after exploring the history of the convention which framed it, he 
comes to the unalterable conclusion that it was the intention of the 
Constitution, in the case of the inability of the President, to cast upon 
the Vice-President the office during the residue,of the term. He gives 
reasons for it; they are sound, they are logical, in my judgment they 
are constitutional. Still I present this view, as I said awhile ago, 
not for the purpose of having it entertained or ratified by any con- 
siderable portion of the American peo le, but for the purpose of pre- 
senting to the public mind and to the Senate and to the other House, 
if | may get its ear, the importance of doing something which will 
relieve the Constitution from the terrible obscurity or doubt in which 
these opinions present it. 

This branch of our organic law ought to be so plain that the way- 
faring man as he runs may read and understand. How can that be 
when you find four of the most eminent citizens in the Union, after full 
and anxious and careful consideration, differing so widely upon this 
single question? Suppose that these distinguished men represent 
four classes in the community? Suppose the Union divided into four 

reat classes of peuple, Professor Dwight, General Butler, Judge Coo- 
a and Mr. Trumbull, how should we stand upon a question affect- 
ing the life of the Republic? We should be at sea. When a contro- 
versy arises, although it is true that I have great faith in the people, 
they may by this division of opinion in any given case be driven into 
revolution, into bloodshed, because, as I said before, there is no ques- 
tion more calculated to drive a country to madness and to war than 
divisions of opinion respecting the right of those who may secure the 
power to rule the country in the chief executive office. 

Then, Mr. President, look at the public press. Are they united? 
Intelligent and careful as they usually are upon all questions of this 
kind, how dotheystand? Youcan hardly pick up two leading papers 
in the country wherein Ppa will find the same views expressed in 
regard to the question of Presidential succession; and you may be 
sure that when such a difference of opinion pervades the intelligent 
classes and the intelligent press of the country it ramifies the whole 
land; that it runs through our whole society ; so that in the judgment 
of the American people there is nothing safe or settled in our funda- 
mental law as it now stands upon this grave question. 

It is for no Pee opinion that I insist upon the view that I enter- 
tain in regard to this question. I have given some reasons for it, and 
I am unalterably wedded to that opinion, right or wrong. I do not 
think that my mind can be changed; and I concede the same to those 
who differ from me. Certainly the organic law must be in asad state 
of doubt when we are in this condition. 

I claim that from the plain reading of the Constitution, the gram- 
matical construction of the language, the history of the convention 
that prepared it, the exposition it has received in Congress, the view 
I entertain is a correct one, for I can conceive of nothing more dan- 
gerous to the interests of a people like this than a fluctuating executive. 

It will not do, Mr. President and Senators, to compare the Govern- 
ment of the United States with the government of one of the States 
of this Union. It will not do to wage 74 the operations of the execu- 
tive department in a State, whose chief officer has the appointment 
of half a dozen notaries-public, with a government like this, which 
comprises such a vast amount of b sacar and power. In the one 
case the ordinary virtues and modesty of the man would give way, 
because there would be nothing to gain by insisting upon the con- 
trary; but, in holding out an Seniinete ambition, an empire of powef 

“and authority sufficient to dazzle the mind of even a modest aspirant, 
it will not do to trust to human virtue upon so grave a question. 
With a foreign policy, with a hundred thousand of.\ce-holders, and a 
fame and a name which extends all over the world, do you think that 
@ man is going to step in and then step out of an office like that as 
he would step out of a little municipal establishment or the chief 
executive chair of one of the States of the Union? No, sir; it will 
not do to indulge in such comparisons in treating of this great ques- 
tion. Hence I say that the framers of the Constitution may well have 
censidered the gravity and the importance of guarding against a 
fluctuating executive which might drive the country into bloodshed 
and war. 

When the Vice-President is once seated in the Presidential office he 
has all the power and the authority which the Constitution gives to 
the Executive, no matter from what quarter it emanates. He has 
the right to call around him his own advisers; he has the right to 
appoint his own officers; he has the right to change the domestic and 
foreign policy of the Government as far as he can; he has the right, 
I may say, to intrench himself in power in every way that the organic 
law permits him to do; and after he is seated there under this pro- 
vision of the Constitution he may laugh to scorn every effort that 
may be made to displace him. 

It is true, I know, that you may threaten him with the impeachin 
power, but under any circumstances a President with authority wi 
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have friends in Congress to stay an impeachment. His patronage and 
power will be felt im every 
placed in consequence of inability would be no more, so far as prac- 
tical results and consequences are concerned, than a President who is. 
in his grave. 
The people récognize him and him only who can gratify an 
them; and when your President is once displaced and robbed of his 
public power and functions and another has taken his office, the man 
who is in the office will be the living light, the center of power, the 
arbiter of the destinies of individuals, and he will have authority to- 
intrench and to perpetuate himself there. 
not have the disposition to do it; that there is too muc 
tue, too much goodness, too much regard for civil-service reform for 
any man at this day and time to think of holding over in a great office 
like that if anybody should raise the question of his right to be there. 
Those gentlemen who take that view of it in my jud 
judges of human nature; and I say that under the reading of the Con- 
stitution as it stands, when once he gets into the Presidential office 
there is no power in this Government to get him out but by impeach- 
ment or by force; and that in the state of the law as we find it he has 
a perfect right to pass judgment himself upon the limits of his own 
authority as he has a right to say that the Constitution invests him 
with power to continue in office for the residue of the term; and I defy 
you to oust him. 






































very candid and, as far as I am able, an explicit answer. 
that under the Constitution there is no such thing as temporary in- 
ability, to begin with, and I think that will pretty well dispose of 
the whole question. I believe that it would be unfortunate if there 
were suchathing. Ido not think there is anything in the Constitu- 
tion to show it; and, of course, the conclusion inevitably follows that 
when the Vice-President once enters the Presidential office, in a case of 
such grave inability as to justify the step, he holds it irrevocably for 
the residue of the term. 































corner of the land; and a ident dis- 


The living spirit of the day looks up to the living king. 
serve 


You may say that he will 


human vir- 


ent are poor 


Mr. BAYARD If my friend will permit me, I wish to ask him 


whether I shall understand his position on the subject to be that in 
the case of a temporary inability, supposing it arises from physical 
illness which prostrates a President, (under which inability and dur- 
ing which the Vice-President has used the functions of the office, ) 
when the causes of that inability have passed away and the Presi- 
dent is able and no longer unable, his right to resume his office is gone? 
I understand the honorable Senator to argue that as a matter of fact 
it would be gone; but does he consider that it would be gone as a. 
matter of law and legal right? In other words, when the temporary 
inability had passed away, does he or does he not think under the 
law that it would be the right of the President to resume the func- 
tions of his office until the end of the term for which he was elected ? 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will give the Senator from Delaware a 


I think 


Mr. BAYARD. That is the point on which I wished to hear the 


Senator. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is my understanding of the organic 


law, and when Judge Cooley says, in trying to support his own en- 
lightened view of this subject, that no temporary illness, no slight 
malady, will justify the conclusion of Presidential inability, but that 
you must look to the state and condition of the country in connec- 
tion with the state and condition of the President to determine the 
question, he shows the embarrassments which surround it. 
fore I say it is not every inability, it is not any disability but one, 
and that is the inability to perform the powers and duties of the 
office of President, and then the Constitution says that the office 
shall devolve on the Vice-President. 


There- 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Your idea simply is that the word ‘‘in- 


ability” has the same extent in effect as “death, resignation, or 


removal?” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think so, emphatically. I say that no 
lawyer weighing the Constitution closely can well come to any other 
conclusion. It declares that in the case of the death of the President 
his office shall devolve on the Vice-President. It declares that in the 
case of the removal of the President his office shall devolve on the 
Vice-President, It declares that in the case of the resignation of the 
President his office shall devolve on the Vice-President. It declares 
that in the case of the inablity of the President to perform the powers 
and duties of his office the same shall devolve on the Vice-President. 
Point me now to the escape from the logic of that sentence. Point 
me to the right of any tribunal or any authority to slip in an impli- 
cation there which will warrant the conclusion that the inability 
meant is temporary. Where do you get the right to say that it is 
temporary? The Constitution does not give it to you. I say that 
when the office devolves in the case of inability, it devolves the same 
as it does in the case of death, removal, or resignation. 

What do we find in the other cases? I know that Judge Trumbull, 
anxious to support his theory, and seeing the force of the opposing 
argument, went on to try to show that even in the case of death it 
was a question whether the Vice-President became President. But 
no lawyer in the country can sustain that view, because Mr. Trum- 
bull felt the force of the objection that if the Vice-President was in- 
vested with all the functions and powers of the Presidential office, 
under this clause in the case of death, no logic within the power of 
man could save the same results from following in the case of inabil- 
ity. I ask, after the powers and the authority, and the eonsequence 
of this grand office devolve on the Vice-President, what is there left. 
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.of the former incumbent but hisname? He becomes an ex-President, 
and that is all. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 
question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Take the case which recently occurred ; 
the affliction of President Garfield. It existed for over two months. 
Suppose it should have continued to exist for six months, and that 
President Garfield on account of his serious condition was not only 
unable to discharge the duties of the office, but the physicians would 
not even allow him to be consulted; that it was dangerous to consult 
him, as it would excite his mind. Does the Senator hold that the 
Vice-President then would succeed to the office, even though the 
President were living, because of his physicalinability? If you hold 
that he would then succeed, do you mean that President Garfield, in 
case of his recovery, would have ceased to be President altogether ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I stated that as clearly as I could, and I 
restate itnow. I speak of the authority, wherever it is to be found in 
the Government; but, mark you, I have not come to the question who 
is to decide that that is a case provided for by the Constitution. 
You see from the opinions of the distinguished men to whom I have 
referred the difficulty that commences with the decision of this ques- 
tion when such a case of inability arises as will authorize the Vice- 
President to take the Presidential office. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That the Senator may understand me I 
will state that I thought his position to be that the word “inability,” 
as used in the Constitution, did not apply at all to any inability 
which did not extend to the whole term of office. In other words, 
I understood you to hold that the word “inability” did not apply to 
any temporary case of inability? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I hold that the “inability” intended by 
the Constitution is so grave and extended, if I may use the term, as 
to justify the Vice-President in taking the office, and when once he 
takes it the office absolutely devolves; and that there is no power or 
provision in the Constitution to reinvest it; that the executive power 
of this country cannot at the same time be in two men. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then I understand you to hold that a case 
may arise in which the Vice-President may become President for the 
residue of the term, although the inability, the cause of which affects 
the President, is merely temporary in its character? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That only shows the necessity for changing 
the organic law. Take the case of insanity, which is more appro- 
priate still than the one the Senator has put. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I think it is, or the case of a capture in war 
either. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Take the case of an insane President, if 
you will, of a man laboring under partial insanity. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Which is not a very uncommon occurrence. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No, it isnot an uncommon thing, at all. 
To-day he is insane, unfit to perform the duties of his office. The 
Vice-President goes in and he acts as the chief of a great country; 
he has the right to do everything that his predecessor could do. He 
surrounds himself with his own Cabinet and officers; he establishes 
his foreign policy ; he sets the Government on the track that a sane 
man wishes it to go. After he gets it all established and in opera- 
tion, a lucid interval comes over the previous Executive, as in the 
case of George the Third, and he wants to go back. We are putting 
cases now, and I am putting one in support of my view of the organic 
law. Suppose he has been mad for six months, but a partial restora- 
tion of mind has been effected. He comes to the Vice-President and 
asks that his authority be restored. Shall he go in? Suppose he 

oes in, and after he is there a week he becomes a madman again. 
hile he is in he reverses everything that his predecessor did; he 
sets the country in commotion and turmoil, and it may be in bloody 
war. Is that the kind of Executive you want? Would it not be 
infinitely better to have allowed the Vice-President to remain, in the 
interest of a great country, rather than to run the risk of having the 
whole Government unsettled by the aberrations of a madman? 

That is the only thing that seriously weighed upon the mind, in 
my judgment, of the men who made the Constitution, when this pro- 
vision was put into the organic law. I -would add a notable case 
im English history. My friend from Georgia is doubtless familiar 
with it. He must remember how near the case of the insanity of 
George the Third and the 2 ap ney of his ambitious son came to 
driving the empire into bloodshed and civil war. Then were found 
the temptations of power working and cutting their way into human 
nature itself; and that princely son was surrounding himself by a 
lot of partisan followers and making war upon the title and right of 
his own devoted father, for the sake of power. These things have 
been left on the annals of history for our instruction, and we are not 
the men we ought to be if we are incapable of profiting by them. 

I say, therefore, that in the case of inability, asin the case of death, 
resignation, or removal, the office devolves upon the Vice-President. 
I say, also, that the Constitution declares that the executive power 
of the United States shall be vested in a single executive magistrate, 
and that there cannot, in the nature of things, be two Presidents at 
the same time, either de facto orde jure. I say that when the framers 
of the Constitution provided in the latter part of the inability clause 
for the President pro tempore of the Senate continuing only in power 
so long as the disability continued, they had distinctly before their 
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eyes the necessity of coupling that limitation with the Vice-Presi- 
dential office had they thou ‘ht it wise and proper todo so. The 
organic law declares, as my friend from Georgia well knows, that 
in the case of the inability of both the President and Vice-President 
the President pro tempore of the Senate shall hold the office. How 
long? He shall hold it, the Constitution declares, until a President 
can be elected or until the disability be removed. If they found it 
important and necessary to incorporate that express language into 
the organic law for the purpose of restricting the power and author- 
ity of the President pro tempore of the Senate, why, Lask you, did they 
not couple thesame limitation with the authority of the Vice-President 
on the same subject? Are you to say that they were careless? Are 
you to say that they were indifferent? Are you to say that they 
did not realize the importance of this great question? If you say 
that, you run in the face of the proceedings of the convention, which 
show you that the Constitution as originally framed had in it these 
words of limitation made applicable to the Vice-President, and that 
they were deliberately stricken out and the other words retained which 
limited the authority of the presiding officer of this body when he 
was to be called to perform the duties of the first office. What does 
this show? It shows that they were willing to trust the office of 
President of the United States for the full term to the second officer 
in the Government, but they were willing to trust that authority to 
no one else. It shows that in the case of death, resignation, or re- 
moval, even where there could be no doubt in regard to what the 
Vice-President had to do, the President of the Senate in the case of 
removal or death or resignation or inability was only to hold the 
Presidency of the United States until provision could be made for 
getting a President from the people, or at least one elected in the 
manner provided for in the Constitution; but they recognized also 
the important fact that both the Vice-President and President derive 


.their title from the same source; that they were regarded at the 


time as oflicers of equal dignity and intelligence; and that there was 
no necessity in the case of the Vice-President to throw around him 
the limitations and restrictions that were imposed upon the President 
pro tempore of the Senate. 

The other day my friend from Kentucky, in expounding the Con- 
stitution, for which duty he is admirably calculated from the temper 
and structure of his mind, went on to tell us something about the re- 
port made by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate upon the subject 
in 1856. He emphasized with very great power all the parts of that 
report which seemed to bear upon the particular question that he had 
in mind; but there is one part of it that he did not fully emphasize, 
and to which I propose to call attention. What does the report show ? 
It shows that in the judgment of that very intelligent committee, 
presided over by the kinsman of my distinguished friend on my left, 
{Mr. BUTLER, ] it had in view the necessity that impressed the fram- 
ers of the Constitution with the idea of making a distinction between 
the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Vice-President in the 
cases specified in this section. What does the report say ? 

The committee is of opinion that under the fifth clause of the second article of 
the Constitution, in case of a vacancy occurring in the office of President, that 
the Vice-President elected by tho people becomes the President for the residue of 
the term. In such a case, no power is reserved to elect a President during that 
term. But, under the same clause, the committee is equally clear in thinking that 
the officer designated by Congress to act as President when a vacancy occurs in 
both the offices of President and Vice-President, can act only until the vacancy is 
removed and a President is elected. 

Such is the language of the Judiciary Committee of this body on 
this question in 1856, that under the one clause in the Constitution 
relating to death, removal, inability, or resignation, when the Vice- 
President takes the office under that clause 5 takes it for the term, 
but that when the President pro tempore of the Senate succeeds, either 
in case of death, inability, removal, or resignation, he can only hold 
the office until an officer can be obtained from the people in the man- 
ner prescribed by law. 

So, Mr. President, the difficulty in the way of the succession must 
be so grave and enduring as to lead to the consequences which I have 
pointed out. You will not forget that I am not seeking to ingraft 
these views upon the country or upon the Senate, but I am pointing 
out the necessity of some change in the organic law that will make 
it clearer and better than it is. I am not here to say, just now, that 
I would refuse to accede to a proposition providing some reasonable 
and wise means of deciding when inability should begin and when it 
should end, in order that this great question might be settled; but I 
do say that as the Constitution now stands the difficulty is funda- 
mental; that it cannot be reached by ordinary legislation; and that 
there is no way open for redress or remedy except through an amend- 
ment ef this constitutional provision. It tells you in the plainest 
possible language that the office devolves, but it points out no way 
or remedy which will operate to reinvest the former incumbent with 
its powers after restoration to health or to sanity. If he has lost 
those powers through his inability, who is to judge when the inabil- 
ity shall end, in the present state of the organic law? General But- 
ler says that the Vice-President is to decide when he shall go in, but 
he does not tell us who is to decide when the Vice-President shall 
go out. That is the point. Any man in the Presidential office, 
clothed with the functions and the powers and the dignity of that 
high trust, as I argue, has a right to decide for himself, once he is 
there respecting the limits of his own power, and there is no branch 
of this Government that can legally interfere with him. Suppose he 
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takes the view entertained by myself and Professor Dwight, do you 
not think he would have followers? Ithinkhe would. Ithinkif he 
went into that office in a case of inability he would have abundant 

und to stand upon if he took the ground that he was there to stay. 
fe might say to Congress, to the Supreme Court, to every authority 
in this Government, “Situated here, located by the Constitution in 
this high place, I have a right to decide upon the limitations of my 
power.” He might say, as Jackson said when he was reminded by 
somebody that the Constitution meant this or that, “It may be for 
the Legislature; it may be for the Supreme Court; but President 
Jackson interprets the Constitution for himself.” He did so, and he 
was sustained in it by the American people. When the incumbent 
of the Chief Magistracy is exercising a great co-ordinate power of 
the Government, placed as a trust in his hands for the benefit of the 
Republic and its inhabitants, who can question it? 

If there be doubt surrounding this great question of the gravity 

which I have endeavored to point out, is itnot important now, in this 
uiet era of peace and good-fellowship and good feeling resulting 
rom the sad affliction which has so recently befallen the people of 
the United States, for us to go to work in a proper and becoming 
spirit, not as angry disputants insisting upon this view or that view, 
but in an intelligent spirit of compromise and conciliation, in order 
that we may adopt a reasonable provision which will relieve this 
great question from the doubt which now seems to surround it ? 

I am not here, as I said to you, Mr. President, with a view of in- 
viting controversy respecting my own particular opinion. Far from 
it. Iam only showing the ground upon which myself and others 
can reasonably rest in regard to this provision of the Constitu- 
tion. In the present state of contention respecting it, it is impos- 
sible to secure anything like absolute unanimity about it. It is one 
of those questions relating vitally to the interests of the Government, 
about which there ought to be no difference of opinion, which ought 
to be as plain in the judgment of the American people as that pro- 
vision of the Constitution which relates to the election of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and that I think is pretty well settled. 
Of course there is some little doubt in regard to the proper mode of 
counting the votes, but with respect to the mode of election I con- 
ceive that there is no very great difference of opinion anywhere as to 
how the thing shall be conducted; and that I should like to see at- 
tained with respect to this great question, involving as it does conse- 
quences of the greatest gravity to this people. 


I took the liberty the other day, when I was given the floor, to pro- | 


pose an amendment to the resolution offered by my friend from Ken- 
tucky upon another, but I can say kindred, subject. I should like to 
see the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, in any report it may make 
upon the general question, give us some light upon the matter to 
which my amendment relates—that is, stability in the office of Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate, so well tilled by the distinguished 
a who now occupies the chair. I do not want to see him 

uffeted about from one side to the other of this Chamber, because I 
recognize, for one, the impartiality and the ability with which he 
presides over this body. I should be glad if I could turn to the fun- 
damental law and find there a provision which would secure him in 
his place during the time that he may happen to be a member of this 
body; but it is not there. According to the decision of the Senate, 
rendered in the ealy part of this session, which was made contrary 
to what I believe to be the true meaning of the Constitution, the 
presiding officer of this body holds his office at the mercy of a major- 
ity of the Senate. I dissent in toto from that view. Still I may bein 
error; but if my view as now entertained is not the proper one, I 
sheuld like to see the Judiciary Committee make such recommenda- 
tious to the States as shall secure an amendment that will embody 
it, because it is the only safe rule upon the subject. 

Think of it, Mr. President, a presiding officer of this body at the 
mercy of a majority of partisans! When I say “partisans” I mean 
it in no offensive sense. It is in the nature of man to divide about 
everything; but I say he who presides over this body ought to hold 
his title so permanently and so durably that no majority ever can 
oust him. 

Under our law of 1792, as it now stands, the presiding officer of 
the Senate is to become President of the United States in the case of 
the inability of both the President and Vice-President. That is the 
law. My friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] has pointed out 
some of the difficulties connected with this subject, as well as my 
friend from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK,] but none of them, I think, have 
brought to the attention of the Senate the importance of ingrafting 
permanency and durability upon the office of President of the Senate, 
so that he may not be shifted about on the eve of an emergency which 
may call him to the discharge of higher and graver duties. Does 
anybody doubt that in the contingency of anything unfortunately 
happening to the present incumbent of the Presidential oftice, which 
God forbid, but should death threaten him, that the office of President 
of the Senate would loom up in consequence and importance beyond 
what it now does? Does anybody think that some effort would not 
be made to put into that place some person who in the judgment of 
the majority would fill more satisfactorily the office of President 
of the United States, although in my opinion there is nobody here 
who would fill it better than the incumbent of the chair? Ido not 
say that any movement would be made to displace him, but I am 
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not speaking for the present moment; I am speaking for all time. 
Constitutions are made to live through generations of men, and not 
for a week or for a day. Wemust have a permanent establishment; 
and I say that in view of the important duties devolving upon the 
President pro tempore of the Senate, outside of those connected with 
him in his official capacity in this body, he ought to be made secure 
and permanent, and should be placed beyond the power ofa simple 
majority of the Senate to remove him. 

One word, Mr. President, in regard to what I conceive to be a par- 
tial remedy for some of the evils pointed out by the gentlemen who 
have participated in this debate respecting the matter of inability. 
It has been decided, I think, upon all hands (I mean so far as I have 
seen any expression of opinion out of doors) that it will not do to 
give the decision of this important question of inability, that is, to 
decide when the Vice-President shall go in or when. he shall go out 
of oftice, to any fixed body of men, to any tribunal whatever to be pro- 
vided by law. Jam opposed to that. Judge Cooley acknowledges 
the difficulty in the way of getting Congress together, and thinks, as 
I have said, that we ought to meet after the fashion of the Conven- 
tion-Parliament of Great Britain, without any authority. I agree 
with him that, after all, the representatives of the States and of the 
people constitute the only tribunal to which a safe decision of this 
question can be referred, and that some provision in the organic law 
ought to be made investing the Vice-President or some other officer of 
the Government with authority to call Congress together whenever 
a calamity has overtaken the Chief Magistrate and rendered it neces- 
sary for a transfer of the executive power to take place. 

As the Constitution now stands the President alone has authority 
to convene the Houses, but if he is stricken down by the bullet or 
the knife of the assassin, he may be unable to perform any official 
act, and therefore I think in a case of that kind there ought to be 
authority somewhere in the Constitution to empower the Vice-Pres- 
ident or the Secretary of State to convene the two Houses together, 
and have them decide, under the responsibility attaching to them as 
the representatives of the States and the people, whether such a con- 
tingency exists as would justify the transfer of executive power from 
the President to the Vice-President. I think that is the only tribunal 
to which this question can be confided; and if an attempt is made by 
ordinary legislation to reach this difficulty it will fail, because in my 
opinion it is not a question to be regulated by positive legislative 
enactment. 

Having said this much, Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] as modified 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. JONES.] The 
Chair understood the Senator from Kentucky to have accepted the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not rise to debate this question. 
If there is any Senator who desires to speak to it to-night, I shall not 
interrupt him; but otherwise I should like to move that we go into 
executive session for a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask that the bill which I introduced in relation 
to the same subject may have its second reading and be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary in connection with the resolution 
which has just been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill introduced by the Senator 
from Arkansas will have its second reading. 

The bill (S. No. 350) to provide for the performance of the duties of 
the Presidential office in case of the removal, death, resignation, or 
inability of the President and Vice-President was read the second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is also a resolution on the 
same subject submitted by the Senator from Texas, [Mr MAXxky, ] 
which will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by 
Mr. Maxey on the 6th instant: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, instructed te 
inquire what legislation, if any, is necessary to carry into effect the’ provision of 
the Constitution in case of the remeval of the President from office, or of his death, 
sees, or inability to discharge the powers and du-ies of the said office, as 
well as the provision in the case of removal, death, resignation, or inability of both 
the President and Vice-President ; and that said committee report by bill or other- 
wise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This resolution will also be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. E>warp 
McPHERSON, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia and an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to amend section 993 of the Revised Statues of the United States 
for the District of Columbia,” approved January 31, 1879. 

The a also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 57) giving one month’s pay to certain em- 
ployés of the House of Representatives; in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested. 





194 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the resolution of the House of Representatives providing for 
an adjournment of the two Houses of Congress from December 21, 
1881, to January 5, 1882, reported it without amendment. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) giving one month’s pay to certain 
employés of the House of Representatives was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAWES. Inow move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-two minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDaAy, December 19, 1881. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
F. D. POWER. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous 
consent, that the reading of that portion of the Journal of Friday’s 
proceedings which relates to the introduction and reference of bills 
and joint resolutions be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The remaining portion was then read, and the Journal was ap- 
proved. 

GRANT OF FRANKING PRIVILEGE GARFIELD. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, to 
take from the Speaker’s table a bill (S. No. 127) granting the frank- 
ing privilege to Lucretia R. Garfield. 

‘There was no objection, and the bill was taken up and read a first 
and second time. It provides that all mail matter carried by post to 
Lucretia R. Garfield, the widow of the late James A. Garfield, or sent 
by her under her written autograph signature, be conveyed free of 
postage during her natural life. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaidon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CABELL. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the untinished 
business of Friday last—the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions for reference, and the call rests with the State of Rhode Island. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has not yet passed from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. Thecall wentthroughthe State of Pennsylvania; 
but if the gentleman has a bill which he desires to offer at this time 
the Chair will entertain it. 

ELIZA HUDSON. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1554) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Hudson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. EVINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1555) for a public building 
at Greenville, South Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION OF THE PEOPLE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1556) to apply the proceeds of sales of public lands to the education 
of the people, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1557) to relieve the Treasurer of the United States from the 
amount now charged to him and deposited with the several States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
REFUNDING COTTON TAX. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1558) to return to the producers the cotton tax collected by the 
Government during the years 1966, 1867, and 1868; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIM BY STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA FOR ARMS, 
Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. 
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R. No. 1559) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle 
the account for arms between the State of South Carolina and the 
Government of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
CLAIMS OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE REVOLUTIONARY ARMY. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1560) to provide for the settlement of unpaid claims of those 
officers in the line of the Revolutionary army who served to the close 
of the war of Independence and so returned on the books of the 
Treasury ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CLAIM OF CERTAIN STATES AND OF THE CITY OF BALTIMORE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1561) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and 
| settle the accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore grow- 
ing out of moneys expended by said States and the city of Baltimore 
| for military purposes during the war of 1812; which was read a first 
| and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
| ordered to be printed. 
LOANS BY NATIONAL BANKS. 


| Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1562) to authorize na- 
tional banks to make loans upon mortgage of real estate; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX SALES IN INSURRECTIONARY STATES. 

Mr. TILLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1563) for the relief 
of owners and purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in insurrec- 
tionary States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL-FARM LANDS, SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. TILLMAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 39) to 
provide for the redemption and sale of school-farm lands in South 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RENT OF CITADEL ACADEMY, CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H, R. No. 1564) providing for the 
payment to the State of South Carolina of rent for the Citadel Acad- 
emy, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIUS ROUMILLAT. 
Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1565) for the relief of 





| Julius Roumillat ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY O’CONNOR. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1566) for the relief of 
Mary O’Connor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ROBERT CHISOLM. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1567) for the relief of 
the heirs of Robert Chisolm; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HAMILTON SLAWSON. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1568) for the relief of 
the heirs of Hamilton Slawson, jr.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. DIBBLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1569) 
to amend section 2133 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. POUND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the highest priv- 
ilege. LIask that my colleague, [Mr. DEUSTER,] who has just reached 
the city, be allowed to take the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will administer the oath of office to the 
gentleman at this time. Fit 

Mr. DrusTer then came forward and was duly qualified by taking 
the oath prescribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 

CAPTAIN R. F. BERNARD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1570) for the relief 
of Captain R. F. Bernard,; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DR. DANIEL M. APPEL, 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1571) for the 


relief of Dr. Daniel M. Appel; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM R. MILLER. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1572) 


granting 
a pension to William R. Miller; which was read a first an 


second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF OFFICERS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1573) in relation 
to the retirement of officers of the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

M’HENRY BRAY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1574) for the 
relief of McHenry Bray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY E. DAY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1575) granting 
a pension and bounty to Mary E. Day; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA 8S. ROARK. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1576) grantin 
a pension and bounty to Lydia 8. Roark; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. GAVETT. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1577) for the 
relief of William A. Gavett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. TURLEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1578) for the 
relief of William H. Turley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH FULKS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1579) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Fulks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA E. JONES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1580) granting 
a pension to Martha E. Jones; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and dtdered to 
be printed. 

MARY A. CONKEN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1581) grantin 
a pension to Mary A. Conken; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REBECCA STARNS, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1582) granting 
a pension to Rebecca Starns; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH SCUDGINGTON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1583) granting 
a pension to Sarah Scudgington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TAX ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 


Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1584) to reduce the tax 
on manufactured tobacco; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAXES ON LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1585) to abolish taxes 
and restrictions upon the sale of leaf-tobacco in the hands of pro- 
ducers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1586) to provide for 
the purchase of a site, and the erection of a public building to be used 
as a United States court-house and post-office, at Jackson, in the State 
of Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM JOHNSON ET AL, 


Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1587) to pay Hiram 
Johnson and other persons therein named the several sums of money 
therein specified, being the s lus of a military assessment paid by 
them and accounted for to the United States in excess of the amount 
required for the indemnity for which it was levied and collected ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN HARE. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1588) for the relief 
of M Ann Hare; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. HICKLE, 
Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1589) granting a pension to 





John W. Hickle; which was read a first and second time, referred tc 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CALVIN ADKINS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1590) granting a pen- 
sion to Calvin Adkins ; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1591) to extend the 
provisions of the arrears of pension act approved March 3, 1879, to 
pensioners under special acts of Congress; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


MITCHELL J. CHILDRESS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1592) for the relief of 
Mitchell J. Childress; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER TARGARONA. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1593) for the relief of 
Peter Targarona; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1594) to further regu- 
late and define the duties and compensation of the Assistant Attorney- 
General for the Post-Office Department, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1595) granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the war with Mexico, and to the 
widows of such as are deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN A. GRASLAND. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1596) for the relief of 
Stephen A. Grasland; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the bill should 

0 to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Mr. HOUK. It is a bill granting relief in a case where an officer 
served under a commission without being mustered under that com- 
mission. 

The SPEAKER. It isa bill making an appropriation for services in 
the late war, and the Chair isof opinion that it should go to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. BROWNE. I have had the honor of serving on the Committee 
on Military Affairs during the past two Con , and during that 
time such bills as this have been referred to that committee without 
question. The claim, as I understand it, is this: An officer was com- 
missioned, but for some reason he was not mustered in on his com- 
mission though he performed the duties of his office. He now asks 
to be paid upon his rank under the commission for the time interven- 
ing between the date of his commision and his muster. It is in no 
sense a war claim as we have heretofore understood a war claim to 
be. Hundreds of such claims as this were referred to and passed upon 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Browne] that there is no doubt but what in the past 
a very large number of this class of claims have been referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and a large number also have been 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. Where a bill is simply 
for the purpose of correcting the military record of the applicant, and 
to have him treated as mustered in, so that he may draw his pay in 
the absence of an appropriation, the bill should go the Committee on 
Military Affairs; but where the principal object of the bill is to ap- 


| propriate money to pay a man for services rendered by him for which 


he could not be paid under the law, the bill has gone to the Commit- 

tee on War Claims. Such bills have undoubtedly gone some to the 

one committee and some to the other without much discrimination. 

The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the rule upon the subject. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Rue XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


sed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 


All pro’ 
e, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, 
- - - * * * 


ceding 

10. To the military establishment and the public defense, other than the appro- 
priations for its support: to the Committee on Military <A ffairs ; 

* * * * * - * * + * * 

28. To claims arising from any war in which the United States has been engaged : 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair adheres to his opinion that this bill 
should, strictly speaking, go to the Committee on War Claims, and 
it will be so referred, unless some other reference is ordered by the 
House. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIS N. ARNOLD. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1597) for the relief of 
Willis N. Arnold; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GRAHAM. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1598) for the relief of 
George W. Graham ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1599) to pay members 
of certain military organizations therein named ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1600) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and erdered to be 
printed. 

HARDIE R. BROWN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1601) for the relief of 
Hardie R. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

* LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1602) for the relief of 
(Luther M. Blackman ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
ito the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1603) for the relief 
eof certain honorably discharged non-commissioned officers named 
therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
-mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. WALKER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1604) for the relief of 
Sames H. Walker; which was read a first and, second time, referred 
ito the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. HOGARTY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1605) for the relief of 
William P. Hogarty ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1606) to provide 
for pensions to soldiers of the war with Mexico, and of the Seminole 
war of 1836, &c. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MISDEMEANORS OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYES. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1607) to de- 
clare certain acts of officers, agents, and employés of the Government 
high misdemeanors; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BROWN. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1608) for the 
relief of William H. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DR. A. H. BROWN. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1609) for the 
relief of Dr. A. H. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1610) for the 
relief of W. A. Chapman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BROWN. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1611) for the 
relief of William H. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (II. R. No. 1612) for the 
relief of William P. Chambliss; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

METER FOR DISTILLED AND MALT LIQUORS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
40) to adopt a suitable meter to accurately measure the quantity and 
test the gravity and temperature of distilled and malt liquors, and to 
make an automatic register of the same, and appropriating 
dollars for placing them in use in distilleries; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA BAINBRIDGE 





HOFF. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1613) for the | 
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relief of Louisa Bainbridge Hoff: which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REVISION OF IMPORT DUTIES. 

Mr, SIMONTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1614) to abolish the 
duties on certain articles, necessaries of life, and upon all agricultural 
implements, and to further reduce the duty on all other dutiable arti- 
cles 10 per cent., except upon diamonds, jewelry of gold, silver, or 
other metal or article, silk and the manufactures thereof, or articles of 
which silk is the component of chief value, upon which the duty shall 
be increased 20 per cent; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. GIBBS. 

Mr. SIMONTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1615) for the re- 
liefof John P. Gibbs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SIMONTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1616) granting 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars 
therein named, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 

Mr. SIMONTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1617) to establish 
an educational fund to supplement the school funds of the several 
States in proportion to the illiteracy existing in such States, and to 
better provide for scientific and industrial education; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED H. THOMAS. 

Mr. SIMONTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1618) to amend the 
war record of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FLORA C. M’CASLIN. 

Mr. SIMONTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1619) granting a 
pension.to Flora C. McCaslin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSION. 

Mr. SIMONTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1620) to repeal 
chapter 23, supplement to the Revised Statutes, being an act passed 
January 25, 1879, in relation to arrears of pensions; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL A. BIRCHETT. 

Mr. HOUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1621) granting a pension 
to Daniel A. Birchett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF C. B. CLUSKEY. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1622) for the relief of 
the estate of C. B. Cluskey, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEWART COLLEGE, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1623) for the relief of 
the trustees of Stewart College, Montgomery County, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TERRELL. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1624) for the relief of 
William Terrell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DICK MUMFORD. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1625) for the relief of 
Dick Mumford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CLARKSVILLE LODGE, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1626) for the relief of 
Clarksville Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons, at Clarksville, Ten- 
nessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. MEICKLE. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1627) for the relief of 
John M. Meickle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. GILLUM. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1628) for the relief of 
John C. Gillum; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1629) for the relief 

of the Cumberland Presbyterian church, at Clarksville, Tennessee ; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM A. AND ADELICIA CHEATHAM. 


Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1630) for the relief of 
William A. and Adelicia Cheatham ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL J. WARNER. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1631) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel J. Warner; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
erdered to be printed. 

W. R. BUTLER. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1632) for the relief 
of W. R. Butler, administrator of W. 8S. Butler, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF BEDFORD, ETC. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1633) for the relief 
of certain citizens of Tennessee, of Bedford, Rutherford, and other 
eounties ; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WARNER. I move the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The properreference would seem to be to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. WARNER. It does not relate to the war. 

The SPEAKER. Does it refer to claims arising since the war? 

Mr. WARNER. It does. 

The SPEAKER. The reference is correct, then. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1634) to amend an act 
passed February 15, 1843, chapter 33, to authorize the Legislatures of 
certain States to sell certain lands appropriated for school purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTILLERS OF BRANDY FROM APPLES AND PEACHES. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1635) to amend the 
act of March 3, 1877, granting special bonded warehouses to distillers 
of brandy from grapes so as to include distillers of brandy from ap- 
ples and peaches; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHATTANOOGA. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1636) to erect a 
public building in Chattanooga, Tennessee ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. THOMAS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1637) for the relief 
of James M. Thomas; which was read a,first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. HOOPER. 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1638) to restore the 
name of Andrew J. Hooper to the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed, 

PHILLIP NEW DECKER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1639) granting a 
pension to Phillip New Decker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

° WILLIAM '. CATE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1640) for the relief 
of William T, Cate; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1641) directing the 
Quartermaster-General to settle with the McMinnville and Manches- 
ter Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DIBRELL. It relates to the construction of a law and was 
referred during the last Congress to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a claim that has arisen since the war? 

Mr. DIBRELL. The question has arisen since the war, but is one 
of construction, and in order to settle the question of law it should 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Under the circumstances, in the absence of objec- 
tion, the bill will be referred as desired. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


O. P. SEALS, 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1642) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of O. P. Seals, deceased; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH, CHATTANOOGA, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1643) for the relief 
of the First Baptist church in Chattanooga, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BROWN, DECEASED. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1644) to pay back 
pay and bounty to the widow of Henry Brown, desannel ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF SIMEON S. BARRETT. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1645) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Simeon 8. Barrett; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 





W. G. POND, EXECUTOR. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1646) for the relief of 
W. G. Pond, executor of Jeremiah Sarver; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Cc. T. AND T. R. EUBANK. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 164%) for the 
relief of C. T. and T. R. Eubank; whieh was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

T. R. EUBANK, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1648) for the 
benefit of T. R. Eubank, administrator; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES MORELAND. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1649) granting a 
pension to James Moreland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Commjttee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1650) to make the 
trade-dollar a legal tender; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INCOME TAX. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1651) to levy and 
collect an income tax; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXEMPTIONS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1652) to regulate the 
exemptions in the United States district and circuit courts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. — 

TAX ON TOBACCO SALES. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1653) to authorize 
the producer of tobacco to sell the same to any purchaser without 
license; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

C. C. WHITE. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1654) granting 
a pension to C. C. White; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1655) to regulate inter- 
state commerce and to pager unjust discriminations by common 
carriers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION, ETC. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1656) to amend cer- 
tain sections of titles 48 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, omen commerce and navigation and the regulation of 
steam-vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

; MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1657) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and 
the Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and 
sailors of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REGISTER OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1658) to amend the 
Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow the purchase and 
register of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States; which 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN TYLER, TEXAS. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1659) to provide a 
suitable building for the United States courts, post-office, and inter- 
nal-revenue offices in the city of Tyler, State of Texas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF STATE OF TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) au- 
thorizing and directing’ the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the 
State of Texas certain moneys paid out by said State for frontier 
defense; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be referred, under the 
rule, to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN. The question embraced in the joint resolution has 
been for several Congresses before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and it seems to me the resolution ought to go to that committee. 
That, also, will be in pursuance of an understanding with the War 
Department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will observe that the resolution has 
but one single object; that is, the appropriation of a very large sum 
of money to pay the State of Texas for expenditures in defending the 
frontier. It has no relation to the mere government or control of 
the Army,tor the payment of officers or soldiers of the Army. The 
Chair, therefore, is clearly of opinion that, under the rule, the joint 
resolution, strictly speaking, should go to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose that this matter has previously been 
sent to the Committee on Military Affairs because it related to public 
defense, the Military Committee being presumed to be best qualified 
to determine what was proper on that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The newrules do not indicate that the Committee 
on Military Affairs has anything to do with settling claims against the 
Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not want to delay the business, but I would 
suggest to the Chair that numerous bills of this character, from 
various frontier States, have uniformly gone+to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. How far the rules have since been changed I 
do not know; but certainly for a number of years all such bills have 

one to the Military Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in the absence of a motion, will direct 
that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will make the motion that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Mr. HASKELL. Idesire to make aremark on one point before the 
motion is put, ifthe Chair will permit me. All these bills for expenses 
incurred by States for frontier defense, and I have had charge of one 
for four years in this House, compel the arrangement and collection 
of the proper military vouchers in the War Department, and the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is the only committee organized for the 
specific purpose of ascertaining the military claims of a State and 
what constitutes a military voucher under the military laws of a State, 
and it is the only committee that can properly handle those bills. I 
hope that precedent which does not seem to be entirely violated by 
the rule will be followed out. That is the only committee of the 
House that is supposed to be thoroughly cognizant of the laws gov- 
erning the ascertainment and determination of these claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] to refer the joint resolution to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The Chair directs the reading of the 
rules in regard to the reference of bills to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and to the Committee on War Claims, respectively. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the preced- 
ing rule, as follows: 

Subjects relating to the military establishment and the public defense other than 
the appropriations for its support : to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Subjects relating to claims arising from any war in which the United States has 
been engaged: to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will also direct the joint resolution to 
be read. The Chair is of opinion that this is a very important mat- 
ter to the House in determining the construction of rules, and he asks 
gentlemen to give their attention to the reading of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the asury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to the State of Texas the sum of $1,629,615.69, with lawful interest thereon, 
to reimburse said State for oneve paid as compensation and for supplies of troops 
for the defense of the frontiers of Texas from the 28th day of February, 1855, to the 
commencement of the late civil war, and from the commencement of the adminis- 
= of the State government by Governor Andrew J. Hamilton to the present 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] that this joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, the Chair having decided ‘that in 
his opinion, under the rule, it should be referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. BROWNE rose. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable under the rules. 
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Mr. BROWNE. Then the gentlemen who have preceded me have 
been out of order. ; 

The question being taken on Mr. REAGAN’s motion to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Military Affairs, it was not agreed to. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on War Claims 
under the rule, and was ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 42) pro- 
posing amendments to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 43) to 
reappropriate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain southern mail contract- 
ors; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask that this joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. If it relates to the payment of claims, it should 
go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN. It involves the consideration of the acts of 1850 
and 1855, in relation to an indemnity fund reserved to the Govern- 
ment, and such measures have always gone to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. It is nevertheless a claim. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is a trust fund which has been covered into 
the Treasury and cannot be paid out without authority from Con- 
gress. 

” The SPEAKER. Does this joint resolution undertake to make an 
appropriation of money? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. If not, then it will go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The joint reolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and ordered to be printed. 

CREDITORS OF REPUBLIC OF TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN alsointroduced ajoint resolution (H. R. No. 44) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay over to the State of Texas 
the balance remaining of the fund 2 epee by the acts of Sep- 
tember 9, 1850, and February 28, 1855, for the payment of the creditors 
of the late Republic of Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF DISLOYAL PERSONS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 45) to 
amend the joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution prohibiting 
payment by any officer of the Government te any person not known 
to have been opposed to the rebellion and in favor of its suppression,” 
approved March 2, 1867; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS TOBY. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1660) for the relief 
of the heirs of Thomas Toby; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT GALVESTON, TEXAS. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1661) to pro- 
vide for a building for United States custom-house and internal- 
revenue Offices at Galveston, Texas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT GALVESTON, TEXAS. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1662) to 
provide for construction of a marine hospital in Galveston, Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS PARKER. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1663) for 
the relief of Lewis Parker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW J. MILES. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1664) for 
the relief of Andrew J. Miles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DAVID G. BURNETT. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1665) for 
the relief of the heirs of David G. Burnett; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM HENDLY. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1666) for 
tho relief of the heir of William Hendly, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE A. STEPHENS. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1667) to 
restore George A. Stephens to his relative rank in the Navy of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordereg to be printed. 


QUARANTINE STATION ON TEXAS COAST. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1668) to pro- 
vide for a quarantine station on the coast of Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL ALFRED B. MEACHAM. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1669) for 
the relief of Colonel Alfred B. Meacham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

E. J. GURLEY. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of E. 
J. Gurley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


H. V. PHILPOTT. 
Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of 
H. V. Philpott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WACO, TEXAS. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1672) making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a court-house in the city of Waco, 
Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
* mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SQUARE NUMBER 440, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. MILLS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1673) for 
the purchase of square number 440, in the city of Washington, District 
of Columbia, for a public park; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE, HOUSTON, TEXAS. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1674) authorizing the 
construction of a post-office in the city of Houston, Texas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPITAL AND OTHERWISE INFAMOUS CRIMES. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1675) concerning 
capital and otherwise infamous crimes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ACTIONS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1676) to revive 
and extend the right of action in the Court of Claims in certain cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1677) in relation 
to liens of judgments of United States ceurts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO AND MATCHES. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1678) to repeal 
all laws and parts of laws which impose a tax on the manufacture or 
sale of tobacco and matches; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

. GEORGE A. DALEY. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1679) for the 
relief of George A. Daley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1680) ratifying 
the act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation of Indians, 
granting to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company 
right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through the nation ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JEFFERSON, TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1681) for a 
public building at Jefferson, Texas: .which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN CITIZENS IN BRITISH PRISONS. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No. 46) requesting 
the President to solicit from the British Government a list of the 
names of all American citizens under arrest or confined in British 
prisons by authority of said government, witha statement of the causes 
therefor, and to communicate to the Senate and House said list and 
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statement and all correspondence with that government relating to 
any arrest and imprisonment of American citizens; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 








d MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. UPSON also presented the tollowing resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be instructed to make out and transmit 
to the House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interest, at 
the earliest day practicable, a list or detailed statement of all mail routes on which 
transportation service has been discontinued, decreased, curtailed, changed, re- 
stored, increased, expedited, or established since the 4th day of March, 1881, speci- 
fying the time, cause, and extent of the same, and upon whose recommendation, 
vetition, report, or suggestion granted, and the nature thereof, giving the name, 
ength, and termini of each of said routes, the character, kind, amount, and cost of 
such service on each route, respectively, and the residence of each and every con- 
tractor therefor. 

MAIL LETTINGS. . 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. 8. No. 1682) to alter, amena, 
and repeal parts of an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the advertis- 
ing of mail lettings, and for other purposes,” approved May 17, 1878, 
and to prohibit and punish the sub-letting or transfer of any mail 
contract; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PUNISHMENT OF ACCESSORIES AFTER THE FACT. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1683) supplementary 
to and amendatory of sections 5533, 5534, and 5535 of the Revised 
Statutes, for the trial and punishment of an accessory after the fact 
when the principal escapes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIBERY OF WITNESSES. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1684) to punish the 
bribery of and the acceptance of a bribe by a witness; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIBERY OF JURORS. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1685) to punish the 
bribery of and the acceptance of a bribe by a juror; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1686) to amend and 
correct section 5390 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DISEASES OF SHEEP. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1687) to investigate 
the diseases of sheep and the remedies therefor; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1688) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of 
money expended and indebtedness assumed and incurred by the State 
of Texas in repelling, suppressing, and guarding against invasions, 
raids, incursions, and hostilities by Indians and Mexicans; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BROWNSVILLE, TEXAS. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1689) providing for 
the erection of a public building at Brownsville, Texas ;*which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1690) for the erection 
of a public building at San Antonio, Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LITTLE. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1691) to authorize 
the restoration of Thomas Little to the rank of captain; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MORSE K. TAYLOR. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1692) for the relief of 
Morse K. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred te 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES C. CRESSON, 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1693) placing the 
name of Charles C. Cresson upon the retired list of the United States 
Army under the rank and grade of major; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF EDWARD DWYER. 
Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1694) for the relief of 
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HEIRS OF JEFFERSON WEST. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1713) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jefferson West; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OVERTON LOVE AND WYATT GILSCHRIST, 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1714) for the relief of 
Overton Love and Wyatt Gilschrist ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred te the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BOUNDARY BETWEEN INDIAN TERRITORY AND TEXAS. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1715) to define the 
boundary between the Indian Territory and the State of Texas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


J. M. WAIDE. 
Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1716) for the re- 


lief of J. M. Waide; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, DALLAS ‘AND GRAHAM, TEXAS. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1717) to provide for 
the construction of suitable buildings tor court-houses and post-offices 
in Dallas and Graham, Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


the heirs of Edward Dwyer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES AND WILLIAM VANCE. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1695) for the relief of 
the estates of James Vance and William Vance; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF FRANCIS GUILBEAU. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1696) for the relief of 
the heirs of Francis Guilbeau; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. FRENCH. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1697) for the relief of 
John C. French; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF PETER GALLAGHER. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1698) for the relief of 
the heirs of Peter Gallagher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW AND HEIRS OF ALEXANDER ROSSY. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1699) for the relief of 
the widow and heirs of Alexander Rossy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

























A. M. COCHRAN. 
Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1718) for the 
relief of A. M. Cochran; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. BUDD. 

Mr. WELLBORN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1719) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of William J. Budd; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1720) providing for the ap- 

pointment of a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor 


traffic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1721) to amend the 
act of March 9, 1878, relating to pensions for service in the war of 
1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J. TIFFANY. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1722) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Tiffany ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1723) to amend section 
3 of an act approved March 9, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act amending the 
laws granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, 
and their widows, and for other purposes,” providing that,in the 
absence of any record of the services of the soldier in the War De- 
partment, the record made and kept by a State shall be received by 
the Pension Bureau as evidence of the facts contained in it relating 
to the said service ; which was read a first and second time, reteened 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON BANK-CHECKS. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1724) repealing the 
tax on bank-checks; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON L. PARVIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JOYCE (for Mr. SPOONER) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1725) for the relief of Washington L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK A. PAGE. 

Mr. TYLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1726) to authorize the res- 
toration of Frank A. Page to the rank of second lieutenant in the 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN HALL. 

Mr. TYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1727) for the relief of 
Warren Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF PENSION ACTS. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1728) to extend the opera- 
tion of chapters 23 and 187 of the acts of the third session of the Forty- 
fifth Congress to the widows and orphans of soldiers who may have 
| died while ir the service or in consequence of wounds received or 







C. M. TERRELL. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1700) for the relief of 
C. M. Terrell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VIDAL HERNANDEZ. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1701) for the relief of 
Vidal Hernandez; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SCHUCHARDT. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1702) for the relief of 
William Schuchardt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SANTIAGO DE LEON. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1703) for the relief of 
Santiago de Leon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ESTHER M’MULLIN AND JAMES M’GLOIN. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1704) for the relief of 
the heirs of Esther McMullin and James McGloin; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA ANN AND JOSEPH B. DA CAMARA. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1705) for the relief of 
Eliza Ann Da Camara and Joseph Da Camara, jr.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

G. W. LITTLEFIELD. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1706) for the relief of 
G. W. Littlefield; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES EICHLITZ. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1707) for the relief of 
Charles Eichlitz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE CLOUDT. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1708) for the relief of 
George Cloudt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL MURPHY. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1709) for the relief of 
Daniel Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. E. LABATT. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1710) for the relief of 
J. E. Labatt ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST SANTLEBEN. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1711) for the relief of 
August Santleben; whieh was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES BY FIRE AT FORT RIPLEY. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1712) for the relief of 
Chaplain M. J. Kelly and officers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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disease contracted by such soldiers in the service of the United States 
during the late war of the rebellion; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced .a bill (H. R. No. 1729) 
authorizing the Secre of the Treasury to sell certain real estate in 
the city of Chicago; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DE FOREST W. CARPENTER. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1730) for the relief of 
De Forest W. Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN KELLEY. 
Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1731) granting a pen- 


sion to John Kelley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDGAR A. BEACH. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1732) to pay Edgar 
A. Beach the sum therein named; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


D. D. WEAD. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1733) for the relief of 
D. Wead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PROCTOR R. GAY. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1734) granting a pen- 
sion to Proctor R. Gay; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE YOUNGER. 
Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1735) for the relief of 


George Younger; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HORACE 8. SPEAR. 
Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1736) granting a pen- 


sion to Horace 8. Spear; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LOUISA G. CHANDLER. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1737) increasing the 
pension of Louisa G. Chandler; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1738) for the relief of 
Louisa G. Chandler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAW. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1739) to amend sec- 
tion 4702, title 57, Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE MOTT. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1740) for the relief of 
Mrs, Caroline Mott, administratrix of the estate of Danford Mott; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GOODS IMPORTED IN AMERICAN SHIPS. 


Mr. DEZENDORF introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1741) providing for 
2 drawback of 10 per cent. of duties on all goods hereafter imported 
in American-built ships.owned exclusively by citizens of the United 
States, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1742) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to contract for the pur- 
chase of a lot of land opposite to the Gosport navy-yard; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO CREWS OF LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1743) granting 
pension to keepers and members of crews of Life-Saving Service 
and the widows and children of deceased keepers and members of 
crews of said service in certain. cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EXTRA PAY FOR SERVICES IN MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr, DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1744) explana- 
tory of an act entitled “An act for the payment to the officers and 
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soldiers of the Mexican war the three months’ extra pay provided by 

the act of July 19, 1848;” which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE. 

Mr. DEZENDORKE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1745) to reim- 
burse the college of William and Mary, in Virginia, for property 
destroyed during the late war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be.- 
printed. 

A. G. TEBAULT. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1746) for the > 
relief of A. G. Tebault; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN S. BRAXTON. 


Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1747) for the 
relief of John 8. Braxton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIANA METHODIST CHURCH, NORFOLK COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DEZENDORF also intreduced a bill (H. R. No. 1748) for the’ 


relief of the Indiana Methodist church of Norfolk County, Virginia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 


Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1749) for the-~ 


relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN B. HAY. 

Mr. DEZENDORF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1750) for the relief of Edwin B. Hay; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEPHEN CASEY. 

Mr. DEZENDORF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1751) for the relief of Stephen Casey ; which was read a first and sec— 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE BELL, 

Mr. DEZENDORF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1752) granting a pension to Lizzie Bell; which was read a first and- 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and” 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA, 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1753) to provide for pay 

ing certain advances made to the United States by the States of 


Maryland and Virginia; which was read a first and second time, - 


referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR. 
Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1754) granting pen- 


sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was * 


read a first and second time, referred. to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB WEAVER. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1755) for the relief 
of Jacob Weaver; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE F. WRIGHT. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1756) directing the- 


Secretary of the Interior to issue duplicate of bounty-land warrant 
“No. 57833 to Caroline F. Wright and others; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1757) to provide for’ 


the recomputation of the accounts between the United States and the 
several States growing out of moneys expended by said States in the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CABELL, I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should go to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Mr. CABELL. The bill did not relate to anything arising out of 
the late war. Similar bills have heretofore gone either to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary or the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. It is an appropriation of money, and therefore 
isa claim. All claims arising out of any war in which the United 
States has been engaged are referable under the rule to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


Mr. CABELL. I think it should go to the Committee on Claims: 


if it is not referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The SPEAKER. It is a claim growing out of the war of 18122 
Mr. CABELL. It is. 
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The SPEAKER. Then under the rule it should go to the Com- EXPORT TAX ON TOBACCO. 
mittee on War Claims. : te ea Mr. WISE, of Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1773) te 
The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on War Claims, | repeal so much of section 3385 of the Revised Statutes as imposes an 
-and ordered to be printed. export tax on tobacco, &c.; which was read a first and second time, 
ROBERT HUFF. referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1758) for the relief printed. 
of Robert Huff; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SPIRITS DISTILLED FROM APPLES, PEACHES, ETC. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1759) to repeal so 
much of section 3251 of the Revised Statutes and subsequent or 
existing laws as imposes a revenue tax upon spirits distilled from 
apples, peaches, and other fruits; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF WAR EXPENSES, 1812. 

Mr. PAUL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1774) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain 
States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended 
by said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes dur- 
ing the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOTEL AT FORTRESS MONROE. 

Mr. PAUL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1775) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to grant the use of certain land at Fortress Mon- 
roe, Virginia, for the erection of a hotel; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MEDICAL DIRECTOR JOHN THORNLEY, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. PAUL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of 
Medical Director John Thornley, United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HARRISONBURGH, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. PAUL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1777) to provide. for 
the erection of a building in the town of Harrisonburgh, Virginia, for 
the use of the United States district and circuit courts, post-office, 
internal-revenue offices, and other Government offices; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. PAUL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1778) to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to make final settlement with the 
Mexican Pottawatomie Indians under treaty stipulations existing 
with them; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

URBANA A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. GARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1779) to amend and 
re-enact the third clause of section 2552 of the Revised Statutes so as 
to change the port of entry from Tappahannock to Urbana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1780) for the re- 
lief of certain citizens of Northampton County, Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. SUTHARD. 

Mr. GARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1781) for the relief 
of William W. Suthard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REVOLUTIONARY WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1782) to provide for the 
settlement of the unpaid claims of those officers of the line of the 
Revolutionary army who served to the close of the war of independ- 
‘ence and so returned on the books of the Treasury ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FIFTEENTH STREET RAILWAY. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1783) to incorpo- 
rate the Fifteenth Street Railway; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MARY WEAVER. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1760) for the relief 

of Mrs. Mary Weaver; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORTATION OF LICORICE. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1761) to permit man- 
ufacturers of tobacco to import licorice and licorice paste in bond, 
and to exempt the same from duty; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GREEN PENN. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1762) for the relief 
of Green Penn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF SUMAC. 


| 

Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1763) to regulate 
the customs duty on sumac; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPORTATION OF SHEEP AND GOAT SKINS. 

Mr. JORGENSEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1764) to regu- 
late the customs duties upon sheep and goat skins, tanned or partly 
tanned, for the purpose of making morocco; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

| 


FOURTH COLLECTION DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. JORGENSEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1765) to amend 
section 2552 of the Revised Statutes and to change the boundaries of 
the fourth collection district of Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN EVAN MILES. 

Mr. JORGENSEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1766) for the 
relief of Captain Evan Miles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BUSHBY. 
Mr. JORGENSEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1767) for the 


relief of William Bushby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM BOWEN. 

Mr. JORGENSEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1768) for the 
relief of William Bowen; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY T. M’CAWLEY. 

Mr. JORGENSEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1769) grantin 
-&@ pension to Mary T. McCawley ; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF RICHMOND, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1770) to amend 
ae 7 of section 2552, and paragraph 7 of section 2553 of Re- 
vised Statutes, changing the lines of the Richmond collection district 
in the State of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1784) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain 
States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by 
said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during 
the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LYNCHBURGH. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1785) to provide for 

the erection of a public building for the use of United States courts, 

ost-office, and other Government offices at the city of Lynchburgh, 
in the State of Virginia; which was read a first and and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES 8S. MILLS. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1771) for 
the relief of Charles 8. Mills; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1772) to 

apply the proceeds of sales of public lands to the education of the 


people, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


J. D. MORRISON. 


Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1786) for the relief 
of J. D. Morrison, surviving partner of C.M & J. D. Morrison; whioh 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
TRANSFER OF BONDS. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1787) to authorize 
a United States commissioner to take acknowledgments of the trans- 
ter of the bonds of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPEAL OF EXPORT TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1788) to repeal so 
much of section 3385 of the Revised Statutes as imposes an export tax 
on tobacco, &c; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MOSES LACY, 
Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1789) for the relief 


of Moses Lacy ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAQUELINE M. WOOD. 
Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1790) for the relief 
of Jaqueline M. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. HENRY RIVES. 
Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H: R. No. 1791) for the relief 


of J. Henry Rives; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
LIEN OF JUDGMENTS. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1792) to regulate the 
lien of judgments in the United States courts and of suits pending 
therein ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BIBLES IN THE CHINESE LANGUAGE FREE OF DUTY. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1793) to admit free 
of duty Bibles and other religious books in the Chinese language for 
gratuitous distribution by religious and missionary societies ; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF FEDERAL COURTS. 


Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1794) giving the con- 
sent of Congress to the jurisdiction of the Federal courts in an action 
of ejectment in which the United States is interested ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM 5S. KIMBALL & CO. AND OTHERS, 


Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1795) to refund cer- 
tain taxes illegally assessed against and collected from William 8. 
Kimball & Co. and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING. i 
Mr. FULKERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1796) to provide for 
the erection of certain public buildings; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT-HOUSE AND POST-OFFICE, CLARKSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1797) to provide for the 
construction of a court-house and _ post-office at Clarksburgh, West 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


ICE-BREAKERS, OHIO RIVER. 


*Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1798) for the con- 
struction of two ice-breakers in the Ohio River, near Parkersburgh, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN JURORS AND WITNESSES. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1799) for the relief 
of witnesses and jurors who attended the United States district court 
for the western district of Virginia at the spring term of 1861; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAMBOAT INSPECTORS. 
_Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1800) to amend sec- 
tion 4458 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to steamboat inspection ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS AND SEAMEN, WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 47) con- 
struing the act of Congress granting pensions to soldiers and seamen 
of the war of 1812; which Was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN W. RAMSBURG. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1801) for the relief of 
John W. Ramsburg; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHINEAS GANO. 

_ Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1508) granting a per 
sion to Phineas Gano: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. TETER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1803) granting a 
pension to George W. Teter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

DAVID H. MYERS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1804) granting a 
pension to David H. Myers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY M’NAMARA. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1805) granting a 
pension to Mary McNamara; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS MARTIN. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1806) granting a 
pension to Thomas Martin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JANE A. HARRIS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1807) granting a 
pension to Jane A, Harris; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALARY OF JUDGE OF DISTRICT COURT, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) to 
increase the salary of the judge of the United States district court for 
the district of West Virginia; which was read a first and secoud time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 49) for 
the disposition of the fund under the control of the Secretary of State 
known as the Chinese indemnity fund ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSIAH HART. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1808) granting a pen- 
sion to Josiah Hart; which was read a first and secoud time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA E, NELSON. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1809) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucinda E. Nelson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MAHALA MORROW. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1810) granting a pen- 
sion to Mahala Morrow; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADAM HELMS. 

, .Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1811) cresting a@ pen- 
sion to Adam Helms; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M. WELLEN. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1812) granting a 
pension to Thomas M. Wellen; which was read a first and secend 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARTHA A. BEERBOWER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1813) to restore to 
the pension-roll the name of Martha A. Beerbower; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET MEYERS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1814) granting « 
pension to Margaret Meyers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY HARPER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1815) granting a 

pension to Henry Harper; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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JOHN HOUCHIN. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1816) granting a 
sion to John Houchin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ASA MONEYPENNY. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1817) granting a 
pension to Asa Moneypenny; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WESLEY COLEMAN. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1818) for the relief of 
Wesley Coleman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RILEY H. SMITH. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1819) granting a pen- 
sion to Riley H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES 8. ROBY. 
Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1820) granting a pen- 
sion to James 8. Roby; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. DEBRULAR. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1821) granting a pen- 
sion to John M. Debrular; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN FOLGER, 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1822) granting a pen- 
sion to John Folger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TREATY WITH REPUBLIC OF MEXICO. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 50) pro- 
viding for a treaty with the Republic of Mexice; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLICATIONS OF BOARD OF HEALTH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1823) granting the 
passage through the mails at pound rates of all publications issued 
in print and at regular intervals by the board of health and health 
officers of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 51) pro- 
viding for printing a compilation of laws governing the public 
printing for use of members of the House of Representatives and 
Senators; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE K. MOORE. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1824) for the relief 
ef Jennie K. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. F, M’CLURE. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1825) for the relief 
ef A. F. McClure; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. COEN. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1826) for the relief 
of Charles M. Coen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURNS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1827) for the relief 
of John Burns; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARKSBURGH METHODIST CHURCH. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1828) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South at Clarks- 
burgh, West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK TIERNEY. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1829) for the relief 
of Patrick Tierney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES CATHER. 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1830) for the relief 
of James Cather; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN D. GRIM. 

Mr. WILSON also introdueed a bill (H. R. Ne. 1831) for the relief 
of John D. Grim; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIJAH M. HART. 
Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1832) for the relief 
of Elijah M. Hart; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA A. A. HAYES, 
Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1833) for the relief 


of Louisa A. A. Hayes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS OF ARMY SIGNAL OFFICER. 

Mr. WILSON also presented a joint resolution (H. R. No. 52) au- 
thorizing the printing and binding of additional copies of the Report 
of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COLEMAN SIMS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1834) granting a pen- 
sion to Coleman Sims; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAMPHERE’S UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also presented a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 53) to provide for the printing or purchase of copies of the 
work entitled Lamphere’s United States Government; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT HENRY R. LEMLY. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also presented a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 54) to authorize Lieutenant Henry R. Lemly, United States Army, 
to accept a position under the Government of the United States of 
Colombia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT REDMOND TULLY. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1835) 

for the relief of First Lieutenant Redmond Tully ; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed and requested the con- 
currence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, and an act to amend 
section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, approved January 31, 1879; and 

A bill (S. No. 485) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legis- 
lature.of New Mexico held November 2, 1880, and for other purposes. 


HARPER’S FERRY, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1836) to authorize and di- 
rect the Secretary of War to convey by deed to the Board of Education 
of the district of Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, a lot of ground (No. 
2 in block B) with the buildings thereon, for the use of the common 
schools thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. F. W. KIRWAN. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1837) for the relief of 
Mrs. F. W. Kirwan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA P. STRIBLING. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1838) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha P. Stribling; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN LYON, 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 18389) to relieve John 
Lyon from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1840) to provide for 
holding regular terms of the United States district court for the dis- 
trict of West Virginia at Martinsburg, in said State; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. H. HERR. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1841) for the relief of 
A. H. Herr; which Was read a first and sécond time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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UNITED STATES PROPERTY AT HARPER’S FERRY. 

Mr. HOGE also presented the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform this House 
what action has been taken by the Solicitor of the Treasury Department under the 
provisions of the act of June 14, 1878, to sell or lease all real estate and riparian 
rights now owned by the United States at Harper's Ferry, West Virginia; and it 
no action has been taken under the authority conferred by said act, to commani- 
cate to the House why no sale or lease of said property has been made. 

JONATHAN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1842) granting a pension 
to Jonathan B. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SOLOMON WYKOFF. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1843) granting a 
pension to Solomon Wykofft; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SILAS K. HAINES. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1844) granting a 

pension to Silas K. Haines; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN PARSONS. 


Mr. HUMPHREY introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1845) granting relief 
to John Parsons; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RYAN. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (for Mr. BRaGG) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1846) granting a pension to Joha Ryan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SMEATON. 

Mr. HAZELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1847) appropriatin 
the sum of $900 to John Smeaton; which was read a first and coe 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONERS. 

Mr. HAZELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1848) to extend 
the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act for the relief of 
certain pensioners,” approved March 3, 1879, to certain other pension- 
ers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTER OF SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HAZELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1849) defining 
the duties of reporter of the Supreme Court of the United States, fix- 
ing his compensation, and providing for the publishing and distrib- 
uting of said reports; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RECLAMATION OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA MARSHES. 

Mr. HAZELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1850) to provide 
for the reclamation of the marshes in the harbors of the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, in the Distict of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS STEWART. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1851) granting a pen- 
sion to Silas Stewart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD L. WALKER. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1852) for the relief. 
of Edward L. Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. ATWELL. 

Mr. CASWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1853) authorizing 
the muster of William P. Atwell as captain of volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MENOMONEE INDIANS. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1854) for the relief of the 
Menomonee Indians in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1855) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipulations with 
the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and Mississippi, and makin 
an appropriation for the same; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDEMNITY LAND, INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 
Mr. POUND alse introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1856) to authorize 
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the State of Wisconsin to select indemnity lands for sixteenth sec- 
tions and swamp and overflowed lands included within Indian reser- 
vations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LAC DE FLAMBEAU INDIANS, ETC. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1857) for the relief 
of the Lac de Flambeau, Lac Court Oreilles, and Bad River bands 
of Chippewa Indians in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL INDUSTRIAL INDIAN TRAINING SCHOOLS. 


Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1858) to provide ad- 
ditional industrial training schools for Indian youth, and re 
the use of unoccupied military barracks for such purpose; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred te the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT PATTERSON. 


Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1859) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Patterson; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


DANIEL M. MORLEY. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1860) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel M. Morley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te be 
printed. 

SARAH J. BREMMER. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1361) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah J. Bremmer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAIAH ALTENBURG. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1862) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaiah Altenburg; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALANSON EATON, 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1863) granting a pen- 
sion to Alanson Eaton ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


S. W. HOMESTEAD. 
Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1864) for the relief of 


S. W. Homestead; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT PATTERSON. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1865) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Patterson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES W. DOWNING. 

Mr. POUND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No 1866) 
granting a pension to James W. Dewning; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH C, GOLDERMAN. 

Mr. POUND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1867) 
granting a pension to Sarah C. Golderman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. POUND also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 55) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the state 
of the laws respecting ascertainment and declaration of Result of 
Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

PLINY JEWETT. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1868) granting a 
pension to Pliny Jewett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CORNELIUS PHETZING. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the 
relief of Cornelius Phetzing; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. THOMAS. 

Mr. GUENTHER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1870) 

for the relief of Sarah M. Thomas; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LEWIS D. ALLEN. 


Mr. GUENTHER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1871) 
for the relief of Lewis D. Allen; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CHARLES A. STEVENS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No.°1872) for the re- 
lief of Charles A. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PATRICK SULLIVAN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1873) 
for the relief of Patrick Sullivan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 














THOMAS F. BAKER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1874) granting a pension to Thomas IF’. Baker ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WESTERN UNION RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1875) for the relief of the Western Union Railroad Company ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK SULLIVAN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduceda bill (H. R. No. 1876) 

for the relief of Patrick Sullivan; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 




















CLAIM OF WILLIAM T. DUVALL. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, (by request,) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1877) referring the claim of William T. Duvall against the 
United States to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 
































DABNY WALKER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, (by request,) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1878) for the relief of Dabny Walker; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

















HECTOR F. PHELPS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, (by request, ) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1879) for the relief of Hector F. Phelps; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN WHITTAKER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, (by request, ) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1880) for the relief of John Whittaker; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MOSES LADD AND JOHN L. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

1881) for the relief of Moses Ladd and John L. Williams; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1882) to provide for the 
appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sustained 
by the people of the Territory of Arizona by reason of Indian depreda- 
tions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


H. C. HOOKER. 
Mr. OURAY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1883) for the relief of 



































































































































Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORY OF NORTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1884) establishing 
the Territory of North Dakota, and providing a temporary govern- 
ment therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


TURTLE MOUNTAIN INDIANS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1885) to provide 
for the support and civilization of the Turtle Mountain band of Pem- 
bina Chippewa Indians, and to extinguish their title to lands claimed 
by them in the Territory of Dakota; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 






























































STATE GOVERNMENT FOR DAKOTA. 


Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1886) to enable 
the people of the Territory of Dakota to form a constitution and State 
government, and for the admission of the State into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 





























H. C. Hooker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the. 
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ASSAY OFEICE AT DEADWOOD, DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

_ Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1887) to estab- 
lish an assay office at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


CHAPTER 248, ACTS SECOND SESSION FORTY-SIXTH CONGRESS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1888) to amend 
chapter 248 of the acts of the second session of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, approved June 16, 1880; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 













FE. PARLIMAN. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1889) for the 
relief of E. Parliman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. WALTERS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1890) granting 

a pension to Joseph B. Walters; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


















SAMUEL HENDERSON. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1891) es 
a pension to Samuel Henderson ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 





JOHN HALL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1892) restoring 
the right of homestead entry unto John Hall, of Lake County, Da- 
kota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS IN DAKOTA. 
Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1893) to create 
three additional land districts in the Territory of Dakota; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT ON PUBLIC LANDS IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1894) to encour- 
age settlement upon the public lands in the Territory of Dakota, ang 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANCH MINT AT DEADWOOD, DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1895) to estab- 
lish a branch mint at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1896) vacating 
all that portion of the Fort Randall military reservation, in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota, lying east of the Missouri River; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY YOUNG. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1897) for the re- 
lief of Henry Young; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. STONE. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1898) granting 
a pension to John B. Stone; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM JONES. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1899) nee 
the pension of William Jones; which was read a first and seconc 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NICHOLAS WHITE. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1900) for the 
relief of Nicholas White; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. G. SHAW. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1901) for the 
relief of A. G. Shaw ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCES ANNA M’NAUGHTON. 
Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1902) for the 
relief of Frances Anna MeNaughton; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


le 


BLIGH E. WOOD. 
Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. vo. 1903) for the 
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relief of Bligh E. Wood; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordereé to be printed. 


SURVEY OF SIOUX RESERVATION, 


Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1904) author- 
izing the survey of the Sioux Indian reservation; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. SLAUGHTER. 

Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1905) for the 
relief of Benjamin F. Slaughter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT BOISE CITY, IDAHO. 

Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1906) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Boise City, Idaho Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY POST IN LEMHI VALLEY, IDAHO. 


Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1907) providing for a 
military post in Lemhi Valley, Idaho Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES OF 1878. 


Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1908) creating a com- 
mission to examine and report the expenses of the State of Oregon 
and the Territories of Idaho and Washington or the citizens thereof 
necessarily incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the 
year 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NEZ PERCE HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1909) to provide for 
ascertaining and reporting the expenses incurred by the Territory of 
Idaho and ry people thereof in defending themselves from the attacks 
and hostilities of the Nez Percé Indians in the year 1877, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NEZ PERCE AND’ BANNACK HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1910) for the relief 
of citizens of Idaho and Washington Territories who served in con- 
nection with the United States troops in the war with the Nez Percé 
and Bannack Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of such as were 
killed insuch service; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM 8S. HEMINGWAY. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1911) for the relief 
of the three orphan children of William S. Hemingway; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRED PHILLIPS. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1912) for the relief 
of Fred Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BED-ROCK FLUME, IDAHO. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1913) granting to 
John A. Post, R. W. Berry, D. P. B. Pride, James H. Hawley, and John 
M. Ballou the right of way and other privileges to aid in the con- 
struction of a bed-rock flume in Moore’s Creek and Grimes’s Creek, in 
Boise County, Idaho Territory ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BEAR RIVER VALLEY IRRIGATION COMPANY. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1914) to provide for 
the irrigation of the lands lying in Bear River Valley in Tlaho Terri- 
tory, and to incoxgporate the Bear River Valley Irrigation Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CROW INDIAN RESERVATION IN MONTANA. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1915) to accept and 
ratify the agreement submitted by the Crow Indians of Montana for 
the sale of a portion of their reservation in said Territory, and for 
other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying 
out the spine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT BENTON MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1916) to restore the 
Fort Bentor military reservation to the public domain, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEANDER M. BLACK. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1917) for the relief 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Leander M. Black; which 











was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES L. DAHLER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1918) for the relief 
of Charles L. Dahler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM FLANNERY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No 1919) for the relief 
of William Flannery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN A. C. GIRARD AND MAJOR D. H. BROTHERTON. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1920) for the relief 
of Captain A. C. Girard, assistant surgeon, and Major David H. Bro- 
therton, United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAUL M’CORMICK. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1921) for the relief 
of Paul McCormick ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN MONTANA. 
Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a memorial of the Legislature of 


the Territory of Montana, concerning certain Indian reservations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. LUNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1922) to enable the people 
of New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and for 
the admission of the said State into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND GRANT IN NEW MEXICO, 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1923) to confirm a grant 

of land to citizens of Socorro, New Mexico; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT ELSBERG. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1924) for the relief of 
Albert Elsberg, administrator of Gustave Elsberg, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY AS A STATE. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R, No. 1925) to provide for the- 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1926) to amend sec- 
tion 1860 of the Revised Statutes so as not to exclude retired Army 
officers from holding civil office in the Territories; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 1927) validating 
certain acts of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory 
relative to school lands therein; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WAGON-ROAD ACROSS THE CASCADE MOUNTAINS. 

“Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1928) to construct a 
wagon-road across the Cascade Mountains in Washington Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee. 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR OF 1855-56. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1929) amending sec- 
tion 2427 of the Revised Statutes so as to extend the benefits of the 
bounty land law to the volunteers who served in the Oregon and 
Washington Indian war of 1855 and 1856; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NORTHWESTERN LAND DISTRICT, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1930) creating the 
northwestern land district in Washington Territory ; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SPOKANE LAND DISTRICT, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1931) creating the- 
Spokane land district in Washington Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
ond ordered te be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, PORT TOWNSEND, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1932) for the pur- 
. chase of a site and the erection of a custom-house and bonded ware- 
‘hhouse at Port Townsend, the port of entry for the Puget Sound dis- 
trict, in Washington Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF STEAMBOAT INSPECTORS. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1933) amending sec- 
tion 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the com- 
pensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 

cto the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


VOID ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1934) amendatory 
-of an act entitled “An act for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, pur- 
.chase-money, and commissions paid on void entries of public lands,” 
approved June 16, 1880; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MILEAGE OF JURORS AND WITNESSES. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1935) increasing the 

- mileage of jurors and witnesses in the several Territories of the United 

’ States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


BXPENSES OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1936) to provide for 
- ascertaining and reporting the expenses incurred by the Territories 
-of Washington and Idaho and the people thereof in defending them- 
selves from attacks and hostilities of the Nez Percé Indians in the 
year 1877, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1937) for the relief 
.of citizens of Idaho and Washington Territories who served in con- 
nection with the United States troops in thé war with the Nez Percé 
Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed in such 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
:mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DENNIS STORRS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1938) for the relief 
- of Dennis Storrs, Marion Minnick, Fritz Dibberin, Donald McDonald, 
and Daniel Hines; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The reference indicated on the back of this bill 
is to the Committee on Commerce. Will the gentleman from Wash- 
— Territory state to what the bill relates? 

ir. BRENTS. Itis for the relief of some persons who removed cer- 
tain obstructions from the navigation of a stream before an appropri- 
. ation had been made for that purpose. It is such a matter as always 
oes to the committee having charge of the improvemert of rivers and 
Nochors— tie Committee on Commerce. ° 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Commerce has jurisdiction of 
measures previding for future improvements, but not of claims grow- 
ing out of such improvements. 

Mr. BRENTS. This does not come here as a claim. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it should be referred 
-to the Committee on Claims. If it proposed an appropriation for work 
to be done in the future it would go to the Committee on Commerce. 
‘But it is to pay a claim for services rendered some time ago. 

Mr. BRENTS. In the interest of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The bill undertakes to state a specific claim upon 
the Government; it does not provide for the improvement of rivers 
.and harbors. It will be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
‘be printed. 
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THOMAS J. MILLER. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1939) for the relief 
~of Thomas J. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EVAN MILES. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1940) for the relief 
~of Evan Miles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FIRST LIEUTENANT FREDERICK H. E. EBSTEIN. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1941) for the relief 
of First Lieutenant Frederick H. E. Ebstein; which was read a first 
-and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
RUFUS G. NEWLAND. 
_ Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1942) confirming title 
in certain lands to Rufus G. Newland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
-ordered to be printed. 
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. JOHN G. PARKER. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1943) for the relief 
of John G. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN S. HILL. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1944) for the relief 


of John 8S. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A. MILLER. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1945) for the relief 
of George A. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER HUFF. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill ~ R. No. 1946) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Huff; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN P. KIRBY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1947) granting a 
pension to John P. Kirby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY MAHLER. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1948) granting a 
pension to Henry Mahler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER 8S. HUGHES. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1949) for the relief 
of Alexander S. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN L. BUTLER. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1950) for the relief 
of John L. Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


F. PROSH AND T. F. M’ELROY. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1951) for the relief 
of F. Prosh and T. F. McElroy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered te be printed. 


A. D. FISHER. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1952) for the relief 


of A. D. Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC LEMON AND ADDISON 8S. PERHAM. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1953) for the relief 
of Isaac Lemon and Addison §. Perham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. . 
NAVY-YARD, NORTHWEST COAST. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 56) for 
the appointment of a commission to select a site on the northwest 
coast for a navy-yard; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory relative to retired Army officers holding 
civil office in the Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, was received from the President by Mr. 

PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
WAGON-ROAD. 

Mr. POST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1954) to authorize the con- 
struction of a wagon-road across the public land, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred te the Com- 
mittec on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. FISHER. 

Mr. POST also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1955) for the relief of 
Joseph W. Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular call of States and Territories has 
now been concluded. It is usual, as the Chair undegstands, that 
gentlemen who have for any cause failed to be recognized for the in- 
troduction of bills be allowed to introduce them at this time, and in 
the absence of objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to object, but I hold in 
my hand a joint resolution which it is important should be acted upon 
now or before the adjournment, if it is fo be acted upon at all, and 
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therefore I desire to present it for present considegation if there be no 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 
purpose, and will ask if there be objection to the introduction and 
present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. We will hear it read first. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

-Joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) providing for the pay of certain discharged employés 
of the House of Representatives. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, déc., That all officers and em- 
ployés of the House of Representatives, including the Capitol ee, who were em- 
yployed on the 5th day of December, 1881, and who have ceased or who shall, prior 
to the 1st day of February, 1882, cease to be so employed, shall be paid a sum equal 
to one month’s pay at the rate they were severally receiving on the 5th day of De- 
-cember, 1881, and an amount sufficient for this purpose is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask the previous question upon the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
HUBBELL] will yield to me for a moment. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, which I am sure he will accept. : 

Mr. HUBBELL. I will hear the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Hus- 
BELL] to accept this amendment in view of the fact that these dis- 
charged employés are here, and in many instances, no doubt, are not 
provided with means to prepay their expenses home ; and therefore, 
in order to protect them from the necessity of discounting or shaving 
their vouchers, I ask the gentleman to allow an amendment to his 
resolution by adding the words “which sum shall be immediately 
available.” 

Mr. HUBBELL. I accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution, and the amendment suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN] having been accepted, the 
resolution will be considered as having been read a first and second 
time, and the question is on the engrossment and third reading of 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOEL GRAYSON, 


Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to offer a resolution 
of a similar character, and ask its present consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the resolution be read for information. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Joel Grayson be paid out of the contingent fund of the House the 
sum of $3.60 per day for services as assistant document file clerk, under the Door- 
keeper of the House, from and including the 5th day of December, 1881, and until 

-otherwise ordered by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. That resolution ought to go to the Committee on 
Accounts. The contingent fund is under the exclusive control of that 
committee, but I have no objection to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as offering any objection, and the resolution is 
before the House for present consideration. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope, Mr. Speaker, we will proceed in the regular 
way. Theresolution should be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
Mr. ROBESON. The resolution is before the House by consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] as objecting. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania remarked when 
the resolution was presented that he would hear it read first. 

The SPEAKER. It was not objected to, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. ATKINS. I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objecting, the 
resolution will have to go to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I withdraw the resolution for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. It had better be understood now, early in the 
session, that the expenditure or supervision of the contingent fund is 
exclusively under the control of the Committee on Accounts, and all 
of these matters should go to that committee for its consideration. 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman’s criticism is perhaps a correct 
one, but it would have been better if it had been submitted before 
the last resolution was passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That was a resolution of an entirely different 
character. It provided for an nope reese by law; whereas this 
proposes to make a payment out of the contingent fund of the House, 

-and therefore the gentleman’s criticism is not to the point. 
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Mr. ROBESON. I withdraw the resolution for the present. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. ATKINS. TI understand that this resolution is for the benefit 
of a cripple, and therefore withdraw my objection. 

There being no further objection, the resolution was agreed to. 


LEGAL HOLIDAY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 209, relating to making Monday a legal 
holiday in the District of Columbia, and ask for its present consider- 
ation by the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read. It is as follows: 

A bill to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend section 993 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States for the District of Columbia,” approved Jan- 
uary 31, 1879. 

Be it enacted, dc., That whenever any day set apart as a legal holiday within the 
District of Columbia shall fall on the first day of the week, commonly called Sun- 
day, then and in such event the day next succeeding shall be a holiday within the 
District of Columbia, and shall for all pespeoee of presenting for payment or accept- 
ance, for the maturity and protest and giving notice of the dishonor of bills of ex- 
change, bank checks, and promissory notes or other negotiable or commercial paper, 
be treated and considered as is the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday, 
and all notes, drafts, checks, or other commercial or negotiable paper falling due or 
maturing on such holiday shall be deemed as having matured on the Saturday pre- 
vious. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the bill will be con- 
sidered as being before the House for present consideration. 

Mr. NEAL. The House will perceive that this bill simply proposes 
to make a legal holiday of the Monday succeeding any holiday now 
provided by law when the same shall fallon Sunday. Itis petitioned 
for by the business men of Washington. It has been passed by the 
Senate and it is necessary to pass it by the House without the delay 
of reference to a committee so that it will be made available on the 
holidays soon to come. 

Mr. GIBSON. At the solicitation of many of the leading citizens 
of Washington I had the honor to introduce a similar bill in the 
House. The petition to that effect is signed by many citizens of 
Washington, and it is in accordance with their wishes that Congress 
shall give them Monday instead of Sunday as a legal holiday when 
the holiday falls on Sunday. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the Sen- 
ate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read a 
third time, it was passed. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. COOK. Iam instructed by the Congressional Board of Visit- 
ors to the West Point, Military Academy to present their report for 
the year 1881, and to move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The report was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. , 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 


MORMON QUESTION. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to present resolutions relat- 
ing to the Mormon question, agreed to by a large body of Christians 
in the State of New Jersey, and I ask that they be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to encumbering the REcorD in that way. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


UTAH CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
* Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HASKELL. I call up the contested-election case from the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, and move that its consideration be postponed until 
Tuesday the 10th day of January. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why should not the gentleman move the refer- 
ence of the case to the Committee on Elections? 

Mr. HASKELL. There are so many objections urged to a reference 
to the Committee on Elections that I do not feel I have a right to ask 
the House so to refer it. Idesire further to state that in asking this 

ostponement I have been requested so to do by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Cox,] whe seems interested in the subject and de- 
sires a chance to debate it. I presume there will be no objection to 
carrying it over to the 10th day of January. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope there will be no objection and that there will 
be some latitude of debate then allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HasSKELL] asks 
that by unanimous consent the consideration of the Utah election 
case be postponed until Tuesday the 10th day of January. [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and the matter is postponed 
accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HASKELL. I have another question of privilege now pend- 
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ing before the House which I desire to call up for present consider- 
ation. That is the resolution relating to the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that there are a number 
of gentlemen who have through onemisfortune or another been unable 
to introduce bills which they desire to have referred. The Chair 
would now like to accommodate them. 

Mr. HASKELL. And I would like also to accommodate them and 
will yield for the introduction of those bills. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understood the Chair a short time ago obtained 
unanimous consent of the House for the recognition of those gentle- 
men. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was asked but was not given. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask the Chair if it is not the regular 
order of Monday to call the States and Territories for bills for refer- 
ence. 

The SPEAKER. The States and Territories have been called. 

Mr. RANDALL. The call of States and Territories, the Chair stated, 
was proceeded with as unfinished business. Now the call comes up 
as the regular order of Monday, and under that bills can be intro- 
duced in a systematic way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desired that gentlemen who missed the 
opportunity of introducing their bills in the call just completed should 
have that opportunity now. 

Mr. RANDALL. But if the regular call of States be proceeded 
with, the introduction and reference of bills can be effected more 
systematically and with more expedition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair scarcely thinks the custom which ap- 
pears to have been followed in the past of recognizing gentlemen 
after the call was completed would apply to gentlemen who should 
now rise to offer bills they have prepared since the commencement 
of the call. It would apply only tosuch bills as by accident or other- 
wise they have failed to get in under the call. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then Lask the Chaif whether if the regular order 
was demanded he would not call the States so as to give all gentle- 
men an equal opportunity? Ido not want to interrupt any gentle- 
man, but if that is the effect of the demand for the regular order—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would rather not decide that question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order, that the Chair may 
decide it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
me for a moment for a resolution of the same character as one that 
was adopted a few moments ago? 

Mr. HASKELL. I believe I was recognized for a privileged ques- 
tion. I am entirely willing that the gentlemen who were not present 
when their States were called should now have an opportunity to 
introduce their bills. But when those gentlemen shall have been 
permitted to introduce their bills I claim that the question of privi- 
lege which I raise now under the rules coming overas unfinished busi- 
ness and being originally a question of high privilege connected with 
the organization of the House defeats the intent of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in calling the regular order. I 
will yield to allow those gentlemen who were not present when their 
States were called to introduce their bills, and will then assert the 
question of privilege. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the regular order, and that brings the 
Chair to a decision whether the rule is operative or not. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. eemmalt) to yield to me to offer the resolution which I desire 
to send to the desk. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Kansas prevents me from 






yielding. 
TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the resolu- 
tion sent to the desk by the gentleman from Indiana? . 


Mr. RANDALL. I do not object. 


ISAAC R. HILL. 


Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 58) for the relief of Isaac R. Hill; which was read a first 
and second time. 4 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, éc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Isaac R. Hill the sum of $150, for services as assistant sergeant-at-arms of the 
House of Representatives during the month of December, 1881. 

The question was on the engrossment and third reading of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is the same sort of resolution that was passed 
by the Forty-sixth Congress, a copy of which Iholdin my hand. We 
all know Mr. Hill has done his duty well, and the resolution ought to 
pass. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
I desire to offer a resolution of inquiry. 
I call for the regular order. 


Mr. KING. 


Mr. RANDALL. 
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The SPEAKER. If the gentleman insists upon his call for the 
regular order, the resolution of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
KING] cannot now be entertained. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not insist upon it; but I thought by calling 
for the regular order, which is the call of States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, each gentleman would 
have an opportunity to present such bills as he desired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the number of 
members who desire to be recognized for the introduction of bills is 
not very great, and perhaps the call of States from the beginning 
would occupy more time than can be taken to-day. The Chair is of 
the opinion that in recognizing gentlemen out of the regular order 
in this way he is simply following the very good precedent that has 
been followed for many years past. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Does not the twenty-fourth rule 
enjoin upon the Speaker the duty of calling the States and Territo- 
ries for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions on Monday 
immediately after the reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. The House has been engaged in executing a 
former order for the call of States and Territories for the introduc- 
tion of bills and joint resolutions. After the reading of the Journal 
to-day the call of States for that purpose was resumed where it was 
left off on the last day the House was in session. That call has now 
been concluded in regular course. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. It is not my understanding that 
there was any agreement in regard to the call of States for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The understanding, however, was that the call 
of States and Territories under the former order of the House could 
not be concluded until to-day. Of course, under the rules, to-day 
would be the day for the calling of States and Territories from the 
beginning of the list. The Chair understands that very well, and 
under a strict construction of this rule, having concluded the call 
which was begun on a former day, we might now commence the call 
of States from the beginning. The Chair supposes that that covers 
the point. made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ran- 
DALL. | 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman trom Pennsylvania now calls for 
the regular order. I propose to antagonize that call by a privileged 
question, which outranks his call for the regular order in the first 
place, and in the second place comes over as unfinished business to 
this day. On both grounds it is entitled to its place right here and 
now. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is for the Chair to. determine. 

Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman calls for the regular erder—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I do call it. 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman calls for the regular order, and 
that simply indicates to the House that he proposes to stop the intro- 
duction of bills by those gentlemen who have not yet had an oppor- 
tunity to introduce them. Upon that demand for the regular order, 
and before it is entered upon, I raise the point of order that my res- 
olution in relation to the rules is a question of privilege concerning 
the organization of the House; that it was introduced before any of 
this other business was entered upon, and that it pertains to the very 
essential and primary steps of organization. It comes over until 
to-day as unfinished business, and supersedes the call for the regular 
order, and has the right of place for consideration now. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the statement of the gentleman is correct, then 
my call for the regular order would simply bring his proposition be- 
fore the House. That is for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. ROBESON. So do I. 

oo SPEAKER. There are several questions of order now unde- 
cided. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let them be decided. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair on a former occasion recognized and 
treated the resolution of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] 
as a privileged question. The Chair holds that in the regular order 
of business to-day after the reading of the Journal (nothing else of 
a higher order intervening) we would have to proceed with the call 
“ad States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint reso- 

utions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolution 
of the gentleman from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the Speaker to hold that that reso- 
lution was before the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It seems to me that it would 
be well for the Chair and the House to remember that we have not 
yet adopted for this House the code of rules of the last House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is so. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And if we have not adopted 
that code of rules, then to-day, Monday, is no different from any 
other day in the week, and the rule that has been cited has no perti- 
nence whatever, for we are here without rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the very question before the House now. 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Rosrxson] I desire to say that we are not here without rules; 
we are under what may be termed the general parliamentary law. 
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Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That is very true. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the Chair thus far has been guided in his 
conduct by the rules of the last House as being most analogous te 
this body. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
sent. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It never has been held by any 
former occupant of the chair that the rules of the last House were 
binding upon a new House until adopted by the new House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the reading of the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. Not only has the Chair held that the rules of the 
last House governed this House until the further action of the House, 
but the House itself has in various ways since the opening of this 
Congress recognized those rules and made orders in reference to them. 
The question is upon the resolution of the gentleman from Kansas, 
(Mr. HASKELL, ] which will be read. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to ask 
the Chair whether or not after the last State and Territory had been 
called the Chair did not ask unanimous consent that various gentle- 
men who had bills yet to present should have the opportunity to 
present them? As I understand no objection was made to that propo- 
sition of the Chair, who then stated that such opportunity would be 
given. I desire to know whether by the unanimous consent of the 
House that order has not been made, and whether it is now competent 
for the gentleman from Kansas, or any other gentleman, with a privi- 
leged question or any other question, to antagonize that order made 
by unanimous consent and to prevent the introduction of bills by gen- 
tlemen who still desire to introduce them. 1 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE] the Chair will state that according to his recollection the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] did rise and ask unanimous 
consent for the introduction of bills by members who had not yet had 
that opportunity; but that was before all the Territories had been 
called, so that the Chair declined to entertain the request. There 
was not, as the Chair now recollects, any unanimous consent given, 
although it was asked in that way. 

Mr. ROBESON. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to ask 
the Chair whether we did not start this morning by unanimous con- 
sent, though perhaps without formal motion, under an understanding 
that the call of States should be proceeded with; whether that was 
not the regular order and does not continue to be the regular order 
until it is concluded, and whether, as a part of that regular order 
not concluded, it has not always been usual for the Speaker to an- 
nounce that opportunity will be given to those who by accident, ill- 
ness, or necessary absence from any cause, have not had an opportu- 
nity to introduce their bills? I ask the Speaker whether he does not 
hold that that is a part of the regular order which had previously been 
entered upon by order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the House this morn 
ing proceeded to execute its former order. The Chair also further 
understands that it is the practice to allow to gentlemen who from 
any cause have failed to get in their bills on the regular order an 
opportunity afterward to introduce them ; but this, as the Chair un- 
derstands, is not a part of the rule, and in case of objection the Chair 
would not feel at liberty to recognize gentlemen for that purpose. 

Mr. ROBESON. I did not understand the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to make objection, but only to suggest that 
we do the same thing in another way. Now, the way in which he 
asks to do this business brings up other questions which will make 
discussion and consume the time which is necessary to put in these 
bills. If we can have without discussion the very thing which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania desires, I do not think he is going to 
make objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demanded the 
regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I made no objection to the introduction of bills; 
on the contrary, I desired the adoption of a course which would have 
facilitated that business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania did object by 
calling for the regular order, as the Chair understood him. The Chair 
was about to recognize for the introduction of bills gentlemen who 
had not had such an opportunity. 

Mr. REAGAN. Although this discussion relates, I believe, only to 
the order of business, I cannot allow to pass without challenge the 
statement of the Speaker, as I understood it, that the rules of the last 
House of Representatives are the rules of this House. I will merely 
repeat the proposition which I discussed in the last Congress that 
this House can be bound by rules of its own making, and it can be 
bound by law; but it cannot be bound by the rules of a previous 
House. On a former occasion I quoted authority, elementary author- 
ity, to show that under our Constitution one House can not make 
rules binding on another. I again refer to page 792 of Cushing’s 
work on the law and practice of legislative assemblies : 

In the American constitutions it is provided generally that each house shall 
have the right to determine the rules of its own proceedings. No Legislative As- 


sembly, therefore, can make any rules which shall be binding upon its successors, 
even until abrogated or rescinded by them. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that he has only recog- 


5 


1881. 


We have acquiesced in them by unanimous con- 
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nized the rules of the last House in the absence of any others; and 
the House has in various ways recognized them as binding. 

Mr. REAGAN. In what I have said I do not mean to assert that 
we have no rules for our government. The authorities lay down the 
proposition that general parliamentary law is binding upon us, but 
not the rules of a previous House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that by immemorial 
usage or practice the Speaker in each Congress has recognized the 
rules of the last House as governing until otherwise ordered. But 
that question is not important, perhaps, now. The resolution of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] will now be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rexolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-sixth 
Congress shall be the rules of the present House until otherwise ordered ; and 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Rules, when appointed, shall have leave 
to report at any time all such amendments or revisions of said rules as they may 
deem proper. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to offer a merely verbal amendment to 
this resolution, which I can explain in a few words. 

Mr. HASKELL. The resolutions came to this House with the call 
for the previous question, and I insist on it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to explain for one moment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the main question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to indulge me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. How doeshe get the previous question without rules ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There will be no objection to this amendment if 
I am permitted to say what it is. 

The SPEAKER. That appeal should be made to the gentleman 
from Kansas, and not to the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Kansas to allow me to 
explain. 

Mr. HASKELL. 
gentleman will see 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
want? 

Mr. HASKELL. I only want to state why—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Letmestate my position. Ihope the gentleman 
from Kansas will allow me to state why I ask him to yield. 

Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman will stop tumbling drift-wood 
into the current of my remarks I will be able to get through much 
quicker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have seen nothing but drift-wood so far. 

Mr. HASKELL. I cannot yield to any demand for amendment, 
because, while entirely willing the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois should come in, if Ishould yield for that purpose half a dozen 
other gentlemen may desire with equal point and stress to offer still 
further amendments. 

Mr. BAYNE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand a division. There is no necessity for 
this haste. ! 

The SPEAKER. 
question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
main question. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 116, noes 7. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not many friends ofthe Mississippi here, I see. 

The SPEAKER. So the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did a quorum vote? 

"The SPEAKER. The question now is on the resolutions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihopethe Speaker will not be in too great haste. 
There is plenty of time between now and Wednesday. Iask whether 
a quorum has voted—quorum, do you hear me? 

The SPEAKER. The call comes too late. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I have been calling for it all the time, and I can- 
not get the Speaker to hear me. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I ask whether a quorum has voted ? 

Mr. LADD. I made the point of order there was no quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes it too late. The question 
now isontheadoptionoftheresolutions. Theresolutionsare adopted. 

Mr. LADD. I made the point of order immediately that no quorum . 
was present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. He did 
not rise, as the Chair understands, from his seat, as the rules require. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What resolutions are adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. Those offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which they 
were adopted. 

Mr. HASKELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olutions were adopted, and also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoginzes the motion of the gentleman 


I ask the gentleman to yield to me for an amend- 


I will explain why I do not yield, and then the 


How can you do that unless you know what I 


The gentleman cannot ask a division of the 


I ask for a division of the House on ordering the 
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from Kansas, and in the absence of objection the latter motion will 


be agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. ‘ 

The question was taken, and the motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair recognize me to offer the amend- 
ment I proposed for reference to the Committee on Rules ? 

Mr. RANDALL. We are now operating under the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move an amendment to the rules for 
reference to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. That can be done under the call of States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand it cannot. 

Mr. RANDALL. Such has been the practice, and if the gentleman 
looks at the rules he will see it can be done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that can be done under 
the regular call. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no place in the rules where this can be 
made, as I understand it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. 
these resolutions was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The whole of them. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. There was a division demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the rules in answer to 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A resolution to amend the rules may be read and referred to the Committee on 
Rules during the first call of the States and Territories in the morning hour on 
Monday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has already been demanded by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The regular order under para- 
graph 1 of Rule XXIV would be to proceed with the call of States. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to inquire if the resolution for taking a recess 
does not fix the hour of twelve o’clock on Wednesday? 

Mr. ROBESON. The resolution fixing a recess provides that when 
the House adjourns on Wednesday thatit adjourn until Thursday, the 
5th day of January, 1882. 

Mr. ATKINS. I was under a different impression; I thought it 
fixed twelve o’clock on Wednesday as the hour when the recess was 
to begin. 

Mr. ROBESON. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution proposed by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will recognize me now, 
although it is late, I desire to ask a question which I could not get in 
when the resolution of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBE- 
SON] was pending, and that is, whether it would not be better for us 
to remain in session until it is determined whether the joint resolu- 
tion which we have adopted to-day will be passed by the Senate, re- 
turned with amendments. If amended by the Senate it will be neces- 
sary for us to take action upon such amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. We can just as well meet any such changes by 
the Senate on Wednesday as on Monday. I demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the Chair 
will proceed with the call of States and Territories under the rule, 
beginning with the State of Alabama. 


ANN P. DERRICK. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1956) for the relief of 
Mrs. Ann P. Derrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WALLACE W. SCREWS. 
Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1957) for the relief of 


Wallace W. Screws; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. M. COOK. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1958) to place 
on the pension-roll the name of A. M. Cook; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
tto be printed. 


PENSIONS, MEXICAN AND OTHER WARS. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill(H. R. No, 1959) grant- 


ing pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war and 
other wars therein named, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. | 


I would like to know what part of 


Mr. ROBESON. 


No, sir. 
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RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON HOMESTEAD LANDS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1960) 
for the relief of homestead settlers ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1961) 
granting certain public lands therein designated to the State of Ala- 
bama for the support of public schools; which was read a first and 
second time, referred te the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GULF AND CHICAGO AIR LINE RAILWAY. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1962) granting the 
right of way over the public lands in Alabama and to grant lands to 
said State in aid of the Gulf and Chicago Air Line Railway Company, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MAJOR W. R. KING. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1963) for the relief of 
Major W. R. King; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WOMEN’S CHRISTIAN NATIONAL LIBRARY ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1964) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to designate a lot on the Hot Springs Mount- 
ain reservation at Hot Springs, Arkansas, for the use of the Woman’s 
Christian National Library Association, incorporated under the laws 
of the State of Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK OF WESTERN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1965) for the re- 
lief of the National Bank of Western Arkansas ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF CALVIN B, CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1966) for the relief 
of the heirs of Calvin B. Cunningham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM CARRUTHERS. 


Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1967) for the relief of Will- 
iam Carruthers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY A. SMITH. 


Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1968) granting a pen- 
sion to Betsey A. Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TREATY BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND SPAIN. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1969) to provide for the 
complete execution of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 between 
the United States and Spain; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT MOSQUITO INLET, FLORIDA. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1970) making an 
appropriation for the erection of a light-house at Mosquito Inlet, on 
the Atlantic coast of Florida; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 2297 REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1971) to amend sec- 
tion 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTIONS 5511, 5512, AND 5515 OF REVISED STATUTES. 
_Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1972) to amend sec- 
tions 5511, 5512, and 5515 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
by increasing the punishment for the crimes therein mentioned and 


defined ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET BEYMER. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1973) granting 


a pension to Margaret Beymer; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PROTECTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S PERSON. 

Mr. HAWK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1974) for the 
protection of the person of the President of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE L. KELLETT. 
Mr. CULLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1975) granting a pension 
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to Annie L. Kellett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MINOR CHILDREN OF AARON SHERIDAN. 

Mr. CULLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1976) granting a 
pension to the minor children of Aaron Sheridan, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. WHITNEY. 

Mr. CULLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1977) for the relief 
of L. Whitney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMOTHY DOLAN. 


Mr, CULLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1978) to remove the | 


charge of desertion from Timothy Dolan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BURWELL. 


Mr. CULLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1979) granting a 
pension to Samuel Burwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. E. HAZEL. 

Mr. CULLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1980) granting a 
pension to W. E. Hazel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M’NELLIS. 
Mr. CULLEN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1981) 


for the relief of John MeNellis; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EMANUEL KLAUSER. 


Mr. MOULTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1982) for the relief of 
Emanuel Klauser; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 

Mr. MOULTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1983) granting a 
pension to Orin R. McDaniel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM MUMFORD. 


Mr. MOULTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1984) granting a 
pension to William Mumford; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY G. CONRAD. 

Mr. MOULTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1985) granting a 
pension to Henry G. Conrad; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN NAIL. 

Mr. MOULTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1986) granting a 
pension to John Nail; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL DUGGAN. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1987) granting a pension 
to Michael Duggan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BOWMAN. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1988) granting a pension 
te William Bowman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SANDERS. 


Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1989) granting a 
pension to Mary A. Sanders; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES 8S. RUSSELL. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1990) granting a 
pension to James 8. Russell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH F, PARKER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1991) increasing the 
pension of Lieutenant Joseph F. Parker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SANTA ROSA SAVINGS BANK. 
Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1992) for the relief of the 


Savings Bank of Santa Rosa, California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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CALIFORNIA COLLECTION DISTRICTS, 


Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1993) to amend see- 
tions 2582, 2583, 2607, and 2684 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the collection districts of California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. . 


Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the following amendments totherules of the House be adopted: 

Amend Rule X by striking out the word ‘‘levees,” in line 24 on page 163 of the 
printed ‘‘ Rules and Practice of the House,” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
| **Commerce.”’ 

Also amend clause 21 on page 171 of said ‘‘ Rules and Practice” so that it will 
read as follows: 

‘To the commerce and improvement of the Mississippi River: to the Committee 
on Commerce and Improvement of the Mississippi River.” 


| Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to say that this isan amendment which 
| | wished to offer to the resolutions of the gentleman from Kansas. 
ALEXANDER E, WOODIN. 
Mr. DE MOTTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1994) granting a pen- 
sion to Alexander E. Woodin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the'Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


; be printed. 


HARRISON MITCHELL. 

Mr. DE MOTTE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1995) granting a 
pension to Harrison Mitchell ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 





SARAH A. BROWNE. 


Mr. DE MOTTE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1996) granting a 
pension to Sarah A. Browne; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOEL R. CARTER. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1997) granting a pension 
to Joel R. Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM N. SEYMOUR. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1998) granting a pen- 
sion to William N. Seymour; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THEODORE B. HARLAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1999) for the re- 
lief of Theodore B. Harlan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WOODARD. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2000) granting a 
pension to James Woodard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. é 

JOHN G. MURRAY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2001) granting a 
pension to John G. Murray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH PERRY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2902) granting a 
pension to Joseph Perry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
‘printed. 

W. L. CAREY. . 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduged a bill (H. R. No. 2003) for the relief 
of W. L. Carey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS Q. HOWF. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2004) for the relief of 
Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH W. PENNY. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2005) to increase the 
pension of Elijah W. Penny ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2006) making an ap- 
portionment of Representatives in Congress among the several States 
under the tenth census; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Census, and ordered to be printed. 


ANN CRAIG. 
Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2007) granting 
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a pension to Ann Craig; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ALLEN 0. NEFF. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2008) granting a 
pension to Allen O. Neff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM MAXHEIMER. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2009) granting a 
pension to William Maxheimer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SUITS BY OR AGAINST NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. \ ». 2010) for the re- 
peal of so much of section 563 and so much of section 629 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States as confer jurisdiction on the dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the United States in all suits by or against 
national banks; which was read a first and seco: d time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE L. KEY. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2011) for 


the relief of George L. Key ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL D. C. THOMAS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2012) to in- 
crease the pension of General D. C. Thomas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GALLUS KIRCHNER. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2013) refer- 
ring to the Court of Claims the claim of Gallus Kirchner ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA 8. ALLEN. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2014) for the 
relief of Rebecca 8S. Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASERS AND USERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2015) to protect 
innocent purchasers and users of patented articles; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MAGNUS S. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2016) for the 
relief of Magnus 8. Thompson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DUTY ON FLAXSEED OR LINSEED. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduceda bill (H. R. No. 2017) to increase 
the duty on flaxseed or linseed and the manufactured products 
thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SQUIRE FINLEY. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2018) for the 


relief of Squire Finley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COUNTING THE VOTES FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2019) fix- 
ing the time for counting the votes for President and Vice-President 
and providing for a contest of their election; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the state of the 
laws respecting ascertainment and declaration of Result of Election 
of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2020) making an ap- 
portionment of Representatives in Congress among the several States 
under the tenth census; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Census, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCIEN KILBOURNE. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2021) granting 
an increase of pension to Lucien Kilbourne; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. HEMPHILL. 
Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2022) for the re 
.lief of William C. Hemphill; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


NEWTON WHIMS, 
_ Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2023) for the re- 
lief of Newton Whims; which was read a first and second time, | 
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referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
TRANSPORTATION TO SEABOARD. 
Mr. ANDERSON submitted the following resolution ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, That there be a select committee of eleven members on transportation 


routes to the seaboard, to which shall be referred all matters relating to inland 
transportation to the seaboard. 


ELIZABETH 8S. SEELEY. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2024) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth S. Seeley ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM 8S. HALL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2025) for the relief of 
William 8S. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. TALL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2026) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph H. Tall; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. COUCH. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2027) for the relief of 
William L. Couch ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. SPRANDEL. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2028) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary M. Sprandel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SYLVESTER G. PARKER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2029) granting a pen- 
sion to Sylvester G. Parker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

f THOMAS B. ATCHESON. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2030) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Atcheson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI D. WATKINS. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2031) for the relief of 
Eli D. Watkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLEMENT FISHER. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2032) for the: 
relief of Clement Fisher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. HUDSPETH. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2033) for the 
relief of William L. Hudspeth; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM A. M’ELWAIN. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2034) for the 
relief of William A. McElwain; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


‘| printed. 


WILLIAM M. BARNETT. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2035) for tho 
relief of William M. Barnett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SABIN TROWBRIDGE. 

Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2036) for the relief 
of Sabin Trowbridge ; which wasread a first and second time, re‘erred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

" THEODORE SCHWARTZ. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2037) for the relief of 
Theodore Schwartz; which was read u first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. STRING. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2058) for the relief 
of Thomas B. String; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. £039) for the relief 
of John B. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON T. FIGG. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2040) for the relief 
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of Hamilton T. Figg; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
H. 8. SAUNDERS. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2041) for the relief 
of H. 8. Saunders; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. WEATHERBY. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2042) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary A. Weatherby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

B. F. GUTHRIE. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2043) for the relief of 
B. F. Guthrie, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ' 

J. R. MIDDLETON. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2044) for the relief of |" 
J. R. Middleton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and erdered to be printed. 

MOORE & SERBE. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2045) for the relief of 
Moore & Serbe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA 8S. DYE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2046) 
for the relief of Joshua 8. Dye; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PLEASANT DYE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2047) for the relief of Pleasant Dye; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2048) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River 
commission for the improvement of said river from the head of the 
passes near its mouth to its headwaters,” approved June 26, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BARRACKS AT BATON ROUGE. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2049) to authorize 
and direct the Secretary of War to allow the occupation of the bar- 
racks and grounds at Baton Rouge to the University of Louisiana 
and to the asylum for the blind so long as the same are not needed 
by the Government ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BAYOU LA LOUTRE. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2050) to authorize 
and direct the Secretary of War to cause Bayou La Loutre, in the 
parish of Saint Bernard, State of Louisiana, to be surveyed, with a 
view to its improvement, and making an appropriation therefor ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM CIRCUIT COURTS. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2051) to regulate the 
removal of causes from circuit courts of the United States to other 
circuit courts of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. . 


* Mr. GIBSON also submitted a resolution proposing to amend the 
rules, providing that all matters relating to the improvement of the 
Mississippi River shall be referred to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE AND IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. KING submitted a resolution providing that all bills and reso- 
lutions relating to the commerce and improvement of the Mississippi 
River be referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2052) extending the 
operations of the Light-house Board over the Red River in Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM A. COOPER. 
Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2053) granting a pension to 


Hiram A. Cooper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. REED submitted a resolution proposing to amend the rules by 
instructed to inquire into 
ency of so amending clause 5, Rule XXI, as to include bills 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 
Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2054) to provide a com- 


mission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT BUZZARD. 


Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2055) to correct the record 
of Albert Buzzard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVE PADGETT. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2056) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Olive Padgett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
HOWARD GRIFFITH. 


Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 2057) 
for the relief of Howard Griffith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH ELLEN CADY. 


Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2058) for 
the relief of Sarah Ellen Cady; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

G. R. WILFRED MARSHALL. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2059) for 
the relief of G. R. Wilfred Marshall; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2060) for 
the relief of G. R. Wilfred Marshall, administrator of John P. Waring, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F, PEERCE. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2061) for 
the relief of James IF. Peerce; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JASPER M. JACKSON. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2062) for 
the relief of Jasper M. Jackson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. . 
RICHARD T. WEST. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2063) for 
the relief of Richard T. West; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee’ on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY A. BUTLER. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2064) 
for the relief of Henry A. Butler; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REUBEN ROWZEE. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2063) 
for the relief of Reuben Rowzee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRIETTA TALBERT AND SUSAN BENSON. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2066) 
for the relief of Henrietta Talbert and Susan Benson, heirs of Jona- 
than B. Benson, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY 1. SOPER. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2067) 
for the relief of Mary E. Soper; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM ROUZER. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2068) 
for the relief of William Rouzer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ROBERT W. SMOOT. 


Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2069) forthe 
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relief of Robert W. Smoot; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MARGARET A. HICKMAN. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2070) for 

the relief of Margaret A. Hickman; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 





; HENRY TOLSON. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2071) for 

the relief of Henry Tolson; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY H. TOLSON. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2072) for 
the relief of Mary H. Tolson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH FORREST. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2073) for 
the relief of Joseph Forrest; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM STEWART. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2074) for 
the relief of William Stewart; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. HARRIS FORBES ET AL, 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2075) for 
the relief of J. Harris Forbes and Joseph H. Key, administrators of 
George Forbes, sr., deceased ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA CHENOWITH. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2076) for the relief of 
Barbara Chenowith ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK MURRAY. 

Mr. COVINGTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2077 
granting a pension to Patrick Murray; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WOOD’S HOLL, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. CRAPO submitted a resolution directing the Secretary of War 

to transmit information concerning the construction of a pier and 


breakwater in the harbor of Wood’s Holl, Massachusetts ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


FREE BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2078) to provide a free 
bridge across the Potomac River at Georgetown, District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. BOAG. 

Mr. NORCROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2079) for the relief of 
William R. Boag; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: WILLIAM ALEXANDER. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2080) for the relief of Will- 
iam Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2081) granting a pen- 
sion to William Alexander; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONDUCTOR FOR HOUSE ELEVATOR. 

Mr. WILLITS. I desire to submit a resolution for the employment 
of a conductor for the elevator in this end of the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER. That resolution is not in order under this call. 

CHARLES EF. MOLEN. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2082) for the relief of 
Charles E. Molen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM PFAENDER. 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2083) for the relief of 
William Pfaender; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
RICHARD DEVITT. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2084) for the relief 
of Richard Devitt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printéd. 

LEVI B. ALDRICH. 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2085) granting a pen- 
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sion to Lev B. Aldrich; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

GEORGE E. WARD. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2086) to increase 
the pension of George E. Ward; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, submitted a concurrent resolution 
providing for the adjournment sine die of the present session of Con- 
gress on the Ist day of May, 1882; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT POUGHKEEPSIE, NEW YORK. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2087) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Poughkeepsie, New York; which 
was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE CHASE. 


Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2088) granting a 
pension to Caroline Chase; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM J. LEE. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2089) granting a 
pension to William J. Lee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM REYNOLDS. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2090) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of William Reynolds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES Y. WHITTED. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2091) for 
the relief of James Y. Whitted; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. HADDOCK. 

Mr. HUBBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2092) correcting the rec- 
ord of John A. Haddock; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to bo 
printed. 

GODFREY DRAYER. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2093) granting a pen- 
sion to Godfrey Drayer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS ARISING FROM MORGAN RAID. 


Mr. LEEDOM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2094) to provide for the 
payment of claimants for property taken, used, or destroyed in the 
Morgan raid in the State of Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTHER M. CAREY. 

Mr. LEEDOM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2095) granting a 
pension to Esther M. Carey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

, SAMUEL POLLOCK. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2096) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel Pollock; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SIXTH STREET AND BLADENSBURGH RAILROAD. 


Mr. NEAL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R: No. 2097) to incor- 
porate the Sixth Street and Bladensburgh Railroad Company of 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. MOREHEAD. 


Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2098) for the relief 
of William T. Morehead; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF DAVID W. CROUSE. 

Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2099) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of David W. Crouse, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SIMON J. FOUGHT. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2100) granting an 
increase of pension to Simon J. Fought; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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DOLLY BLAZER. 
Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2101) granting a pension 
to Dolly Blazer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY WAGON-ROAD, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2102) providing for the 
continuance of the appropriation for the military wagon-road from 
Scottsburgh, Oregon, to Camp Stewart, and its extension to Fort Kla- 
math; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON MANUFACTURES OF TIN. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No 2103) in relation to the 
duties on manufactures of tin, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTA L. BALDWIN. 

Mr. JADWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2104) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Electa L. Baldwin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 















GEORGE W. BRINK. 

Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2105) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Brink, Company G, One hundred and third Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, ‘referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 








PENSIONS. 
Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2106) to repeal section 
4716 of the Revised Statutes; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH GRAY. 
Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2107) granting a pension 









to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF TAX ON PROPRIETARY MEDICINES. 


Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2108) repealing the 
tax on proprietary medicines; which was read a first and second 








be printed. 
PROHIBITING THE MANUFACTURE, ETC., OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 


Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. Rt. No. 2109) to prohibit the 
manufacture, importation, and sale of intoxicating liquors as a bey- 









time, referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic, 
and ordered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF TAX ON FRICTION MATCHES, ETC, 
Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2110) repealing the 
tax on friction matches or lucifer matches, or other articles made in 









* second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 






Cc. L. MORSS. 






C. L. Morss, postmaster at West Camden, New York ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH SOUTH, CHARLESTON, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2112) for the relief of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South at Charleston, Kanawha County, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

METHODIST CHURCH, RALEIGH, WEST VIRGINIA, 

Mr. KENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2113) for the relief of 
the Methodist church at Raleigh Court-House, in Raleigh County, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BAPTIST CHURCH, RALEIGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 















the Baptish church at Raleigh Court-House, in Raleigh County, West 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SUMMONING OF WITNESSES, ETC. 


Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2115) to cheapen legal 
proceedings in circuit and district courts of the United States and to 
regulate the summoning of witnesses; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 









CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 







Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


to Elizabeth Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred | 


time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to | 


erage in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second | 


part of wood and used for like purpose; which was read a first and | 


Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2111) for the relief of | 


Mr. KENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2114) for the relief of 


_ Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2116) to restrict Chinese 
immigration ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
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UNITED STATES SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH submitted a resolution instructing the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to inquire into the condition of the United 
States Signal Service and report to the House what other or addi- 
tional legislation, if any, is necessary to render said service more 
efficient, said committee to report by bill or otherwise; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

COALING-STATIONS, ETC. 

Mr. KING. I ask by unanimous consent to present the following 
preamble and resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas in pursuance of the recommendation of Hon. Nathan Goff, jr.. Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in a report made by him to the President under date of June 
19, 1881, and transmitted by the President, in a special message, to the House of 
Representatives da‘ed February 2, 1881, and after due investigation Congress, 
by act of March 3, 1881, appropriated the sum of $200,000 ** to enable the Secretary 
of the Navy to establish at the Isthmus of Panama naval stations and depots of 
coal for the supply of steamships of war, to be available as soon as suitable arrange- 
ments can be made to the proposed end ;"’ and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Navy has failed to carry out the intention of Con- 
gress as expressed in the act aforesaid, and in his annual report to the President 
states that “from reports made to the Department from reliable sources since the 
oo of the appropriation and before I am not satisfied the lands and harbors 
<nown as the Chiriqui grant are the best adapted for coal-stations : "’ Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to furnish this House with all reports, communications, maps, and 
other information in the Navy Department relative to this subject ; and that he be 
further directed to communicate to this House *‘ the other reasons” which, according 
to the language of his report, he states induced him to decline to treat for the lands 
offered by Mr. Ambrose W. Thompson and the corporation in whose name he 
acts, = claims to be the owner of the grounds upon which said harbors are 
located. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think that had better be referred. If it is pro- 
posed by this resolution to facilitate the purchase of coaling-stations 
| I should feel bound 
| Mr. KING. No; it is only a matter of inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask for the reading of the proposition again. 








The SPEAKER. It islong, and will consume much time in reading. 
Mr. RANDALL. It is better to read the proposition twice than in 
| any way to facilitate the expenditure of $200,000 for an unnecessary 
| purpose. 
The SPEAKER. The question is not on the consideration of the 
| resolution, as the Chair uuderstands; but if the gentleman wishes to 
| have the resolution again read, it will be read if there be no objection. 
| Mr. PAGE. I object to its coming up before the House for consid- 
| eration. 
The SPEAKER. It will be referred, if there be no objection, to the 
| Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. RANDALL. When we can get coaling stations for nothing 
there is no use in buying them. I have no objection to the introduc- 
tion and reference of the resolution, if it be a mere resolution of 
| inquiry; but I do object to its consideration. 
| Mr. KING. It isa mereinquiry. The design is to know why these 
| harbors have not been purchased as provided for in the appropria- 
| tion bill. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not withdraw my objection to the consideration 
of the resolution, but do not object to its reference. 

The preamble and resolution were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF HARLEM RIVER. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, (by request, ) introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 59) authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War 
to contract for the improvement of the Harlem River navigation ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce, arsl ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. SLACK. 


Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2117) for the relief of 
John B. Slack; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR WATERS. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No 2118) for the relief of 
Edgar Waters; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC HEALTH. 


Mr. ROBBSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the desk, and move that the rules be suspended and the resolution 
adopted. ; 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That aselect committee, to be called the Select Committee on the Public 
Health, be appointed, with the same powers and duties and consisting of the same 
number of members as the Select Committee on the origin, introduction, and pre- 
vention of Contagious and Infectious Diseases in the United States, in the Forty- 
sixth Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from New 
Jersey if that special committee to which he refers in his resolution 
does not still exist; if it was not reorganized with the other com- 
mittees of this House? 





Mr. ROBESON. It has not been reorganized. I will say that there 










eens 





218 CONGRESSIONAL 


is a similar committee in the Senate, and we desire a committee to 
meet them. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the resolution. 

The rules were suspended (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
and the resolution adopted. 


ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the rules be suspended 
and the resolution which I now present be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be appointed a joint select committee, consisting of five 
members, on additional accommodations for the Congressional Library, to which 
— be referred all propositions to provide additional accommodations for said 
iprary. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have already a Committee on the Library, 
to which all such questions may be referred. 

Mr. KELLEY. This is to meet a special committee appointed on 
the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have a Joint Committee on the Library 
now. 

Mr. KELLEY. My colleague will perceive that this is not a simi- 
lar committee to that now existing on the Library, but pertains to 
the question of additional accommodations for the Library. 

The SPEAKER. In the judgment of the Chair, the subject-matter 
is different. 

Mr. KELLEY. They have a select committee now on additional 
accommodations for the Library in the Senate, and they have also a 
Joint Committee on the Library. This resolution has reference to 
the former committee. 

Mr. WILSON. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The questionison suspending the rules and adopt- 
ing the resolution. 

The rules were suspended (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
and the resolution was adopted. 

COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. KASSON. I am requested, Mr. Speaker, to offer the follow- 
ing resolution providing for a select committee, and move to suspend 
the rnles, and adopt the same. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following-named select committee be appointed, with like 
powers and duties and to consist of the same number of members as in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, namely, the Select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iobject. Imove thatthe House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa is to sus- 
pend the rules and adopt the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 76. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. KASSON. Ihave no desire to press upon the House, unless 
with the consent of two-thirds, a question of this kind, and shall there- 
fore be willing to hear what the gentleman from Pennsylvania has to 
say in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can give very briefly my objections. 

Mr. KASSON. I shall be glad to hear the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. [Cries of “Regular order!” } 

The SPEAKER. Themotion ef the gentleman from Iowa is to sus- 

end the rules and pass the resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. 
minutes for stating the reasons against and the reasons for the adop- 
tion of this resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. My objection is that the standing committees of 
this House are adequate to consider the subject of an interoceanic 
ship-canal. I also object because, and I am frank to state it, by the 
experience of the last Congress this committee took cognizance of a 
subject looking to an expenditure of fifty millions of money, and its 
action was the subject of heated debate here. I am not willing as 
a member of this House to facilitate the creation of a committee which 
is likely to involve the expenditure of such an enormous amount of 
the public money as that. 

Mr. KASSON. In response to the objection of the gentleman—— 

Mr. KING. Allow me to correct the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me? 

Mr. KASSON. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KING. The Committee on the Interoceanic Canal took under 
consideration such subject-matter as was referred to it. I think the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, on reflection, will admit he is in error 
when he states that that committee recommended the expenditure of 
fifty millions of money or anything looking to that expenditure. 
That committee presented a bill looking to the indorsement of bonds 
at comparatively low interest which would facilitate the operations 
of a company in constructing such a ship-transit way across the Amer- 
ican isthmus as would answer the demands of commerce of this coun- 
try and of the world. 

Mr. RANDALL, I believe the gentleman from Louisiana is correct 





I hope there will be consent given to allowing five, 
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in his statement; but at the same time I believe the ultimate result 
would have been that the Government of the United States would 
have been involved to the extent of fifty millions of bonds, 

Mr. KING. The.gentleman’s belief has nothing to do with the 
matter of fact. 

Mr. KASSON. I only asked unanimous consent for such brief re- 
marks as have been made, and for the opportunity to myself of a 
very few words in reply. I know of no plan likely to be before this 
or any committee. I am wholly ignorant what plan is to be pro- 
posed. But the subject, it is admitted, is of great importance, and 
one which requires special study. It is in view of that fact, I pre- 
sume, that the gentlemen who have asked that this resolution be 
adopted have desired a committee which may give its special study 
to this subject. Whether it will cost money or will not cost money, 
I think, is not a question pertinent to the simple organization of the 
committee. 

The Committee on Commerce is overloaded with work. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs is not properly the committee to be charged 
with this subject. And I did approve the action of the former House 
of the Forty-sixth Congress in designating a select committee. 

I offer this resolution wholly independent of any plan or of any 
line. I propose the appointment of the select committee simply to 
consider a subject of vast importance tothe country. The House has 
ample control of whatever the committee may report. I now ask 
that the rules be suspended, and that the resolution be adopted. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and adopt- 
ing the resolution. * 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, and Mr. BAYNE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that the resolution be read once more. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rise to a question of personal priv- 
ilege. A committee of a former Congress has been arraigned here—— 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SINGLETON] is not in order. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rise toa question of privilege. As 


| a member of that committee I am arraigned before this House. I 


wish to meet the charge of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
RANDALL, ] who arraigned me as a member of that committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I deny that I arraigned anybody. I stated what 
would be the result of the action recommended by the committee. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. The gentleman stated that they took 
up a matter never committed to them. I assert, Mr. Speaker, that 
they only dealt with the matter referred to the committee, and noth- 
ing more. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has already been made, and was 
voted down. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order now to have fifteen minutes’ discus- 


| sion on this subject ? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 

_Mr. SPRINGER. We have a rule allowing that amount of discus- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will not the Chair allow the rule to be read? 
The Chair is mistaken 1m his recollection of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a rule that allows fifteen minutes’ dis- 
cussion on each side. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit the 
Chair to make the statement, he will say there is no rule permitting 
such discussion except on a demand for a second. That demand has 
not been made, and it is now too late to make it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the rule read for the infor- 
mation of the gentleman from Illinois. But the Chair will state there 
is no doubt in the opinion of the Chair that on the vote by sound two- 
thirds have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is too late now. I donotcare for the reading 
of the rule. 

The House having divided on the motion to suspend the rules there 
were—ayes 99, noes 48. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kasson and Mr. RANDALL were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellersreported—ayes 93, noes 34. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order that a quorum has net 
voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ATKINS. Would it bein order to move that the House do 
now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is not in order, as the Chair 
understands the rule, one motion to adjourn having already been 
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made pending a motion to suspend the rules. The Chair will cause 


the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pending a motion to suspend the rules the Speaker may entertain one motion that 
the House adjourn, but after the result thereon is announced he shall not entertain 
any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on suspension. 

Mr. ATKINS. No quorum having voted, I understand that nothing 
is now in order except a motion to adjourn or a motion for a call of 
the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the Speaker will be kind enough to look at the 
rules he will find that a motion to adjourn and a motion for a call of 
the House are the only motions in order when there is a want of a 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. One motion to adjourn has been entertained and 
lost pending the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] 
for a suspension of the rules. The House is now engaged in voting 
on the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolutions submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. RANDALL. And on that motion to suspend the rules and 
adopt the resolution no quorum voted. The rules provide that when 
no quorum is present but two motions shall be in order, one a motion 
for a call of the House, and the other a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that the fact that 
no quorum was disclosed upon the vote by tellers precludes any fur- 
ther count to ascertain whether there is a quorum in the Hall. 

Mr, KASSON. It seems tome that this matter of the appointment 
of a select committee is hardly deserving of filibustering or of very 
much contest. I would gladly do anything 

Mr. ATKINS. Ido not make the motion to adjourn in any spirit of 
filibustering. I saw that no quorum voted on the vote by tellers, 
and I preferred that the House should adjourn. 

Mr. KASSON. The point of a quorum is rarely made on such a 
question as this, where a large majority of the House indicates its 
desire in reference to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I made the point that no quorum voted. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand that. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I knew exactly what I was doing when I 
made it. My desire is to defeat this resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand that; and if that is the wish of more 
than one-third of the members of the House then the resolution can- 
not now be adopted. I appeal, therefore, to gentlemen whether they 
regard this resolution as of so much importance as to justify filibus- 
tering at this time. If they do, then I willletit go to the Committee 
on Rules or let it go over until Wednesday next as unfinished business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis of so much importance that there ought to 
be a quorum present when it is considered and acted upon. I have 
no objection to the resolution going to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KASSON. If gentlemen desire to have a call of the House, I 
will not under the circumstances and after such a vote as we have 
had here, interfere with it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that a yea-and-nay vote on the motion to 
suspend the rules and adopt the resolution would be better than a 
call of the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that a motion to adjourn 
is not now in order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Allow me to suggest—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. HOLMAN. At the suggestion of friends I withdraw my eall for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The vote by tellers did not disclose a quorum. 

Mr. KASSON. Is that point made now ? 

Mr. ATKINS. As I understand it, under the rules we can either 
adjourn or have a call of the House now. Ihave no preference. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, the point being made that no* 
quorum has voted, a call of the House is now in order. 

Mr. KASSON. Is it not iniorder also to move to adjourn ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Whenever the lack of a quorum appears, no mat- 
ter what is the condition of business before the House or what ques- 
tion is pending, but two motions can be made, a motion to adjourn 
and a motion for a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. One motion under the rule to adjourn has been 
made and rejected since the pendency of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. CALKINS. That rule does not apply when a quorum is want- 





ing. 

Nir. RANDALL. Idesire tostate that the Chair was made acquainted 
with the fact that no quorum voted on the vote by tellers, and the 
rules cannot be suspended unless a quorum does vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not held that the rules can be 
suspended without a quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. Furthermore, a quorum not voting, but two 
motions are provided for under the rule, a motion for a call of the 
House and a motion to adjourn. I make this statement because the 
decision of the Chair might go as acquiesced in that we have not the 
power either to enforce the attendance of a quorum or to adjourn 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The vote by tellers did indicate that no quorum 
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voted, but that does not preclude the House from ascertaining by a 

yea-and-nay vote the presence of a quorum. That is a constitutional 

right and is in accordance with the past practice of the House. 

I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to suspend 

the rules and adopt the resolution I have submitted. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


fr. KASSON. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 


I submit that the motion to adjourn 


was entertained and put by the Chair before it was ascertained that 
there was a want of a quorum, and under the rules a motion to ad- 
journ is now in order. 


The SPEAKER. 
by tellers that there is no quorum present. 
it was ascertained that no quorum voted. 


It has not been ascertained in any other way than 
Upon the vote by tellers 
The question is now upon 


the motion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered; and the Clerk will call the 


roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 15, not 
voting 181; as follows: 


Aldrich, 

Anderson, 

Barr, 

Belford, 

Blanchard, 
3owman, 

Brewer, 

Briggs, 

Brumm, 

Buck, 

Buckner, 
surrows, Julius C. 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Butterworth, 

Calkins, 

Campbell, 

Candler, 

Cannon, 

Carpenter, 

Chace, 

Crapo, 

Davis, George R. 

Deering, 

De Motte, 


Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Cabell, 
Colerick, 


Aiken, 
Allen, 
Atherton, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Bragg, 
Browne, 
Buchanan, 
Caldwell, 
Camp, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Caswell, 
Chalmers, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cornell, 
Cox, 8. 5. 
Covington, 
Cravens, 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutts, 
Darrell, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Lowndes H. 
Dawes, 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 


YEAS—96. 
Dezendorf, Kasson, 
Dingley, Kelley, 
Dunnell, King, 
Errett, Lindsey, 
Farwell, Sewell S. Lord, 
Ford, McCoid, 
George, Money, 
Grout, Morey, 
Guenther, Norcross, 
Hall, O'Neill, 
Harris, Benj. W. Pacheco, 
Haseltine, Parker, 
Haskell, Peelle, 
Hawk, Pierce, 
Hazelton, Pettibone, 
Heilman, Pound, 
Hepburn, Prescott, 
Hill, Ranney, 
Hiscock Ray, 
Horr, Reed, 
Houk, Rice, Theron M. 
Humphrey, Rich, 
Jones, Phineas Ritchie, 
Joyce, Robinson, Geo. D. 
NAYS—15. 
Cox, William R. House, 
Dowd, Kenna, 
Hardenbergh, Leedom, 
Herbert, Morrison, 
NOT VOTING—181. 
Dibrell, Latham, 
Dugro, Le Fevre, 
Dunn, Lewis, 
Dwight, Manning, 
Ellis, Marsh, 
Ermentrout, Martin, 
Evins, Mason, 
Farwell, Chas. B. Matson, 
Finley, McClure, 
Fisher, McCook, 
Flower, McKenzie, 
Forney, McKinley, 
Frost, McLane, 
Fulkerson, MeMillin, 
Garrison, Miles, 
Geddes, Miller, 
Gibson, Mills, 
Godshalk, Moore, 
Gunter, Morse, 
Hammond, John Mosgrove, 
Hammond, N.J. Moulton, ° 
Hardy, Muldrow, 
Harmer, Murch, 
Harris, Henry S. Mutchler, 
Hatch, Neal, 
Henderson, Nolan, 
Herndon, Oates, 
Hewitt, Abram 8. Orth, 
Hewitt, G. W. Page, 
Hoblitzell, Paul, 
Hoge, Payson, 
Holman, no 
Hooker, Phister 
Hubbell, Randall, 
Hubbs, Rice, John B. 
Hutchins, Rice, William W. 
Jacobs, Richardson, D. P. 
Jadwin, Richardson, Jno. 8. 
Jones, George W. Robertson, 
Jones, James K. Robeson, 


Jorgenson, 
Ketcham, 
Klotz, 
Knott, 
Lacey, 
Ladd, 


During the call of the roll, 
The SPEAKER said: The Chair suspends the call for the pur 
of announcing, with the consent of the House, a special committee 
on enrolled bills for the purpose merely of supervising the enrollment 
This announcement is made with- 
out any relation to the standing Committee on Enrolled Bills, as it 
will be announced hereafter. 


of bills which were passed to-day. 


Robinson, Wm. E. 


Shelley, 


Robinson, James 8. 
Rosecrans, 

Russell, 

Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Shultz, 

Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Skinner, 
Spaulding, 

Steele, 

Strait, 

Townsend, Amos 
Updegraff, J. T. 
Updegraft, Thomas 
Valentine, 


Willits, 
Wilson, 
Young. 


Reagan, 
Shackelford, 
Willis. 


Sherwin, 
Simonton, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich €. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Sparks, 

Speer, 

Spooner, 

Springer, 
Stephens, 
Stockslager, 

Stone, 

Talbott, 

Taylor, 

Thomas, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tucker, 


. Turner, Henry G. 


Turner Oscar 
Tyler, 
Upson, 
Urner, 
Vance, 

Van Voorhis, 


Washburne, 
Watson, 
Wellborn, 

West, 

Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 
Wood, Benjamin 
Wood, Walter A. 


As a special committee on enrolled 
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bills for the business of to-day the Chair announces the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. ALDRICH, and the gentleman from West Virginia, 


Mr. KENNA. 


The roll-call having been concluded, 


The SPEAKER said: Before announcing the result the pairs will 


be read. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
order if there should be no quorum on this vote. 
The following pairs were announced : 
Mr. SHERWIN with Mr. THOMPSON of Kentucky. , 
Mr. Le FevRreE with Mr. Rice of Ohio, until the holiday recess. 
Mr. Wait with Mr. Forney, on all questions. 
Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. SPARKS, until after the holiday recess. 
Mr. THomas with Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, for to-day. 
Mr. MARSH with Mr. HatTcg, on this vote. 
Mr 
New York. 
Mr. BAYNE with Mr. F Rost. 
Mr. BLoUNT with Mr. Rice of Massachusetts, until the holiday 
recess. 
Mr. ELLIs with Mr. HARMER, until further notice. 
Mr. BRUMM with Mr. RoBINSON of New York. 
Mr. FLOWER with Mr. SKINNER. 
Mr. BrinGHaM with Mr. ERMENTROUT, until further notice. 
Mr. DIBRELL with Mr. BROWNE, until further notice, upon all 
political questions except the contested-election case from Utah. 
Mr. HAZELTON with Mr. Davipson, for to-day. 
Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. LACEY, upon all political questions until 
after the holiday recess. 
Mr. Harpy with Mr. MILLER, upon all questions until after the 
holiday recess. 
Mr. ROBESON with Mr. CARLISLE, upon all political questions until 
further notice. 
Mr. DARRELL with Mr. ROBERTSON, on all political questions. 
Mr. NEAL with Mr. PHISTER, on all political questions until further 
notice. 
Mr. BraGG with Mr. CuTTs, upon all questions until after the 
holiday recess. 
Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Huss, until further notice. 
Mr. AIKEN with Mr. WARD, upon all party questions until the 
reassembling of Congress after the holiday recess. 
Mr. KInG with Mr. SPOONER, upon all questions until after Janu- 
ary 5, 1882, but not to break a quorum. 
Mr. WATSON with Mr. MUTCHLER, on all political questions until 
after the holiday recess. 
Mr. FisHer with Mr. BELTZHOOVER, on all political questions until 
further notice. 
Mr. NOLAN with Mr. CORNELL, on all political questions until 
January 5, 1882. 
Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. HUTCHINS, until after the holiday recess. 
Mr. Smitu, of Illinois, with Mr. TuRNER, of Kentucky, on all 
political questions until after the holiday recess. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. That pair was to take effect from to- 
morrow ; but as Mr. SMiTIH is not present, I have not voted. If I had 
done so, I should have voted ‘‘no.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote, the 
— will receive a report from the special committee on enrolled 
bills. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the special committee on enrolled bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (8. No. 127) granting the franking privilege to Lucretia R. 
Garfield; and 

An act (S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, and an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States for the District of Columbia,” approved January 31, 1879. 

COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I raise the question that the announcement of the 
vote on the resolution submitted by the gentleman from Iowa should 
be made. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask for the report of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to 
suspend the rules and adopt the resolution the yeas are 96, the nays 15. 

ms RANDALL. Iraise the point of order that there is no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. KASSON. The result of the vote disclosing that there is no 
quorum, I withdraw the resolution and ask its reference to the Com- 
— on Rules; a quorum being wanting and the point having been 
raised. 

Mr. RANDALL. I made the point of order because I wanted the 
Constitution of the United States to determine, at least, what shall 
be a quorum for the transaction of business in this House. 

Mr. KASSON. There is no question of the Constitution. 
only a question of the constitution of a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is withdrawn and will be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 


This is 


CONGRESSIONAL 


I give notice that I desire to make a point of 


. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, with Mr. RICHARDSON, of 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KASSON. I now move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Before putting that motion the Chair desires the 
attention of the House to submit some requests. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope the gentleman from Iowa 
will yield to me for a request that when the House meets on Wednes- 
day no legislative business be transacted. 

Mr. CALKINS and others objected. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. MURCH, on account of important business; 

To Mr. Wart, for twenty days, on account of illness in his family ; 

To Mr. Brumo, for two days, on account of important business ; 

To Mr. CORNELL, until the 15th of January, on account of impor- 
tant business ; 

To Mr. Hatcu, for two days after this day ; 

To Mr. Cutts, indefinitely; and 

To Mr. VALENTINE, on Wednesday next, on account of sickness. 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF A PAIR. 


Mr. HERBERT. I desire to make an inquiry. 


I wish to ascertain 
if the pair of my colleague, Mr. OaTEs, of Alabama, has been sent up? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it has not been. 
Mr. HERBERT. I desire to say that, as the pair was not sent up, 
my colleague was paired, and that the gentleman with whom the 
pair was made has omitted to send it to the desk. 


ESTIMATES FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
estimates of appropriations for the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY FOR RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH LINES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the President of the United States, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, with accompanying papers, in ref- 
erence to the applications of the Chicago, Texas, and Mexican Cen- 
tral and the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Companies for 
a right of way across the lands of the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian 
Territory, for the building of a proposed railway and telegraph line, 
and commending the same to the careful attention of Congress; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONSULAR JURISDICTION IN EASTERN COUNTRIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following letter and 
accompanying communication from the President of the United 
States: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith to the House of Representatives for the consideration of Con- 
gress a report of the Secretary of State in relation to the necessity of modifying the 
oa system of consular jurisdiction of the United States in the countries of the 

ast. I regard this subject to which I have adverted in my general message to 
Congress as one deserving the earnest attention of the National Legislature. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


WASHINGTON, December 19, 1881. 


The letter and accompanying communication were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


SUPERNUMERARY SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following letter and 
accompanying communication from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith to the House of Representatives for the consideration of Con- 
gress a communication from the Secretary of State setting forth the expediency of 


organizing a class of supernumerary secretaries of legation to meet the needs of 
our diplomatic service abroad. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
WASHINGTON, December 19, 1881. 
The message and accompanying communication were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KASSON. I now ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa, that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday next. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other a were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of George Conway, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of the president of the Chicago Academy of Design 
and citizens of Chicago, for a portion of Dearborn Park—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, a memorial on behalf of the Hennepin Canal—to the Commit- 
| tee on’ Commerce. 














1881. 


By Mr. ATHERTON: Papers relating to the claim of William T. | 
Morehead—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of A. Woodruff, president State 
National Bank, and others, of Memphis, Tennessee, for the repeal of 
tax on banks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, 2 bill to complete the improvement of the Tennesssee River 
at Muscle Shoals—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of G. H. Ramsey and of M. A. E. Spivey, ad- 
ministrator of Calvin Spivey, deceased, for compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Sewell B. Corbett, for relief— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Robert G. Coleman, of New York, for compen- 
sation for property taken in Virginia—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Anthony R. Fraser, for relief—to the same com- 
mittee, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clark County, Virginia, relative to 
railway transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The memorial of the Ohio River improvement 
commission, for an appropriation of Davis Island dam, at Pittsburgh 
—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the entrance into Humboldt Bay, California—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the United States, for an appropria- 
tion of $500,000 to improve the entrance to Humboldt Bay, California 
—to the same comniittee. 

By Mr. BLACK: The petition of citizens of Savannah, Georgia, 
for the repeal of tax on banks, bankers, and banking institutions, 
and stamps on bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Zenon 
Boutte for confirmation of title to certain lands—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of citizens of Boone and Monroe 
Counties, Missouri, relative to railroad transportation—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the war claims of C. T. 
and T. R, Eubank, of Benjamin I’. Roney, and of R. D. Salmons and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: The petition of Mrs. Noah Walsh, for com- 
pensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 
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Also, the petition of Sidney Ballard, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CLARK: The petition of citizens of Missouri, relative to 
railway transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of William Boone, of George 
Otis, and of Allen O. Neff, for a pension—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Lewis Deems—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The memorial of the Women’s National Library 
Association, praying for the use of a lot on the Hot Springs reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of R. F. Alexander, of Dunbar, Ohio, 
and others, for legislation concerning railroad transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of 93 citizens of Cedar Falls, Black- 
hawk County, Iowa, for repeal of taxes on banks and stamps on bank- 
checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: The petition of citizens of Sullivan’s Island, South 
Carolina, for restoration of the Bowman jetty—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of the State of Maine, for a commission of inquiry concerning 

é = a liquor traftic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
aftic. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of Robert C. Murphey, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORD: The petition of Mrs. Armstrong McLean and others, 
citizens of Missouri, for the repeal of the tax on banks and stamps 
on bank checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of W. F. Wynn and others, citizens of Missouri, 
for the passage of bill regulating interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of D. C. Porter and others, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of R. H. Martin and others, of similar import— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARRISON: The petition of H. L. Hawkins, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: The petition of the underwriters and others, citi- 
zens of New Orleans, for an appropriation to improve the Mississippi 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relative to the Creek orphan fund—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of Bergen Savings Bank, 
of Jersey City, New Jersey, for the repeal of the taxes on national 





banks, State banks, and trust companies—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petition of Julius J. Seelye, 
Elihu Root, and Edward Hitchcock, of B. Joy Jeffries, M. D., and 12 
others, of Noah Porter and 5 others, of E. G. Robinson and Eli W. 
Blake, jr., and of D. Noyes and 16 others, for the appointment of 
an international commission to consider and agree upon standard 
methods of testing visual acuteness and color blindness—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HASELTINE: Papers relating to the claim of Michael C. 
Henderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Sweaton—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of Spencer & 
Mead against the Kansas tribe of Indians for goods sold to them dur- 
ing the years 1866 and 1867—to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: Two petitions of citizens of Missouri, for legisla- 
tion to prevent extortion and discrimination of railroad freight and 
passenger rates—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Papers relating to the claim of John F. 
Wheeler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Daniel Bedinger, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petitions of William N. Seymour und James 
Woodard, praying for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S1OnS. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill making appropriations to improve the nav- 
igation of tributary streams of the Tennessee River—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of several hundred citizens of Hum- 
phreys County, Tennessee, for legislation to regulate interstate com- 
merece—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of E. F. Sutton and others, of 
Lake Linden, Michigan, and of J.N. Wright, John Duncan, and others, 
for the repeal of law imposing taxes on banks, banking institutions, 
and check-stamp tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of E. C. Mattison, F. D. Parker, 
and others, citizens of Wisconsin, for legislation to regulate interstate 
commerce on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JADWIN: The petition of Buckingham’ Stuart, for a pen- 
sion, and William R. Robinson, for a change in the pension laws—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Electa L. Baldwin, for an invalid pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Thomas J. Tiffany, postmaster at 
Bennington, Vermont, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Frank A. Page, to be restored to his former 
rank and position in the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Oliver Searles and others, citizens of Vermont, 
for the amendment of the bounty laws—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Rutland, Vermont, for the repeal 
of the tax on national and State banks and trust companies—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNA: A bill for the further improvement of the Big 
Sandy River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of Jerry Adams for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
rebe!iion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEEDOM: Papers relating to the pension claimof Esther 
M. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of Ella Long to 
certain property in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ; 

Also, the petition of citizens of the United States, relative to inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LORD: Papers relating to the claim of Henry K. Sanger 
for compensation for services as United States depositary at Detroit, 
Michigan—to the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, papers relating to the war claim of James Clark Smith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of T. B. Jones and 103 others, cit- 
izens of De Soto County, Mississippi, for legislation forbidding extor- 
tions and discriminations by railroad corporations—to the Committee 
on Commerce. : 

By Mr. 'McCOID: Papers relating to the claim of George C. Elli- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of P. H. Howlett, for legislation imposing a tax 
on emigrants being aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Papers relating to the war claim of William 
G. Prond, administrator, &c., of Jeremiah Saroer, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Algo, a bill making an appropriation to improve the Caney Fork 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to improve the Obeds River— 
to the same committee. - 

Also, a bill to continue the improvement of the navigation of Cum- 
berland River—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. MOORE: The petition of Robert C. Hardwicke, for relief— | 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The memorial of the Southern Illinois confer- 
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Church, protesting against the admis- 
sion to a seat in Congress of a practical and avowed polygamist—to 
the Committee on Elections. 

Also, the petition of Philip Schiltknocht, relative to moneys due to 
postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Illinois and Mississippi River Improvement 
commission, relative to the construction of the Huennepin Canal—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of A. Currier, of Chelsea, Massachu- 
setts, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of John A. Wagner, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: A petition in behalf of Parrotsville College, 
State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to improve the navigation of 
Holston River in the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of C. L. 
Morse—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Papers relating to the pension claims of Sarah 
Burns and of Eliza Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of B. H. Whitney and others, of Se- 
bago, Maine, for legislation to prevent extortion and discrimination 
by railroad corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICH: A joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, 





relative to establishing reasonable rates for storage and the trans- | 


portation of freight on railroads—to the same committee. 
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| improvement of Little Kanawha River, in West Virginia 





By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of A. A. Abbott and 75 others, citi- | 


zens of Fulton County, Ohio, for a law to prevent extortion and unjust 
discrimination by railroads—to the same committee. 


By Mr. ROBESON: The petition of James Harkness, for relief—to | 


the same committee. 


By Mr. RYAN: The petition of citizens of Morris County, Kansas, | 


against the adoption of the French metric system of weights and 
measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
Also, the petition of citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas, for a 


pension to H. C. Henderson, late of Company F, Fifty-tirst Indiana | 


Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of John Howze & Co. and others, | 


of Marion, Alabama, for the repeal of the tax on national banks— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Greene County, Illinois, to prevent railroad extortion and discrim- 
ination—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of William P. Glover and 49 | 


others, citizens of Oakland County, Michigan, for a bounty to certain 
soldiers who served in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of Jacob Bales and 50 others, citi- 
zens of Jay County, Indiana, for legislation to prevent railroad ex- 
tortion and discriminations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Papers relating to the claim for relief of 
Matilda Shields—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Albert G. Boone, of Denver, 
Colorado, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: The petition of Peyton Randolph Mayo, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of J. M. Severens and 40 others, for | 


the repeal of taxes on national banks, State banks, trust companies, 
and stamps on bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Lake City, Minnesota, for the repeal 
of tax on banks and bank stamps—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of George Carl and others, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of William A. Milligan, postmaster at Coulter- 
ville, Randolph County, Illinois, for relief—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: The petition of Collier & Brown, of 
Kentucky, for payment of $1,750 lost by seizure of distillery—to the 
Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of J. A. Wheeler and 
92 others, citizens of Manchester, Iowa, for legislation to suppress 
polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, the petition of B. H. Miller, N. M. Mignet, James Short, and 
32 others, citizens of Buchanan County, Iowa, for a law to prevent 
extortions and discriminations by railroad corporations—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of B. F. Winchester and 21 others, 
citizens of Frederick County, Maryland, and of Dawson Lawrence and 
10 others, citizens of Montgomery County, Maryland, for legislation 
to regulate interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WAIT: A bill granting a pension to Maria L. Lee and her 
children—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Connecticut relative to reform in 
the civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
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Also, the petition of Charles H. Lester, of New London, Connecti- 


| cut, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, the petition of Mrs. Betsy A. Smith, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Leonidas Russell and wife, of 
Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Franklin Cook, administra- 
tor of John Cook, deceased, for relief—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: The petition of citizens of Texas, relative 
to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill to complete the improvements at 
Muscle Shoals, on the Tennessee River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: Two memorials of citizens of 
Wisconsin, for increase of pay for men employed in Life-Saving Serv- 
ice—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Augustus Sprague, of Detroit, 
Michigan, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Andrew 8. Core, for relief—to 


| the same committee. 


Also, a bill to authorize a further appropriation to continue the 
to the 





Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. GEORGE D. WISE: The petition of William B, Isaacs & 
Co., for relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, December 20, 1881. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Major 
Walter McFarland, Corps of Engineers, upon a survey of Sackett’s 
Harbor, New York, made in compliance with law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
15th instant, a report of Rev. Sheldon Jackson, D. D., upon the condi- 
tion of education in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Warren County, 
North Carolina, praying relief against the discriminations and extor- 
tionate charges of railroads; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a memorial of the Austin conference of 
Methodists of the State of Texas, held at Fort Worth, praying legis- 
lation prohibiting polygamy ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of J. E. Steedman and others, citi- 


| zens of Grayson County, Texas, praying legislation prohibiting un- 


just discriminations by railroad companies; which was referred to- 
the Cominittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of C. W. Saunders and others, 
citizens of Callaway County, Missouri, praying for legislation by 
Congress in regard to transportation by railroads; which was referred. 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of G. W. Parker and others, citi- 
zens of Baker County, Oregon, praying Congress to enact a law regu- 
lating fares and freights on railroads; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of citizens of Adams County, 
Nebraska, praying legislation regulating charges for railroad trans- 
portation ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented two petitions of citizens of Colorado, pray- 
ing for legislation regulating charges for transportation on railroads ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Golden, Colorado, pray-- 
ing for the repeal of unjust taxes on national banks and other bank- 
ing corporations; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of B. H. Miller and others, 
citizens of Iowa, praying for legislation regulating charges for rail- 
road transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Thomas 
Ford and others, citizens of West Pittston, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the removal of taxes on national banks and banking institutions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ae. the petition of Cavalry Post 35, Grand Army of* 
the Republic, praying that certain equipments and military stores. 
be granted that post; which was referred to’ the Committee on Mil-- 
itary Affairs. 
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He also presented the petition of John W. Wagner, of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, praying reparation for an injury received by 
him through the alleged carelessness of the employés of the United 
States arsenal at Bridesburgh, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of Helen M. Scholefield, of 
Utica, New York, praying for the payment to her of a balance 
claimed to be due her late husband, Major C. M. Scholefield, in the 
settlement of his accounts as an additional paymaster in the Army; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Mary P. Abeel, widow of Cap- 
tain James 8. Abeel, late ordnance storekeeper in the United States 
Army, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the memorial of the Cincinnati Cham- 
ber of Commerce, in favor of putting the United States Signal Service 
on an established footing as a bureau of the War Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

He also presented the petition of Henry Strawbridge, Company G, 
One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, praying for 
an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
slons, 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of Eliza Francesco, mother 
of Alexander Francesco, Company D, Forty-tifth Kentucky Volun- 
teers, praying for a correction of his military record; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions of the Milwaukee Chamber of 
Commerce, in favor of increased compensation for the keepers of life- 
saving stations; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. LOGAN presented a memorial of the Illinois and Mississippi 
River and Canal Improvement Commission, in favor of an appropri- 
ation for the completion of a water-way transportation route from 
the Upper Mississippi River to the eastern seaboard via the lakes 
at Chicago; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of J. Millikan and others, citizens 
of Illinois, praying for the repeal of taxes now imposed by the Gen- 
eral Government on national banks and other banking corporations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Illinois, praying for 
legislation regulating charges for freight transportation on railroads; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ASSISTANT IN DOCUMENT-ROOM. 

Mr. PLATT. 
Expenses of the Senate direct me to report a resolution, which I ask 
to have read for information, and as it is a subject which I think Sen- 
ators from their knowledge will be ready to act upon, I ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut, from 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, presents a resolution by the instruction of that committee, 
which will be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to appoint a 
clerk to the superintendent of the document-room, at a salary of $1,800 per annum. 

Mr. PLATT. There is a communication addressed by the super- 
intendent of the document-room to the Sergeant-at-Arms accompa- 
nying the resolution, which I wish may also be read to the Senate. 
T ask that the letter be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


SENATE DOCUMENT-ROOM, December 19, 1881. 


Sin: In view of the great increase of the publications by both Houses of Con- 
gress, of which our files are composed, it becomes my duty to call your attention 
to the necessity of having additional assistance in the document-room, of which 
I have charge. As it is necessary to the eflicient and proper discharge of our 
duties that all orders from the Senate and the committees should be promptly and 

“correctly obeyed, and as it is almost imperative that our records or indexes should 
be kept well up with each day's proceedings, which with our present force we are 
not able to do, I have respectfully to request the addition to our force of one good 
and competent clerk. 

In order that you may the more readily understand the facts I will state that 
during the last Congress alone we received and have on file more than fourteen 
thousand distinct publications, and as the same are increasing in number with 
every session it is safe to say that the present Congress will equal, at least, if not 
surpass, the last if the number of publications. 

The force of this room, with the exception of a messenger, is the same as it was 
Sa years ago, notwithstanding the number of publications has more than 

oubled, 

As it is next to impossible, with the present force, to transact the business with 
yromptness and accuracy the service has grown to require, I trust you will see the 
importance of furnishing me with the assistance I have requested. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
AMZI SMITH, Superintendent. 
Hon. R. J. Brienut, 
Sergeant-at-Arms United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
for the immediate consideration of the resolution. Is there objection ? 
There being none, the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I need not say that the superintendent of the docu- 
ment-room has been overworked ; that he became sick in consequence 
of overwork, and was very near losing his life. I think Senators 
who have had occasion, as we all have, to go to the document-room, 
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who have become acquainted with Mr. Smith and know of his labors, 
will have no hesitation in saying that he ought to have assistance. 
He states the whole case when he says in his letter that the force in 
the document-room, with the exception of a messenger, is what it 
was fifteen years ago, when the business has doubled and possibly 
trebled, and the work has increased in the same proportion. There 
are very many features which I might speak about. Members of 
the House continually go there seeking for documents and engaging 
his time, as also the Departments, and I may say the foreign ministers 
are calling upon him continually for information. He simply has 
worked until it is impossible for him to work in the future as he has 
in the past. 

It seems to me, inasmuch as it is very necessary if a clerk is to be 
appointed that it should be done before the Christmas holidays, in 
order that the indexing may be brought up, that the resolution ought 
to be passed at this time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut how this clerk is to be appointed. I will state, before he 
answers the question, that I agree with him that Mr. Smith ought to 
have some aid; but I think he ought to have the selection of that 
clerk himself. I know nothing about this particular appointment, 
and do not know whether any one is intended for it or not. The first 
I have heard of it is the offering of this resolution this morning; but 
it is often the case that when you give an assistant to a man it 
amounts to nothing, and you might as well not give him the assist- 


ant, as he is of no service for the want of proper information or the 
want of a proper man to fill the place. 

I shall not object to this resolution—I am rather in favor of it— 
provided the superintendent of the document-room himself, Mr. Amzi 
Smith, selects the man. Otherwise I think the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses ought to hesitate and learn who is to be the man 
before it authorizes the appointment. I hope the Senator will so 
amend his resolution as to give Mr. Smith the appointment. 

Mr. PLATT. The resolution is drawn directing the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to made the appointment, the committee supposing that such 
appointments naturally fall within his province, as the appointment 
of messengers and assistants in that office is made by him. I do not 
know that the committee have any choice about the matter. They 
certainly do not know who is to be appointed. All we desire is that 
a competent man should be appointed, one who can be in training 
there to take Mr. Smith’s place provided he should be disabled; but 
if the Senator desires to move the amendment which he has suggested, 


| I shall not object to it. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I move that the resolution be 
so amended that the superintendent of the document-room be author- 
ized to appoint a clerk at the salary fixed. I understand there is no 
objection to that on the part of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses. 

Mr. PLATT, With regard to that, I will state that the superin- 
tendent of the document-room is appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and I suppose that this clerk should be appointed by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms; but the resolution might be amended so that he should be 
appointed on the recommendation of the superintendent of the docu- 
ment-room. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then, if it is preferable to the Sen- 
ator, I have no objection to providing that he shall be appointed on 
the recommendation of the superintendent of the document-room. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope the resolution will be so 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from West Virginia, the Chair understands, is accepted by 
the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope I shall have the attention of the Senator 
from West Virginia for a moment. I knew nothing of this resolution 
until it was read from the desk. I have no conception whatever of 
any person who is to receive this appointment, if the resolution should 
pass; but I think even in a small matter of this character it is well 
for the Senate to pause and hesitate a moment before it adopts a new 
rule in reference to the appointment of officers of the Senate, as 
has been so well suggested by the Senator from Connecticut. If there 
is any difficulty or any doubt as to who will receive this appointment, 
after the expression which has just been made by the Senator from 
West Virginia and the Senator from Connecticut, and substantially 
concurred in by the Senate, there can be no doubt an officer like the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, who conscientiously and faithfully performs his 
duty, would in a proper manner consult with Mr. Smith before mak- 
ing this appointment, 1 think the suggestion of my friend from West 
Virginia is unnecessary. I do not say that it is a reflection on the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, because I know that no such thing has been 
thought of. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In respect to what has been said by the Senator 
from North Carolina, I understand that there has been a change made 
by which a very efficient officer has been displaced from that room. 
I do not know how true itis, but I understand that a gentleman whe 
has been connected with that office for some time has been lately 
removed, and somebody else put in his place. Whether the new ap- 
pointee is a capable man or not I do not know, but it is very evident 
that Mr. Smith, who has charge of that room, is more competent than. 











any person else to designate who will be a proper assistant for him 
in the document-room. 


West Virginia is eminently proper. Let 


such an appointment as Mr. Smith may suggest to him to be proper. 
I hope the suggestion of the Senator from West Virginia will be 
adopted. 


importance to the convenience of the Senate and to the care and 


assistant by the Sergeant-at-Arms or by the superintendent is to me 
personally a matter of profound indifference, but the precedent is 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms is held responsible*for the administration 
of the clerical and official force of the Senate under his department. 
I therefore suggest, in order that we may be further advised about 
this matter, as there is no necessity for immediate haste, that the 
resolution lie over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to that course, provided we can 
have an understanding that it shall come up for action to-morrow 
morning. If this officer is to be appointed he ought to be appointed 
before the recess. He will have plenty to do during the recess. 
While I am on my feet, I will say that I have no knowledge or sus- 
picion that any particular individual has been thought of for this 
place. I a now that such a clerk is necessary, and I had sup- 
posed he would be appointed upon consultation, to say the least, with 
the superintendent of the document-room. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Connecticut as accepting the amendment or not? 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator will not accept that. Let the 
resolution stand as it was originally reported, with the amendment 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia separate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over, and 
when it comes up again the pending question will be on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I thought the mover accepted that. 




























































Mr. PLATT. I think it had better not be accepted to-day. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do you wish the resolution to go 
over? 














Mr. PLATT. I have no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. EpwarpD 
McPHERSON, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 58) for the relief of Isaac R. Hill; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. No. 127) granting the franking privilege to Lucretia R. 
Garfield; and 

A bill (S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
‘tthe United States for the District of Columbia and an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

‘States for the District of Columbia,” approved January 31, 1879. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 58) for the relief of Isaac Q. Hill 
was read twice by its title, and, on motion of Mr. PENDLETON, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 328) to provide for the sale of the lands 
of the Miami Indians in Kansas, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Ann Smith, praying for a pension, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian-Affairs 
‘to report back a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs in respect to the expenditure of money for clothing purchased 
for Indians not specially appropriated for under treaties with various 
tribes. I move that it be printed and recommitted to the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
xeferred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) giving one month’s pay 
to certain overt of the House of Representatives, instruct me to 
report it back without amendment, and recommend its passage. I 
ask that the joint resolution may be considered now. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object at the present time. 
withdraw it presently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Its consideration being objected to, 
‘the joint resolution goes over. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 








































































































































































































Perhaps I may 
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I think, therefore, the amendment Pg by the Senator from 

r. Smith indicate a proper 
person to the Sergeant-at-Arms. It does not take from the Sergeant- 
at-Arms the power to make the appointment, but leaves him to make 











Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is a question of very great 






preservation of its archives. The question asto the selection of this 
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ferred the bill (8S. No. 278) granting a pension to James Morgan, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 164) granting a pension to Mary A. Davis, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Henry Williams, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back the bill (S. No. 367) to release the Philadelphia and 
Reading Railroad Company from certain taxes, favorably, without 
amendment, and I ask thatit be placed on the Calendar. It is proper 
to remark that this is a unanimous report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 6) authorizing 
Lieutenant-Commander Charles Dwight Sigsbee, United States Navy, 
to accept a decoration from the Emperor of Germany, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. No. 75) authorizing the President to 
make the necessary arrangements to carry into effect any convention 
between the United States and Nicaragua for the adjustment of claims 
which may be duly concluded between the two governments, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

PRINTING OF TREASURY ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred a motion to print the accounts of the United 
States Treasurer for the year ending June 30, 1881, to report it back 
and ask to be discharged from its further consideration. These are 
the reports, [exhibiting,] and they convey no information whatever. 
My economical friend from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] has sometimes 
called for the printing of them. I do not see him in his seat. If he 
does not want the printing done I suppose nobody does. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Printing will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the motion if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I call the attention of the Senator from West 
Virginia to this matter, as he is now entering the Chamber. He has 
sometimes asked that these reports be printed. They are accounts 
which convey no information whatever ; and this is the bulk of them. 
(Exhibiting. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject, there being no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred a motion to print a communication from the Sixth Auditor 
giving the expenses audited by him for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1881, asked to be discharged from its further consideration ; which 
was agreed to. 


DELAY IN PRINTING AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, which was instructed 
to inquire into the cause of the delay in printing the Agricultural 
Report, have instructed me to make a verbal report. I will send to 
the desk a communication from the Public Printer, which explains 
the cause of the delay. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read 


‘| for information. 


The Acting Secretary read as follows: 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, December 10, 1881. 

Sir: In reply to the resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant, inetrncting the 
Committee on Printing to inquire into the causes which have delayed the publica- 
tion of the reports on agriculture, I have the honor to submit the following state- 
ment: 

On March 2d last a joint resolution was passed by Congress, ordering 300,000 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture to be printed. 

On the 27th of June, General Le Duc, late Commissioner of the Agricultural De- 
partment, delivered to this oftice the copy of his annual report for 1850, having pre- 
viously furnished copy for his special report on ‘‘ Contagious @iseases of domestic 
animals,” a portion of which to be incorporated in the annual report. The copy 
for the special report, being regarded as most important, was first put in the hands 
of the compositor. 

The edition of 50,000 copies, making 391 pages, and containing 53 lithocaustic 
illustrations, has been printed, and the number of volumes to which the Senate and 
Commissioner of Agriculture are entitled have been delivered, and the number of 
volumes to which the House is entitled are being delivered as rapidly as they can 
be taken care of by the superintendent of the House folding-room. 

By the 22d day of last October duplicate proofs of the annual report of the Com- 
missioner were sent to the Agricultural Department, one set to be used for the pur- 
pose of making an index and a list of the illustrations, the copy for which has not 
yet been received at this office. 

Aside from this it is proper to call the attention of the committee to the labor and 
time required to print and bind and deliver an edition of 300,000 volumes. 

The report makes 680 pages, (without the index,) which have been stereotyped. 
It will contain 53 lithocaustic illustrations and 73 pages of wood-cut engravings. 

The lithocaustic process of printing is necessarily slow, as many of the colored 
plates must pass through the press six and eight times to give them the proper tint 
and finish. The 300,000 volumes will require 63,600,000 plates, the printing of which 
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cannot be done in less time than eight months in the most extensive lithocaustic 
establishment im this country. These must be handled separately in pasting in the 
volume at the proper place. 

As there was no appropriation available to pay for doing this work until the 
commencement of the present fiscal year, the contract was not entered into until 
the 2d day of July last. 

I hope to be able to commence the delivery of this report, at the rate of 4,000 
per day, by the 15th of January, and to continue doing so until the whole number 
shall be delivered. 

The amount of printing ordered by Congress and the Departments has become 
so great and is so rapidly increasing that the Public Printer must have a corre- 
sponding increase of the facilities te do the work, or else the requisitions upon 
him must be lessened. 

It should be remembered that a great deal of printing and binding ordered is es- 
sential to carrying on the business of the Government, and must have precedence 
over printing an wenag. ot less importance. 

I would most respectfully suggest that, if it be possible for the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to present his report to Congress at an early day of the session, and 
an order to print is immediately made, the time of its publication will be limited 
only by the time required to furnish the number of lithocaustic illustrations which 
future Solon a ‘ 

ery respectfully, yours, &c., 
safeties or JNO. D. DEFREES, 
Public Printer. 
Hon. H. B. ANTHONY, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, U. 8S. Senate. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Ithink that isa complete vindication of the Pub- 
lic Printer for the delay. He was unable by the statute to make any 
contract for printing the lithocaustic engravings until the Ist of July 
when the appropriation became available. They could not be com- 
pleted in the most extensive establishment in this country short of 
eight months. The copy was delivered in time, as the late Commis- 
sioner stated in a letter to my friend from Vermont who sits upon my 
left, (Mr. EpMUNDs.] The work was putin type, and then two copies 
were sent to the Commissioner, one for proof correction and the other 
to make an index and a list of the illustrations. The index and list 
of illustrations have not been received, or had not been at the date 
of the letter, and of course the book cannot be cempleted until the 
index isreceived. Le Duc, the ex-Commissioner, resigned about that 
time, and of course he is not to be held responsible for the delay in 
the preparation of the index, while I suppose the present able and 
accomplished Commissioner, who has lately come into the office, will 
return it by the time the engravings are completed, so as not to delay 
the publication. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a request in regard to the letter. 
I ask that it be printed in the REcorD. I was unable to hear the 
whole of it. ‘ 

Mr. ANTHONY. It will be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to my friend from Michi- 
gan that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
which would be better than printing it in the RecorpD probably. 

Mr. President, I am not so sure as the Senator from Rhode Island 
that there is no blame belonging to the Printing Office. However, 
that is a — of which Ido not wish to speak now. I think 
probably that the Commissioner of Agriculture will have an answer 
to the Public Printer as to the delay, and until we get his answer we 
had probably better take no action except to refer the letter to the 
Committee on Agriculture, so that a response can be made to the 
letter of the Public Printer. 

One word further as to the delay in the printing of the Agricultural 
Report. Itisa singular fact that that report is the last of all to come 
out. Asto the resignation of the recent Commissioner of Agriculture, 
that is nothing new. It is not the report for this year. The report 
hos come in early this year to what it generally does. A resignation 
: ,pears to have hastened the delivery of the report. Generally it is 
July of the next year before we get it instead of January of thenext 
year, as will be the case this time. Probably more resignations 
would hurry it along. But that isnot the question. The Agricult- 
ural Report is delayed regularly; it has been alwaysdelayed. Prob- 
ably this is the earliest report that we have had for years. 

ad move that the letter be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

r. ANTHONY. If the statements in the letter which has been 
read are correct, and I assume them to be so, the Public Printer is 
thoroughly vindicated, because he could not make a contract under 
pain of going to the penitentiary for the lithocaustic engravings 
until July, and those engravings could not be completed in less than 
eight months in the most extensive establishment in the country. 

he Agricultural Report must necessarily give way to that printing 
which is necessary to carry on the Government. The blanks forthe 
‘Treasury Department, for the internal revenue, for the custom-houses, 
for the Army, must be printed, or the Government cannot go on. 
The present Commissioner proposes to present the Agricultural Report 
quarterly, which will make it fresher, more valuable, and will ena- 
ble it to be printed much more speedily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island, 
from the Committee on Printing, charged to investigate where the 
blame lay in the delay in printing the Agricultural Report, asks to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the stbject, which will 
be done, there being no objection. The motion is made by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to refer the letter of the Public Printer on 
that subject to the Committee on Agriculture, and that it be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I want it printed in the Recorp. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed, of course, ia the 
RECORD. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PAPERS OF BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Joint Committee on the 
Library to report certain papers from the Secretary of State in re- 
ard to the proposed purchase of books in relation to Benjamin Frank- 
in, and to ask the adoption of the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the letter of the Secretary of State of the date of December 17, 
1881, to the Joint Committee on the Library, respecting the purchase of the orig- 
ed ee of Benjamin Franklin, and the report of Theodore F. Dwight, sibra- 


rinted, and, with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 635) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Kate L. Usher; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 636) for the relief of William A. Wilson, of 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Ciaims. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 637) to fix the term of office of collectors of 
internal revenue; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 638) to refer the claims of the captors of the ram 
Albemarle to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 639) for the relief of Silas Reed; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 640) for the relief of William Pfender; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 641) relating to the survey and disposal of 
unsurveyed lands, keys, and islands belonging to the United States ; 
which was read twice by its title, and reietead to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 642) for the relief of Edward L. Walker ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 643) for the relief of Ellen Moore, widow of 
Allen Moore, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 644) for the relief of Thomas M. 
Redd; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 645) to establish a post-road in the State of 
Texas; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 646) for the relief of Captain Evan Miles; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 647) for the relief of John H. Brinkley ; 
Cane was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 648) for the relief of William G, Ford, administra- 
tor of John G. Robinson, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 649) to prevent the adultera- 
tion of food or drugs; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 650) to authorize the Secretary of War to release 
a right of way across lands of the United States at Plattsburgh, New 
York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 651) granting a pension to Nellie J. Wilkins; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 652) to protect pension money from attachment 
and levy or seizure under process of law and the amount of the same 
money when invested in a homestead; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I amrequested by the Secretary 
of the Navy to ask leave to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 653) to provide a construction fund for the Navy, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 654) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 655) granting a pension to Hiram Baume; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 656) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alder- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 657) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia F. Gordon; | 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the accompany- | 


ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 659) to protect the channel of the Missouri 
River near Eastport, lowa, and Nebraska City, Nebraska; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 660) for the relief of Alonzo Snyder; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 661) for the relief of John H. Huyett; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, but 
with the consent of the Senate the Chair will consider it as not hav- 
ing expired until the routine morning business is concluded. The 
introduction of bills is still in order. ° 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 662) for the relief of Daniel A. Dwight and 
the legal representatives of Henry W. Taylor; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 663) for the benefit of certain homestead claim- 
ants; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 664) for the relief of John 8. Friend; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 665) for the relief of Harry Fones; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 666) for the relief of John Wagner ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8S. No. 667) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell 
the military barracks and the lands upon which they are located in 
the city of Savannah, Georgia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 668) to authorize Dr. Daniel M. Appel, of 
the United States Army, to receive pay for discharging the duties of 
physician to the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, New Mexico; which 
= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 669) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Dun- 
can; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file 
in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 17) relating to the refunding 
of certain internal-revenue taxes illegally assessed against and col- 
leted from the Detroit House of Correction, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

PAPEF,; WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the papers in the case of Anna W. 
Spencer be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. I do not know whether they ought not to go 
to the Committee on Pensions, but I think the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims from my own experience is a very hard-worked 
committee. I move the reference to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The order will be granted, subject 
to the rule. 
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On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 
Ordered, That the papers on file with the Secretary of the Senate in the case of 
Herbert Joyce be taken from said files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. FARLEY. I ask for the following order: 

Ordered, 'That the’papers in the claim of Eva Moore, Henry Carleton, and Maude 
Carleton, children of General James H. Carleton, for relief, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

I will state that the bill to which this order relates has been here- 
tofore reported favorably in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted, subject 
to the rule. 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Edwin De Leon and accompanying papers be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, subject to the rule. 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Martha J. Coston be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Patents, there being no adverse 
report in the case. 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Ordered, That the papers on file relating to the claim of the legal representatives 


S cine Gilad aad. br snkalentee consent, obtained leave to intro | of David Huestis be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on the 
, » VS a S , “ yh OW | 


duce a bill (S. No. 658) to extend the provisions of an act approved | 
March 2, 1855, entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of purchasers and locat- | 
ors of swamp and overflowed lands, and for other purposes;” which | 


Judiciary. 
On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 
Ordered, That Louisa H. Hasell have leave to withdraw her papers from the files 
of the Senate. ‘ 
PAYMENT OF FEDERAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be, and they are 


| hereby, instruced to inquire into the advisability and propriety of providing by law 


for the compensation of United States district attorneys, and assistant district at- 
torneys, United States marshals, deputy United States marshals, collectors of cus- 
toms, collectors of internal revenue, and deputy collectors, and United States com- 
missioners by paying them fixed salaries, to be re ted and graded as nearly as 
may be by the services rendered and responsibilities imposed, and that said com- 
mittee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


OBSTRUCTION OF STREETS IN WASHINGTON. 


_ Mr. ROLLINS. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration : 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be instructed to 
report to the Senate the reasons for obstructing the New York and Massachusetts 
avenues at their intersection between Seventh and Ninth streets, and also the 
amount of age incurred and to be incurred by reason of the inclosure and 
regrading of the grounds at the intersection of the avenues as aforesaid. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
end: 

And under what authority of law said work has been done. 


I should like to know. 

Mr. ROLLINS. | There is no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment having been ac- 
cepted by the mover of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF SALARIES FOR DECEMBER. 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution ; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to pay the salaries for the current month upon the adjournment of Congress 
for the holidays. 


I move to amend the resolution by adding at the 


COMMON-SCHOOL SYSTEM. 


Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following resolution, and ask that it be 
now considered : 

Resolved, That the usual number of copies of Senate bill No. 151, entitled ‘‘ A bill 
to aid in the establishment and temporary support of commons chools,”’ be reprinted 
for the use of the Senate. 

: The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say a word upon the resolution. The sup- 
ply of this bill is already exhausted, and it is by suggestion from the 
document-room that the reprinting is asked for. 

In this connection I wish to state that at my request there has been 
prepared by the Census Office and the Bureau of Education a con- 
siderable amount of special statistical matter bearing upon the illit- 
eracy prevalent in the country and upon the several bills having for 
their object the aid in some form or other of the common-school sys- 
tem in the several States. This information, I believe, will be of great 
use to the many gentlemen who I perceive are taking an interest in 
the subject ; and in order that it may be available to them all, I pre- 
sent this matter so that it may be printed in the RecorD. It is not 
very extensive, and yet it is very pertinent, and it will save gentle- 
men who are examining this subject a ores deal of labor, which has 
been performed:by these two bureaus of the Government, and which 
is of a special nature and not likely to be found perhaps in the re- 
ports of the bureaus. At all events, even if found in those reports, it 
cannot be available for a considerable extent of time. It has been 





1881. 


prepared specially with reference to the elucidation of Senate bill 
No. 151, to which I have alluded, and I should like to have that bill 
rinted in connection with this statistical information. 
The bill is as follows: 


A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary support of common schools. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Oongress assembled, That for ten years next after the passage of this act 
there shall be annually appropriated from the money in the Treasury the following 
sums, to wit: The first year the sum of $15,000,000, the second year the sum of 
$14,000,000, the third year the sum of $13,000,000, and thereafter a sum diminished 
$1,000,000 yearly from the sum last appropriated until ten annual appropriations 
shall have been made, when all appropriations under this act shall cease; which 
several sums shall be expended to secure the benefits of common-school education 
to all the children living in the United States. ° 

Sec. 2. That the instruction in the common schools wherein these manors shall 
be expended shall include the art of reading, writing, and speaking the English 
language, arithmetic, geography, history of the United States, and such other 
branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws, and may include, 
whenever practicable, instruction in the arts of industry; which instruction shall 
be free to all, without distinction of race, nativity, or condition in life: Provided, 
That nothing herein shall deprive children of different races, living in the same 
community but attending separate schools, from receiving the benefits of this act, 
the same as though the attendance therein were without distinction of race. 

Sec. 3. That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the sev- 
eral States and Territories in that proportion which the whole number of persons in 
each who, being of the age of ten years and over, cannot read and write bears to 
the whole number of such persons in the United States; and until otherwise pro- 
7 such computation shall be made according to the official returns of the census 
of 1880. 

Sec. 4. That such moneys shall be expended in each State by the concurrent 
action, each having a negative upon the other, of the Secretary of the Interior, on 
the part of the United States, and of the superintendent of public schools, board of 
education, or other body in which the administration of the public-school laws 
shall be vested, on the part of the several States wherein the expenditures are re- 
aporirey to be made; and whenever the authorities of the United States and of 
the State fail to agree as to the distribution, use, and application of the money 
hereby provided for, or any part thereof, payment thereof, or such part thereof, 
shall be suspended, and if such disagreement continue throyghout the fiscal year 
for which the same was appropriated, it shall be covered into the Treasury and 
shall be added to the general appropriation for the next year provided for in the 
first section of this act. 

All sums of money appropriated under the provisions of this act to the use of 
any Territory shall be applied to the use of schools therein by the Secretary of the 
Interior, through the commissioner of common schools. whose appointment is here- 
inafter provided for. 

Sec. 5. That the moneys distributed under the provisions of this act shall be 
used in the school districts of the several States and Territories in such way as 
to provide for the equalization of school privileges to all the children throughout 
the State or Territory wherein the expenditure shall be made, thereby giving to 
each child an opportunity for common-school education; and to this end existing 

ublic sch6ols not sectarian in character may be aided, and new ones may be es- 
ablished, as may be deemed best in the several localities. 

Src. 6. That a part of the money apportioned to each State or Territory, not 
exceeding one-tenth thereof, may yearly be applied to the education of teachers 
for the common schools therein, which sum may be expended in maintaining insti- 
tutes or temporary training-schools or in extending opportunities for normal or 
other instruction to intelligent and suitable persons, of any color, who are without 
necessary means, and who shall agree, in writing, to qualify themselves and teach 
in the common schools of such State or Territory at least one year. 

Src. 7. That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system 
of schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and mainte- 
nance of the school nee established by local power, and which must eventually 
be wn maintained by the States and ‘ferritories wherein they exist, it is hereby 
provided that no part of the money appropriated under this act shall be paid out 
in any State or Territory which shall not during the first five years of the opera- 
tion of this act annually expend for the maintenance of common schools, free to 
all, at least one-third of the sum which shall be allotted to it under the provisions 
hereof, and during the second five years of its operation a sum at least equal to the 
whole it shall be entitled to receive under this act; and if such expenditure shall 
not be shown to the Secretary of the Interior at the end of each fiscal year by each 
State or Territory, respectively, or by such other evidence as shall be satisfactory 
to him, then the allotment under this act for each subsequent year so long as there 
shall be a deficiency of such expenditure by the State or Territory from the pro- 
ceeds of local funds, whether derived from taxation or otherwise, shall be expended 
for the support of common schools therein wholly in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary, who shall apply the same to the support of existing or to the establishment 
of new schools in such way as he shall deem best. 

src. 8. That no part of the money herein provided for shall be used for the erec- 
tion of school-houses or school-buildings of any description, nor for rentof the same: 
Provided, however, That whenever it shall appear to the Secretary that otherwise 
any given locality will remain wholly without reasonable common-school advantages, 
he may, in his discretion, from the general fund allotted to the State or Territory, 
provide schools and for their temporary accommodations, by rent or otherwise, in 
the most economical manner possible: And provided further, That in no case shall 
more than 5 per cent. of such allotment be set apart for or be expended under the 
provisions of this section. 

Src. 9. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, a commissioner of common schools in each State and 
Territory, who shall be a citizen thereof and shall reside therein, and shall perform 
all such duties as may be ere ee him by the Secretary of the Interior, and who 
shall be specially charged wit 
jurisdiction, and in co-operation with the State authorities. In the Territories he 
shall also be charged with the general supervision and control of public education 
and shall possess all the powers now vested in Territorial superintendents and 
boards of education, or by whatever Territorial officers the same may have been 
hitherto exercised. He shall be paid a salary of not less than three nor more than 
five thousand dollars, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. He shall 
ee ee full reports of all matters connected with schools in his jurisdiction 
to the retary of the Interior, and particular reports when called upon by the 
Secre , and ially of all details in the administration of this act. In addi- 
tion to his other duties he shall devote himself to the promotion of the general in- 
terests of public education in the State or Territory for which he is appointed. 

Sec. 10. That any State, in which the number of persons ten years of age and 
upward who cannot read is not over 5 Et cent. of the whole population, signi 
ing its desire that the amount allotted to it under the provisions of this act shall 
be appropriated in any other way for the promotion of common-school education, 
in its own borders or elsewhere, its allotment shall be id to such State to be 
thus te rm Provided, That its Legislature shall have first considered the 
— of its appropriation to the general fund for use under the provisions ot 

#8 act in States and Territories where the proportion of illiterate persons is 
more than 5 per cent. of the whole population. 
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all the details of the execution of this act within his | 
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Sec. 11. That any State whose illiterate is greater than 5 per cent. of its whole 
population failing to accept the provisions of this act and to comply with its pro- 
visions, so as to be entitled to its allotment from year to year, the sum allotted 
to such State, subject to the discretionary action of the Secretary of the Interior 
under the sixth and seventh sections of this act, shall become a part of the fund to 
be distributed among the States which shall be entitled to their respective allot- 
ments, and to the Territories. And any State not accepting the provisions of this 
act, nor acquiring the right to dispose of its allotment as provided in the preceding 
section, the same shall become a part of the general fund for like distribution. 

Skc. 12. That the District of Columbia shall be entitled to the privileges of a 
Territory under the provisions of this act, but there shall be no commissioner ot 
common schools appointed for said District, nor shall its existing laws and school 
authorities be interfered with. The Commissioner of Education shall be charged 
with the duty of superintending the distribution of its allotment, and shall make 
full report of his doings to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sxc. 13. That the Secretary of the Interior shall be charged with the practical 
administration of this law through the Bureau of Education, and all moneys paid 
under its provisions shall be made by Treasury warrant to the individual perform- 
ing the service to whom indebtedness shall be due, and who shall be personally 
entitled to receive the money, or to his agent, duly authorized by him, upon vouchers 
approved by the State authorities, when under the provisions of this act their 
ve is necessary, and by the commissioner of common schools for the State 
= erritory wherein the expenditure shall be made, and by the Secretary of the 

nterior. 


Amount raised by taxation for support of public schools in each State and 
Territory during the year 1880. 


{Prepared by Bureau of Education, at request of H. W. BLain.] 


Amount received from taxation. 


States and Territories. | 
From local | 
tax. 


From State 


tax. Total. 


$130, 000 
b 111, 605 
1, 318, 209 


a. $120, 000 250, 000 
77, 475 189, 080 

1, 393, 572 2, 711, 781 
¢ 336, 333 ¢ 336, 333 
1, 066, 314 1, 276, 667 
d 151, 045 d@ 151, 045 
104, 530 

471, 029 

6, 735, 478 

@ £3, 625, 136 
4, 227, 300 

1, 276, 786 
917, 392 

h 450, 000 
820, 860 

1, 212, 977 

4, 372, 286 

2, 453, 831 

1, 831, 526 
334, 769 

2, 163, 330 


. Kentucky 
. Louisiana 

5. Maine 

5. Maryland 
. Massachusetts 
. Michigan 
. Minnesota 

20. Mississippi - 

. Missouri 


535, 354 | 
356, 000 | 


. New Hampshire 
pO OME Pe a civesscesscewecsbig 
. New York 


J 544, 716 
1, 742, 198 
9, 675, 992 
314, 719 
6, 714, 086 
213, 039 
7, 046, 116 
495, 652 
440, 110 
j 698, 776 
&678, 603 
417, 492 
‘ 1, 261, 975 
. West Virginia 703, 185 
. Wisconsin ‘ 3 2, 223, 581 
. Arizona : 167, 028 
. Dakota 123, 643 
. District of Columbia 474, 556 
dah 48, 017 


69, 899 


724, 413 
6, 925, 992 


. g' 
. Pennsylvania 


32. South Carolina 





. Indian Territory 
. Montana 
5. New Mexico 
. Utah 
. Washington 
. Wyoming 


$n 70, 371, 435 





(419, 249) 
14, 287, 570'| 58, 913, 986 


(a) From poll tax. j 

(b) State apportionment, which here probably includes the income of the State 
school fund for 1880, the State tax, and so much of the ordinary State revenue as. 
may be set apart for the pee by the Legislature. 

(c) From county and district tax, fines, &c. 

(d) This amount raised for white schools. 

(e) This includes the rental of State railroad, ($150,000.) 

(f) In 1879. 

(g) Includes tax on billiards and dogs. 

(a) Estimated 


(i) From township tax. 
(j) Includes income from permanent fund. 


(k) State appropriation. 
{l) Total income as reported for 1880, the greater part of which comes from Ter- 
ct taxes. 


ritorial, county, and dis’ 
(m) From county tax. 
(n) Includes $1,750,630 reported as derived from taxation and given in the col~ 
umn of totals but not appearing in the first two columns. 


* Special for building purposes. 
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Illiteracy in the United States—Census of 1880. 


| 


Percentage of total pop- | 
ten 


years of age and over. | 


cannot 


write, 


who 


States and Territories. 


cannot read, ten years | 


of age and over. 


cannot 


Total population who 
ulation 
read 


Total population. 
| Total population who 


ge of total pop- | 
who cannot 


Percenta; 
ulation 


Total white population. | 


Total white population 
who cannot write, ten 
years of age and over. | 





The United States 


= 
2 
<7 


3, 402, 970 | 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


total 
rite 
Total colored popula- 
tion | 


of 
pulation who | 


os 


' Percentage 
white 
canno 


*6, 752, 813 


d 


| Total colored popula- 
| tion who cannot writ 
ten years of age, anc 


| Percentage of total col- 





Kentucky 
Louisiana 





New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 


North Carolina 


Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 


‘Tennessee 





316, 432 
8, 826 
15, 837 
430, 352 
3, 889 
85, 376 
55, 558 


556 


Washington 
West 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 


, 993 | 

Virginia , | 
| 

| 


618, 457 | 
1, 315, 497 | 2. 94 | 
20, 789 | 1 2.05! 


irginia 





* Including Indians, Chinese, Japanese, &c. 
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35, 160 | 
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ored population who 


cannot write. 


47.70 


53. 58 
19. 28 
49. 04 
28. 04 
17.74 
13. 92 
32. 71 
41. 85 





The above table, prepared at the request of Hon. H. W. Biarr, chairman of the Senate Committee on Education, is respectfully submitted to the Superintendent of 
the Census, with the statement that while its figures are believed to be in most instances correct, they are entirely preliminary, and therefore subject to such changes 


as may result from the final revision. 


I now ask for action on the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. DAWES. LI call up the concurrent resolution reported by me 
yesterday from the Committee on Appropriations, relative to the holi- 
day recess. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following concurrent resolu- 
tion, yesterday received from the House of Representatives : 

Resolved by the House of entatives, (the Senate concurring,) That when the 


two Houses adjourn on Wednesday, the 2ist day of December, 1881, they stand 
adjourned until twelve o'clock meridian on Thursday, the 5th day of January, 
1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

‘ Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on that, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the principal legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Kansas, {Mr. Piums.] If he were present, he would 
vote ‘‘yea” and I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HARRISON, (when the name of Mr. MILLER, of California, was 
called.) I desire to announce that the Senator from California [Mr. 
MILLER] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. But- 


The question is on concurring in 


, viii HENRY RANDALL WAITE, 
Special Agent Statistics of Education, [Uiteracy, Libraries, Museums, and Religious Organizations. 


LER.] Ido not know how either of them would vote on this ques- 


tion. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced-.- 
yeas 47, nays 15; as follows: 


Allison, 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 

Beck, 

Brown, 

Call, 

Camden, 
Cameron of Pa., 


Cameron of Wis., 


Conger, 


Davis of Illinois, 
Davis of W. Va., 


Blair, 
Coke, 
Edmunds 
Farley, 


Aldrich, 
Butler, 
Cockrell, 
Fair, 


YEAS—47. 


Dawes, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 

Hale, 

Hampton, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 

Hill of Colorado, 
Hill of Georgia, 
Hoar, 
Jebnston, 


Jones of Florida, 
Kellogg, 
Lamar, 
McDill, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
MillerofN. Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 

Platt, 

Pugh, 
Ransom, 


NAYS—1. 


Ferry, 
Frye, 
Garland, 
Ingalls, 


Jacksen, 


onas, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Lapham, 


ABSENT—14. 


George. 
Grover, 
Logan, 
Mahone, 


Maxey, 
Miller of Cal., 
Pendleton, 
Plumb, 


So the resolution was concurred in. 


Saulsbury, 
— 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Teller, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Walker, 
Williams, 
Windom. 


Morrill, 
Rollins, 
Slater. 


Van Wyck, 
Veorhees. 
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. HOAR. I now call up the resolution for appointing a special 
committee on woman suffrage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour having expired, 
the Senator from Massachusetts calls up the resolution which was 
under consideration yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the regular order? 

The PRESIDENT — ‘here is no regular unfinished busi- 
ness. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] gave notice yesterday 
that he would ask the indulgence of the Senate to-day to consider the 
subject of homestead rights. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope this matter may be disposed of. It is very 
unpleasant to me to stand before the Senate in this way, taking up 
its time with this matter in a five minutes’ debate every day in suc- 
cession for an unlimited period of time. It isa matter which every 
Senator understands. It has nothing to do with the merits of the 
woman suffrage question at all. It is a mere desire on the part of 
these people to have a particular form of hearing, which seems to me 
the most convenient for the Senate, and I hope the Senate will be 
willing to vote on the resolution and let it pass. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to proceeding to the consider- 
ation of the resolution, but I desire to address the Senate upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I must ask now asa favor of the Senator from 
Alabama that he let the resolution be disposed of promptly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama states 
that-he has no objection to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion, but he asks leave to make some remarks uponit. The Chair 
hearing no objection to the consideration of the resolution, it is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. FARLEY. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
calls it up as a matter of right. Ifa majority of the Senate a, to 
take up the resolution it is before the Senate, and the Chair will put 
the question. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules by Mr. 
Hoar on the 13th instant; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
to whom shall be referred all ees bills, and resolves providing for the exten- 
sion of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] to refer the 
subject to the Committee on the Judiciary, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I stand in a different relation to 
this question from that of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. BEck,]} 
who said yesterday that he had received a number of communications 
from very respectable ladies in his own State upon this very impor- 
tant subject, and yet felt constrained by a sense of duty to deny the 
action which they solicited at the hands of Congress. I am not in- 
formed that any woman from Alabama has ever sent a petition to the 
Senate, or to either House, upon this matter. Indeed, it is my im- 
pression that no petitions or letters have ever been addressed by 
any lady in the State of Alabama to either House of Congress upon 
this question. Itmay be that that peculiar type of civilization which 
drives women from their homes to the ballot-box to seek redress and 
protection against their husbands has never yet reached the State 
ef Alabama, and I shall not be disagreeably disappointed if it should 
never come upon our people, for they have lived in harmony and in 
prosperity now for many years. Besides the relief which the State 
has seen proper to give to married women in respect of their separate 
estates,we have not thought it wise or politic in any sense to go fur- 
ther and undertake to make a line of demarkation between the hus- 
band as a politician and the wife as a politician. On the contrary, 
according to our estimate of a proper civilization, we look to the 
family relation as being the true foundation of our republican insti- 
tutions. Strike out the family relation, disband the family, destroy 
the proper authority of the person at the head of the family, either 
the wife or the husband, ale you take from beneath the institutions 
that we boast of as American institutions in our free, constitutional, 
and popular government all of their real, legitimate foundation. 

I think that too little attention is paid to this subject by gentle- 
men who undertake to direct the policy and frame the statutes of the 
United States Government and sometimes of the State governments. 
Too little attention is paid to the fact that what we so proudly style 
American civilization and the American constitutional arrangement 
of the rights of the people in the States at last rests for its most solid 
and enduring foundation upon the basis of the organism of the 
families of the land. Inone sense, when you come to view the Ameri- 
can people, commencing at the remotest borders and extending across 
in either direction to the other remote borders, they are but adjacent 
proprietors of land whose lands are bounded by each other’s posses- 
sions, and they form a series of communities in which there prevails 
more of the moral power to which we constantly appeal for the suc- 
cessful administration of political affairs than is to be found in any 
other form, political or social, of the American people. So, sir, I 


would preserve this ancient foundation of our liberties." I would 
preserve it against all assault and against all intrusion. I would 
preserve the unity, harmony, and strength of the family relation 
beyond all assault, as [ have said, and beyond all intrusion. 

The measure which is now brought before the Senate of the United 
States is but the initial measure of a series which has been urged upon 
the attention of States and Territories, and upon the attention of the 
Congress of the United States in various forms to draw a line of po- 
litical demarkation through a man’s household, through his fireside, 
and to open to the intrusion of politics and politicians that sacred 
circle of the family where no man should be permitted to intrude 
without the consent of both the heads of the family. What picture 
could be more disagreeable or more disgusting than to have a pot- 
house politician introduce himself into a gentleman’s family, with his 
wife seated at one side of the fireplace and himself at the other, and 
this man coming between to urge arguments why the wife should 
oppose the policy that the husband advocates, or that the husband 
should oppose the policy that the wife advocates? Sir, it would be 
unseemly and disgraceful to allow the families of this country to be 
intruded — by any such evil and vile influence as must necessarily 
attend such intrusions upon the domestic circles of the land. 

If this measure means anything it is a proposition that the Senate 
of the United States shall first vote to carry into effect this unjust and 
improper intrusion into the home circle. Suppose this resolution to 
raise a select committee should be passed: that committee will have 
its hands full andits ears full of petitions and applications and speeches 
from strong-minded women, and of course it must make some report 
to the Senate; and we shall have this subject introduced in here as 
one that requires a peculiar application of the powers of the Senate 
for its digestion and for the completion of the bills and, measures 
founded upon it. At the next session of Congress this select commit- 
tee will become a standing committee of the Senate, and then we shall 
have that which appears to be the most potential and at the same time 
the most dangerous element in politics to-day, agitation, agitation, 
agitation. It seems that the legislators of the United States Govern 
ment are not to be allowed to pass in quiet judgment upon measures 
of this character, but like many other things which are addressing 
themselves to the attention of the people on this side of the water and 
the other, they must all be moved against the Senate and against 
the House by agitation. Youraise your committee and allow the agi- 
tators to come before them, yea, more than that, you invite them to 
come; and what is the result? The Congress of the United States 
will for the next ten or perhaps twenty years be continually assailed 
by ae and peculiar legislation in favor of the women of the land. 
Ido not understand that a woman in this country has any more 
right to a select committee than a man has. It would be just as ra- 
tional and as proper in every legislative and parliamentary sense to 
have a select committee for the consideration of the rights of men as 
to have a committee for the consideration of the rights of women. 

I object, sir, to this disseverance between the sexes, and I object to 
the Senate of the United States giving its sanction in advance or in 
any way to this character of legislation. It is a false principle, and 
it will work evil, and only evil, in this country. 

What jurisdiction do you expect to exercise in the Senate of the 
United States for the benefit of the women in respect of suffrage or 
in respect of separate estates? Where are the boundaries of your 
jurisdiction? You find them in the Territories and in the District of 
Columbia, If you expect to proceed into the States you must have 
the Constitution of the United States amended so as to put our wives 
and our daughters upon the footing of those who are provided for in 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. Your jurisdiction is lim- 
ited to the Territories and to the District of Columbia. 

Inasmuch as this measure, I understand, has been made a party 
measure by the decree of a caucus, I propose to make some little in- 
quiry into the past legislation of the Congress of the United States 
under Republican rule in respect of the extension of the right of suf- 
frage to certain classes of people inthiscountry. I will take up first 
the Territories. A system has prevailed in the organization of the 
Territories, I believe, uniformly the same as that which obtained in 
the case of the organization of the Territory of Utah. Under the 
fifth section of the act organizing the Territory of Utah, which was 
passed in 1850, it is provided: 

That every free white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years, who 
shall have been a resident of said Territory at the time of the passage of this act, 
shall be entitled to vote at the first election, and shall be eligible toany office within 
the said Territory; but the qualifications of voters and of holding office, at all sub- 
sequent elections, shall be such as shall be prescribed by the Le tive Assembly : 
Provided, That the right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised only 
by citizens of the United States, including those recognized as citizens by the 
treaty with the Republic of Mexico, concluded February 2, 1848. . 

I believe that every Territorial government is modeled upon this 
system so far as it concerns the right of suffrage. We have put it in 
the power of the Territorial Legislature after the first vote has been 
cast under the laws of the United States organizing the Territory, 
to prescribe the qualifications of voters, and after the qualification 
has been regulated by the law of the Territory, the remaining power 
in Congress is only to repeal or modify such legislation. So, sir, we 
have put it in the power of these Territorial Legislatures to provide 
for female suffrage, and if they should undertake to establish the 
right of women to vote, in order to correct that if we think it needs 
correction, we should have to repeal the act or modify it. A Territo- 








rial Legislature has the absolute right of legislation under such cir- 
cumstances, and we only have the right to repeal or modify what 
they may do. . 

Let us look for a moment at the result of woman suffrage in some 
of the Territories. I have read to you the act of 1850, organizing the 
Territory of Utah. The Territorial Legislature has gone forwardand 
conferred the right of suffrage upon the women of Utah Territory. 
The population of Utah Territory in the last decade has reached 
from 64,000, I believe, to about 150,000; I cannot state the figures 
exactly. The Territorial Legislature of Utah conferred upon the 
females of that Territory the right of suffrage, and how have they 
exerted that right? Sir, Iam ashamed to say it, but it is known to 
the world that the power of Mormonism and polygamy in Utah Ter- 
ritory is sustained by female suffrage. You cannot get rid of those 
laws. Ninety per cent. of the legis!ative power of Utah Territory is 
Mormon and polygamous. If female suffrage is to be incorporated 
into the laws of our country with a view to the amelioration of our 
morals or our political sentiments, we stand aghast at the spectacle 
of what has been wrought by its exercise in the Territory of Utah. 
There standsa power supporting the crime of polygamy through what 
they call a Divine inspiration, or teaching from God, and all the 
power of the judges of the United States and of the Congress of the 
United States has been unavailing to break it down. Who have 
upheld it? Those who in the family circle represent one husband 
to fifteen women. 

Utah Territory is increasing continually in its population and with 
great rapidity. There is not such a missionary establishment in the 
world belonging to any church whatsoever as that connected with the 
Mormon Church. It is part of their creed that all those who have 
united with the church of the Latter-day Saints shall be brought per- 
sonally into the Territory of Utah, and there planted around the tem- 
ples in which they profess to worship. <A continual and rapid accu- 
mulation of the power of the church and of polygamy is going on, and 
when the Gentiles, as they are called, enter that Territory with the 
view of breaking it up they are confronted by the women, who are 
allowed to vote, and from whom we should naturally expect a better 
and a higher morality in reference to subjects of the kind. But this 
only shows the power of man over woman. It only shows how through 
her tender affections, her delicate sensibilities, and her confiding spirit 
she can be made the very slave and bond-servant of man, and can 
scarcely ever be made an independent participant in the stronger 
exercise of the powers which God seems to have intrusted to him. 
Never was there a picture more disgusting or more condemnatory of 
the extension of the franchise to women as contradistinguished from 
men than is presented in the Territory of Utah to-day. 

We have now ten million voters in the United States, who repre- 
sent fifty million people. Whatis the attitude of an American voter 
in reference to the non-voting population? Itis that of arepresent- 
ative. One manin our political policy represents five people in vot- 
ing, whether in a local election or in the most important election to 
which his franchise extends. Hestandsin our system asa represent- 
ative of five people and votes for them; and by necessity it must re- 
main so, because every child and every woman cannot vote, and 
there must be some line of demarkation which fixes the boundary of 
the franchise of voting. That boundary was wisely fixed with refer- 
ence to the supposed condition of families and the necessities of fami- 
lies, so that when a child became twenty-one years of age, if he were 
a son, or, being the head of a family and twenty-one years of age and 
over, he could represent that family in casting a ballot; and it adds 
much to the dignity and the value of the position of the American 
citizen that in all the different departments in which he is allowed 
to exercise the power of the ballot he is attended with the responsi- 
bility of this representative character. We must not discard that. 

Where is the necessity of raising the number of voters in the United 
States from 10,000,000 to 20,000,000? That would be the direct effect 
of conferring suffrage upon the women, for they have at least one- 
half, if nota little more than one-half, of the entire population of the 
country above the age of twenty-one. We have now masses of voters 
so enormous in numbers as that it seems to be almost beyond the 
power of the law to execute the purposes of the elective franchise 
with justice, with propriety, and without crime. How much would 
these difficulties and these intrinsic troubles be increased if we should 
raise the number of voters from ten to twenty million in the United 
States? That would be the direct and immediate effect of conferring 
the franchise upon the women. What would be the next effect of 
such an extension of the suffrage? It was described by my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. VesT] and by other Senators who have spoken 
upon this subject. The effect would be to drive the ladies of the land, 
as they are termed, the well-bred and well-educated women, the wo- 
men of nice sensibilities, within their home circle, there to remain, 
while the ruder of that sex would thrust themselves out on the hust- 
ings and at the ballot-box, and fight their way to the polls through 
negroes and others who are not the best of company even at the polls, 
to say nothing of the disgrace of association with them. You would 


paralyze one-third at least of the women of this land by the very yul- 
garity of the overture made to them that they should go struggling 
to the polls in order to vote in common with the herd of men. They 
would not undertake it. 
of the suffra 
while that w 


The most intelligent and trustworthy part 
» thus placed upon the land would never be available, 
ich was not worthy of respect either for its character 
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or for its information would take the matter in hand and move along 
in the circle of politicians to cast their suffrages at the ballot-box. 

As the States to be formed out of the Territories are admitted into 
the Union, they will come stamped with the characteristics which 
the Legislatures of the Territories have imprinted upon them; and if 
after due consideration in those Territories the men who have the 
regulation of public affairs should come to the conclusion that it was 
best to have woman suffrage, then we can allow them, under existing 
laws, to go on and perfect their systems and apply for admission into 
the Union wit™ them as they may choose to adopt them and to shape 
them. The law upon that subject as it exists is liberal enough, for 
it gives to the Legislatures the right to regulate the qualifications of 
sufirage. It leaves it to each local community, wherever it may be 
throughout the Territories of the United States, to determine for itself 
what it may prefer to have. 

Is it the object in the raising of this committee that it shall have 
only so many speeches made, so much talk about it, or is it to be the 
object of the committee to have legislation brought here? If you 
bring legislation here, what will you bring? An amendment to the 
Constitution like the fourteenth amendment, or else some provision 
obligatory upon the Territories by which female suffrage shall be al- 
lowed there, whether the people want it or whether they do not? For 
my part, before this session of Congress ends I intend to introduce a 
bill to repeal woman suffrage in the Territory of Utah, knowing and 
believing that that will be the most effectual remedy for the extir- 
pation of polygamy in that unfortunate Territory. 

If you choose to repeal the laws of any Territory conferring the 
right of suffrage upon women you have the power in Congress to do 
it; but there are no measures introduced here and none advocated 
in that direction. The whole drift of this movement is in the other 
direction. This committee is sought to be raised either for the accom- 
modation of some Senator who wants a chairmanship and a clerk, or 
it is sought to be raised for the purpose of encouraging a raid on the 
law and traditions of this country, which I think would end in our 
total demoralization. I therefore oppose this measure in the begin- 
ning, and I expect to oppose it as far as it may go. 

Now, let us notice for a moment the case of the District of Colum- 
bia. There are some Senators here who have given themselves a 
great deal of trouble in the advocacy of the right of suffrage of the 
people of the United States, and especially of the colored people. 
They put themselves to great trouble, and doubtless at some expense 
of feeling, to worry and beset and harry gentlemen who come from 
certain States of this Union, in reference to the votes of the negroes; 
and yet these very gentlemen have been either in this House or in 
the other when the Republican party has had a two-thirds majority 
of both branches and has deliberately taken from the people of the 
District of Columbia the right to elect any officer from a constable to 
a mayor, all because when the experiment was tried here it was 
found that the negroes were a little too strong. There was too much 
African suffrage in the ballot-box, and they must get rid of it, and 
to get rid of it on terms of equality they have disfranchised every 
man in the District of Columbia. Here underthe very shadow of the 
Capitol, which sits in the center of a circle of States that profess to 
be free and constitutional States, every one of which in its constitu- 
tion guarantees the right of suffrage to all men over twenty-one years 
of age, and many of them to women, these gentlemen, who are so 
boastful of their own goodness and kindness of heart that they wish 
to include all the female sex in the right of voting, when they come 
to the practical experiment of government find themselves compelled 
to rob the people in this District of the right of suffrage and to hold 
them in absolute despotic rule, governed by a triumvirate. That 
may be the best form of government for the District of Columbia, but 
when it is contrasted with the views that we have of republican, free, 
constitutional institutions and establishments of government, it is 
the darkest spot that ever shadowed any ten or twenty miles square 
of land in the United States of America. 

Gentlemen come here into the Senate of the United States and make 
long speeches urging upon the States the necessity of securing a full, 
free, fair, and unabridged right on the part of ne, 8 to vote every- 
where, and scolding and vituperating the States in respect of their 
conduct, when they themselves, after having given to the negroes the 
right of suffrage in the District of Columbia, took it away because they 
could not stand it in their own persons and in reference to their own 
property. If there had not been a Republican in the United States 
who owned any property in the District of Columbia, the negroes 
to-day would have been voters in this District; but when it was 
found that negro guffrage was to control Republican property and 
Republican administration of local affairs in the District of Colum- 
bia, then with one broad swoop they dismissed the negro and the 
white man and the woman from all opportunities of exercising the 
power to vote. Let it not any more be thrown at us that we have 
denied any people the right of suffrage, that we have abridged or in 
any way restrained any persons in the exercise of this right, when 
the men who have had such immense majorities in both branches of 
Congress have absolutely sponged out the right of the white and the 
black both to vote, merely to get rid of negro suffrage. 

I shall have more faith in the sincerity of the declarations of gen- 
tlemen of their desire to have the women vote when I see that they 
have made some step toward the restoration of the right of suffrage 
to the people of the District of Columbia. While they let this blot 














remain upon our law, while they allow this damning conviction to 
stand, they may stare us in the face and accuse us continually of a 
want of candor and sincerity on this subject, but they will address 
their arguments to me in vain, even as coming from men who have 
an infatuation upon the subject. I do not believe a word of it, Mr. 
President. 

I cannot be convinced against these facts that this new movement 
in favor of female suffrage means anything more than to add another 
patch to the worn-out garment of Republicanism, which they patched 
with Mahoneism in Virginia, with repudiation elsewhere, and which 
they now seek to patch further by putting on the delicate little silk 
covering of woman suffrage. : 

I do not believe that this movement has its root and branch in any 
sincere desire to give to the women of this land the right of suffrage. 
I think it is a mere party movement with a view of attempting to 
draw into the reach of the Republican party some little support from 
the sympathy and interest they suppose the ladies will take in their 
cause if they should advocate it here. No bill, perhaps, is expected 
to be reported. The committee will sit and listen and profess to be 
charmed and enlightened and instructed by what may be said, and 
then the subject will be passed by without any actual effort to secure 
the passage of a bill. 

Introduce your bills and let them go to the Judiciary Committee, 
where the rights of men are to be considered as well as the rights of 
women. If this subject is of that pressing national importance which 
Senators seem to think it is, it is not to be supposed that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary will fail to give it profound and early atten- 
tion. When you bring a select committee forward under the circum- 
stances under which this is to be raised, you must not expect us to 
give credit generally to the idea that the real purpose is to advance 
the cause of woman suffrage, but rather that the real purpose is to 
advance the cause of political domination in this country. 

I can see no reason for the raising of this select committee, unless 
it be to furnish some Senator, as I have remarked, with a clerk and 
messenger. If that were the avowed reason or could even be inti- 
mated, I think I should be disposed to yield that courtesy to the Sena- 
tor, whoever he might be; but I cannot do it under the false pretext 
that the real object is to bring forward measures here for the intro- 
duction of woman suffrage into the District of Columbia, where we 
have no suffrage, or into the Territories, where they have all the suf- 
frage that the Territorial Legislatures see proper to give them. I 
therefore shall oppose the resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and two minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

ISAAC R. HILL. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 58) for the relief of Isaac 
R. Hill, reported it without amendment. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAY TO HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, and by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) giving 
one month’s pay to certain employés of the House of Representatives; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. CALL. I desire to call up the bill (S. No. 141) for the protec- 
tion of homestead settlers under the laws of the United States, so as 
to have it made the unfinished business for to-morrow morning, for 
“2 se of then addressing the Senate. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
will be the unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and four minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 21, 1881. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. EDWARD 
McPHERSON, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(S. No. 485) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislature of 
New Mexico held November 2, 1880, and for other purposes. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 20th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 127) granting the franking privilege to Lucretia R. 
Garfield; and ’ 

An act (S. No. 209) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, and an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States for the District of Columbia,” approved January 31, 1879. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States, transmitting a letter from the See- 
retary of the Treasury in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 
6th instant, concerning instructions to and reports of certain examiners 
of national banks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance_ 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from Captain Thomas H. Handbury, 
Corps of Engineers, of an examination of Little Red River, Arkansas, 
made in compliance with law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Chicago, Illinois, in favor of an appropriation for the estab- 
lishment of a line of water transportation connecting the Upper Mis- 
sissippi River with the northern lakes; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions of the synod of New Jersey, 
favoring such legislation as will effectually suppress and remove 
the evils of polygamy ; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Henry Krager and others, citizens 
of Chariton, Macon, and other counties of Missouri, for legislation on 
the subject of railway transportation ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Falls County, Texas, 
and a petition of citizens of La Grange, Texas, praying for Congres- 
sional legislation in the matter of extortionate chargés by railroad 
corporations ; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of citizens of Alabama, praying 
for the establishment of a post-route from Estill’s Fork, Alabama, to 
Winchester, Tennessee ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented additional papers in the matter of the 
claim of Warren Hall for five bales of cotton; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 36) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United 
States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Min- 
nesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of Au- 
gust, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

r. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 271) for the relief of Frank D. Yates and others, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. ‘ 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 12) to establish and equalize the grades 
and regulate appointments and promotions in the Marine Corps, re- 
perted it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of Albert H. Emery, reportéd it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. No. 536) to refer the claim of Captain 
Horatio Nelson, late master of the momelly Nees Star, to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 304) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Captain Lambert Wickes, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred. 
the bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of F. G. Schwatka, sr., reported if 


with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. s 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


(S. No. 68) for the relief of the representatives of Gideon Walker, de- 
ceased, a soldier in the United States Army from 1792 to 1795, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred a resolution ‘‘that 1,500 copies of the report of the commis- 
sioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company be printed for 
the use of the commissioner,” have instructed me to report it with 
a substitute, and I ask for its present consideration. The substitute 
only need be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings and 
Trust Company be printed, and that 1,500 additional copies be printed for the use 
of the commissioner. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 670) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 671) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington and Georgetown Junction Steam Railway Company in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 672) for the relief of John M. McClintock ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 673) for the relief of William 
Wheeler Hubbell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He (by request) also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 674) to pay for the use of the Spring- 
field vibrating and secured breech-block invention of fire-arms, re- 
volving-cylinder pistol, and primed cartridges used in the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 675) for the relief of Thomas 
J. League; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 
on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 676) for the relief of Julian W. Dean and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. No. 677) for the relief of Mirand W. Saxton; which 
. was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 678) forthe relief of J. B. Cornell and others; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 679) for the relief of William A. Gavett; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 680) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 681) for the relief of Abram G. Hoyt; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 682) in relation to the compensation and expenses 
of pension agents ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 683) regulating the pension of William 
Blaisdell ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
inittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 684) for the relief of F. W. Peyton, adminis- 
trator de bonis non of James D. Morton, deceased ; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in this case, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. . 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 685) to shorten the period required in home- 
steading public lands to two years; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Pfender be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Newman and Van Hoffman be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 








On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. Mary S. Porter be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Joseph H. Tall be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and =o relating to the claim of Martin Kenofsky 
be taken from the files and referred tothe Committee on Foreign Relations, sub- 
ject to the rule. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Elizabeth Long be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Emma A. Ramsey be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim for the relief of E. Eastman be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. FERRY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Margaret Lee be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of J. R. Collett be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of John Taylor be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim for the relief of Emma A. Porch 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

RECLAMATION OF POTOMAC FLATS, 


Mr. RANSOM. I offer the following resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration : 

Resolved, That the number of Senators composing the special committee on the 
Potomac Flats be increased from five to seven. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be glad to have the Senator from North 
Carolina state some reason for this proposed increase of the member- 
ship of the committee. 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure, sir. I will not say that this 
is an important committee; Iam satisfied my friend from Kansas 
appreciates that fact; but we have found in the consideration of the 
matter that the representation on the committee should be larger 
than it is now; that it should consist of more than five members. 
The addition of two more members to it could be no inconvenience to 
any member of the Senate, but would add to the strength of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not design specially to oppose the resolution ; 
but I want to say that as a matter of comparison the committee ought 
to be less rather than more. If the Committee on Commerce is to 
consider the reclamation of the Potomac Flats as one requiring a 
special committee of seven to give it immediate and personal consid- 
eration, then the improvement of the Missouri River, of the Missis- 
sippi River, and of various important harbors on the Atlantic coast, 
ought to be, it seems to me, remitted to a delegation of about fifty. 

I think too much consideration entirely is given to this subject. 
It is not one that is of any national concern whatever. It is one 
that is entirely immaterial and unimportant as compared with other 
subjects which the Committee on Commerce will have to consider. 
While I do not care to object to this proposed increase of the number 
of the special committee from five to seven, I do object to the inicrence 


that thereby this matter is of that great importance which the in- 


crease of the committee would seem to imply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be appointed ? 

Mr. RANSOM and others. By the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. CAMERON of Pennsyl- 
vania and Mr. GORMAN the additional members of the committee. 


MACLAY’S DEBATES. 


Mr. MITCHELL (by request) submitted the following resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate purchase 125 copies of the book enti- 
tled Sketches of Debates in the First Senate of the United States, noted by William 
Maclay, a Senator from Pennsylvania, at the rate of $4 per copy, the same to be paid 
for out of the contingent. fund of the Senate; the same to be for distribution as. 
directed by the Committee on the Library. 


How shall the additional members. 


FOREIGN TARIFF ON AMERICAN MANUFACTURES. 
Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate, as soon as possible, the presentrates of duties imposed by France 
and Germany on the manufactures of the United States when imported into those 
countries, especially on the various manufactures of cotton, wool, iron, and leather, 
and to inform the Senate at what rates like manufactured articles are allowed to 
be imported into those countries from Great Britain, if he has such information in 
his Depaytment. 


The Senate, by nnanimons consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


| lution. 








1881. 


Mr. BECK. I desire only to say that I ot a week ago to Mr. 
James for a part of this information, and he said he could give it. 

When I went back this morning I was advised that I could only get 

the information by a written communication addressed to the Secre- 

tary himself, and that the subordinate officers were not allowed to 

furnish information. I have been in the habit of going to the Chief 
of the Bureau of Statistics, to the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 

nue, and other heads of bureaus for many things and obtaining 

promptly the information desired, If such a rule is to prevail here- 

after as that indicated this morning, it would put a great many of 
us to very great inconvenience. That, however, is not what I rose 

to ask for. I hope the resolution will be allowed to pass. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwas unable to hear what the Senator from Ken- 
tucky said by reason of the confusion in the Chamber, but there is 
omnes subject in connection with the resolution which I should like 
to have inquired into, and that is a statement containing informa- 
tion as to what articles are entirely prohibited by France from enter- 
ing that country. 

Mr. BECK. I want that information very much, and I should like 
to add that to the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the mover would add that to the resolution. 

Mr. BECK. I will add “also what articles of American manufact- 
ure are prohibited by those countries.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. ? will make another suggestion to the Senator 
from Kentucky. I happened to be looking the other day at the dis- 
cussions that Cosented the tariff of 1842, and I noticed there an in- 
quiry made which it might be useful to make at this time as it is quite 
possible we may enter upon some discussion of the tariff question. 
A resolution was then adopted by the Senate calling upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to give a general statement of the taritis of all 
countries, and I do not know but that the scope of this resolution 
might as well beenlarged. It would not be a very ponderous volume. 
I have one myself that was published in England for official uses 
there, and I think that our Secretary of the Treasury could furnish 
us with a general statement of the tariffs of all countries with which 
we have any trade without making a very serious job of it. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator will allow me, I hope he will intro- 
duce such a resolution. The preparation of that information would 
take some months perhaps. The facts embraced in this immediate 
resolution may be needed as soon as the report of the Committee on 
Finance is made after the holidays in regard to bills pending in that 
committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

Mr. BECK. This information can be given in an hour or two, 
while the other might take several months. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihardly think it would take long ; but no matter, 
I will waive it now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that in 
the proper place he insert the words “in tabular form.” The resolu- 
tion as it now stands would probably call for the whole French tariff, 
and the treaty between France and Great Britain regulating the 
rates of certain duties; but if the information is called for in tabu- 
lar form it would be very much condensed and be brought in much 
sooner and be much more avilable for use. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. All I desire is to obtain the information 
in a short time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolution as modified be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio suggests a 
modification by adding “in tabular form,” which the mover accepts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution be read, when the Senator 
will see that it is rather broad and would bring in the whole French 
tariff. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate, as soon as possible, the present rates of duties, in tabular form, 
imposed by France and Germany on the manufactures of the United States, when 
imported into those countries, especially on the various manufactures of cotton 
wool, iron, and leather, and to inform the Senate at what rates like manufactured 
articles are allowed to be imported into those countries from Great Britain, if he 
has such information in his Department; and that he also inform the Senate what 


articles of American manufactures or other products of the United States are pro- 
hibited from introduction into said countries. 


Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to my friend from Kentucky that he 
insert, after ‘‘ manufactures,” the words “all other products of the 
United States.” 

Mr. BECK. That would take alongtime. Inregard to very many 
of the products, such as grain and others, there is no discrimination, 
as I understand. 

Mr. MORRILL. But I should like to see what their tariff is upon 
wheat, flour, pork, lard, tobacco, and various other articles. I un- 
derstand that their duties there are very onerous on all these prod- 
uets; and although I have the information myself, I should like to 
have it presented to the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I am extremely anxious to get all the information 
possible, and we can get all the Senator from Vermont desires before 
we meet after the holidays. I should like to make it as extensive as 
he desires, for I am unable to get the information in an authentic 
form. 

Mr. MORRILL, Then I move to amend the resolution by insert- 


The resolution as modified will be 
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ing after the word ‘‘ manufactures” the words, ‘‘ and all other prod- 
ucts,” so as to read, ‘‘the present rates of duties imposed by France 
and Germany on the manufactures and all other products of the 
United States.” 

Mr. BECK. The Secretary of State, in a volume entitled The 
Cotton Products of the World, in an appendix thereto, which ap- 
peared the other day, gives a pretty full statement of the tariff on 
some articles; but I was unable to ascertain the discriminations 
against this country as compared with other countries. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to add to the resolution also, if the Sen- 
ator has no objection, “and also the rates of wages paid in those 
countries to operatives engaged in the same or similar manufac- 
tures.” 

Mr. BECK. We would get no information at all for a long time if 
that isinserted. We have all that information, I think. I will vote 
for any proposition separately seeking that information, but I should 
like to have the information I ask for now for use during the holi- 
days, if I can get it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it would not be useful to send to 
the Senate and print a single, isolated line of statistics in regard to 
this matter ; that if the Senator wishes to compare their tariff policy 
— ours he should also have the means before him of comparing its. 
results. 

I understand that the great question of tariff or no tariff, and of 
comparison between the tariff policies of other countries and this, 
depends upon the question whether the American rate of wages can 
be maintained. The people of this country are its rulers. In the 
manufacturing States, like the one which I have the honor in part 
to represent, the operatives in their mills are their rulers. Whatever 
policy of State government or of national government, whatever 
policy as to schools, as to churches, as to the construction of rail- 
roads, as to finance, as to currency, as to banking, as to the pros- 
perity of commerce, as to the rights of capital and the protection of 
those rights, prevails, is first argued before and then reasoned out by 
the understandings of the men who do the work in the manufactur- 
ing and mechanical establishments of those communities; and some 
of us mean that whatever else happens, this shall happen, that from 
the product of their labor there shall be awarded to those operatives 
a share which will give them an opportunity to put their children 
in school, to have their wives aieed church and lectures decently 
clad, free to enjoy the luxury of knowledge and the luxuries of social 
life; and to do that the American rate of wages must be paid and 
maintained. That cannot be done in France, or in Germany, or in 
Great Britain; and it is for the interest of the American citizen most 
remote from those communities that the men who govern and are to 

govern in so large degree the country of which those citizens are a 
part shall have that rate of wages and of compensation for their 
day’s and year’s work which will enable them to obtain these primal 
necessities of American citizenship. No discussion of this kind can be 
intelligent unless it is directed to that one point: Can the American 
laboring man maintain, as he has for the last twenty years main- 
tained under the protective policies which have prevailed, this stand- 
ard of compensation? 

Iread with great pleasure the remarks of the honorable Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES, ] not now in his seat, made at one of the most 
gratifying expositions of the industry of the South, in which he sum- 
moned his neighbors of the Northwest and his countrymen of the South 
to a policy which was to build up their manufactures, have the ele- 
ments of prosperity established on every stream and in every valley 
and by the side of every railroad throughout that fair domain. Let 
these manufactures come in the Northwest and in the Southwest and 
in the Southeast; let them compete with, let them drive out in many 
cases, the industries for which the East has been celebrated and of 
which in this country it has had almost a monopoly. We are willing, 
but we are willing on this one condition, that the southern and the 
western laborer who accomplishes that work shall be a man whose 
day’s wages is sufficient to enable him to enjoy the priceless luxuries 
ofeducation, of comfort, and contentment which belong toevery Amer- 
ican citizen. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, for once I desire to say to the Senate, 
and to the Senator from Vermont in particular, that Iam not now 
seeking to make a speech on the tariff. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has indulged himself in doubtless a very good speech, but it was - 
not akin to my resolution. I am seeking to ascertain what oppress- 
ive or prohibitory duties the great nations of the continent of Europe 
aré now imposing on our manufactures and our other products, while 
they are allowing the manufacturers of Great Britain to import like 
goods at a lower rate. ‘That is the simple, plain inquiry I desire to 
make of the Secretary of the Treasury. The use to be made of that 
information hereafter it is unnecessary now to speak of in detail. I 
know that we are now prohibited from introducing many articles of 
American manufacture, while England is introducing the same arti- 
cles manufactured in her dominion into France at 10 per cent. tarift 
tax under a special treaty with that country. Germany is doing the 
same thing, perhaps not to the same‘extent, and America is handi- 
capped heavily to-day in those great countries. I desire officially to.- 
know to what extent we are so punished. The reasons for it will be 
developed hereafter. I think our protective and prohibitory duties 
on their products have much to do with it. Retaliation generally 
follows vicious or oppressive legislation. 
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The question of wages, of course, is a proper thing to inquire into, 
but not in this connection; and the Senator from Massachusetts had 
better go a little further when he inquires into wages and ascertain 
what the wages of an English mechanic, who has a wife and three 
children—I believe that is about the average of a family in statisti- 

cal statements—will buy forthe support of that wife and those three 
children and himself during the year, in clothing and necessary house- 
hold goods, in comparison with what can be purchased by the wages 
of the American operative for himself, his wife, and three children 
with a like sum, and the Senator will find that when the American 
operative buys his clothes for the year, his wife’s clothes, and the 
clothes for his three children for the year, the carpets for their rooms, 
the blankets for their beds, and the necessaries of life that every man 
who keeps house even in an humble way must have, $500 of wages 


paid here under our vaunted protective policy does not procure as | 


much for the American operative as $300 does for the English laborer. 
Wages are worth to the laboring man what wages will buy, and no 
more. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

Mr. BECK. But I am not going into that now. 

Mr. DAWES. One word. What is the reason the English laborer 
does not stay in England? 

Mr. BECK. The reason is because the institutions of this country 
are very much more favorable to them and their children than the 
institutions of that country, and because we have given every one of 
them who sees fit to come and declare his intention to become an 
American citizen three hundred and twenty acres of the best land in 
the world for nothing, while England has not a foot to give; and 
there are many other reasons, that I will not take time to enumerate, 
which induces them to come here. 

Again, in answer to the suggestion of the other Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] that they desire the people of the South to pay 
their operatives such wages as the operatives of New England demand 
trom them, I desire to say, respectfully but emphatically, that the wages 
paid by the people of the South is no concern and no part of the busi- 
ness of the people of Massachusetts. Nine-tenths of all the troubles 
in this country have come from meddling; and if the people of Massa- 
chusetts will attend to their own business and not meddle with the 
people of Georgia, the latter will, with inferior labor and with inferior 
machinery, bought in Massachusetts at high cost, and under other 
great disadvantages, with absolute free trade as between Massachu- 
setts and Georgia, compete, and compete successfully, as she is doing 
now without any protection, with the well organized labor and the 
thoroughly organized machinery of Massachusetts; and it is, perhaps, 
ecause the people of Georgia are thus, with absolute free trade work- 
ang seriously against their youthful industries, competing successfully 
with the old and established industries of Massachusetts that the 
threat has to be made that their laborers must have the same advan- 
tages that Massachusetts gives her laboring people. I have only to 
say that is the business of the people of Georgia. But the fact that 
she can compete is a pretty strong argument that no protection is 
needed, or Georgia and the South would need protection against New 
England, which, fortunately, under our Constitution, Congress can- 
not give. 

But these are all questions that [ do not propose to consider now. 
If it is not proper that Congress should know what discrimination 
France makes against us, let the Senate say so, and I will endeavor 
‘to obtain the information independent of the Treasury Department; 
but I desire to have it given officially, so that there shall be no doubt 
Senators can vote the resolution down if they think best. 
I think we ought to have the information it calls for. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I have no desire to embarrass the 
resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. I want the information 
that he asks for; but the amendment proposed by me is perfectly 
legitimate, and it really embraces our greatest amount of grievances 
in relation to the French tariff, and I presume it will not be resisted 
by the Senator from Kentucky, because it will not take any consid- 
erable time to obtain in tabular form the tariff upon such articles as 
I have enumerated, namely, the agricultural and other productions 
-of the United States. 

Mr. BECK. [I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to go into the discussion at the 
present time of the wages question. I have been in French manu- 
factories, and I know that there the women who work a whole week 





-do not receive one-third part as much as the women who work in our 


manufactories here. But that is a question which will come up at 
some othertime. I desire to knowif the Senator from Kentucky will 
not accept the amendment which I proposed, after the word “manu- 
factures” to insert “and all other productions of the United States.” 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont is accepted by the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I approve the resolution presented 
by the Senator from Kentucky, but I trust he will agree to modify it 
still further. To my knowledge the charges on goods and manufact- 
ures carried from this country to Mexico are in many instances ex- 
orbitant, almost prohibitory. We are now building railroads to that 
country; and if we are wise, if we pursue the course we ought to do, 
we shall make a proper reciprocity treaty with that country, on terms 
fair to both countries, and if we do so we shall capture the trade of 











that country which has been held by England for sixty years. During 
the last six years I have tried to impress this idea on the Senate. 

If the Senator from Kentucky will allow the resolution to extend 
to Mexico as well, I believe we can take such steps here as ultimately 
to bring about a reciprocity treaty, and the effect of that treaty will 
be not only to capture the trade which England now has with Mexico, 
but that upon a fair and equitable basis the business will constantly 
increase between this country and that country, and it will become 
one of the grandest features of the prosperity of the American Union. 

Mr. BECK. The amendment suggested by the Senator from Texas 
I think is very proper. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is to extend to our trade with Mexico. 

Mr. BECK. I accept that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 
It is almost impossible for the Secretary to understand where all these 
different amendments are to come in. 

Mr. BECK. After ‘‘Germany” insert ‘‘ Mexico.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the resolution read as it is 
amended. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to far- 
nish the Senate, as soon as possible, the present rates of duties, in tabular form, im- 
posed by France, Germany, and Mexico on the manufactures of the United States 
when ——— into those countries, especially on the various manufactures of cot- 
ton, wool, iron, and leather ; and in like form to inform the Senate at what rates like 
manufactured articles are allowed to be imported into those countries from Great 
Britain, if he has such information in his Department; and that he also inform the 
Senate what articles of American manufacture or other products of the United 
States are prohibited from intréduction into said countries, and also the rates of 
wages paid in those countries to the operatives—— 

Mr. BECK. No; I object to that about the wages. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts propose that amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by adding in the proper place : 

And also the rates of wages paid in those countries to operatives engaged in the 
same or similar manufactures. 

Mr. BECK. I regard this as not pertinent to the question at all, 
and unless the Senate votes it in I shall object to it. As a separate 
resolution I would vote for it, but not as a part of the one I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator thinks it will embarrass his resolu- 
tion—— 

Mr. BECK, 
Mr. HOAR. 
separately —— 

Mr. BECK. I will vote for it. 
it as a separate resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I think every Senator has a certain right to ask for 
information from the Department which is conceded by courtesy and 
in his own way, and therefore, although I want this to come with 
the other, the Senator expressing his opposition, I withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The question is on the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky as 
modified by him. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


WIDOW OF A. D. BANKS, 


Mr. LAMAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate to Mrs. 


Virginia Banks, widow of the late Andrew D. Banks, stationery clerk of the Sen- 
ate, a sum equal to his pay as stationery clerk as aforesaid for one year. 


ATCHAFALAYA RIVER. 


Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate any 
information on file in his Department relating to the deepening of the channel at 


the mouth of the Atchafalaya River, together with a copy of the United States 
survey of said channel. 


LAND ENTRIES IN NEBRASKA. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Whereas many owners by purchase and homestead entry of public lands in the 
State of Nebraska who have entered and improved such lands under the authority 
of the United States Government and its officers in the different land offices in said 
State, holding in many cases patents, are threatened with great injury by alleged 
defective titles: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be directed to make inquiry 


into the extent of the same, the cause thereof, and whether any remedy can be pro- 
vided to protect such innocent purchasers. 


Mr. PLATT. Let that lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That recital I do not know anything about. I 
m“ypet it had better be printed and lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 

16 Over, 

Mr. VAN WYCK subsequently said: The Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epmunps] desired that the resolution I offered a few moments 
ago should be printed and considered at anothertime. Onsubmitting 


I think it will. 
If the Senator will introduce a similar resolution 


Tannounced we would all vote for 


the resolution to the Senator he has interlined at the commencement 








1881. 
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of the resolution, ‘‘ Whereas it is alleged that,” &c., and withdraws 
his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mover accepts the modification. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my objection to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution is withdrawn, and it is before the Senate 
as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

LIEUTENANT-COMMANDER C. D. SIGSBEE. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to move to reconsider the vote of the 
Senate yesterday postponing indefinitely the joint resolution No. 6. 
The postponemerit was made upon the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and at the request of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and with the concurrence of a majority of that committee. I 
ask that the motion to postpone may be reconsidered in order to move 
a recommitment to that committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the resolution? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Senate joint resolution No. 6, in relation to 
allowing Lieutenant-Commander Sigsbee to receive a decoration from 
the Emperor of Germany. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I now move a recommitment of the joint res- 
olution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WAGES IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to communicate to the 
Senate, in tabular form, the rates of wages paid in the countries referred to in Sen- 
ate resolution of inquiry directed to him and adopted December 21, 1881, to oper- 
atives engaged in the manufactures therein referred to or those similar thereto. 

MEXICAN CLAIMS. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not in his opinion incompatible 
with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate any correspondence with 
the Mexican Government relative to the claims specified in the fifth section of the 
act of Congress approved June 18, 1878, and to inform the Senate whether any pay- 
ments have been made on said claims, and, if so, at what date. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What claims are referred to in that resolution? 
Mr. MORGAN. The La Abra claim is one. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


ASSISTANT IN DOCUMENT-ROOM. 
I move to take up the resolution I reported yester- 


The question is on the motion of 


Mr. PLATT. 


day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution will be considered as before the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution, reported 
yesterday by Mr. Piatr from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to appoint a 
«clerk to the superintendent of the document-room, at a salary of $1,800 per annum. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia insist on the amendment he offered yesterday to this resolution? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Since I offered the amendment I 
have had a talk with the contingent committee, and also with the 
parties interested—the superintendent of the document-room and 
the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate—and I believe, from the informa- 
tion I have received all around, that a suitable and proper person 
will be appointed. I withdraw any opposition I had, and withdraw 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
withdraws his amendment. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution as reported from the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. GAR. D. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Connecticut to the matter of the salary. I understand that there are 
two employés now under Mr. Smith in that department at a salary 
each of $1,440. What is the necessity now of giving this new one 
$1,800, unless you bring up the $1,440 men to the $1,800 standard also? 

Mr. PLATT. I think I can explain that to the satisfaction of the 
Senate. Senators who are acquainted with Mr. Smith, who is the 
superintendent of the document-room, Know, I think, that there is not 
another man in the country that can fill the duties of his position as 
he fills them. If he should be taken away we should suffer great 
inconvenience here. The object of this resolution is to put a man in 
that place who can be trained up, who has a capacity to be trained 
to fill the place of Mr.Smith. To speak plainly I do not believe that 
either of the assistants there now is a man who can take the position 
in case Mr. Smith should be disabled. 

I think that a clerk to be appointed there as this resolution con- 
templates is worth $1,800 a year, and ought to be paid $1,800 a year. 
Whether the assistants ought to be paid more than they are, I do not 
know, and I am not prepared at present to say. I know that all the 
employés in that office are hard worked officers, but I hope this res- 
olution will not be embarrassed by the question of whether the as- 
sistants already there receive compensation enough or not. I suggest 








to the Senator that this resolution should pass, and then if he finds 
hereafter that those at present employed in the room are not receiv- 
ing compensation enough it can be very easily fixed. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then, Mr. President, the salary of $1,800 is for 
the expected service this gentleman may render after he becomes 
trained to the business. We have two gentlemen now in there who 
have been there over two years getting a salary of $360 less than this 
new clerk or employé will get. I cannot see the force of the reason- 
ing by which this new person who is to be trained to take the place 
of Mr. Smith, possibly, at some future time, should get $1,800 when 
these two experienced men get only $1,440 each. I move to amend 
by striking out ‘‘$1,800” and inserting ‘‘$1,440.” 

Mr. PLATT. I hope that will not be done. One of the faults of 
our civil service is that men are not paid according to their merit, 
but are paid upon an arbitrary scale and according to an arbitrary 
standard. Now, if aman is to be put into this office who is worth 
$1,800 a year, as I believe there is one to be put there, he ought to 
have it irrespective of what any other person gets in any other office. 
I trust the amendment will not prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let me ask the Senator from Connecticut a ques- 
tion. Was this distinction between the salaries considered by the 
committee before the resolution was reported ? 

Mr. PLATT. It was not particularly brought to the attention of 
the committee, but I had personal knowledge of what the salaries of 
the assistants were. It was not a matter of discussion before the 
committee, although I was informed of that fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas striking out ‘‘1,800” and 
inserting ‘‘1,440” as the salary of the proposed clerk. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 26. 

Mr. GARLAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I favored making the salaries of 
the different employés in the document-room $1,440 from the fact 
that to those there now the highest wages paid is $1,440. I under- 
stand, and it is almost sure to follow, that in a very short time the 
salaries of those who get less than $1,800 must be raised, for the rea- 
son that a new clerk is appointed at that compensation. I think it 
best that this new clerk should go in at no higher salary at least than 
the others. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, as the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, I wish to make a single observation. The assistant in the 
document-room at the present time who has been in that dyty for 
twenty years, and is more competent, by reason of skill and service 
and experience than any other person, unless it may be the superin- 
tendent himself, is now serving there at a compensation of $1,440 per 
annum. I understand the purpose is to take a new man, without 
experience, and place him in there at a salary of $1,800, to become 
competent hereafter. I think that is unjust. I do not believe that 
any hew man, without experience, can be placed there who can ren- 
der the service that is now being performed by this subordinate to 
whom I have referred. I shall therefore vote in favor of having the 
compensation of this assistant, who, I understand, is to be a new and 
inexperienced man, fixed at $1,440. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Does he think that the assistant whom he refers to 
who is now there is sufficiently paid? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not wish to discuss that matter, as his case is 
not before the Senate. I know the facts as they are. I know what 
he is paid, and whether sufficient or insufficient, it is unjust and 
invidious to put in a new man there without experience and give him 


800. 

Mr. PLATT, I take, then, the Senator’s declining to discuss that 
subject at this time as a quasi admission that the assistant there is 
not getting sufficient compensation at this time. Now I insist that 
every man should go upon his merit. If the assistant there is not 
receiving enough, do not embarrass this resolution; do not pay the 
man who is to be appointed here an insufficient sum because some- 
body else is getting an insufficient sum, but pay him what he is fairly 
worth, what in the opinion of the committee heis worth. -Let every 
case stand upon its own merits, and if the assistant who is already 
there is not getting money enough, let the Senator from Kansas in- 
troduce his resolution referring it te the Contingent Committee to 
raise his salary. I see nothing invidious aboutit. I believe there is 
a principle in it and a ope which ought to extend through the 
entire civil service of this Government, and that is that a man is to 
be paid according to his worth. 
it is so now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, Iam not quite ready to vote upon 
this question. There are embarrassments both ways about this busi- 
ness. Ido not know whether the present employés there get enough 
ornot. It is very likely that they are getting more than they could 
earn in any private employment, as most of the people employed in 
Washington by the Government are. But that is not always a per- 
fectly correct test, I admit. Inasmuch as there is no special haste 
about this, as we are about to adjourn, and in order that I may have 
time for one to consider further what it is really right to do, I move 


I am very sorry to say Ido not think 
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that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, as 
it is necessary that we should have an executive session. 

Mr. PLA I cannot debate the motion, but I hope this matter 
will be disposed of at the present time. 

Mr. CALL. Unless there is special reason for an executive session 
I should be glad if the Senator from Vermont would withdraw that 
motion in order that I may call up the bill that was made the order 
of the day and submit some remarks to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I remember that now, and I feel it to be a duty 
of courtesy to my friend from Florida to withdraw my motion. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw my objection to the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


PROTECTION OF HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed, and 
the unfinished business is the bill (S. No. 141) for the protection or 
homestead settlers under the laws of the United States. 

The bill was read the second time and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the bill now before the Senate is enti- 
tled “A bill for the protection of homestead settlers under the laws 
of the United States.” It provides: 

That in all cases where a homestead or other entry has been made on the public 
lands of the United States, and subsequent to such entry the land so entered has 
been selected under an act of Congress granting land to a State or a railroad corpo- 
ration, or to any other person, made prior to said entry, or where a selection under 
said grant has been made prior to said homestead entry, but not approved by the 
Government until after said homestead entry, the said homestead entry shall be 
good, and a patent for the same shall be issued to the settler on the completion of 
the period of settlement and cultivation required by law. 

The third section of the bill provides: 

That in all cases where such homestead or other settlers have been dispossessed, 
or a patent issued to any other person under any grant made by Congress, or where 
a selection has been approved by the Commissioner of the General Land Office or 
the Secretary of the Interior under such grant adverse to the said homestead or 
other entry, it shall be the duty of the district attorneys of the United States in 
the districts where such land is situate to institute the proper suits at law or in 
equity, at the cost of the United States, for the defense of the title of such home- 
stead or other settlers. 

The bill is intended to remedy a public grievance of a very serious 
character. Under the various acts of Congress granting the public 
land to the States and to railroad corporations there have been vast 
bodies of the public domain disposed of which were subject to entry 
by pre-emption, by homestead, and by private entry, upon which, in 
pursuance of law, large numbers of the people of the United States 
have located, have complied with the law, Sows paid their money, 
have obtained their certificates of entry, and have placed valuable 
improvements. In my own State there have been grown large orange 
groves, giving a value to the property which it did not before pos- 
sess. Generations havelived upon it, and estates, aggregating in value 
many thousands of dollars, have grown up on land which before was 
entirely worthless or of little value. 

Under the construction which has been put upon these grants by 
the Interior Department it has happened that twenty years in some 
instances after the actual entry and settlement, after permanent and 
continuous residence upon the land and approval of a selection or 
location made under the swamp-land act of the United States, or 
under grants to a railroad corporation, a patent has been issued to 
such corporation or to the State in the interest frequently of some 
speculator who has followed it up, and under this patent the home- 
stead settler, the party entering at private entry, has been dispos- 
sessed and deprived of his property, and himself and his family turned 
out upon the public highways without ashelter. I am in the receipt 
of numerous communications from people in my own State who have 
been the victims of this construction of the law and of transactions 
of this character. 

The extent of this evil may be measured somewhat by a consider- 
ation of the amount of land which has been disposed of under these 
acts. A compilation made by the General Land Office, being a com- 
pilation of the laws revised the 16th July, 1881, states the quantity 
of land which has passed away from the Government. The act of 
1850 extended the grant to enable the State of Arkansas to construct 
the necessary levees, &c., and the fourth and last section enlarged 
the grant so as to embrace each of the other States of the Union. 
Under this act and subsequent enactments there has been taken from 
the public domain, to June 30, 1880, by patent 51,952,196.10 acres, and 
there are now in the Land Office claims of States under these several 
acts, including patented land, for 69,206,522 acres. Under the edu- 
cational land grants, for scrip and otherwise, there have been taken 
9,600,000 acres. Under the grant forrailroads up to 1880, 154,007,553 
acres; being the estimated area of the lands contained in their sev- 
eral grants. I will give the status of the law upon this subject: 

At an early day (1851) in the administration of this act— 

Or of these several acts, it may be said— 

a decision was rendered by the then Secretary of the Interior that the law was 
a grant in presenti. While this class of lands was unsegregated, the laws for 
the public and private sales and location of the public lands were in active progress. 
The result was that multitudes of conflicts arose, growing out of entries cel loon 


tions made by individuals of lands which afterward were selected and claimed as 
swamp. 


With a view to protect individual sales and locations in conflict with the swamp 
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grant, which, under the said decision, took precedence, Congress deemed it proper 
to intervene by act approved 3d Mareh, 1855, conferring authority for the recogni- 
tion and patenting of such sales, and atthe same time stipulating indemnity in cash 
for sales which had been made by the United States of lands claimed as within the 
swamp grant of 1850, and in other land for tracts of that class taken by individual 
locations. 

Under the law approved the 3d of March, 1857, being ‘An act to 
confirm to the several States the swamp and overflowed lands se- 
lected under the act of September 28, 1850, and the act of the 2d 
March, 1849,” it was provided that these entries by actual settlers 
shall be confirmed. I read from the act: 

So far as the same shall remain vacant and unappropriated , and not interfered with 
by an actual settlement under any existing law of the United States, be, and the same 
are hereby, confirmed, and shall be approved and patented to the said several States, 
in conformity with the provisions of the act aforesaid. 

This provision has been continued in force by various enactments. 
The reservation contained in the original act granting the swamp 
lands to the State of Arkansas and to other States confined the selection 
by the State to lands of the Government that at the period of selec- 
tion were approved by the Department, which should remain vacant 
and unappropriated under any existing law of the United States. That 
is the reservation and the condition contained in every grant made 
to a railroad corporation or to any other grantee. The act of 1856 
“ granting public lands in alternate sections to the States of Florida 
and Alabama, and to aid in the construction of certain railroads in 
said States,” contains the same condition in the following words: 

But in case it shall appear that the United States have, when the lines or routes 
of said roads and branch are definitely fixed, sold any sections, or any parts thereof, 

anted as aforesaid, or that the right of pre-emption has attached to the same, then 
it shall be lawful for any agent or agents to be appointed by the governor of said 
State to select, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, from the 
lands of the United States nearest to the tiers of sections above specified, so much 
land in alternate sections, or parts of sections, as shall be equal to such lands as 
the United States have sold or otherwise appropriated, or to which the rights of 
pre-emption have attached as aforesaid. 

This act was limited to the period of ten years for its duration ; 
that is, ten years were given for the railroads to be completed in 
order to maintain the validity of the grant. Whether because of a 
defect in the records of the land office; whether because the entries 
at private entry or homestead entry or by pre-emption have not been 
reported properly to the General Land Office, (for I do not mean to 
impeach the character of any of the officers who have been in charge 
of the General Land Office ; I wish here to state that in my judgment 
the present Commissioner of the Land Office has discharged his duties 
with eminent ability and with great service to the country,) but 
whether it be from some defect in the system or otherwise, patents 
have been issued in violation of this provision of law. Patents have 
been issued to land which had been lawfully pre-empted and entered, 
upon which actual settlement in conformity with the laws of the 
United States had been made; upon which families have resided for 
a period of from ten to twenty years; and they have been ruthlessly 
turned out of the possession of their homes. The homes where for a 
generation they had lived and expended their labor have passed into 
the hands of speculators who had followed their land entry up through 
the different offices to the General Land Office, and obtained a patent. 

The object of this bill is, first, to make a declaration of the law as it 
exists upon the statute-booksand asit has been affirmed by the Supreme 
Court; and, secondly, to provide a remedy by an enactment that the 
district attorneys of the United States shall be charged with the duty 
of bringing suit, at the cost of the Government, to cancel the patents 
which have been issued by the officers of the Government in violation 
of law and torestore to the owners the possession of these homesteads, 
of the land for which the Government has been paid, and for which 
persons holding homesteads and other actual settlers hold certificates 
of entry signed by the proper officers of the Government, and upon 
which they have made actual settlement and have resided for the 
period of time required by law. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has time and again affirmed 
the law to be that these grants were subject to the right of the settler 
where he had complied with the conditions of the law; that they were 
not grants in presenti in the sense that an actual and absolute title 
to any specific portion of land passed to the grantee before selection 
and approval, but that the grant was made subject to the condition 
that it was to be of vacant and unappropriated land ; and that “‘va- 
cant and unappropriated land” meant land which, though within 
the limits of the grant, had not been at the period of entry selected 
and the selection approved by the Government; that is, land which 
had not been segregated from the public domain by these necessary 


. acts. 


In the case of Sherman vs. Buick, 93 United States Supreme Court 
Reports, being 3 Otto, page 215, the court say : 

Actual settlement before survey made accompanied the grant as a qualifying 
limitation of the right of the State, which she was bound torecognize when it was 
found to exist, and for which she was authorized to seek indemnity in another 
quarter. 


There is the affirmation in a few words of the status of the law upon 
this subject as interpreted by the Supreme Court. Actual settlement 
was a limitation, a qualifying condition, of the grants, by which the 
right of the State was limited. Again, in the case of Frisbie rs. 
Whitney, in 9 Wallace, the Supreme Court of the United States say: 

‘When all these penne are complied with, and the claimant has paid the 


price of the land, he is entitled to a certificate of entry from the register and 
receiver; and after a reasonable time. to enable the land officer to ascertain if there 
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are superior claima, and if in other respects the claimant has made out his case, he 
is entitled to receive a patent, which for the first time invests him with the legal 
title to the land. 
Again they say in the same case, on page 195: 

In the matter of this same Soscol ranch, Attorney-General Speed asserts the 
same principle. He says: ‘‘The land continues subject to the absolute disposin 

ower of Congress until the settler has made the required proof of settlement an 
improvement and has paid the required purchase-money."’ 

* * * * 
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A series of cases decided in this court, in which the equitable rights of persons 
claiming under those laws have been protected by the court against the legal title 
acquired by other parties, through the disregard of their rights by the officers of 
the Land Department, is supposed to assert principles inconsistent with the con- 
struction just stated. We cannot here examine these cases in detail; but we may 
state that in nearly all of them it will be found that the party whose equitable title 
was thus protected had, by the action of the officers of the Land Department and 
the payment and acceptance of the price, acquired a vested right, which these offi- 
cers afterward disregarded, in violation of law.—9 Wallace, 194-196. 

In the case of a person applying for an entry of land and paying 
the purchase-money and receiving a certificate of entry, the Govern- 
ment has vested under the decision of the Supreme Court a legal right 
in the person making the entry. Subsequently, under a grant pre- 
viously made by Congress, under a selection and an approval by the 
Department subsequently made, a patent is issued, and under that 
patent the party in possession under certificate of entry, either home- 
stead or other, is turned out, is deprived of his right of possession, 
with nothing but the naked legal right left him, by the action of the 
officersof the Government. Inalarge proportion of cases these people 
are very poor, They have entered theirland while it was a wilderness ; 
they have encountered in many cases the hostile Indians ; they have 
sacrificed the advantages of society, of education for their children, in 
order that they might acquire the homestead which the Government 
offered and gave tothem; but after this long period of time, after full 
compliance with all the acts which the supreme judicial tribunal has 
declared to be necessary to vest the title in them, they have been de- 
prived of the labor and the sacrifices of a life-time by the act of the 
officers of the Government. 

In many cases these people are entirely ignorant of the law. Cases 
have occurred and are now pending before the Department upon let- 
ters sent to me from Florida by my constituents where they had en- 
tered both under the homestead laws and the laws granting the right 
of private entry upon land, had settled upon it, received the certifi- 
cate of entry, and had grown orange groves upon it, and within the 
last one or two years, under the act of Congress passed in 1856, grant- 
ing lands to railroad corporations (some in my own State and in Ala- 
bama) under the swamp-land act passed in 1850 with its amendments, 
under selections made within the last five years, and approved by the 
Government within a short time past, patents have been issued and 
these lands are now in the hands of agents who have been employed 
for the selection of these lands, or of purchasers from them, while the 
actual settler who entered the lands and lived upon them for years 
and improved them, who are poor people, unable to defend their 
rights, who are without means and without information, have beeu 
turned out of their homes and out of the possession of their property. 

I say that there can be no question that as a matter of right, as a 
matter of public duty, the Government 1s bound to afford protection 
to these people. The bill gives them that protection by requiring the 
Government to bring suit, at the cost of the Government, to cancel 
and set aside the patent. It is true that in some cases, so far as the 
vacation or cancellation of the patent is concerned, it may be effected 
at the Land Office. The present Commissioner, I am happy to say, 
I have found, in all cases, inclined to look with a just and a proper 
consideration upon cases of hardship of this kind, and I have no doubt’ 
will do all in his power to redress their wrongs by canceling the 
patents in such cases. But that does not give them the power or the 
means to go into the courts and maintain a lawsuit for the purpose 
of redressing the wrong which has been done to them at the hands of 
the Government, by the officers of the Government, and in violation 
of public faith and of the law as it stands, by having restored to them’ 
the possession of the land from which they have been evicted. 

I am told that this evil is not confined to the State of Flerida; that 
it extends throughout that vast portion of the public domain dis- 
posed of under the policy of the Government in aid of corporations 
for the construction of railroads, for educational purposes, and for 
the reclamation of swamp lands. I have no question that in Cali- 
fornia, in the Territories of the West, everywhere, the homestead set- 
tler, the man holding the certificate of entry, has been dispossessed 
by great corporations or their agents (probably those who control 
them being ignorant of the acts of their agents) of the rights which 
he has acquired under the law of the United States. So far as my 
own State is concerned there are a considerable number of persons 
who are subject to this grievance. 

I have therefore introduced this bill, and I ask the attention, and 
the immediate attention, of the committee to whom I shall move to 
refer it, in the hope that they will report upon it as early as possible, 
and I hope favorably, and that Congress will give relief to the large 
number of — who have settled upon the public lands in com- 
pliance with law, and who, under the swamp-land acts and the acts 
granting land in aid of railroads, have been deprived of their prop- 
erty, of their homes, by the construction of the law to which I have 

referred, and by patents which have been issued under selections and 
approvals since their location and entry. 
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Mr. President, I shall not enter any turther into this subject at the 
present time. My purpose has been to bring the grievance before the 
country, before the Senate, before the committee, and to present it 
in the most forcible light it was in my power todo. I insist upon it 
that the Government owes protection to these people to whom it has 
ranted these rights, who have complied with every condition of the 
aw, who have paid their money, who have received the certificate 
of entry, who have settled upon these lands; who have cultivated 
and improved them for years; who have made them valuable by their 
labor; and when by the act of the constituted authority of the Gov- 
ernment, in defiance of its law, they have been deprived of this 
property and of this labor, it is a matter of simple justice, as well as 
of sound policy, that in cases where such persons have been either 
dispossessed or claim made against them the Government should di- 
rect suits to be instituted at the cost of the Government by the dis- 
trict attorneys of the United States, upon notice and demand made 
in a proper case, and that the property should be recovered for and 
restored to them. 
I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifty-five minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. E>warp Mc- 
PHERSON, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution concerning the memorial services of the late President 
Garfield. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 485) to legalize the election of the 
Territorial Legislature of New Mexico held November 2, 1880, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 


+ The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolutions of the House of Representatives; which were 
read: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 21, 1881. 

Whereas the melancholy event of the violent and tragic death of James Abram 
Garfield, late President of the United States, having occurred during the recess of 
Congress, and the two Houses sharing in the general grief and desiring to manifest 
their sensibility upon the occasion of the public bereavement: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the two 
Houses of Congress will assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives on 
a day and hour to be fixed and announced by the joint committee, and that in the 
presence of the two Houses there assembled an address upon the life and character 
of James Abram Garfield, late President of the United States, be pronounced by 
Hon. James G. Blaine. And that the President of the Senate pro tempore and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives be requested to invite the President 
and ex-Presidents of the United States, the heads of the several Departments, the 
judges of the Supreme Court, the representatives of the foreign governments near 
this Government, the governors of the several States, the General of the Army and 
the Admiral of the Navy, and such officers of the Army and Navy as have received 
the thanks of Congress who may then be at the seat of Government, to be present 
on the occasion. 

And be it further resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 
transmit a copy of these resolutions to Mrs. Lucretia R. Garfield, and to assure her 
of the profound sympathy of the two Houses of Congress for her deep personal afflic- 
tion and of their sincere condolence for the late national bereavment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the Senate concur in the resolutions. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurrence. 
The resolutions were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair awaits the pleasure of 
the Senate. There is no further business that the Chair is aware of. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there be no further business to which any Sena- 
tor desires to call the attention of the Senate, I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that question is put I will ask whether 
there is any necessity to have the resolutions just concurred in signed, 
it being a concurrent resolution. Do such resolutions appear upon 
the Journal as part of the proceedings? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk announces to the 
House of Representatives the action of the Senate. It is not cus- 
tomary to sign concurrent resolutions, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presume a concurrent resolution simply goes 
on the Journal; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk informs the Chair 
that a mere notification to the House of Representatives is made that 
a resolution has been concurred in by the Senate, and that it is not 
customary for the occupant of the chair to sign a concurrent resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to the motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock p.m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, January 5, 1882, at twelve o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 21, 1881. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Monday’s proceedings. 

Mr. NEAL moved that the portion of the Journal referring to the 
introduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions be omitted 
in the reading by the Clerk. 

Several members objected. 

The reading of the Journal was resumed; when, 

On motion of Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the formal part of the Journal relating to the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions was omitted; and on the conclusion of the read- 
ing of the remaining portion the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, one of its clerks, noti- 
tied the House that that body had concurred in the resolution of the 
House that when the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday the 21st of 
December, 1881, they stand adjourned until twelve o’clock m. on Thurs- 
day the 5th of January, 1882. 

It further announced the passage without amendment of the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) giving one month’s pay to certain 
employés of the House of Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 58) for the relief of Isaac R. Hill. 

It further announced the passage of a bill (S. No. 6) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city or 
Pensacola, Florida, in place of the one recently destroyed by fire; in 
which concurrence was requested. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported titat 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) giving one month’s pay to certain 
employés of the House of Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 58) for the relief of Isaac R. Hill. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. ROBESON. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That a committee on public expenditures be appointed with like pow- 
ers and duties and with the same number of members as in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress. 

Mr. COBB. _I object. aR 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is in order and before the House 
for consideration. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


GARFIELD MEMORIAL SERVICES. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I am instructed by the Garfield Memorial Com- 


mittee to offer the following preamble and resolutions for present con- 
sideration : 

Whereas the melancholy event of the violent and tragic death of James Abram 
Garfield, late President of the United States, having occurred during the recess 
of Congress, and the two Houses sharing in the general grief and desiring to man- 
ifest their sensibility upon the occasion of the public bereavement: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of esentatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the two 
Houses of Con will assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives on 
a day and hour to be fixed and announced by the joint committee, and that in the 
presence of the two Houses there assembled an address upon the life and charac- 
ter of James Abram Garfield, late President of the United States, be pronounced 
by Hon. James G. Blaine, and that the President of the Senate pro tempor 
the 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


e and 

Speaker of the House of Representatives be requested to invite the President 
and ex-Presidents of the United States, the heads of the several Departments, 
the judges of the Supreme Court, the representatives of the foreign governments 
near this Government, the governors of the several States, the General of the 
Army and the Admiral of the Navy, and such officers of the Army and Navy as 


have received the thanks of Congress who may then be at the seat of Government, 
to be present on the occasion. 


And be it further resolved, That the President of the United States be requested 
to transmit a copy of these resolutions to Mrs. Lucretia R. Garfield, and to assure 
her of the — eympethy of the two Houses of Congress for her deep per- 
sonal affliction, and of their sincere condolence for the late national bereavement. 


The preamble and resolutions were adopted. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following stand- 
ing, joint, and select committees : 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Committee on Elections—Messrs. Calkins, Hazelton, Wait, Thompson of Iowa, 
Ranney, Ritchie, Pettibone, Miller, Jacobs, Paul, Beltzhoover, Atherton, Davis 
of Missouri, Jones of Texas, and Moulton. 

Committee on Ways and ‘Means—Measrs. Kelley, Kasson, Dunnell, McKinley, 
Hubbell, Haskell, Russell, Errett, Randall, Tucker, Carlisle, Morrison, and Speer. 

Committee on A iati ‘Messrs. Hiscock, Robeson, Cannon, Burrows of 
Michigan, Butterworth, Caswell, Ryan, O'Neill, Ketcham, Blackburn, Cox of New 
York, Atkins, Forney, Le Fevre, and Ellis. 

Committee on the Judiciary—Messrs. Reed, Willits, Robinson of Massachusetts, 


Briggs, Humphrey, Taylor, McCoid, Payson, Norcross, Knott, Hammond of Geor- 
gia, Culberson, Converse, Manning, and Townshend of Illinois. 

Committee on Banking and Ourrency— Messrs. Crapo, Smith of Mlinois, Webber, 
Dingley, Moore, Cornell, Brumm, Buckner, Hardenbergh, Flower, and Ermentrout. 

Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures—Messrs. Fisher, Belford, McClure, 
Lacey, Washburn, Payson, Haseltine, Stephens, Singleton of Mississippi, Rose- 
crans, Bland, and Luna. 

Committee on Commerce—Messrs. Page, Richardson of New York, Townsend of 
Ohio, Horr, Washburn, Candler, Ward, White, George, Guenther, Reagan, McLane, 
Gibson, Ross, and Herndon. 

Committee on Agriculture—Messrs. Valentine, Updegraff of Ohio, Carpenter, An- 
derson, Godshalk, Wadsworth, Rich, West, Cullen, Haseltine, Hatch, Dibrell, 
Aiken, Latham, Black, and Post. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs—Messrs. Williams of Wisconsin, Orth, Kasson, 

Rice of Massachusetts, Dunnell, Lord, Walker, Blount, Wilson, Deuster, and Bel- 


mont. 

Committee on Military Affairs.—Messrs. Henderson, McCook, Bayne, Steele, Da- 
vis of Illinois, Spaulding, Spooner, Sparks, Upson, Bragg, Wheeler, and Maginnis. 

Committee on Naval A ffairs.—Messrs. Harris of Massachusetts, Robeson, Har- 
mer, Phomas, Watson, Ketcham, Dezendorf, Morse, Davidson, Talbott, and Harris. 
of New Jersey. 

Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads—Messrs. Bingham, Anderson, Jor- 
gensen, Lacey, Peelle, Farwell of Iowa, Morey, Springer, Money, Evins, Arm- 
field, and Brents. 

Committee on the Public Lands—Messrs. Pound, Belford, Hepburn, Dwight, 
Watson, Strait, Rice of Missouri, Cobb, Cravens, Phister, and Mutchler. 

Committee on Indian Affairs—Messrs. Haskell, Deering, Rice of Massachusetts, 
Mason, Spaulding, Buck, Richardson of New York, Hooker, Scales, Wellborn, 
Blanchard, and Ainslie. 

Committee on the Territories—Messrs. Burrows of Michigan, Aldrich, Van Voor- 
his, Miller, Dawes, Crowley, Grout, Mills, Richardson of South Carolina, Dugro, 
Leedom, and Pettigrew. 

Committee on Railways and Canals—Messrs. Townsend of Ohio, Dwight. Hen- 
derson, Campbell, Shultz, Lord, Brewer, Kenna, Wise of Pennsylvania, Chalmers, 
and Hoblitzell. 

Committee on Manufactures—Messrs. Campbell, Hammond of New York, Jones 
of New Jersey, Miles, Godshalk, West, Chace, Finley, Murch, Harris of New Jersey, 
and Stockslager. 

Committee on Mines and Mining—Messrs. Van Voorhis, Davis of Dlinois, Bingham, 
Fulkerson, Hubbs, Calkins, Young, Cassidy, Berry, Benjamin Wood, Brumm, an@ 
Oury. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. Shallenberger, Lewis, 
Cutts, De Motte, Scranton, Ford, Smith of New York, Cook, Hewitt of New York, 
Singleton of Illinois, and Herbert. 

Comunittee on Pacific Railroads—Messrs. Hazelton, Harmer, Butterworth, Rob- 
inson of Ohio, Hammond of New York, Paul, Darrell, Farwell of Illinois, McKenzie, 
Bliss, House, Dunn, and Nolan. 

Committee on Levees and I. eerenemet ts of the Mississippi River—Messrs. Thomas, 
Carpenter, Prescott, Darrell, Rice of Ohio, Moore, Jones of Texas, Burrows of Mis- 
souri, King, py sae of Kentucky, Gunter, Clardy, and Whitthorne. 

Committee on Education and Labor—Messrs. Updegraff of Ohio, Sherwin, Car- 
penter, Davis of Illinois, Page, Tyler, Willis, Clements, Money, Dibble, and Dowd. 

Committee on the Militia—Messrs. Strait, Bayne, Hawk, Morey, Guenther, Val- 
entine, Thompson of Kentucky, Frost, Mosgrove, and Jones of Arkansas. 

Committee on Patents—Messrs. Young, Ritchie, Skinner, Caswell, Farwell of 
Somes Jones of New Jersey, Spooner, Vance, Turner of Kentucky, Scoville, and Shel- 

ey. 

‘Committee on Invalid Pensions—Messrs. Browne, Joyce, Cullen, Ray, Dawes. Pet- 
tibone, Parker, Rice of Ohio, Wadsworth, Matson, Caldwell, Simonton, Cabell, 
Latham, and MeMillin. 

Committee on Pensions—Messrs. Marsh, Hepburn, Rice of Missouri, Stone, Steele, 
Webber, Fulkerson, Hewitt of Alabama, Cox of North Carolina, Robinson of New 
York, and Burrows of Missouri. 

Committee on Claims—Messrs. Crowley, Taylor, Bowman, Mason, Thompson of 
Iowa, Ray, Peelle, Hill, Smith of Dlinois, Mills, Hutchins, Turner of Georgia, 


Buchanan, Clark, and Oates. 
Committee on War Claiins—Messrs. Houk, Updegraff of Iowa, Smith of Penn- 
des, Holman, Barbour, and Chap- 


sylvania, Ranney, Jadwin, Hall, Robertson, G 
man. 

Committee on Public E: itures—Messrs. Randall, Blackburn, Walter A. Wood, 
Ryan, De Motte, Lewis, d, Fulkerson, in, Gunter, and Berry. 

Committee on Private Land Claims—Messrs. Pacheco, Norcross, Hazelton, Cor- 
nell, Morey, Cutts, Muldrow, Williams of Alabama, Ford, Shackelford, and Hoge. 

Committee on the District x Columbia—Messrs. Neal, Heilman, Barr, Urner, 
Smith of New York, Peirce, Dezendorf, Klotz, Garrison, Cassidy, and Allen. 

Committee on the Revision of the Laws—Messrs. McKinley, Robinson of Massa- 
chusetts, Buck, George, Brumm, Hall, Jadwin, Covington, Richardson of South 
Carolina, Jones of Arkansas, and McMillin. 

Committee on —s in the Department of State—Messrs. Deering, Lindsey, 
Barr, Williams of Wisconsin, Herndon, King, and Frost. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department—Messrs. Belford, Reed, 
Heilman, Scranton, Forney, Buckner, and Curtin, 

Committee on Expenditures in the War Department—Messrs. Briggs, Miles, Steele, 
Marsh, Blackburn, Jones of Texas, and Sparks. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Navy rtment—Messrs. Robeson, Harris of 
Massachusetts, Harmer, O'Neill, Morse, Phelps, and Turner of Kentucky. 

Committee on E: rdituresin the Fees Department—Messrs. Cannon, Walker, 
Pound, Farwell of Illinois, Reagan, Tillman, and Ladd. 

Committee on E: itures in the Interior rtment—Messrs. Hubbell, Crapo, 
Walter A. Wood, Shultz, Simonton, Blanchard, and Burrows of Missouri. 

Committee on Expenditures in the rtment of Justice—Messrs. Willits, Mc- 
Coid, Norcross, Neal, Singleton of Mississippi, Blount, and Bragg. 

Committee on Expenditures on the Public Buildings—Messrs. Errett, Robinson of 
Ohio, Houk, Grout, Wise of Pennsylvania, Garrison, and Latham. 
a on the Rules—The Speaker, Messrs. Orth, Robeson, Randall, and 

ac urh. 

Committee on Accounts— Messrs. Urner, Skinner, Brewer, Candler, Martin, 
Hardy, and Hoge. 

Committee on Mileage—Messrs. Jorgensen, Rich, Ward, Cobb, and Moulton. 


JOINT COMMITTEES. 


Committee on the avers eats McCook, Lindsey, and Geddes. 
Committee on Printin essts. Van Horn, McClure, and Springer. 
Oommittee on Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Aldrich, Peirce, est, Shallenberger,. 
Kenna, Warner, and Belmont. 
Committee on Additional Accommodations for Congressional se er. 
Rice of Massachusetts, Farwell of Minois, Humphrey, Geddes, and Gibson. 
SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Committee on the Census—Messrs. Prescott. Sherwin, Tyler, Ba; 
McCoid, Peirce, Cox of New York, Colerick, Wise of V ia, an 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service—Messrs. Orth, Kasson, Horr, Briggs, 
Neal, Hubbell, Butterworth, House, Randall, Tucker, and Phelps. 
Committee on Law respecting Election of President and Vice- 


e, Fulkerson, 
Iman. 


ident—Messrs.. 
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Upde of Iowa, Camp, Crapo, White, Fisher, Jacobs, Lindsey, Stephens. 
Lpiegratt Carlisle, and Hewitt of New York. 7 ee 

Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic—Messrs. Wait, Joyce, Chace, Hepburn, 
Dingley, Williams of Alabama, Atkins, Davis of Missouri, and Vance. 

Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay—Messrs. Joyce, 
Browne, Lindsey, Hawk, Whitthorne, Curtin, and Mosgrove. 

Committee on the Public Health— Messrs. Van Aernam, Updegraff of Ohio, 
Bowman, Cullen, Hubbs, Rosecrans, Colerick, Aiken, and King. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHS AND SAVINGS-BANKS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which an op- 
portunity will be given for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to cause to be printed and 
bound the reports and correspondence now in the Post-Office Department from 
United States ministers and consulsin reference to the working of postal telegraphs 
and postal savings-banks in other countries, and that the usual number of such 
reports be placed in the document-room of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. CALKINS. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That all of the testimony and all other papers relating to the rights of 
members to hold seats on this floor, in contested cases, now on file with the Clerk 
of this House or in his possession, and all memorials, petitions, and other papers 
now in the possession of this House or under its control relating to the same sub- 
ject not otherwise referred, be, and the same hereby are, referred to the Committee 
on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLERICAL FORCE OF COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. CALKINS also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be, and itis hereby, authorized to em- 
ploy a clerical force the same as allowed to the said committee in the last Congress, 
at the same compensation, until the further order of the House. 


Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
AUTHORITY TO SIT DURING RECESS, 
Mr. CALKINS, also, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be, and the same is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to sit during the holiday recess of Congress for the p se of 


causing the necessary printing in the contested-election cases to be done, and for 
the purpose of transacting other ordinary business of the committee. 


Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, (by request, ) introduced a joint 


resolution (H. R. No. 60) providing for the pay of committee clerks 
of the House of Representatives; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ée., That all committee clerks of the House of Representatives who 
were in the employ of the House at the expiration of the Forty-sixth Congress 
ghall be paid a sum equal to one month’s pay at the rate they were severally re- 
neo the oe. of Meer gua 1881 ; - = spount sufficient for this purpose 
is hereby appropriai out of any-mone i i i- 
ated, pore ping shall be tuasnediotely ondishie. i i Ant acs lal 


Mr. PAGE. I ask that the joint resolution be put upon its pas- 
sage, 
Mr. CANNON. 


: I desire to ask the gentleman from California a 
question. Was not a month’s extra pay given to those committee 
clerks by a resolution of last Congress at its last session? 


Mr. PAGE. I will give an answer to the gentleman according to 
the best of my information. When this resolution was sent to me to 
be offered, I immediately went to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] who told me it was the usual custom to give a 
month’s extra pay to the clerks of the committees. I am not aware 
that there was any resolution passed at any time giving fo the clerks 
of the committees of the Forty-sixth Congress any extra compensation; 
and if that has not been done, this resolution ought to be passed. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to be informed distinctly upon that 
point. .I am under the a that those committee clerks have 
had a month’s extra pay already. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to state what is the fact. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand one objection prevents the consider- 
ation of the resolution at this time. 
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Mr. PAGE. I have no objection to the resolution being referred. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 2119) to amend the Constitution as to the offices and 
duties of the President and Vice-President of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it should go to the 
Select Committee on the Law respecting the Election of President 
and Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that all bills 
touching the amendment of the Constitution have heretofore been 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. They were taken away from 
other committees during the last Congress, and so referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to recognize the truth of 
what the gentleman from Georgia says; but, while it is true that be- 
fore the appointment of the sokiet committee on this particular sub- 
ject all such bills would be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, the Chair is still of opinion that the special committee on that 
subject is entitled to have all bills of that character referred to it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I do not wish to insist; but I submit 
that the matter of amending the Constitution is utterly foreign to the 
business of the select committee. Suppose the proposition was to 
amend the Constitution in regard to the Army, it would not be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
must recollect that the Select Committee on the Law respecting the 
Election of President and Vice-President has had referred to it all 
these measures so far as any reference of them has been made by the 
present House. The committee was constituted especially for the pur- 
pose of considering all measures relating to that subject; and the 
Chair feels bound to hold that this joint resolution should be referred 
to that committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Very well; let it be so referred. 

The joint resolution was accordingly referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the state of the Law respecting the Election of President 
and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. WHITE. I ask consent to offer for consideration at this time 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be appointed by the Speaker, to whom shall be referred all petitions, 
bills, and resolves providing for the extension of suffrage to women, or for the- 
removal of legal disabilities. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

Mr. KELLEY. A similar resolution has already been referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER, orn being made to its consideration at this 
time, the resolution will be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Rules. 


SAINT MARY’S FALLS CANAL. 
Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to inform the House what, if 
any, additional works are necessary on the Saint ’s River and the Saint Mary’s 
Falls Canal, Michigan, to complete the improvement thereof in a manner to serve 
the interests of the commerce of the Northern lakes, and that he state the reasons 
why such additional works, if any, are necessary, and also submit an estimate of 
the cost of the same. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COALING STATIONS AT THE ISTHMUS OF PANAMA, 


Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Bory be, and he hereby is, directed to trans- 
mit to this House all reports, communications, —_ , and other information in the 
Navy Department relating to the subject of locat: a. on establishing naval sta- 
tions and depots at the Isthmus of Panama, for which Con; ap ted the 
sum of $200,000; and that he is further directed to communicate ‘‘ the other ”’ rea- 
sons referred to in his annual report for his failure to carry out the intention of 
Congress as expressed in the act of March 3, 1881, making the appropriation afore- 
said. 

Mr. KING moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS H. BAKER. 


Mr. HOUK, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 61) for the relief of Thomas H. Baker ; which was read a. 
first and second time. 

The question was on the third reading. 
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Mr. HOUK. 
this time. 

Mr. CANNON. Let it be read. 

The joint resolution directs the Clerk of the House to pay Thomas 
H. Baker one month’s extra pay as newspaper clerk of the House, at 
the rate now allowed said clerk by law, and appropriates a sum suf- 
ficient for the purpose, to be immediately available. 

Mr. CANNON. What is this resolution for? 

Mr. HOUK. Iwillexplain. Mr. Baker, who has served four years 
.a8 newspaper clerk, has never yet had what has usually been allowed 
to clerks when they have been discharged or have resigned. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it had better go to the Committee on Ac- 

counts. 

Mr. HOUK. The only objection I have to that is that the man is 
now here, and if he is to receive this amount he ought to have it now. 
I ask the gentleman to let this joint resolution pass. 

Mr. CANNON. I will have to object to it. 

Mr. HOUK. Isitinorderforme toask forits present consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Not when objected to, and the Chair understands 

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to object. 

Mr. HOUK. Then let it go to the Committee on Accounts. 

The joint resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on 
Accounts. 





I ask that this joint resolution may be considered at 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. REAGAN. The other day I introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 43) to reappropriate and apply the amount appropriated by 
the act of Congress, March 3, 1877, to paying southern mail contract- 
ors. By a misapprehension on my part it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. I ask now to correct that reference, and to 
have the joint resolution referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CLERKS FOR COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. BROWNE. Iaskunanimousconsenttosubmit for consideration 
-at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be authorized to employ the 
-same clerical force as was authorized by the last session of Congress, and at the 
same rate of compensation. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire simply to say that the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions is anxious to get at work during the holiday recess, and 
there has been referred to that committee a greater number of bills 
probably than has been referred to any other committee of this House. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object. 

Mr. BROWNE. Very well; let it be so recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. BRowNE] 
.Alesire to have his resolution referred ? 

Mr. BROWNE. I ask that it be adopted now. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWNE. All I have to say is that it is a little singular that 
we may not have the same clerical force now for that committee that 
swe have had in Congresses heretofore. 

Mr. BUCKNER. We never had it until the last Congress, and we 
should not have had it then. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentlemen expect that committee to be 
able to consider 3,000 bills with only one clerk ? 

Mr. REAGAN. §IfI recollect aright, the reason given during the last 
Congress for additional clerical force for the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was that there was some special work for that committee 
to do, and it was not agreed to until after considerable discussion. 
Now, if the object of the gentleman is merely to have the clerks work 

- on these bills during the holiday recess I shall not object to it; but 
‘if it is to renew a corps of clerks, then I am opposed to it. 

Mr. BROWNE. Idonotremember that this application during the 
last Congress excited any discussion whatever. If I remember aright, 
the proposition was received and adopted by unanimous consent. If 
I am correctly advised, there are fifteen members on the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. The bills referred to that committee will be 
considered not by the clerks, but by the members of the committee. 
I do not see why a Republican Congress may not allow the same num- 
ber of clerks for this important committee that was allowed by a 
Democratic Congress: 

Mr. BUCKNER. Debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] 

. ask to have his resolution referred to the Committee on Accounts ? 

Mr. BROWNE. I suppose that is the best I can do. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

SIDNEY L. WILSON. 


_Mr. HAWK. L[ask unanimous consent to submit for considera- 
tion at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be directed to place upon the sol- 
diers’ roll of this House, as an additional messenger, Mr. Sidney L. Wilson, of New 

* York, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at the same rate as that 
« paid to others on that roll. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let that 
Mr. HAWK. 


‘0 to the Committee on Accounts. 


I ask that it be considered now. 
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Mr. RANDALL. The rules require that it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. HAWK. Will the gentleman permit me to make a brief ex- 
planation ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly, I will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAWK. This man is a soldier who has lost both his legs. He 
is able to discharge about this House the duties which belong to those 
upon that roll. It seems to me eminently just that this matter be 
considered at once. This man comes here recommended by some of 
the best people of the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like toask the gentleman one question : 
does this resolution provide for the creation of a new position, or pro- 
pose simply to put this man in a position already existing ? 

Mr. HAWK. The proposition is that he be placed upon the sol- 
diers’ roll temporarily ; and it will necessitate an increase of the roll 
to this extent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it is to create a new position, I object in order 
that it may go to the Committee on Accounts, where it can be prop- 
erly considered, and if necessary adopted by the House. I think 
those who have done service like his should be rewarded; but we 
should have a report of a committee as to the necessity of the creation 
of offices before they are created for any one. I hope no one will 
object to its taking this course. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the present considera- 
tion, the resolution will have to be referred. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

W. W. LESTER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for pres- 
ent consideration a joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the relief of W. W. Lester 
was introduced and read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks immediate 
consideration of this resolution. It will be read, after which there 
will be opportunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, dc., That W. W. Lester, for 
services as messenger in the document-room of the House during the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and especially fer services during the past summer when the repairs 
made to the document-room imposed upon him much extra and responsible labor 
in the removal and protection of the documentary files of the House, shall be paid 
the difference between the pay of a laborer received by him and that of a messen- 
ger, $1,188; and a sufficient sum for the purpose is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. . 

Mr. ATKINS. I object to the immediate consideration of this res- 
olution. I desire that it may be considered by the Committee on 
Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the reselution will be re- 
ferred. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. BACON. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam requested to offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk, and to ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That George A. Bacon be authorized to act as a second assistant door- 
keeper of the House of Representatives, and to receive the same pay as the present 
assistant doorkeeper of the House until further orders. 

Noobjection being made, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

@ REVENUE STEAMER FESSENDEN. 

Mr. LORD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2120) 
to provide an additional appropriation for the rebuilding of the 
revenue steamer Fessenden; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES T. MARTIN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2121) for the relief of Charles T. Martin; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER C. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2122) for the relief of Alexander C. Crawford; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY C. CHASE. 

Mr. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2123) granting a pension to Timothy C. Chase; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. ’ 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. PACHECO. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table for immediate consideration a bill of the Senate legal- 
izing the election of the Territorial Legislature of New Mexico, This 
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bill has been recently passed by the Senate, having been investigated 
by the Committee on Territories of that body. I hope there will be 
no objection toits immediate passage. The Legislature of New Mex- 
ico will meet on the second Tuesday of January. It is therefore im- 
portant that this measure should be acted on at once. It has been 
thoroughly examined, and there are letters in support of it from the 
Secretary of the Interior as well as from the Governor of the Territory. 

Mr. COBB. This is, as I understand, a very important bill, and I 
object to its consideration now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Coss] 
object to the reading of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the bill will be read, 
after which there will be opportunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. No. 485) to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislature of New Mex- 
ico held November 2, 1880, and for other purposes. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, That the election for members of the Territorial Leg- 
islature of New Mexico held on the 2d day of November, 1880, is hereby declared 
valid, and that the ne so elected is fully authorized to transact such busi- 
ness as belongs to the slatures of any of the Territories, although not elected 
according to the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 19, 1878; and that 
all their acts shall be held to be as legal as if the provisions of said act of Congress 
had been ——— with by the last Legislature ; and that it shall be the duty of the 
Legislature of the said Territory to proceed at once on their assembling to appor- 
tion the representative and council districts provided for in the act of June 19, 1878, 
according to the census of the population of 1880; and if such Legislature shall fail 
to make such reapportionment, it shall be made in accordance with the provisions 
of an act perie a the reapportionment of the members of the Legislatures in 
the Territories of Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming, approved June 3, 1480, which is 
hereby made applicable to the Territory of New Mexico: Provided, The members 
constituting the board of apportionment shall assemble at the capital of such Ter- 
ritory and complete their work on or before the first Monday in September next. 


Mr. PACHECO. I further ask, Mr. Speaker, that the letter of the 
governor of the Territory in reference to this matter be read in this 
connection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, TERRITORY OF NEW MEXico, 
Santa Fé, October 17, 1881. 

Sir: Theact of Congress summewet June 19, 1878, (Laws of 1877 and 1878, vol. 20, 
Pp. 193,) provides that the Legislatures of the several Territories shall be composed 
of twelve councilmen and twenty-four members of the house of representatives, 
and directs that the next session thereafter the Legislatures shall divide their re- 
spective Territories into not more than twelve council districts and not more than 
twenty-four representative districts. The Legislature of New Mexico did not obey 
said law, and in November, 1880, at the usual time of holding elections, the people 
chose thirteen: members of the council and twenty-six representatives in the is- 
tricts as they existed prior to the passage of said act of Congress. 

The first Monday of January, 1882, is the day fsxed for the Legislature to convene. 
The condition of affairs in this Territory requires legislation at the earliest practi- 
cable day, in order to protect the people and promote their best interests. Todelay 
until the redistricting can be done and a new election held would be greatly inju- 
rious. The division of the Territory into districts according to the requirements 
of said act cannot now be done for the want of a Legislature. Congress must first 
pass an act authorizing this to be done by some officer or officers. 

This subject was presented to your predecessor by Hon. W. G. Rich, secretary 
and acting governor, by letter bearing date November 10, 1880, which was trans- 
mitted to Congress. The House Committee on Territories unanimously, as I am 
informed, agreed to a bill validating said election, which was reported to the House 
by Hon. Tuomas L. YOunG, of Ohio, but was not enacted intoalaw. The mem- 
bers elected in excess of the number allowed by law need not increase expenses to 
the General Government, as the Legislature can and will provide for their pay. 

I deem it absolutely necessary that the Legislature already chosen abeata meet 
at the time affixed by law, and respectfully but earnestly recommend that Congress 
pass a bill before the Ist day of January, 1882, recognizing its nk that all 
doubt and uncertainty may removed. Such Legislature can be required to 
divide the State into districts, as required by the said act approved June 19, 1878, 
and if the Legislature should fail to discharge its duty, like its predecessor, then 
some officer or officers may be authorized to do it on the basis of the census of 1880. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
LIONEL A. SHELDON, 
Governor of New Mexico. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. KirKwoop, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. PACHECO. Thatcommunication clearly shows the necessity 
for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that this bill only provides 
for legalizing an election which was held in pursuance of the law as 
it existed prior to the date of the last act of Congress upon the sub- 
ject. I objected to the bill under a different impression and as I 
understood its purport from the reading. The object sought to be 
accomplished, however, being simply to meet an emergency of this 
character, I withdraw my objection. . 

Mr.PACHECO. That is all the bill proposes. It has been examined 
by the Territorial delegates, and meets their approval, as the gentle- 
man from Montana, who is present, will affirm. z 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The delegates approve of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The objection having been withdrawn, the bill is 
before the House for consideration, and the question will be taken 
on its third reading. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. 

Mr. PACHECO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passers and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A MEMORIAL. 


Mr. BRENTS. » Mr. Speaker, [ask to have the reference of the me- 
morial of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory, offered 
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by me a few days ago, relative to retired Army officers holding civil 
office in the Territories, changed from the Committee on Territories 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the information of the 
House that the memorial accompanying the bill was referred to one 
committee and the bill by some oversight was sent to another. In 
the absence of objection the change of reference will be made as 
requested, 

There was no objection, and the memorial was accordingly referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a joint resolution (H. R. No. 63) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to the election of President 
and Vice-President, providing for their election by a majority of the 
votes of the people, and the abolition of the electoral college ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 
on the state of the Law respecting ascertainment and declaration of 
Result of Election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DELAYS IN WESTWARD-BOUND MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. PEELLE. Mr. Speaker, [ ask consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will call for objections to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the cause of delay in the west-bound mail trains, 
especially those entering the city of Indianapolis, Indiana. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that resolution had better be referred to the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. There being objection to its present consideration, 
the resolution will be referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. BROWNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 64) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on the state of the Law respecting ascertain- 
ment and declaration of Result of Election of Presiilent and Vice- 
President, and ordered to be printed. 


OWEN M. LONG. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2124) for the relief of Owen M. Long; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MIRAND W. SAXTON. 


Mr. HORR, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No, 2125) for the relief of Mirand W. Saxton; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN GREAT BRITAIN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent at this 
time to introduce for present action the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to communicate to this House 
at the earliest possible time, the names of all persons claiming to be American citi- 
zens who have within the present year been arrested and imprisoned in Great 
Britain, with the charges of crime alleged against them, and with all correspondence 
relating thereto. 

The SPEAKER. What reference does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I move its adoption. We havetwo 
tesolutions of a similar character already referred to the committees 
of this House, and doubtless they will sleep there for a longtime. I 
ask consent for the present consideration of that resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman desire 
the reference of the resolution ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. If, Mr. Speaker, as I understand 
the rules of the House, we are permitted, by consent, to have reso- 
lutions of this kind acted upon, I now ask that consent be given for 
present action upon thisresolution. It isa matter of importance and 
should not be allowed to sleep. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made to the present consid- 
eration, and the Chair desires to ask the gentleman what reference 
he wishes of the resolution ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I do not ask any reference of the 
resolution ; I ask its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made to its consideration. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Can I then ask who has objected 
to the consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 


CLERKS TO CERTAIN COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAZELTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution for 
reference to the Committee on Accounts. 
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The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads and the Committee on Indian 


Affairs are instructed to employ the same clerical force as was employed by the 
same committees of the Forty-sixth Congress, at the same compensation. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. 
CONDUCTOR OF HOUSE ELEVATOR. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to ofier 
the resolution which I send to the desk for present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to employ a conductor of the elevator for the House of Representa- 
tives, at a salary of $1,500 per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House. 


The SPEAKER. 
be considered now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the resolution being adopted 
at this time as a temporary matter. But I think this should be put 
in as a partof thelaw. I object tothe contingent fund being loaded 
down with things of this kind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the Speaker has that power already, but 
am not certain. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed as to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a new office rendered necessary by the 
erection of an elevator in the House wing. 

Mr. NEAL. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. ATKINS. I object to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Let it go to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes his objec- 
tion too late. 

Mr. ATKINS. Did the Chair call for objections? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair called for objections, and was putting 
the question some time ago, when interrupted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr.RANDALL.] Butif the gentleman from Tennessee 
states he rose to object at that time, of course the Chair will recog- 
nize the objection. 

Mr. ATKINS. I rose as soon as the resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose after the second reading of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 


In the absence of objection, this resolution will 


ADA L. HARRISON, 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2126) for the relief of Ada L. Harrison; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DECEMBER PAY OF HOUSE OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and I will say, for the information of other gentlemen, that this 
is the usual resolution in order that the employés of the House may 
have money to get their Christmasdinners. The resolution is to pay 
them on the 22d what will be due them on the 31st. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby directed to 
pay vo the officers and employés of the House their salary for the month of Decem- 

ron Thursday, December 22, 1881. 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS CONNOLLY. 


Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 65) granting a month’s extra pay to Thomas Con- 
nolly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES F. ROSE. 
Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2127) granting a pension to James F. Rose; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RELEASE OF LANDS TO NEW YORK. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2128) to authorize the Secretary of War to release 
certain lands of the United States to the people of the State of New 


York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EMMA K. CHILDS, 


Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2129) for the relief of Emma K. Childs; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


—_ 





EXPENSES OF TENTH CENSUS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House a mes-- 
sage from the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, with accompanying papers, in which he recommends a 
further appropriation for the payment of the expenses of the tenth census; a!soan 
———- of $2,000 to recompense the disbursing clerk of the Department ot 
the Interior for his services in disbursing the appropriation for the tenth census, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 21, 1881. 

The message and accompanying papers were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was given to withdraw from the files: 
of the House papers in the following cases: 

To Mr. ELLIs, papers in the case of the heirs of David E. Twiggs 
against the United States, there being no adverse report thereon. 

To Mr. GEORGE, papers on file relating to the matter of Alonzo Ges- 
ner before the last Congress, there being no adverse report thereon. 

Also, papers on file relating to the matter of Emma C. Jones before. 


the last Congress, there being no adverse report thereon. 


To Mr. GUNTER, papers in relation to the claim of Richard L. Reck- 


| ford, of Fairfax County, Virginia, there being no adverse report 


thereon. 
Mr. WILLITS. Of course it is understood that these requests for 
the withdrawal of papers are granted under the rule. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS APPROVED. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 





one of his secretaries, informed the House that the President had 
approved and signed joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) giving one month’s pay to certain 
employés of the House of Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 58) for the relief of Isaac R. Hill. 

FRANK RICKEY. 

Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No.. 
2130) granting a pension to Frank Rickey; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. DILTZ. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2131) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Diltz ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES F. BLOUNT. 

Mr. WHITE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2132) for the relief of James F. Blount; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed. JOEL RYAN. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2133) for the relief of 
Joel Ryan, father of C. P. Ryan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be: 
printed. 

UNITED STATES OFFICERS IN KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WHITE. Ialso ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to furnish to the House of Rep- 
resentatives copy of a report made to the Department of Justice by D. K. Chase, 
general agent of that Department, and any other papers or information in his 
possession on the subject, touching the conduct of United States commissioners, 
marshals, and other United States officers in the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE. If there be no objection, I ask that the resolution be 
adopted now. 

Mr. KNOTT. Let it go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution, it is referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ROSS GUFFIN. 

Mr. VAN HORN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2134) for the relief of Ross Guffin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1 call for the regular order. 
I desire to have a correction of the record. 
I have the floor, I believe, and I will yield for 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. ROBESON. 
that purpose. 

Mr. GIBSON. I introduced a bill on the 13th of this month (H. R. 
No. 558) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a Mississippi River commission for the improvement of said: 
river from the head of the passes near its mouth to its headwaters,” 
approved June 28, 1879. That bill was referred to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. I desire thatit be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen asks fora change of reference ; 
he does not rise to a correction of the record. 

Mr. GIBSON. A change of reference. 
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The SPEAKER. 4s the Chair now recollects, he was of opinion at 
the time the bill was introduced that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. The 
Chair will examine the question, and if he was in error he will take 
the opportunity to correct it. Or if the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Grsson] can obtain unanimous consent to submit a motion for a 
change of reference, the Chair will entertain the motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to submit that motion. 

Mr. ROBESON. I yielded for a correction of the record only. 

The SPEAKER. From the statement made by the gentleman from 
Louisiana, the Chair understands that he desires a change of a refer- 
ence hitherto made, not a correction of the record. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not yield for that purpose. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will remain in session afew moments 
longer the Committee on Enrolled Bills will be able to report the bill 
to legalize the election of the Territorial Legislature of New Mexico, 
and it can be approved and signed before the holiday recess. It is 
important that the bill should become a law as soon as possible, and, 
with the consent of the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON, ] 
I will move that the House now take a recess for ten minutes. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will withdraw my motion to adjourn for that 
purpose. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was then agreed to; and (attwo o’clock 
p. m.) the House took a recess of ten minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 


ACCOUNTS OF THE LATE DOORKEEPER, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following; which were referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

A letter from the late Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting an inventory of the public property and accounts; and 

A letter from the late Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting an inventory of documents in the folding-room. 


WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 


ThesSPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the act for the relief of William H. Davis, rec- 
ommending an appropriation for the payment of the same; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXCUSED FROM COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that Mr. RANDALL, of 
Pennsylvania, requests to be excused from service on the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. The Chair will announce as a mem- 
ber of that committee in his place the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. CURTIN. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROBESON. Since the Committee on Enrolled Bills is not yet 
ready to report, I move that the House take a further recess for ten 
minutes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move that the House take a further recess of 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Allow me to inquire the object of a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands itis to give the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills an opportunity to réport. 

The motion of Mr. MCKINLEY was agreed to, and accordingly (at 
two o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess for 
twenty minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the special committee on enrolled bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 485) to legalize an election of the Territorial Legis- 
lature of New Mexico held November 2, 1880, and for other purposes. 


ALASKA. 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, submitted a memorial of the cit- 
izens of Alaska, together with the certificate of election of Mattrom 
D. Ball as Delegate in Congress from Alaska; which was referred to 
the Committee on Elections. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr, GEORGE asked and obtained consent to have withdrawn from 
the files of the House papers in relation to bills to authorize unpaid 
accounts of the Indian Department; no adverse report. 


COMMITTEE ON THE PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


_ The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that in transcribing the 
list of committees announced to-day by mistake the name of Mr. But- 
TERWORTH, of Ohio, was omitted from the Committee on the Pactfic 
Railroad, and thename of another gentleman placed on that committee. 
The Chair will take the responsibility of making the correction at 
this time. The Chair will also state that in consequence of that mis- 
take the gentleman whose name appeared there in lieu of Mr. But- 
TERWORTH was not as fully provided for on committees as the Chair 
had intended, and at some future time the Chair wil] make the proper 
direction in that respect. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAVANNAH, GEORGIA. 


Mr. BLACK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2135) to authorize the purchase of a building or a site for post-office 
purposes in Savona dheenasen which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committe on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MORGAN RAWLS. 


Mr. BLACK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2136) for the relief of Morgan Rawls; which was read.a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH LITTLE. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2137) granting a pension to Joseph Little; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS, 


Mr. VAN HORN. Iask unanimous consent to offer for immediate 
consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
directed to designate the committees of the House which are entitled to clerks 
under the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill making appropria- 
tions for the year ending June 30, 1882, and such other committees as in the judg- 
ment of said Committee on Accounts should be allowed clerks for the present Con- 

ss, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and to report in part or 
in full without delay. 

Mr. VAN HORN. This is a precisely similar resolution to that 
which was passed in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘I think that this resolution ought to be referred ; 
there seems to be no necessity for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. HAZELTON. This is precisely the same resolution which was 
adopted in the last Congress. It has been customary to adopt such 
resolutions without objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was no resolution of this kind in the last 
Congress ; but areport was made by the committee and agreed to by 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, as the Chair understands, simply 
instructs the Committee on Accounts to make a report, which they 
could probably make at all events. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw my objection. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. VAN HORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at three o’clock p. 
m.) the House, in pursuance of concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses, adjourned until Thursday, January 5, 1882. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s aak under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Anthony Ihms, 
of Washington, District of Columbia, for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of Alexander Moran and others, 
citizens of Long Island City, Queens County, New York, for exten- 
sion of the free-delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of the United States, pray- 
ing that Eureka, on Humboldt Bay, be made a port of entry—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACK: The petition of the mayor and citizens of Savan- 
nah, Georgia, for an one of $200,000 with which to pur- 
chase a building already erected, or a proper site on which to erect 
a building, for post-office purposes in that city—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of A. S. Wilkins and 28 others, citi- 
zens of the second Congressional district of New Hampshire, relative 
to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. C. BURROWS: The petition of 44 citizens of Van Buren 
County, and of citizens of Berrien County, Michigan, relative to in- 
terstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. BURROWS: The petition of 500 citizens of Chariton 
County, Missouri, for legislation to regulate the freight and passen- 
ger traffic and charges on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of W. A. Adams, of Varney P. 
Andrews, of James T. Ashinhurst, of James W. Foster, of Samuel 
Grinter, of Swann Hutcherson, of Maria Moore, of Harriet F. Mur- 
rell, of Franklin Overstreet, of Sanders & Mcllvain, of Samuel Sears, 
and of A. L. Walker, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A memorial in opposition to the French metrio 
aystem—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
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By Mr. CARLISLE: Papersrelating to the claim of Joseph Thinkle— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHACE: The petition of R. G. Hazard and others, citizens of 
South Kingston, Rhode Island, for increase of salaries of keepers of 
life-saving stations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of John Phelps, for relief—to the 
‘Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Louisa Gassaway, fora pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill making an appropriation to continue 
the improvement of Coosa River in the States of Georgia and Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of Frederick Nil and 33 others, 
«citizens of Whitley County, Indiana, relative to interstate com- 
merce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of A. B. Waters and others, citizens 
of Marietta, Ohio, for repeal of taxes on banks and stamps on bank- 
checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HASELTINE: The petition of Josiah Mason and 100 others, 
for legislation relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAZELTON: Papers relating to the contested-election case 
of Lynch vs. Chalmers—to the Committee on Elections. 

Also, memorial of E. W. M. Mackey in contested-election case of 
Mackey vs. O’Connor—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of John H. King, for compensation 
for property destroyed by the United States Army during the late 
rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of William Allen, of Allen Barner, 
of John Butterworth, and of Teresa Warner, for compensation for 
property taken and used by the United States Army during the late 
rebeillion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. G. W. JONES: The petition of citizens of Brazoria County, 
Texas, for establishment of life-saving station at mouth of the Brazos 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Texas, relative to interstate com- 
merce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JORGENSEN: Papers relating to the claim for relief of 
Frank A. Beuter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of James Crutchett, for the adop- 
ition of a patent process for heating and lighting the public buildings 
and grounds at Washington, District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of Charles O. Burd, of Scarlet B. 
Duncan, of Richard R. English, of Robert Kennedy, deceased, (by 
James L. Hills, administrator,) of Joseph R. Osburn, of John W. 
Rowlett, of William D. Wood, and of Henry Sprigg, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LADD: Two petitions of citizens of Maine, relating to in- 
terstate commerce—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of John Ellis—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Calvin Hopkins and others, citizens of Maine, 
for legislation to prevent. extortions and discriminations by railroad 
corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Eliza H. Powers—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petitions of James B. Doran, of Mariah Haag, 
of Frank J. McKay, and of Emma Tuttle, for a pension—severally to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, 
Maryland, relative to the Geneva award—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petitions of D. E. Durrett, administrator of 
A. D. Neilson, deceased, of Enoch E. Elliott, and of W. C. Reeves, for 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of 60 citizens of Clinton and Cler- 
mont Counties, Ohio, relative to interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The petition of William F. Frasier, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petitions of Allen C. Hammond and of J. M. Harbison, for 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Francis Ware—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James W. Anderson and others— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. POST: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph W. Fisher— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Papers relating to the claim of Matilda A. Lake— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. P. RICHARDSON: Memorial for legislation authorizing 
the retirement of General W. W. Averill, of United States Army, 
with rank and pay of brigadier-general—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph W. 
Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, the petition of Augustus Sprague, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of 93 citizens of Clinton County, Michigan, for 
legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Rebecca 8. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill for the relief of George L. Key—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Gallus Kerchner—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of General D. C. Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of George A. Lamb, for a 
pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of John W. Thompson, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLITS: Papers relating to the claim of William H. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of C. W. Waldron and 12 others, citizens of Read- 
ing, Michigan, for repeal of taxes on national banks, state banks, 
and trust companies, and stamp tax on bank-checks—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of members of National Guard of 
Ohio, for an appropriation to increase the efficiency of the United 
States militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, the petition of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, relative to 
United States Signal Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 5, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. . 
JAMES Z. GEORGE, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Wednesday, December 21, 1881, 
was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of March 24, 1881, a complete list of all books, reports, 
documents, and pamphlets issued, printed, or published by that De- 
partment, and each and every bureau thereof, from March 4, 1789, to 
March 4, 1881; which, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Captain C. J. Allen, Corps of En- 
gineers, of an examination of Cannon River, Minnesota, made in 
compliance with law; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Lieutenant-Colonel Q. A. Gillmore, 
Corps of Engineers, of a survey of Indian River, Florida, made in 
compliance with law; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports of Major G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engi- 
neers, of examinations made in compliance with law of the harbor 
of Port Henry, Lake Champlain, and of the channel between the 
islands of North Hero and South Hero, Lake Champlain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

FEDERAL COURT OFFICERS IN ALABAMA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 21, 1881. 

Sir: In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 19th instant, directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish to the Senate ‘a copy of a report made to 
the Treasury Department, and any other trl or information in his possession on 
the subject, touching the conduct of the United States commissioners, marshals, 
and other officers in the northern and middle judicial districts of Alabama since 
the adjournment of the Forty-sixth Congress,” I have tlre honor to inform you 
that the report referred to is doubtless one made to the Department of Justice, 
and I have therefore referred the resolution to the honorable Attorney-General 
for his consideration. 

Very respectfully, 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Hon. DAVID Davis, 

President pro tempore United States Senate. 
OBSTRUCTION OF STREETS IN WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia ; which was 
read : 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERR OF THE DisTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, December 21, 1881. 
Str: In obedience to the resolution of the Senate of December 20, 1881, instruot- 


ing the commissioners of the District of Columbia ‘‘to report to the Senate the rea- 
sons for obstructing the New York and Massachusetts avenues at their intersec- 
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tion between Seventh and Ninth streets, and also the amount of expense incurred 
and to be incurred by reason of the inclosure and regrading of the grounds at the 
intersection of the avenues as aforesaid, and under what autho: of law said 
work has been done,” the commissioners have the honor to report that the work 
has not been done by their authority, and that no expense has been incurred by 
the District of Columbia by reason of the improvement. The commissioners are 
informed that the work has been done under authority of officers of the United 
States. 
By — of the aes. 
ery respect: y. 
was 1 J. DENT, President. 
Hon. Davin Davis, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 


The communication was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of the Henne- 
pin Canal central committee of Davenport, Iowa, in favor of the 
Hennepin Canal and Mississippi River improvement; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, of New York city, favoring the Hennepin Canal 
project; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
in favor of additional compensation to the keepers and employés of 
the New York life-saving stations; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of C, M. Brazer and other lawyers 
of Rockford, Illinois, praying for the passage of a bill for the organ- 
ization of an intermediate court of appeals; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of members of the Terre Haute 
(Indiana) bar; the petition of members of the bar of Madison, Indi- 
ana; the petition of members of the bar of New Albany, Indiana; 
the petition of members of the bar of Evansville, Indiana; and the 
petition of the Indiana bar, supreme judges, and judges of the supe- 
rior, circuit, and criminal courts of Marion County, Indiana, pray- 
ing for the papnage of a bill for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh circuit of Indiana; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of 8. Reeves, of Cora, Cass 
County, and other citizens of Michigan; the petition of J. M. Lee, 
of Bainbridge, and other citizens of Michigan; and the petition of 
J. A. Courtright, of Springport, and other citizens of Michigan, 
praying for such legislation as will prevent unjust discrimination by 
common carriers; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of Ira H. Richardson, of Roscom- 
mon, Michigan, praying for relief on account of damages sustained 
by reason of the cancellation of his homestead entry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I present the petition of Mr. Joseph W. Yates, 
of the firm of Yates & Porterfield, of the city of New York, praying 
compensation for the loss of a ship which was captured by pirates in 
1876 upon the coast of Africa. It being avery unusual case, I ask to 
have the petition read, and I shall also introduce a bill at the proper 
time to accompany the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read if there 
he no objection. 

The petition was read, as follows: 

The petition of Joseph W. Yates, of the firm of Yates & Porterfield, of New York, 
to the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled. 

Whereas the American schooner Joseph Nickerson, owned by Messrs. Yates & 
Porterfield, of the city and State of New York, A. C. Yates, master, cleared on the 
9th day of August, 1876, for the island of Saint Thomas and a market on the west 
— of Afriea, with a full cargo of merchandise, upon a general trading voyage; 
anc 

Whereas said vessel did go, upon and in the prosecution of her legitimate busi- 
ness, as far south as the port of Saint Paul de Loanda, situate in 9° 30’ south lati- 
tude, purchasing homeward and selling outward cargo; and 

Whereas said vessel met with no unusual adventure upon a general trading 
roreee until after leaving Ambriz for the Congo River, on the 18th December, 
1876, homeward bound; and 

Whereas, on the 20th December, 1876, while off Shark’s Point, at the south en- 
trance of the Congo River, in latitude 6° south, with a very light wind and a 
smooth sea, the vessel touched ground on a sand point, in consequence of the 
strong current setting out of the river, but said grounding in no way endangered 
either the vessel or cargo. The vessel at this time had on rd, from her outward 
cargo, tar, turpentine, black lead, and some other goods of a general assortment, 
and of her homeward cargo, coffee. The wind was light and the ship was obliged, 
in order to keep out of the current, to hug the shore closely; and 

aa the vessel having taken ground at Saint Paul de Loanda, as aforesaid ; 
anc 

Whereas soon after the grounding of said vessel, which took place on the 20th 
December, 1876, some twenty canoes put off from the point to the vessel with, as 
nearly as could be judged, about four hundred natives on board, the leaders of 
which offered friendly assistance, which was accepted, but as soon as a large por- 
tion of this element got on board they took forcible possession and wrecked the 

vessel completely, taking and spprepeiating cargo, provisions, sails, rigging, and 
everything valuable from the ship, stripping the copper off above water and set- 
ting fire to the vessel for the purpose, no doubt, of covering any evidence of the 
piracy from any friendly power; and 

ereas as the owners, the said Yates and Porterfield, having received evi- 
dence of this act of plunder, through the State Department at Washington, and 
from the vice-commercial agent, Robert S. Newton, at Saint Paul de Loando, and 
subsequently, from the captain's report and protest, of the entire destruction of the 
vessel and cargo, the proof of which being beyond question, they appeal to the 
State Department for indemnity ; and 

Whereas having been informed by the Secretary of State that there were no 
national treaties with the natives invested with the control of this part of the coast 
by which said owners could be indemnified for their loss; and 


Whereas there appearing no other remedy than to appeal to Con for relief, 
they sepeel as American citizens in asking a just appropriation for the damages 
sus ed; and 

Whereas the report of Commander Schley, of the United States steamer Essex, 
he having visited the west coast of Africa and made a report verifying these state- 
ments, appearing in the United States Naval Department, about December 20, 1880, 
they trust our Government will take speedy action in this particular case. 

JOSEPH W. YATES. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. 1 move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, if that be the proper committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It should go to the Committee on 
Claims, the Chair suggests. It isa claim against the, Government, 
if anything. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Committee on Claims is the most 
appropriate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection to its reference to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of John W. Young and 11 
others, keepers of United States life-saving stations on the coast of 
Massachusetts, praying for an increase of pay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Jonathan Bryan and others, 
citizens of Vernon County, Missouri; the petition of R. Key and oth- 
ers, citizens of Marion County, Missouri; and the petition of C. G. 
West and others, citizens of Putnam County, Missouri, praying for 
legislation on the subject of railway transportation; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I also present a petition of the Missouri Historical 
Society, praying for the compilation and publication of a synoptical 
catalogue of all documents published by the Government since 1876. 
I suppose it should be referred either to the Committee on Printing 
or to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Committee on the Library has had 
those subjects under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that it go to the Committee on Print- 
ing, as a bill which I have introduced on that very subject is now 
pending before the Committee on Printing. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Although the really appropriate committee is the 
Library Committee, I do not object to that reference, if my friend 

refers it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 prefer that reference, as the bill to which I 
alluded is pending there. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Charles R. Williams and 
others, citizens of the United States, asking for protection against the 
monopolies of railroads; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Horace 8. Spear, late of 
Company I, Fifth Vermont Volunteers, praying for a pension, with 
an accompanying affidavit. I ask that the papers relating to the 
case be taken from the files and referred, with those now presented, 
to the Committee on Pensions. That committee on the last occasion 
reported favorably upon the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The order will be made if there be 
no objection. The Chair hearsnone, and the papers on file, with those 
just presented, will be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present also the petition of W. R. Eastlack and 
a large number of other citizens of the United States residing in the 
Empire of Japan, praying for a provision of law which shall regulate 
their commercial and other business intercourse among themselves 
in thatempire. I presented asimilar petition a short time ago, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I move that 
this petition, with an accompanying letter which is explanatory and 
valuable, be referred to the same committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented two petitions of citizens of Texas, praying for 
legislation regulating railroad transportation charges; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a petition of citizens of 
La Crosse, Wisconsin, and a petition of citizens of Jackson, Minne- 
sota, praying for the mal of certain taxes on banks; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Dane County, Wiscon- 
sin, praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad transpor- 
tation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutious of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, in favor of the permanent organization of the 
Signal Corps; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GROVER. I present the petition of J. L. Stout and others, 
citizens of Oregon, praying Congress to declare forfeited the unearned 
portion of lands granted to the Oregon Central Railroad Company 
by act of May 4, 1870, unless the road be completed by January 1, 
1883. The petition might go to the Committee on Railroads, unless 
it raises a question of power; in whichcase it would go to the Com- 

| mittee on the Judiciary. 
| ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. EpMuNpDs in the chair.) The 
| Chair would state that at the last Congress, the Chair thinks, a sim- 
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ilar question was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary with 
instructions to consider the propriety of reporting a general bill. 

Mr. GROVER. Then I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of A. 8S. White and others, of 
Darlington, South Carolina, praying for a repeal of the tax on banks 
and banking institutions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of B. F. Ford and others, citi- 
zens of Madison County, Texas, and the petition of J. J. Davanay 
and others, citizens of Hopkins County, Texas, praying for legisla- 
tion prohibiting unjust discrimination by railway companies ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Bal- 
timore, in favor of legislation to admit to the jurisdiction of the 
United States courts any claimants upon the undivided portion of 
what are known as the Geneva award funds remaining in the 
Treasury of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of James Gingles and a num- 
ber of others, citizens of Oregon, praying Congress for the enactment 
of laws regulating fares and freights on railroads and restraining 
railroad corporations from unjust discrimination ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of citizens of Jackson Parish, 
Louisiana, praying for legislation preventing unjust discriminations 
by railroad companies ; which wasreferred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Louisiana 
in favor of an appropriation for repairing the ’Possum Fork Levee; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River and Tributaries. 

He also presented the petition of Nicholas Kuntz, of New Orleans, 
praying for an extension of his patent for the making of extracts and 
the manufacture of sugar; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented a petition of citizens of 
West Virginia, praying for the passage of a bill regulating freight 
charges by railroads ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of citizens of New 
Berlin, New York, praying that the proceedings of Congress be printed 
in newspaper form each week while Congress is in session, and that 
a copy be sent free to every family in the United States together 
with a copy of the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. a 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Isaac Lafever and others, 
citizens of Ohio, praying for legislation prohibiting unjust discrimi- 
nation by railway companies; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Charles Rueff and others, 
citizens of Indiana, and the petition of James F. Parish and other 
citizens of Indiana, praying for legislation preventing unjust dis- 
eriminations by railroad companies; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of J. E. Johnson and 
others, citizens of Ohio, and the petition of S. P. Swett and others, 
citizens of Ohio, praying for legislation to compel railroad corpora- 
tions and their agents and all common carriers upon them to perform 
certain duties; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented five petitions of citizens of Kansas, praying 
for the repeal of certain taxes on banks; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Kansas, praying for 
the passage of a bill regulating charges for railroad transportation ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented the memorial of the Produce 
Exchange of San Francisco, resolutions of the San Francisco Board 
of Trade, and resolutions of the trustees of the Merchants’ Exchange 
Association of San Francisco, in favor of the establishment of addi- 
tional signal-service stations on the Pacific slope; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of K. Parsons and others, citizens 
of California, praying for legislation preventing unjust discrimina- 
tions by railroad,companies; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of California, praying for 
a repeal of the tax on banks and banking institutions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Brigadier-General John F. Shee- 
han and other officers of the California militia, and the petition of 
Captain N. P. Bush and other officers of the California militia, pray- 
ing for amendments to the United States laws affecting State mili- 
tia; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER presented 2 memorial of the officers of the corps of 
engineers of the United States Navy, in favor of legislation confer- 
ring absolute rank and the title of that rank on those officers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of George L. Merrill, of Sears- 
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ort, Maine, praying compensation for certain losses sustained by 
im in the late war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

Mr. FRYE presented three petitions of citizens of Maine, praying 
for legislation regulating charges for railway transportation ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARLEY presented a petition of citizens of San Diego, Cali- 
fornia, praying for the repeal of certain taxes on national banks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of A. 8. Chute and others, 
citizens of Cooper County, Missouri, praying that the railways of the 
country may be compelled to transport the goods of the producers 
of the country at fair and reasonable rates, and that they may be 
regulated by Congressional legislation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. | also present a similar petition of William A. 
Routh, M. H. Kelley, and other citizens, of Bates, of Vernon, and 
Saint Clair Counties, Missouri; and in connection with the petition | 
ask to have read a very short letter which accompanied the petition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Acting Secretary then read as follows : 

ROCKVILLE, Mo., December 18, 1881. 

Dear Sir: As one of your constituents, I have the pleasure to hand you the 
inclosed petition, which presents to your consideration a subject of unusual inter- 
est to that very large class known as producers. And this letter is to bring to 
your personal notice the very important fact that this movement is not one of form 
simply, or for political effect, but is the outgrowth of a genuine, sincere, and wide- 
spread feeling among the industrial classes universally. 

The signatures to the inclosed petition are all genuine, and of men with whom 
the subject has been thoroughly discussed from time to time, and who therefore, 
inasmuch as they feel that they are citizens, subjects, and taxpayers in the 
Commonwealth, have a just and legitimate right to ask of those to fe their suf- 
frages have given official power that they be heard in the council of the nation, 
that their rights be considered, and that the evils inflicted upon them by soulless 
and mercenary capitalists be removed. They ask not for vengeance, but for 
justice. They ask that railroads and monopolies shall no longer oppress the 
agricultural and manufacturing classes and make their lives one of positive servi- 
tude, but that the sublime maxim of ‘‘ equal and exact justice to all” be done, and 
thereby elevate, educate, and ennoble the agriculturist until he mayjustly feel the 
dignity of his calling and be encouraged to maintain and contribute to the perpe- 
tuity of that Republic founded by the noble heroes of 1776. 

Your attention is therefore respectfully called to this matter, believing confi- 
dently that you will be able to show to your constituency that no stone was left 
unturned in the effort to accomplish the object of your petitioners. 

The petition is the result of labor, itis the expression of candid, intelligent men, 
and the disposition of it will be closely watched by large numbers in every county. 


Yours, respectfully, 
WILLIAM A. ROUTH. 

Hon. F. M. CocKRELL, Washington, D. C. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of citizens of Holt County, 
Missouri; the petition of citizens of Bates and Vernon Counties, Mis- 
souri; the petition of citizens of Lewis and Knox Counties, Missouri; 
the petition of citizens of Caldwell County, Missouri; the petition of 
citizens of Boone County, Missouri; the petition of citizens of Saint 
Clair County, Missouri; and the petition of Cyrus G. Pugsley and 
others, of Worth County, Missouri, praying legislation regulating 
charges for railroad transportation ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Major 
General John F. Hartranft, Adjutant-General James W.Latta, Colonel 
Theodore E. Wiedersheim, Colonel Robert P. Dechert, of the National 
Guard of Pennsylvania, and other citizens of Philadelphia, praying 
for legislation to increase the efficiency of militia organizations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of B. E. James and 34 others, citi- 
zeus of Auburn Corners, Pennsylvania, and the petition of Daniel 
Kinley and 47 others, citizens of Corsica, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of a law regulating interstate commerce; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of A. S. Wilkins and 26 others, 
members of Souhegan Grange No.10,Patrons of Husbandry, of Amherst, 
New Hampshire, praying for legislation in restraint of railroad cor- 
porations and other common carriers using the same, and to enforce 
the performance of their duties to the public; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Sarah Shea, widow of Will- 
iam Shea, praying for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, (by request, ) asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 686) to regulate the 
appointment of sail-makers in the United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduced a bill (S. No. 687) for the relief of Joseph W. 
Yates; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 688) granting a pension to Samuel Stucker ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
4o introduce a bill (S. No. 689) to promote the efficiency of the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 690) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late 
keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary; which was read twice by its 
title, and; with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 691) to inerease the efficiency of the Signal 
Service of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consént, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 692) for the relief of William L. Adams; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 5 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 693) for the relief of E. P. Drew; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 694) for the relief of James R. D. Morri- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file 
in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 695) releasing the sureties from liability on 
the official bond of J. O. Rawlins, late collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of California; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 696) for the relief of William H. Crook; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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-duce a bill (S. No. 697) to confer positive rank in place of relative on 
the officers of the corp of engineers of the United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce « bill (S. No. 698) relating to lands in Colorado 
lately occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 699) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Saint Clair A. Mulholland; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 700) for the relief of the 
Greensburgh Limestone Company, W. W. Lowe & Co., and John L. 
Seanlon; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, as it grants to persons certain rights in the 
Court of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 701) for the relief of Cora A. Slocum, Ida A. 
Richardson, and Caroline A. Urquhart; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 702) for the relief of James Caler ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 703) granting a pension to Sarah Shea; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 704) granting relief to John 
Parsons; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 705) for the relief of Timothy Earle; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 706) for the relief of Martha J. Coston; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 707) for the relief of Mrs. Anastasia E. 
Fish; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 708) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Call 
Long and Mrs. Mary K. Brevard; which was read twice by its title, 
-and referred to the Committee on Claims. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ ask leave to introduce three bills, which I in- 
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troduce at the request of a respectable attorney of the city of Wash- 
ington; and I do not commit myself to favor or oppose the bills by 
their introduction. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 709) for the relief of William H. Beck, assignee of A. Burwell; 
roo was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

‘laims. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
710) for the relief of Mrs. J. P. Williams; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 711) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill(S. No. 712) to provide for the disposition of a portion 
of the Fort Hays military reservation in the State of Kansas; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 713) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Alexander Repine ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 714) granting a pension to Nathaniel Aiken; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 715) granting a pension to Caroline Treckell; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 716) for the relief of Watson Stewart; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 18) directing copies of the 
ofticial letter-books of the executive department of the State of North 
Carolina to be furnished to said State; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) to reappropriate and 

apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail-contractors; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices 
and Post-Roads. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Elizabeth Gray be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Hiram Baum be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 

Ordered, That the petition praying that bounty be allowed to the members of 
the First Battalion California Mountaineers, soldiers of the late war, be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

On motion of Mr. CALL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas Riley be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military: Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Charles P. Chouteau be withdrawn 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, to accompany bill S. No. 184. 

TRADE-MARK FEES. 


Mr. GARLAND. [ offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire into the pro- 
py of refunding to parties who paid for the protection, under the trade-mark 
egislation, the fee required by the act of Congress touching that subject, which 
was decided by the Supreme Court of the United States, in the trade-mark cases, 
100 U. S. Reports, 82, to be unconstitutional, and report by bill or otherwise. 

The Senate, by nnanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. . 

Mr. GARLAND. I may briefly state that under the trade-mark 
law, as it existed before the Supreme Court passed upon its consti- 
tutionality, each applicant for this protection had to pay a fee of 
$25. The fee was paid in a great many instances. The matter was 
brought to the Supreme Court, and, as will be found in the one hun- 
dredth volume of reports, the court determined the act to be uncon- 
stitutional. These persons now, at least many of them, insist that 
they should be returned this fee of $25. While I believe that it 
should be returned, I am not prepared, without further investiga- 
tion, to say absolutely that it should be; but I think it is a fit sub- 
ject of inquiry for the Finance Committee, and I simply offer the 
resolution so that the committee may be instructed to inquize inte 
the propriety of it. 

The resolution was agreed to, 
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MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEE IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate a copy 
of any and all papers relating to the repair or improvement of the Mississippi River 
levee, in front of the city of New Orleans, Louisiana. 


THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. EpMunps.) The morning hour 
has expired. The morning hour having expired, and there being no 
unfinished business, the Calendar of the Senate will be taken up. 
The Chief Clerk will report the first bill upon the Calendar. 

The bill (S. No. 133) toregulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States was announced as first in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let that bill be passed over. It has not yet 
been referred to a committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection. 

Mr. PENDLETON. And so with the next bill. 

The bill (8. No. 134) to prevent extortion from persons in the pub- 
lic service, and bribery and coercion by such persons,was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks that 


this bill be passed over. That will be done if there be no objection. 















It will be passed over if there be no 











consider and report what legislation is needed for the better regula- 
tion of commerce among the States was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This joint resolution was introduced 
December 6, 1281, by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
and read twice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be passed 
over, 

The bill (S. No. 301) to enable the people of New Mexico to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the admission of the said 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, was 
announced as next in order upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill was introduced December 
6, 1881, by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and read the first 
time. The question is on the second reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. My colleague [Mr. INGALLS] is absent. 
















I think he 






upon the subject. I therefore ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, and the 
next bill on the Calendar will be announced. 

Mr. ALLISON. These bills all seem to be important, and Senators 
are not prepared to consider them. I therefore move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 24, noes 
10; and (at one o’clock and three minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
jeurned. 










ee ee anaeemene 










HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| THURSDAY, January 5, 1882. 






The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
F. D. POWER. 

The Journal of proceedings of Wednesday, December 21, 181, was 
read and approved. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. ORTH. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ORTH. 





Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 











Before stating the question specifically, I ask indulgence to an- 
nounce that it is my purpose at an early day to introduce for our 
consideration and action a proposition to change the present method 
of selecting committees. The vast and diversified interests of the 
country are all more or less affected by Congressional legislation; 
and this legislation, as is well known, is almost exclusively con- 
trolled by the action of our committees. For this reason their for- 
mation assumes an importance and is invested with a responsibility 
too great to be lodged in the hands of a single individual, however 
capable and honest and patriotic such individual may be. As now 
exercised it is emphatically a one-man power; such power is always 
dangerous and in conflict with the principles of republican govern- 
ment. It is our duty to see that it may not at some future period 
be used to the detriment of the best interests of the people. 

Now, then, as to my question of privilege. You have seen fit to 
/ assign me to three committees, viz, the second place on Foreign 
| Affairs, the second place on Rules, and chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service of the Government. By the 
kindness and unwavering confidence of my constituents I have been 
for twelve years a member of this House, and am entering upon the | 
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The joint resolution (S. R. No. 3) providing for a commission to | 





designed to call the bill up for the purpose of addressing the Senate 


| cused from serving upon the committee indicated. 
| not understand that it is at all necessary for it to vindicate itself by 





seventh term of my service here. With two exceptions, there is | 
not another Republican member who has thus long represented his 
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people. During that time I have served as a member and chairman 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and for ten years as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and part of such time as its chairman. 
With one exception, probably two, I am the only Republican mem- 
ber who at any time, prior to this session, has ever served as chair- 
man of any committee of this House. 

In view of all these facts I submit that the Speaker in his recent 
action has done an injustice to me and my constituents; for the rela- 
tions between a Representative and his constituents are so closely 
interwoven that an injustice to one is necessarily an injustice to the 
other. They naturally feel a pride and an interest in the proper 
recognition of their Representative, and especially when such recog- 
nition is regarded by the custom and courtesy of all deliberative 
bodies as attaching to long years of service. For this injustice there 
is, however, under our rules no remedy. All that can be done is to 
protest against it, as I now do, for myself and my constituents, and 
for reasons so apparent as not to require specification I respectfully 
ask this House to excuse me from service as a member ef the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. ROBESON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wasaboutto make asuggestion in regard to the 
formation of committees, but I will reserve it for some future 
occasion. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that to-day be con- 
sidered as ‘‘bill day” for the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions from the various States and Territories. [Cries of “Oh, no!”] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, as the Chair understands, to 
the request of the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. ANDERSON.] The 
regular order is the call of committees, and unless that is dispensed 
with the Chair will proceed with the call. 

Mr. ORTH. Will my request be submitted to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the gentleman 
by his own request may be excused from serving on the committee 
that he indicates, without a formal vote of the House. 

Mr. ORTH. All right, then. 

The SPEAKER. If the House desires to take any action in rela- 
tion to it—— 

Mr. BUCKNER. If necessary I will moye that the House consent 
to the gentleman’s request to be excused from service on the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it has been the prac- 
tice—whether it is a good one or not he does not undertake to de- 
cide—it has been the practice of former Speakers to excuse gentle- 
men on their own request from serving upon committees. 

Mr. ORTH. My recollection is that the practice has been both 
ways. 

The SPEAKER. It may be that this usage is not the proper one, 
but it is, as the Chair is informed, the later practice. 

Mr. ORTH. Iam satistied. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, so far as it is concerned, takes occa- 
sion to say that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrTH] will be ex- 
The Chair does 


saying anything in reply to the remarks of the gentleman. It must 


| not, however, be inferred because the Chair does not undertake to 
| challenge any of the statements charging it with injustice, that the 


Chair acquiesces in the view taken by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The regular order is the call of committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The regular order, I suppose, is the resolution of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.HASKELL] which is presented as a 
question of privilege. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the call of committees to-day be 


c 1 wil a 4 | dispensed with. 
It is a question of privilege growing out of and con- | 
nected with the recent appointment of the committees of this House. | 


The SPEAKER. That will require a two-thirds vote. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. MCKINLEY was agreed 
to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will lay be- 
fore the House at this time some executive communications which 
are now on the table. 


There was no objection. 

FORTS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of the inspector of forts in Wash- 
ington Territory, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

MONEY ACCOUNTS IN INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


| tary of War, transmitting reports of inspection of money accounts of 


disbursing officers in Inspector-General’s Office ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 


CHARLES ALTON HOWARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a communication from the Adjutant-General of 
the Army recommending the passage of an act to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of War to change the name of Charles Alton 
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Howard, second lieutenant in the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry, to Alton 
Henry Budlong ; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting, in accordance with section 1057 
of the Revised Statutes, a statement of all judgments rendered by said 
court for the year ending December 3, 1881; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War relative to the contingent expenses of the War Department ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 


UNION RAILROAD DEPOT, WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, in accordance 
with law, the report of the engineer commissioner as to a suitable 
site for a union railroad depot in the city of Washington ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TEST OF METALS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report on the test of metals made by officers 
of the Ordnance Bureau of the War Department ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Attorney-General, transmitting the report of the Attorney-General for 
the year 1881 ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF CROW INDIAN LANDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting draught of a bill to ratify the agree- 
ment with the Crows for sale of the western portion of their reserve ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 2138) to authorize the purchase of a site for a building for a post- 
office, court-house, and other offices, in San Francisco, California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2139) to indemnify the State of California for balances 
paid and remaining due on account of indebtedness incurred in the 
Indian wars, for the payment of which said State issued bonds in 
1851 and 1852, a part of which and of accrued interest thereon re- 
main unpaid owing to delays occasioned by War Department rulings 
nnder the act of Congress of August 5, 1854; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MOSES FULLINGTON. 

Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2140) granting a pension to Moses Fullington; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA A, LEWIS. 

Mr. JOYCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2141) granting a pension to Martha A. Lewis; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. MORRISON. 

Mr. JOYCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2142) granting arrearages of pension to Andrew J. Morrison; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REORGANIZING MILITIA, ETC, 


Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2143) to provide for reorganizing, arming, and disciplining the militia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


MANUFACTURE OF OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr. HAWK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2144) requiring the manufacturers of oleomargarine, butterine, 
&c., to label the same; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HOWARD. 


Mr. HAWK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 2145) granting a pension to William H. Howard; which was read 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


a first and secon 


sions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ROBERT BUTLER. 


Mr. FLOWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2146) granting a pension to Robert Butler; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD H,. BIRMINGHAM, 


Mr. FLOWER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2147) for the relief of Richard H. Birmingham; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE SILVEY. 


Mr. FLOWER also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2148) granting a pension to Catherine Silvey; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and erdered to be printed. 

LEVEES AND IMPROVEMENTS OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. GIBSON. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to introduce at this time a 
resolution to amend the rules in reference to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. McLANE. I must object to the introduction of any other 
bills at this time, if it is done by unanimous consent, and call for the 
regular order. 

he SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman as ob- 
jecting to the introduction of the resolution referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana ? 

Mr. McLANE. I will withhold my demand for the regular order 
until after the introduction of the resolution of the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Louisiana 
will then be referred as he desires. 

Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution to 
amend the rules as to the Committee on Levees and Improvements. 
- so Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on 

ules, 

MESSENGER FOR OFFICIAL REPORTERS OF DEBATES. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire, Mr. Speaker, at this time to submit a 
resolution for reference to the Committee on Accounts. It is the 
customary resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay John P. Maloney at the rate of $1,000 per annum during the present session 


ot Congress for services as messenger to the official reporters of debates, and that 
the same be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 desire at this time to introduce a bill for refer- 
ence if there be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the gentleman from 
Maryland that he objects to the further introduction of bills at this 
time. 

Mr. BLACK. I wish to introduce a bill, and have the consent of 
the gentleman from Maryland. : 

Mr. ROBESON. We do not yield to any further unanimous con- 
sents at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that objection is made on 
all sides to the introduction of bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the rules be sus- 
pended and that the roll be called for the introduction of bills as of 
Mondays. 

Mr. ROBESON. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion? 

Mr. BUCKNER. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL., 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1554) granting a pension to Eliza Hudson, formerly referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


I will yield for that motion. 
It requires unanimous consent. Is there objec- 


I object. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER, 


Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a privileged motion. I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 114, noes 35. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

THANKS TO THE KUEDIVE OF EGYPT. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 1 ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce at this time a resolution which I think no one will object to. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. R. No. 66) extending the thanks of Congress and the peopleof 

the United States to the Khedive of Egypt. 


Whereas the Khedive of Egypt resented to the United States the ancient Egy» 
tian obelisk known as Cleopatra's Needle, which has been removed and re-erected 
| in the city of New York, thus placing in the possession of the people of the United 
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States one of the most famous monuments of the Old World and one of the earliest 
records of civilization : ie 

Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and House of resentatives in Oongress as- 
-sembled, That the thanks of the people of the United States are hereby tendered 
to his highness the Khedive of Egypt for a pitt which only the oldest of nations 
could make and the youngest can most highly prize. 

The SPEAKER. What reference does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If there be no objection I would like 
to have the resolution put upon its passage. If there be objection 
{ ask its reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. KASSON. I would like to have the resolution read again. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa object? 

Mr. KASSON. I ask to have the resolution read again, as the read- 
ing was imperfectly heard here. 

The resolution was again read. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that it has been notified by several members that they ob- 
ject to the further introduction of bills by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McLANE, I desire to say in connection with my objection to 
the introduction of bills, that it was simply to save the time of the 
House and preserve the rights of all equally, because it was ruled in 
the last Congress that all bills, with the petitions on which they were 
based, could be placed in the petition-box at the Clerk’s desk for refer- 
ence. It is in the power of any member to put in that box any bill 
he desires to present, with the accompanying petition, and have it 
referred to the proper committee. In the face of such ruling and 
practice I do not want to sit here all day for the introduction of bills 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RYAN. I will say to the gentleman from Maryland that what 
he states has not been the practice of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that bills can be 
introduced through the petition-box, except bills relating to post- 
routes for reference to the Post-Office Committee, and matters of appro- 
priation for rivers and harbors for reference to the Commerce Com- 
‘mittee. 

Mr. McLANE. The Chair will oblige me by having the rule read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Why should we not spend the time in this way? 
‘{t is my desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

The Clerk read clause. 5 of Rule XXI, as follows : 

All bills for improvement of rivers and harbors and for the establishment or 


change of post-routes shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of petitions 
and memorials, for reference to appropriate committees. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the rule relating to the 


introduction of petitions. 


Mr. McLANE. If the Chair rules it is not in order to present bills 
through the box, I shall withdraw my objection. 
The Clerk read Rule XXII; as follows: 


1. Members having petitions or memorials to present, may deliver them to the 


Clerk, indorsing their names and the reference or disposition to be made thereof ; 


and said petitions and memorials, except such as, in the judgment of the Speaker, 
are of an obscene or insulting character, shall be entered on the Journal together 
with the names of the members presenting them, and the Clerk shall furnish a 


transcript thereof to the official reporters of debates for publication in the RECORD.. 


2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the 
member from whom it was received ; and petitions which have been inappropri- 
ately referred may, by direction of the committee having possession of the same, 
be properly referred in the manner originally presented. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recall any other rule relating 
to the matter of the introduction of bills, and it is inclined to think 
that the gentleman from Maryland has fallen into a little confusion 
in his mind about it, because the practice has grown up, in the pre- 
sentation of memorials and petitions for reference to appropriate 
committees through the petition-box, for members to accompany the 
petition, for the benefit of the committee, with the draught of a bill; 
but it never goes on the record as a bill introduced by the member, 
never gets a number, and is simply used by the committee in consid- 


ring the memorial or petition, and if the committee choose to report 


the bill they report it, and then it comes in as a bill for the first time. 

Mr. McLANE. That isallI contend for, and as I have myself pur- 
sued the practice I make my objection, and by so doing sparing my- 
self and the House the time that would have been occupied in the 
presentation of my bill; and as I followed that practice through the 
whole of last Congress under the ruling of the Chair, my bills were 
properly referred ; wherefore, too, I desire to be allowed this word of 
explanation. I do not suppose a bill should go to that box without 
the petition; but the bill should go with the petition presented by 
the member. I make that statement by way of explanation to the 


Chair. The member puts his bill with the petition inthe box. The 


bill then goes to the proper committee, and has always been consid- 
ered by the committee, the petition bringing the subject-matter before 
the committee. This practice saves the time of the House and saves 


‘the time of the member. Instead of waiting here for an opportunity 


to introduce the bill or instead of asking unanimous consent he takes 


Ais bill at his own time to the petition-box, puts it in with the peti- 
“tion, and it goes to the appropriate committee. Now, I have pursued | had not been adopted. The Speaker then in the cha'r said that no 


ate ECC 


that practice, and I did it under the ruling of the Chair in the last 
Congress. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I would like toask the gentleman from Maryland 
a question in that connection. Would the member have the right to 
say to precisely what committee the bill should be referred ? 

Mr. McLANE. The Chair controls that as he controls the reference 
of any bill introduced on bill day. Itis notin the power of a member 
to direct where his bills shall go. He may make a suggestion on the 
back of the bill, but the Clerk in making up the Journal under the 
direction of the Speaker can make a correction when necessary. 
That is done with bills sent up on bill day. A member sends up a 
bill and states on the back of it to what committee he wishes it 
referred; but the Speaker, if he thinks it an improper reference, 
names another committee to which the bill is referred. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I desire to ask the gentleman another question. 
Has not the House something to say as well as the Speaker in regard 
to the reference of bills? 

Mr. McLANE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ATHERTON. If so, how can the bill be introduced through 
the petition-box at the Clerk’s desk ? 

Mr. McLANE. I will say to the gentleman from Maine 

Mr. ATHERTON. Oh, no! [Laughter.] 

Mr. McLANE. I will say that the House always has its remedy. 
The Journal is read; the bill is there noted as referred to such and 
such a committee; and it goes to that committee unless some mem- 
ber calls the attention of the Chair to the fact that the reference is 
an improper one and gets the proper reference made. That point was 
made in the last Congress and was ruled upon precisely as I am now 
stating—the question being treated as a question of privilege, even 
on a motion to correctly refer before the Journal should be approved. 
If the Journal states that such and such a bill has been referred 
to such and such a committee, and the House approves the Journal, 
then the bill is so referred. 

Mr. ATHERTON. While I make no objection to the argument of 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLANE,] I must object to the 
assignment he made of me as a member from the State of Maine. 
(Laughter. } 

Mr. McLANE. It is certainly due to the gentleman that I should 
make an apology to him for confounding him with a Representative 
from any other State in the Union than the State of Ohio. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. [desire to say that at the commencement of the 
Forty-sixth Congress this question was raised by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS, ] who introduced a bill which was referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, with the petition 
of the gentleman attached. The question was discussed before the 
House, and the decision arrived at was that any bill could be intro- 
duced through the petition-box, subject to the approval of the Speaker 
as to its reference. The question came up at a time when there was 
some obstruction to the introduction of bills pending the amendment 
or the adoption of the rules. After full discussion it was decided by 
the Chair without appeal that any bill could be introduced through 
the petition-box by any member if accompanied by a petition. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think the gentleman from Wiseonsin [Mr. Hum- 
PHREY ] has not fully stated the case. I think a resort to the intro- 
duction of bills through the petition-box, even though accompanied 
by petitions, would lead to great confusion and would in the end 
consume a large amount of time which might be saved if the regular 
course were pursued. 

If I remember the rulings made in the last Congress, they were that 
a gentlemen might introduce through the petition-box a bill accom- 
panied by a petition, and have it referred to a committee, and that 
the bill would go to that committee, but would not then be printed. 
The bill of course does not appear upon the Journal, for the petitions 
are not journalized. It is a secret proceeding between some one or 
more gentlemen and acommittee. The first the House may know of 
it will be that the committee will report the bill. The question then 
will come up as to how that bill got before the House. The reply will 
be that it came from a committee. How did it get before the com- 
mittee? Why, it was referred through the petition-box. In that 
way the Speaker and the House will have been denied their control 
of the question as to what committee such a bill should go. 

A gentleman studies the long list of bills introduced in order to 
ascertain what business is before the committees. He will find no 
reference to bills introduced through the petition-box. The whole 
proceeding is relatively and will be always a secret proceeding for 
the possible maturing of a bill. 

Now if there be any rule of the House which permits that to be 
done which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLANE] claims as 
of right can be done, then, for the sake of orderly legislation and the 
economical use of the time of the House, I think the rule should be 
modified. 

The rules of the House require, as I am reminded, that a bill shall 
have its first and second reading when introduced. Yet it is now 
proposed that we shall open a door for the introduction of bills that 
shall not be read a first and second time, and of which neither the 
House nor the Speaker shall have any notice until the bill may be 
reported by a committee. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I simply desire to say that all these questions 
were discussed in the last Congress, at the time when the new rules 
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can rule or the House act? If there is no such 
then the gentlemen in this discussion are out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question which is being discussed refers to 
the construction of a rule of the House which the Chair understands 
to be of interest to every member. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 


matter how difficult of solution were these questions he had no power uestion pending, 
and no contvol except as to the reference of a bill after it was put 
into the petition-box. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
will permit me to recall to his mind the fact that the point I now 
make was fully made in the last Congress. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, in common with every one on his side of the House, made 
such objections to the introduction of particular bills which were 
presented under the general rule that it was well-nigh the unanimous 
consent of the House that we should avoid that difficulty by allow- 
ing bills to come in through the petition-box. 
reason of the point made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
the bills presented by gentlemen on the call of States were always 
printed, and there was a certain class of bills so objectionable that 
the gentleman objected even to their printing. 

That matter came up early in the session, and had special reference 
to bills for a modification of the tariff. 
gentleman on this floor more strenuous in his opposition to the in- 
troduction and printing of such bills than the gentleman from Penn- 
If he is at all in doubt as to his feelings at that time and 
on that question, he has only to refer to the REcoRD, which he will 
find puts him, in common with all the rest of his associates on this 
floor, in opposition to the presentation and printing of a particular 
class of bills. 

As the result of that discussion there was the ruling made by the 
Although it may be a very embar- 


If this is an historical society, then 
we may go on and discuss these questions ad libitum. [Laughter. ] 

entleman from Illinois that, as I 
to the Chair upon its proposed 


Mr. MCLANE. I will say to the 
understand, I am addressing mysel 
ruling, with the Chair’s indulgence. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. McLANE] permit me to say one word only? Young, diffident, 
modest gentlemen like myself and my friend from Maryland and the 
gentleman from New Jersey would be altogether denied the privi- 
lege of appearing upon this floor if we were compelled to introduce 
bills through the petition-box. 
bill is the first step in legislation; and it is an object to modest young 
men like myself and the gentleman from Maryland and the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to rise and make ourselves known to the House— 
to be seen and recognized, so that we may afterward be identified 
with the measures with which we are charged upon this floor. 

Mr.RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, thisisavery plain matter. Formerly 
there was confusion in the House touching the reference of bills. 
was claimed to be the right of any member to place a bill in the box 
and have it referred, thereby securing his own view as to its refer- 
ence; and such an attempt was made as to some subjects relating to 
That confusion existed before the adoption of the rule to 
which reference has been made by the gentleman from New Jersey. 
The rule was adopted to prevent the confusion which had previously 
In my judgment it does accomplish that object in pro- 
viding that all bills shall be presented in the House, except two 
classes; and these exceptions were made because bills of these two 
classes were very numerous—those relating to the improvement of 
rivers and harbors and those providing for the establishment of post- 
Now, Rule XXI was adopted, in connection with those excep- 
tions specified in another rule, for the purpose of providing that al! 
bills should be presented in the House, and for the obvious reason 
that the House might not agree with the gentleman presenting a bill 
The House did not agree with one of the gentle- 
men from Illinois in the last Congress as to the reference of a bill 
changing the revenue laws. . 

But a committee, nevertheless, can originate a bill, provided the 

subject-matter to which it relates has already been referred to that 
And thus the object which some gentlemen here may 
have in view isreached by the presentation through the petition-box 
of the particular subject-matter in the shape of a petition. 
mittee to which that petition goes, it being a proper reference and 
having the approval of the-committee, can originate a bill, and then 
the third clause of Rule XXI will come into operation. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Maryland, that it appears to me the infirmity of memory 
which he has ascribed to me rests rather with himself. 
the last Congress to which reference has been made and to which my 
friend from New Jersey also alluded came before the House and the 
It was a bill prepared by a gentleman from Illinois pro- 
viding for the revision of certain sections of the law by numbers, 
giving no intimation of the subject-matter of those sections or any 
It was found on examination that itinvolved the whole 
question of the revenue from imposts with all its complications. 
And, disguised as it was, not intentionally but in fac 
had, on the gentleman’s motion, referred it, not to the 
Ways and Means, which was specially charged with the subject in- 
volved, but to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 
House at once vindicated its prerogative and changed the destination 
of the bill, withdrawing it from the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws and sending it to the Committee on Ways and Means, in 
accordance with the rule. 

Now, sir, the present short session has given an illustration of what 
would frequently occurif gentlemen might originate billsthrough the 
petition-box and give them special reference. 
proposed to be referred to the Committee on A 
at first, not comprehending the scope of the bill, gave that destina- 
His attention was particularly called to 
it and the sense of the House was taken by successive counts, and 
For it is an express rule that all such bills 
must go to the Committee on Ways and Means, and that to send any 
one of them to the Committee on Agriculture would be an impropriety 
marked by a distinct violation of a rule of the House. 

I therefore hope that the Chair will rule as expressly as it is pos- 
sible for him to do that other than bills relating to post-routes and 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors must have their first and 
second reading in the House and be referred there to their appropri- 
ate committees. 

There is a way in which bills may be originated. 
Committee of the Whole House will distribute the President’s mes- 
sage, giving each subject alluded to therein to its appropriate com- 
That is a sufficient reference of the subjects thus distrib- 
uted to enable the committees to present any legislation they may 
deem proper on the special subject referred to each. 


That was for the very 


[Laughter.] The introduction of a 


I do not suppose there is any 


Speaker to which I have referred. 
rassing ruling to gentlemen who adopt that mode of making their 
speeches, although it may be a very embarrassing ruling to gentle- 
men who have such animosities to any particular class of bills that 
they will not even allow them to be printed when presented on this 
floor, to the rest of us who desire to present bills and get them before 
committees as early as possible for their action the petition-box 
offered very great facilities for the purpose. 

Now I ask the Chair, before it overrules the construction which has 
heretofore been given to that rule, to bear with me one moment 
while I present my view of this subject. 

The great majority of gentlemen on this floor present bills with one 
single desire, which is to get them before committees at the earliest 
Now, the House and the Chair will remember that 
except when we have a period like that which at this session pre- 
ceded the announcement of committees when the House for a num- 
ber of days really desired some sort of occupation of its time, unless 
in such exceptional cases we have very rare opportunities to present 
bills, it is with great difficulty gentlemen get such an opportunity. 
A moment's reflection, I am sure, will satisfy this House that we 
ought not to deprive ourselves of the opportunity given us under this 
construction of the rule. 

Here isarule which, asit has been heretofore construed, permits every 
member, without embarrassing the House, to put into the petition-box 
any bill he chooses with a simple petition from himself that it shall be 
considered favorably by the committee to which, under the rules, it 
Now, that is a great privilege. 
selves give us very little privilege in that regard. 
partiqular day when bills can be presented ; and if the accumulation 
of bills in the possession of members is great very few States are 
called, so that gentlemen may remain here for three months without 
an opportunity to present their bills. 
stituents, and upon which immediate action is urged, remain in their 
desks for several months without an opportunity being offered under 
the rules, as construed by my friend from Pennsylvania, for their 
Under the practice of the House, as it now stands, any 
member can, without embarrassing the business of the House, put a 
bill in the petition-box the day he receives it from his constituents. 
Will my friend permit me to ask him a question ? 


possible day. as to its reference. 


Mr. KELLEY. 


The rules them- 


ought to be referred. 
There is only a 


Bills coming from their con- 
one of them. 


the Speaker 


presentation. ommittee on 


Mr. ROBESON. 
Mr. McLANE. 


Mr. ROBESON. Rule XXI provides that— 


¢ Every bill and joint resolution shall receive three readings before its passage, 
which shall be as follows: The first and second readings by title on introduction 
for reference, or, being original bills, on report from committees for commitment. 

Now does not that rule cover every bill and joint resolution that 
can come before this House, and can that rule be abrogated except 
by the express language of some other rule which may change and 
And is not the true history of what occurred last 
session this, that a gentleman, under a mistaken construction of that 
rule, introduced a bill through the petition-box in the form of a peti- 
tion and had it referred to a committee, a reference which, when the 
fact came to the notice of this House, was corrected by the House as 
a question of privilege; and did not my friend from Maryland move 
a proposition as a question of privilege for the purpose of correcting 
that wrong under the rules? 

Mr. McLANE. Ihave already answered that question. In my former 
remarks adressed to this House I called attention to the fact that a peti- 
tion accompanying the draught of a bill, when put into the petition- 
box, is set out by its title in the Journal and read to the House, with 
its proper reference, and when the committee report the bill back to 
the House its title is read, in pursuance of the third clause of Rule 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Elinois. 
to know whether there is any question pending upon which the Chair 


We had a tariff bill 
iculture. The Chair 
explain it away? tion, or was about to do it. 


the rule was sustained. 


In a few days the 


I rise to a point of. order. 
But with that 
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of rivers and harbors, there is but one way known to the rules of the 
House and the laws of the land to get a bill to a committee, and 
that is by having it read a first and second time by title and its des- 
tination given to a committee, thus providing for its appearance 
‘upon the Journal and in the REcorD. | 

' “Mr. KASSON. I understand the question to be raised, sir, under 
the rules of the House, as to the right to introduce bills as bills 
through the box in which petitions are deposited for reference to the 
several committees, and without notice to the House at the time of 
the introduction of such bills. That being so, it is said we can do 
it, because it has been done by the modification of a bill in the form 
of a preliminary clause asking such a bill be passed. That changes 
the whole question; then it is a memorial, and not a bill, and gets 
the subject-matter, perhaps, before a committee, but simply as a 
petition or memorial. But when a bill is offered with the enacting 
elause, or a joint resolution with its proper introductory clause, that 
has no more right to go to a committee through the medium of that 
petition-box than it would be to appropriate money by putting a bill 
for that purpose in the same box. 

We have two rights or always used to have; but gentlemen will tell 
me in that respect the privileges of the House are changed. One is, 
to object to the reading of a bill, and to take a vote of the House on 
it; and the next, to determine the committee to which it shall be 
referred. We can do nothing under the rules which will interfere 
with these two rights. If a gentleman should present a memorial 
asking that a certain bill be passed, it may go throngh that box. 
If, however, he introduce a bill which is not a memorial, it cannot 
go through that box under the present rules; nor can you take away 
the right of a member to object to its first reading, or to take a vote as 
to the reference of a bill. I assume, therefore, we stand in these two 
respects where we have always stood, and that bills must, until a 
change of the rules is made, be introduced in open House and referred 
as the House itself shall determine. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is, as I 
understand it, simply this, whether or not a member of this House 
can present a bill through the petition-box, which is the present me- 
dium under the rules for the reference of memorials and bills to the 
several committees. I know of no rule of this House by which any 
such thing can be done, and it ought not, as has been already well 
said, be permitted to be done. It is unnecessary I should take up 
the time of the House by giving in full the reasons for this conclusion. 

I may say in the first place that Rule XXI covers the case where 
bills are introduced in open House. The only way, as I understand 
the rules, by which a bill can be introduced is by leave of the House, 
as it is ordinarily done when the States are called on Monday for the 
introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to the appro- 
priate committees. ° 

But there are exceptions to that rule to which I wish to call atten- 
tion of the Chair. Paragraph 5, Rule XXI, reads as follows: 

All bills for improvement of rivers and harbors and for the establishment or 
change of post-routes shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of petitions 
and memorials, for reference to appropriate committees. 

Rule XXIV, together with this clause of Rule XXI, is, so far as I 
know, all the rule laid down for the introduction and reference of 
bills in this House. I think, therefore, it is very clear that every bill 
must be introduced in the way that the practice of the House has 
maintained since the Chair and myself have been members of the 
House ; that is, by presenting them to the House by leave of the House 
when the States are called for the introduction of bills under the rule. 
I do not desire to take up the time of the House; but these are the 
only rules which I have been able to find bearing upon this question. 
I think it very clear, therefore, that bills can only be introduced in 
the manner I have indicated. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Chair be kind enough to state what 
is the pending question ? 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is a question of order in 
reference to the introduction of bills by unanimous consent. Objec- 
tion was made by the gentleman from Maryland, and as the objection 
embodies a question which the Chair deems of importance and which 
should be fully understood by all the members of the House, it has 
indulged gentlemen in the discussion for the purpose of arriving at 
a conclusion after having all sides of the question fully stated. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, there is just one point to which I 
desire to call attention before a decision of this question is reached 
by the Speaker, as that decision is to be final and conclusive upon 
this question. I want to suggest a single point. There is no doubt 
that any member of the House has a right to petition this House, 
and to attach to that petition a bill, and put both into the petition- 
box. There is also no doubt that in that way the whole matter, both 
the petition and the accompanying bill, becomes a petition, and goes 
to the committee as a petition—both the preliminary portion and the 
bill itself. In a case of reference under such conditions, the com- 
mittee has jurisdiction, and can report upon the subject-matter so 
referred to them, if they want to; but they cannot be required or 
compelled to report to the House upon that subject-matter if they 
do not want to. 

The committee is made in that case the judge of the subject, and 
is therefore given jurisdiction over the matter of the petition and 


\ serene and bills relating to post-routes and to the improvement 





bill, which matter may be foreign to the powers‘of the committee: 
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under the rules of the House. But when we introduce a bill in the 
regular way—and this, Mr. Speaker, marks the distinguishing differ- 
ence between the introduction of bills under the rules and the intro- 
duction of petitions—we have the right to say to which committee 
the bill shall go, as in the case of the petition; but we have the turther 
right to demand a report from that committee; we have the right to 
demand action upon it, and we have the right to take the bill from 
the committee entirely, and change its reference by referring it to 
another committee, if we see proper. We have the right in this way 
to do something, which is not the case if the matter is a simple ref- 
erence by petition and through the petition-box. But if we forego 
that right, if we deny the privilege which the House now has, and 
go to the petition-box with our bills, we simply go to the box and hand 
out matters to the committees of the House, making them the supreme 
judges as to whether the matter shall receive attention or shall be 
ignored. So long as the bills are introduced in the way provided by 
our rules the House retains its power over them, and over the sub- 
ject-matter which shall be referred to the various committees of the 
House, which power is given up entirely if the introduction of bills. 
by petition is to take the place of the introduction of bills in open 
House. 

Another distinguishing difference is that there is no power to print 
a bill that goes to a committee through the petition-box. If we in- 
troduce bills through the petition-box they go to the committee with- 
out printing ; while otherwise, in making the reference in the usual 
way, the bills are printed, and the country is notified and we are 
informed as to what is being done. 

I think the decision—tfor I have no doubt as to what will be the 
decision of the Chair in this case—I think the decision is clear enough, 
that if you choose to make a bill a petition and put it in the box, 
cumbered as it would be by the rules and the objections that I have 
shown, you can do it; but if you desire to get the advantages which 
the rules provide in the introduction of bills, then introduce them in 
the manner prescribed by the rules, and get the benefit of the pub- 
licity thus given to them. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. JI would like to ask the gentleman 
from Kansas whether, in case all the members of this House should 
choose to put petitions into the petition-box, it would not be the 
House petitioning itself? 

Mr. HASKELL. It might. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. And if the right of petition is not 
reserved to all those who are not members of the House ? 

Mr. HASKELL. The right of petition is probably not denied to 
any American citizen, whether he be a member of the House or 
not. The membership of the House may carry with it some power 
or right that is not conferred on the general public. But that mem- 
bership does not abridge our rights as citizens, and I apprehend that 
it would not be regarded as good law to assert that by reason of our 
membership here we lose something of the rights and prerogatives 
belonging to us as citizens. 

I think our practice is clear and open, that we can, if we desire, 
put our bills into the shape of petitions, and put them in the peti- 
tion-box without any objection. But if we desire to get legislation 
before the House openly, embodying our views, we should present. 
our bills openly in the House and have them referred to the com- 
mittees in the manner provided by the rules. 

It is clear that our proper method for the introduction of bills is 
in the manner provided by the rule; that is, on Mondays when the 
States are called for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, 
and I see no clash between the two methods. 

Mr. DUNNELL. One word in reply to the gentleman from Kansas, 
It seems to me that he is not quite right when he says that the com- 
mittees of this House receiving the ‘petitions which come to them 
from the petition-box, in the manner provided by the rules, are not 
called upon to treat them with the same solemnity with which bills 
are treated; and also that there is not the same publicity given te 
the introduction of bills through the petition-box that there is to 
bills introduced by members in open House. 

The RECORD every morning recites the petitions presented by mem- 
bers, and the publicity of their introduction is as much accredited to 
them in that way us when they introduce bills in open House. The 
substance of the petition is set out in the RECORD as much as the 
substance of a bill introduced in the usual way; and a member gets 
just as much credit, as far as that goes, for putting petitions into the 
box as he does when he introduces bills in open House. And I think 
the gentleman is in error when he argues that committees do not re- 
gard petitions. Now, I know as a matter of experience that I have 
introduced many a bill into this House based simply upon a petition, 
and a committee is as much bound to regard petitions as it is to 
regard bills. : 

I am not saying, Mr. Speaker, that in my judgment the bills should 
go into the petition-box; but I do believe that a rule might be 
adopted by which bills would get to committees from the members of 
this House in a way that would save a great deal of time. Wespent 
here about ten hours the other day in introducing bills, and I venture 
to say there were not five of them that would not have reached their 
right destination if they had gone into the petition-box. Andif a 
committee does its duty it will immediately, as it is bound to do, re- 
port back a bill that has been improperly referred. 

One gentleman here, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. KEL- 
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LEY, ] has alluded toa bill introduced in the last Congress by the 
—— from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] revising the tariff, that 

ill having been sent to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 
Now, if that committee had promptly done its duty it would have 
sent that bill back to the House. Such a bill had no business to be 
sent there. The committee is supposed to represent the House, and 
ought to have sent back the bill that the House might correct the 
mistake, as it always would in a case of that kind. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a single ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is not a committee justified in assuming that the 
House knows what it is doing when it refersa bill; and if the House 
has deliberately referred a bill to a committee, why shall the com- 
mittee take the responsibility of telling the House it made a mistake ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
it is one of the rules of the House that if a committee finds itself in 
the possession of a bill improperly referred it shall be the duty of 
that committee to report it back tothe House. There is a rule mak- 
ing that the duty of the committee. Suppose the Committee on Ways 
and Means should obtain possession of a bill regulating the sale of 
the public lands or the survey of the public lands, it would be the 
duty of the Committee on Ways and Means forthwith to report that 
back to the House in order that the bill might be properly referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say tothe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
HASKELL] that a bill introduced through the petition-box and asa 
part of the petition in the way of suggestion to the committee does 
not possess any of the essentials of a bill presented by a member on 
bill day and referred to the appropriate committee as provided for 
by the rules. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is what I was trying to say. 

Mr. RANDALL. And if it comes back at all it comes back as re- 
ported by the committee and has then the essential qualities of a bill. 
It comes from the committee and the action of the committee is based 
on the petition. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is precisely the position Lassumed. It was 
that if a bill went to a committee in the shape of a petition it might 
become a bill in the hands of the committee, and if so, it was their 
act and theirs alone; whereas a bill introduced in the regular way 
had certain rights and privileges greater than those of a bill sent 
through the petition-box. 

Mr. ROBESON. I think we are all very much agreed on this ques- 
tion. There are under the rules as they now exist—and my friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] will pardon me if I say we are not 
now discussing what the rules ought to be, but what they are—there 
are under the rules as they new exist three modes of introducing bills. 
The first is that all bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors 
and for the establishment or change of post-routes shall be delivered 
to the Clerk, as in the case of petitions and memorials, for reference 
to appropriate committees. Other bills and joint resolutions are 
introduced in the House for reference after their first and second read- 
ings by title. That is second class of bills. There is another class 
of bills still, under which come all bills or forms of bills which go 
into the petition-box. In order that these may become bills they 
must originate with committees who have the subject-matter brought 
before them, either by the reference of some message or by petition. 

Now, when a member puts his petition and memorial into that box 
he may accompany it, if he chooses, with the form of the bill which 
he desires, and it goes to the committee merely as the form of a bill 
in which he wishes to embody the essence of his petition, and that 
committee may act upon that petition and adopt or modify or reject 
or change that form; and if it concludes to introduce a bill on that 
petition and in that form, then it comes before this House as an orig- 
mal bill from that committee and is subject to the rules in regard 
to bills. That is all there is of it. It goes to the committee in the 
form of a bill, but, as my friend from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] has said, 
it, is only part of the memorial and petition. The committee that 
acts upon it may embody it in a bill and then it comes in as an orig- 
inal bill under the first clause of Rule XXI. That Rule XXI, with its 
provision for the introduction of bills either by members in the House 
or as original bills reported by a committee, makes the general rule, 
and the provision with regard to bills for rivers and harbors and 
post-routes makes the exception. And that covers the whole ground, 
for it is a legal proposition which no man will deny, that the rule and 
exception cover everything. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I think the House thoroughly understands 
this question. There is probably not a member here who has ashadow 
of doubt as to what is necessary to be done in order to introduce a bill. 
I therefore move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman to 
withhold his motion for afew moments. There are some matters per- 
‘sonal to members which should be now submitted to the House. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I will withdraw my motion for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state that it has indulged 
gentlemen in this discussion because the question was raised in good 
taith and tends to settle a matter of practice. The Chair does not 
doubt that the only way to get a bill relating to any subject before 
the House is by presentation in open House. Asa matter of fact and 
-of practice, no bill has ever come before this House simply through 

ithe petition-box relating even to post-roads or to the improvement of 
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harbors and rivers. The referring of a bill through the petition-box 
even under the rule has simply been a mere matter of convenience. 
A draught of a bill is put into the box, and that is notice to the commit- 
tee of the wishes of the member. Such bill is never printed or num- 
bered asa bill. The House never sces it, and it uever has in a single 
instance been reported back to the House asa bill. This practice has 
morely been a matter of form even under clause 5 of Rule XXI. 

The wens of introducing draughts of bills to accompany peti- 
tions placed in the petition-box may have grown up merely as a mat- 
ter of convenience. The draught of the bill is a foreign paper and 
| 





is put into the box as a mere matter of convenience to the committee 
er to a member of a committee having the subject specially before it. 
Such draught, however, is never regarded as a bill, is never printed 
as a bill, never takes its place upon the Calendar as a bill until adopt- 
ed and reported by the committee. It is purely a matter of form, 
and in no sense at all is it a proper method of introducing bills for 
consideration by the House. 
REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. MANNING. I desire to ask an order of the House that House 
bill No. 865, for the reorganization of the Supreme Court, may be 
reprinted. All the copies of the regular print have been disposed 
of, and I make this request not only on my own account but at the 
instance of several members. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CALKINS. When bills were introduced by members before 
the holiday recess, at a time when no order had been made for rais- 
ing a committee on civil service reform, a bill which I introduced 
on that subject was referred to the Cominittee on the Judiciary. I 
desire now to move that the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from the further consideration of that bill, House bill No. 238, relat- 
ing to civil service, and that the same be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the House now adjourn. 


Mr. WARNER. I desire to submit a request. 
Mr. WARD. I call for the regular order. 


Mr. WARNER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the motion 
to adjourn until I can submit a request to the House in reference to 
some papers referred to a committee. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [have no objection to that. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. WARNER. Some papersinthe case of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines 
have been referred to the Committee on Claims. A bill upon the sub- 
ject has been referred to another committee. [ask to have the Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged from the further consideration of those 
papers, and that they be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. > 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. KiNG, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Rosinson, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. FULKERSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Pavt, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

EXCUSED FROM COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that its attention has 
been called to the assignment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEwI11T] to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The 
Chair is informed by that gentleman that his business relations are 
«such that it will be improper for him to serve upon that committee. 
In a former Congress a similar assignment was made of the gentle- 
man from New York, and at his request the then Speaker was induced 
to relieve him from such service. The Chair desires sueply to state 
now to the House that for the reason es by the gentleman from 
New York himself, growing out of his business relations, he will be 
excused from further service on that committee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota; [Mr. WASHBURN, ] that th House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at one o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of John Hatfield, for compen- 
sation for services as veterinary surgeon—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of a citizen of Seapo, Kansas, relative to inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
James B. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Condition of the Poor, in favor of postal savings-banks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of William F. Nelson, for compensation 
for services rendered at the United States armory at Harper’s Ferry— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the claim of W. L. Carey— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of L. M. Blackman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of P. H. Cardwell for compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of George W. Dice—to the same 
committee, ; 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Edward Ellis—to the same 
comunittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Henry—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of Maryville College, Maryville, 
Tennessee, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, papers rélating to the claim of New Market College, Tennes- 
see—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. Q. Walker, of Loudon 
County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. G. W. JONES: Four petitions of citizens of Texas, rela- 
tive to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of William Moss, 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Moses 
Fulllagtea—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Andrew J. Morrison— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Vermont, relative to interstate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KASSON: The petition of John Miller and others, citi- 
zens of Clarke and Decatur Counties, Iowa, relative to interstate 
commerce—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of David Wormby and others, citizens of Iowa, 
for the repeal of tax on bank deposits and stamp tax on bank- 
checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KING: Papers relatimg to the claim of Ralph P. Miller, of 
Mississippi, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of David Singleton, of Natchez, 
Mississippi, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KNOTT: Papers relating to the claim of J. F. Kinney—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Taylor & Son, of New- 
port, Kentucky—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LEEDOM: Memorial in opposition to the adoption of the 
French metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. ° 

Also, the petition of H. 8. Sayre, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the claim of Amzi W. Byers, 
of Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Calvin Cheairs, of Benton County, Mississippi, 
for compensation for property used by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Hugh Davis, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of T. A. Dodson and 100 others, citizens of De 
Soto County, Mississippi, relative to interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of James H. Knox, of Marshall County, Missis- 
sippi, far compensation for property taken and used by the United 
— Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary C. Shields, of Benton 
County, Mississippi, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the same 
committee, 

Also, the petition of Thomas B. Smith, administrator of the estate 
of Thomas 8. Hardaway, deceased, for compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late rebellion— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of W. E. Tomlinson, of Benton County, Missis- 
sippi, for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Arniy during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of P. W. Wenboum—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of W. H. Bridgfork, for the passage 
of a law requiring a readjustment of salaries of postmasters—to the 
Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLANE: Papers relating to the claim of William T. Dove— 
to the Committee on Accounts. : 

Also, the petition of Robert Krause and others, citizens of the North- 
so in favor of the Hennepin Canal project—to the Committee on 
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Also, the ar of J. W. Williams and 26 others, citizens of Kos- 
suth, and of W. L. Peck and 50 others, citizens of Mediapolis and Kos- 
suth, Iowa, for the enactment of laws to regulate passenger and 
freight rates on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLS: Six petitions from citizens of Texas, for legisla- 
tion to prevent discriminations by railroad corporations—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of James I. Amo- 
nett, executor of the estate of James M. Provine, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Mathias App, to refund tax paid United States 
tax commissioner at Memphis, Tennessee—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Treadwell 8. Ayres—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William E. Barnett, of Ten- 
nessee, for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John Bateman, of Fayette County, Tennessee, 
for compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mary Beasley, of Memphis, Tennessee, for re- 
funding amount for which her land sold for taxes—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Fendall Carpenter, of Tennessee, for compen- 
sation for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Washington G. Campbell, of 
Shelby County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Anna M. Cogswell for com- 
pensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. W. R. Elliott, of Harde- 
man County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John A. Farley, of Collierville, 
Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William G. Ford, administra- 
tor of the estate of J. G. Robinson, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Rosetta Freel, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Meshock Franklin, adminis- 
trator of the estate of John K. Wilburn, deceased, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Sarah J. Goss—to the- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John O. Graves, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Delos A. Harrell, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 
for compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Sallie Jarratt, of Harde- 
man County, Tennessee—to the same committee. : 

Also, the petition of William R. Kearney, of Tennessee, for relief— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Ezekiel T. Keel, of Tennessee, 
for compensation for property occupied by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the La Grange Synodical Col- 
lege, of La Grange, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Leland Leatherman, administrator of the 
estate of John C. Lanier, deceased, for compensation for property 
taken and used during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Abner D Lewis, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John H. McClellan, of Memphis, Tennessee, for 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim for relief of Samuel McKenna; 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of E. P. McNeal for compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alexander Moffitt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Morrison for compensa- 
tion for property occupied by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas G. Neal, of Memphis, 
Tennessee, for compensation for use of a certain building used as a 
hospital during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, of Memphis, Tennessee, 
for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. J. Pulliam, of Fayette County, Tennessee, 
for compensation for building used as ordnance warehouse during the 
late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating tothe claimof JohnC. P. Reed, of Giles County, 
Tennessee, for compensation for property taken and used by the- 
United States Army during thé Jate rebelliog—to the same commit- 
tee. 
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Also, the petition of John B. Reed, for relief—to the same commit- 
e 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Alex. P. Rose, of La Grange 
County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. J. D. Scott, of Grand Junction, Tennes- 
see, for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John T. Stratton, Edgar 
McDavitt, and Samuel H. Dunscomb, of Memphis, Tennessee—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim for relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Toof, 
of Shelby County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alex. Utley, of Gibson County, 
‘Tennessee, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas H. Webb, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, for compensation for property taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James G. Williams—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Fineas E. Wirt, for relief—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of James G. Williams, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of 30 citizens of Butler County, 
Ohio, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of the Chicago Board of Trade, 
for fiberal appropriations for the life-saving service—to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Charles Valier, of Illinois, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of L. J. Friel, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papersrelating to the private land claim of Myra Clark Gaines— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: The petition of the ofticers of the National Guard 
of Pennsylvania, relative to the organization of the militia—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Thomas C. Workman, of Indiana, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of John C. Herndon, of Mason 
County, Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Papers relating to the pension claim of Eliza 
Hudson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. T. M. RICE: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas B. 
Wallace, of Lexington, Missouri, for compensation for property de- 
stroyed by the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: The petition of Silas O. Howe, praying for 
the refunding of tax paid on distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. / 

. By Mr. ROSECRANS: The resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
San Francisco, of the trustees of the Merchants’ Exchange of San 
Francisco, and of the Produce Exchange of San Francisco, for the 
improvement of the Signal Service on the Pacific coast—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the officers of the First Infantry, National 
Guard of California, for a reissue of the militia laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: Papers relating to the claim of Hamilton F. 
Arthur, of Limestone County, Alabama—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William M. Beasley, of Giles 
County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, oes relating to the claim of John Belcher, of Jefferson 
County, Alabama—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William T. Hamner, of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 
for compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William H. Huff—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas L. Shamblin, of Tus- 
caloosa County, Alabama—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of William H. Cornwell and 
84 others, citizens of Ingham County; of George W. Coswell and 23 
others, citizens of Oakland County; of H. C. Davenport and 20 others, 
citizens of Clinton County; of M. R. Hill and 21 others, citizens of 
Clinton County; and of Luster Stanley and 195 others, citizens of 
Oakland County, Michigan, relative to interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers relating to the claim of George Ban- 
croft—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, The petition of B. H. Grierson, colonel Tenth Cavalry, United 
States Army, praying for the passage of a bill to correct and complete 
his record in the military service—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Arno Voss, of Chicago, Illinois, late colenel of 
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By Mr. STEELE: The petition of Charles H. French and 4) others, 
citizens of Huntington County, Indiana, relative to interstate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Commerce. . 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs, 
Flora A. Darling, for reimbursement for losses sustained by her in 
consequence of the seizure by military authority of certain bank-notes 
and personal effects—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of 
Alex. C. Crawford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Somerset Baptist church, 
at Somerset, Kentucky—to the same committee. 

By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of Nancy Harris and 
of Elizabeth M. Riley, for a pension—severally to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of 8. W. Estey and 30 others, citizens 
of Vermont, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. UPSON: A bill to continue the improvement of Aransas 
Pass, Texas—to the same committeg. 

Also, a bill to continue the improvement of the pass and harbor of 
Brazos Santiago, Texas—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. M. Mathis and others, citizens of Victoria, 
Texas, for the repeal of taxes on national banks and bankers and of 
stamp tax on bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill to continue the improvement of Pass Cavollo, Texas— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of J. J. Westfall and others, citizensof Tom Green 
County, Texas, for the establishment of a mail route between San 
Angela and Colorado City, Texas—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: The petition of A. L. H. Crenshaw, for com- 
pensation for property taken. and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: Papers relating to the claim of W. R. Butler, 
administrator—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Papers relating to the claim of James D. 
Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: The petition of C. L. Robinson, of Hunts- 
ville, Alabama, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ° 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Sarah Townsley, administra- 
trix of the estate of Stephen Townsley, deceased—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WHITE: Papers relating to the claim for relief of the 
heirs of William Adams, late a private in Company I, Eleventh Ken- 
tucky Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of James De Long and others, citizens of Ken- 
tucky, asking for compensation for services rendered by them during 
the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of Matthew Allison, for re- 
lief—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Cypert, guardian of the minor children 
of the late Colonel W. P. Kendrick, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Yost Harbaugh—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Benjamin Harlan, of Maury 
County, Tennessee, for compensation for property taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Mount Olivet Cemetery Company, for relief— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. C. G. WILLIAMS: The petition of Dabney Walker, for com- 
pensation for services as scout and guide in the Army of the Potomac— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petitions of the Board of Trade, of the 
Board of Underwriters, and of citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, for 
an increase of salary to keepers of life-saving stations on the Ohio 
River and great lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Mary Howard, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. R. Middleton—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. L. Saunders, of Jefferson 
County, Kentucky—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Theodore Schwartz, for com- 
pensation for property destroyed by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Josiah Shenkle—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. e 

Also, the petition of Joseph Huttenhoe, of A. C. P. Shoemaker, and 
of Archibald White, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Elias B. Bell, of Michigan, fora 
pension—to the Co:nmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Washington and Ohio Rail- 
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the Twelfth Illinois Cavalry, for compensation for losses incurred dur- | road Company for compensation for railroad supplies purchased for 
military purposes in 1861—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ing the late rebellion—¢o the Committee on War Claims. 
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Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of the North Chicago Rolling 
Mill Company,’ praying to be reimbursed for money expended by 
them in dredging the Calumet River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of packers and dealers in pork prod- 
ucts, of the city of Chicago, praying for legislation by Congress 
retaliatory to the European prohibition against meats sent from this 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of the Hennepin Canal Central Com- 
mittee of Davenport, lowa, in favor of the Hennepin Canal and Mis- 
sissippi River improvement; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of supervisors of the tenth census for 
the State of Illinois, praying for increased compensation ; which was 
referred to the Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth 
Census and ascertaining the Results thereof. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 717) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Beebe, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 718) granting a pension to Ellen M. Godfrey ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 719) for the relief of the representatives 
of Sterling T. Austin, deceased; which was read twice by ita, title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 720) for the relief of Alexander McNary and 
John H. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 721) for the relief of Robert Spaugh ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper 
and the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 722) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma Schell; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper 
and the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 723) granting a pension to George M. 
Chester; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 724) to fix the term of office of collectors 
of internal revenue; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 725) granting a pension to 8S. Annie Esterbrook ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 726) granting the right of way to tho 
county of Anne Arundel, in the State of Maryland, through the 
United States Government grounds near the city of Annapolis, Mary- , 
land; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 4 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to fatpolnee a bill (S. No. 727) to amend the pension 
laws, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 728) granting a pension to Josephine Hecker ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 729) for the relief of Charles H. Tompkins, of the 
United States Army ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom enying oes referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 730) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. Ne. 731) appropriating money for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and 
‘other Government offices in the city of Minneapolis, State of Minne- 
sota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Oliver Evans Wood be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Patents. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 6, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLocK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief of 
Engineers eovering a copy of a report of Lieutenant-Colonel G. H. 
Mendell, Corps of Engineers, of an examination of Mokelumne River, 
California, from Woodbridge to its mouth, made in compliance with 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, containing the names of the officers, clerks, and other employés 
borne upon the rolls of the Post-Office Department, not required to 
be confirmed by the Senate, &c.; which was ordered te lie on the 
table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a statement giving the names of the clerks and 
other employés in the War Department, in compliance with the res- 
olution of May 19, 1881 ; whiek was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. : 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a list of clerks and other persons speared in 
the War Department and offices thereof from December 1, 1880, to 
November 30, 1881, in compliance with law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 16th ultimo, in- 
formation relating to the construction of a ship-canal across the pen- 


insula of Florida; which was ordered to lie on’ the table and be 
printed. 









































































































































PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the general 
association of the Congregational Church of California, touching cer- 
tain rights of the Mission Indians of Southern California; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of persons engaged in the practice of 
law in the city of Peoria and vicinity, Illinois, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill to one an intermediate court of appeals; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the National Association 
for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, praying that a liberal appropriation be made for 
that institution; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of North Carolina, 
praying for legislation to prevent unjust discrimination by railroad 
companies; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of R. F. Byrd and others, cit- 
izens of Tennessee, praying for legislation to regulate railroad trans- 
portation charges and prevent unjust discriminations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROVER presented two petitions of citizens of Oregon, pray- 
ing for legislation to regulate railroad transportation charges and 
rad unjust discriminations; which were referred to the Commit- 

ee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a petition of the supervisors of the 
tenth census for the State of: Ohio, praying for increased compensa- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee to make provision for 
taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining the Results thereof. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented a resolution of the General Assembly of 
Louisiana, in favor of an appropriation for repairing the ‘Possum 
Fork Levee; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

rt, SEWELL presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for legislation to prevent unjust discriminations by railroad com- 
panies; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He alse presented a petition of vessel owners and masters of ves- 
sels on the coast of New Jersey, praying that an increase of compen- 
sation be given to keepers of life-saving stations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Edward P. Vollum, 
United States Army, praying for compensation for personal effects 
lost in the public service. L move that this petition be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to accompany a bill for his relief 
which has already been introduced and is now pending before that 
committee. 

The moti$n was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Cleartield County, 
Pe lvania, praying for legislation to prevent unjust discrimina- 
tions by railroad companies; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Roland Mather and others, 
citizens of Hartford, Conaecticut, praying for the removal of the 
tax on banks and banking; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
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On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 


Ordered, That the —_— in the case of William L. Adams be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. GROVER, it was 

Ordered, That all og ty connected with Senate bill No. 42 now on the files of 
the Senate (see Senate bill 932, Forty-sixth Congress) be withdrawn from the files 
and referred to the Military Committee in connection with said bill now in the hands 
of said committee. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolutions, proposing amend- 
ments to Rules 13 and 24 of the Senate ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Rules : 

Resolved, That Rule 13 be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 


OWS: 
‘Immediately after the privileged soinaing leesntes is eemaplatel, ot not later 
than one o'clock, the unfinished business of the preceding day and the Calendar of 
Special Orders, if any, for that day shall be taken up and disposed of; and after 
that, or if there shall be no special orders for that time, the Calendar of General 
Orders shall be taken up and proceeded with in its order, beginning with the first 
subject on the Calendar next after the last subject disposed of in proceeding with 
the Calendar ; and in such case the following motions shall be in order at any time 
as privileged motions, save as against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, or Questions of privilege, to wit: 

‘First. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill. 

“Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar; but this motion shall not be considered as agreed to unless two-thirds of the 
Senators present vote in favor thereof. , 

“Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which. if carried, shall have 
the effect to leave such subject in its existing place on the Calendar for action at 
the next call of the Calendar after the pending call shall have been gone through 
with. 

@‘ Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 

‘* Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
precedence in the order above named, and may be submitted as in the nature and 
with all the rights of questions of order.” 

Resolved further, That the twenty-fourth rule be amended by adding thereto the 
following words: 

** After the introduction of resolutions is completed there shall, on the demand 
of any Senator, be laid before the Senate, in its order, any resolution or concurrent 
resolution introduced on any prior day, and the same shall be proceeded with in 
the same manner as is provided in the rule for the Calendar of General Orders.” 

Resolved further, That all rules or orders setting apart particular days for partic- 
ular classes of business be, and they hereby are, abolished. 


PINTSCH LIGHTED BUOY. 


Mr. McPHERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to communicate to 
the Senate any information which the Light-House Board may have in regard to 
the Pintsch — buoy, which has been in operation at the entrance of the har- 
bor of New York during the past summer, and any recommendations which the 
said board may desire to make in regard thereto. 


TEXAS NORTHERN BOUNDARY LINE. 
Mr. MAXEY submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
furnish the Senate with the report, if any, of the survey of the United States and 
Texas boundary commission, made under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved June 5, 1858, and if no final report of said commission was made, he will 
report that fact, together with the maps, surveys, and report of the work, so far as 
it was prosecuted. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask forimmediate action upon the resolution, and 
will in a moment state my reasons for its adoption. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the res- 
olution. F 

Mr. MAXEY. By the act of June 5, 1858, (volume 11 of the Statutes 
at Large, page 310, ) provision was made for a joint boundary commis- 
sion between the territory of the United States and that of Texas, the 
boundary to be run between the United States territory and that of 
that State as set forth in the act. That commission began their 
work, and as far as I have been able to ascertain, their work has 
never yet been completed. I have examined the records of the 
Land Office with great care, with a view to ascertain whether there 
was anything definite showing what was the true boundary between 
the United States territory and Texas on the north line of Texas, that 
is to say, what is the main Red River under the map known as the 
Melish map, Philadelphia edition, corrected to January 1, 1818. 
That is the map called for in the treaty of 1828 with Mexico estab- 
lishing the boundaries between Mexico and the United States, and 
therefore settles the boundary between Texas and the territory of 
the United States. The whole question depends upon which is the 
true Red River. That map laid it over on the north fork, or what 
is known there as the Prairie Dog Fork. ‘The report was never com- 
pleted. To show the propriety of the resolution which I offer, I ask 
that the letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to me 
on that subject be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GaRLAND in the chair.) The 
letter will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1882. 

Sir: Respectfully referring to your letter of the 23d ultimo, requesting a copy 
of the report (if completed) on the survey of the United States and Texas bound- 
ary made under the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 5; 1858, I have 
the honor to state as follows : 

Thesaid survey was made under the direction of the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior, and the work in the field having been completed, the commissioner on the 
= of the United States, Mr. John H. Clark, was engaged in the preparation of 

is report, maps, &c., in ihe summer of 1861, in the oftice of the Secretary. 

On August 3, 1861, the then Commissioner of the General Land Office, by author- 


ity of the Secretary, directed Mr. Clark to transfer the archives and personnel of 
the survey to this office, which was soaermney done. 

In response to a call from this office, September 19, 1861, Mr. Clark, on September 
30, 1861, submitted-the report of the transactions of the boundary commission 
referred to in your letter, copy of which I herewith inclose. 

Under date of October 3, 1861, this office requested Mr. Clark to close the work 
by the middle of the following month. It appears, however, that Mr. Clark was 
unable to complete the work within the time required. 

On the 16th of January, 1862, the honorable Secretary of the Interior directed 
the immediate termination of the commission, and on January 25, 1862, the prop. 
erty belonging to the commission was transferred to this office. 

The maps, &c., of the survey being in an unfinished condition, the report has 
never been made; hence I am unable to furnish the complete report which you 
request. 

evecy respectfully, 

N. C, McFARLAND, 

Hon. 8S. B. Maxey, United States Senate. Commissioner. 

Mr. MAXEY. In this connection I desire to state that Texasclaims 
the north fork of the Red River as being the true Red River accordin 
to Melish’s map, which I have just described, of January 1, 1818, 
There is an area between the two forks which in Texas we call Greer 
County, but which in the Interior Department is laid down as part 
of the Indian Territory, Itis essential, it seems to me, that we should 
know definitely which is the right line, and that is the object of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DISTRICT STREET RAILROAD ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which wascon- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to transmit, as soon as may be, to the Senate a statement of the 
amounts charged in the revision of assessments against the several street railroad 
companies in the cities of Washington and one for the pavement of the 
carriageway, and also a copy of the report of William Oscar Roome, chief of the 
special assessment division, made on the same subject to the commissioners on 
the 24th of February, 1880, together with a copy of all opinions and correspondence 
relating to the subject. 

FLORIDA SWAMP LAND SELECTIONS. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I offer the following resolution, and ask 
for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
communicate to the Senate ea in his office or Department relating to 
selections of swamp lands in Florida in violation of law; whether or not any in- 
vestigation of this subject has been had under his authority, and if the samo in- 
volves any of the State officers, whether they have been notified of it or given an 
a. to defend ; also, if in his judgment, from the facts within his knowl- 
edge, the whole matter ought or ought not to be investigated by Congress. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I only wish to say, in ex- 
planation of the resolution, that I have seen it stated in the public 
press (and in one paper as if coming from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior) that the State officers of Florida had been connected with a 
ring which was engaged in making selections of the lands in that 
State in violation of law. 

The relations between the Government of the United States and 
the several States of this Union is one of great delicacy, and nothing 
but a case where the facts would justify such a statement ever 
ought to be made in the public press. I know not ony Seon Seer 
the facts, but I know enough of the officers of the State of Florida 
(of the present administration and of the former one, and indeed for 
many years past) to lead me to believe that this whole thing is 
without foundation. However, in justice to the State which I in 
part represent and to the officers of the State, I think it right that 
this matter should be brought to the attention of the Secretary of 
the Interior. : 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FOREIGN TARIFF ON AMERICAN MANUFACTURES, 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
at once what reason, if any, he has for failing to comply with the resolution of the 
Senate of Wednesday, December 21, 1881, relative to the tariff duties imposed on 
English and American goods by France, Germany, and Mexico. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over under the rule. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. 
bonds, which was reported from the Commiitee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill in 
full for the information of the Senate. 

The bill was read. ‘ ’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I rise for the purpose of asking the Senator 
from Ohio to permit this bill to go over until Monday next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After it is taken up I shall be willing to pursue 
that course. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The reasons I assign for my request are per- 
haps of a nal character largely. Being a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, I di with the report of the committee on 


the bill in twoimportant particulars: first, as to the time of payment 
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of the bonds, and, secondly, as to the amount of bonds to be issued. 
I desire to offer several amendments to the bill, and as the amend- 
ments must be — I ask that the consideration of the bill be 
postponed until Monday. Let my amendments be offered and printed, 
and on Monday I shall be ready to proceed with the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the bill is taken up we can probably arrange 
that afterward. Allow the bill to be taken up. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I supposed the bill had been taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is before the Senate if there be 
no objection to its present consideration. 

Mr. BECK. I also am a member of the Committee on Finance, and 
in some regards differ a good deal from the majority of the committee 
in regard to some provisions of the bill. I hope it will not be taken 
up to-day in the absence of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD, ] 
the former chairman of the committee. We postponed until Monday 
all the business of the committee because he was absent, and I should 
like very much for him to be here when the bill is taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the bill is taken up and the amendments 
to be proposed by the Senator from New Jersey have been offered, I 
shall have no objection to its going over until Monday; but it isnot 
up yet. 

Mr. BECK. I shall object to its being taken up in the absence of 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the bill be taken up in order to enable 
the Senator from New Jersey to offerhisamendments. I do not wish 
to force it upon the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill, the question will be submitted to the Senate 
whether the Senate will proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. BECK. I may be voted down, but I shall object now to its 
being taken up in the absence of the Senator from Delaware. We 
have been postponing all other business on that account in the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio insist 
on his motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I shall have accomplished my purpose 
probably by giving notice that on Monday I shall move to take up 
the bill for consideration, and I hope that it will be passed by the 
Senate. I do not wish to take advantage of the aieunee of the 
Senator from Delaware, who I believe approves of some of the fea- 
tures of the bill, and I desire to give the Senator from New Jerse 
an oo, to offer his amendments so that they may be printed, 
and then I will allow the bill to go over until Monday. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I will submit my amendments to the 
bill so that they may be printed. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Ohio simply to give notice that he will call the bill up on Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Provided that it may be so far considered now 
< to allow the amendments of the Senator from New Jersey to be 
offered. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Let the amendments be read. 

Mr. FERRY. ‘I ask that the amendments be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey will first be reported for in- 
formation. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. 
16 by striking out the word ‘ —— ’? and inserting ‘‘redeemable ;” 
and in lines 17 and 18 by striking out “ eighty-seven ” and inserting 
‘ninety-one, and payable in thirty years from the date issued ;” so 
as to read: 

Such bonds shall be exempt from all taxation by or under State authouity, and 
be redeemable at the eee of the United States after the Ist day of January, 
anno Domini 1891, and payable in thirty years from the date issued ; the order of 
their payment to be determined ree or, in the absence of such legislation, by 
rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘These amendments will be inform? 

«lly received and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BECK. Before arr from the subject, I desire to say that 
the principal reason I have for objecting to the bill being brought 
before the Senate now and making it the unfinished business for 
Monday is that the Committee on Finance have directed the report- 
ing back of what is known as the Morrill tariff-commission bill, in 
the hands of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] He would 
have reported that bill yesterday if he had been here; he expects to 
report it Monday morning; and if that is to be acted upon, I shall 
insist, as far as I can, that the tariff-commission bill, if we are to do 
anything with a tariff commission or with tariff matters, shall be con- 
sidered before we proceed to the consideration of the funding bill; 
and I desire to give notice that I will, so far as I can, antagonize that 
bill with the funding bill so as to give the former bill a prior hearing. 

Mr. FERRY. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that he 
have his amendments printed with the bill, so as to let us see how 
the bill will read as proposed to be amended. If the amendments are 
printed in italics the bill would then read as it would provided the 
amendments were agreed to. I make that suggestion to the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move that the bill be 
amendments that I have offered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If these amendments should be printed in ital- 


It is proposed to amend the bill in line 


printed with the 


ics, they would be confounded constantly with the amendments of 
the committee. There are amendments proposed by the committee, 
which have been printed initalics. These amendments should be 
printed in the usual way, as a note, at the end of the bill. 

Mr. FERRY. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that the amend- 
ments.of the Senator from New Jersey be putin brackets. There 
would then be no confusion with the amendments proposed by the 
committee. It is far better to have the bill before us as it is now 
proposed to be amended, so that Senators may intelligently under- 
stand the propositions of the Senator from New Jersey. . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As the amendments reported by the commit- 
tee are printed in italics, perhaps it would be better to put the 


amendments I propose to offer in the usual type in brackets, instead 
of italics. 


Mr. FERRY. Yes, that will answer the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection that will be 
the order, and the bill and amendments will be so printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I submit now an amendment which I intend to pro- 
pose, to come in at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have it 
printed in the same way ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not particular, but I desire to have it reported 
at the present time, and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas gives notice 
of an amendment that he will offer at the proper time to the bill re- 
ported by the Senator from Ohio. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to 
add the following proviso : 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held 
in the Treasury for the redemption of United States notes in excess of $100,000,000 
in the redemption of the bonds of the United States drawing 34 per cent. interest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

POSTAL BIDS. 

A message was received from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, which will be read. 

The message was read, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit a communication, received this day from the late Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, to which I invite your careful attention. 

Though the period limited for the reception of bids under the existing adver- 
tisement expires on the 7th instant, several weeks must necessarily elapse before 
they can be classified and examined and the actual letting take place. 

If, therefore, Congress shall be of the opinion that a change in the law is needed, 
it may, I presume, be made immediately applicable. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 6, 1882. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will be referred to the Committee on Pest-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state thatthe accom- 
panying document is printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will have to be printed in order to go into the 
records of the Senate, to keep up the regular order of our records, I 
imagine. I move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthereisno further business before 
the Senate, the Calendar will be next in order. The Secretary will 
now report the calendar of resolutions in their order. 

The Acting Secretary read the first resolution in order on the Cal- 
endar, being a resolution submitted by Mr. HALE on the 5th of De- 
cember, 1881, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair 
to take into consideration the mode of voting for President and Vice- dent of 
the United States and the mode of counting and certifying the same, and te report 
such — for change in the laws or Constitution as may seem to them 


Mr. HALE. Since offering the resolution which has just been read 
I have learned that at the close of the last session of the Senate this 
whole subject-matter was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, and I am informed that a sub-committee has been 
appointed from that committee which has been carefully considering 
the subject, and I think we may expect a — at anearly day from 
that committee. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections if that is the fact ? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt that it is the fact. 

Mr. HALE. Under these circumstances I do not wish to urge 
further the appointment of a select committee, but will move that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine, that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
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resolution on the Calendar, which is a resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMEROX] on the 6th of December, 
1881. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That in the opinion of the Senate it is expedient to reduce the revenue 
of the Government by abolishing all existing internal-revenue taxes except those 
imposed upon high wines and distilled spirits. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON] desires to address the Senate upon the resolution, and perhaps 
it had better lie over until he comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed over 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Pennsylvania is here now. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I desire the resolution to go 
over for the present, as I am not prepared to address the Senate upon 
it now. 

PURCHASE OF PICTURES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
resolution on the Calendar, which is one submitted December 7, 1831, 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] who is not now in his 
seat. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the raged the: instructed to inquire into the 
ae oes the picture of the embarkation of Cecelius Calvert, sec- 
ond Lord \ ited by Anthony Van Dyke, and the full-size portrait of 
General Washington, painted from life by Charles Wilson Peale, now the 
property of Titian R. Peale. 

Mr. MORRILL. As the Senator from Indiana is not present I ask 
to have this resolution go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order if there is no 
objection. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


The next resolution on the calendar of resolutions was one sub- 
mitted by Mr. Hoar December 13, 1881, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That a special committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair, 
to whom shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves asking for the extension 
of suffrage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question isupon refer- 
ring the subject-matter to the Judiciary Committee, the. motion 
having been made by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD. ] 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, to refer the whole subject-matter to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. VEST. [havenothing further tosay myself upon this question, 
but it would be hardly courteous to take the resolution up in the 
absence of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it lie over. I have no objection to that if the 
Senator from Delaware wishes to be here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie over if there 
be no objection. 

PENSION CLAIMS. 


The next resolution on the calendar of resolutions was one sub- 
mitted by Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, December 13, 1881; which 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate, at as early a date as practicable, a statement showing : 

1. What frauds, if any, have been discovered in the ont of pensions, and the 
nature and character thereof, under the various pension acts, whether in the Pen- 
sion Office, by pension agents, or in any bureau of any Department from which 
information relative to the granting of pensions is obtained ; and what legislation, 
if any he can recommend to protect the Government from such fraudulent claims 
and the honest pensioner from fraud and extortion. 

2. What amount of arrearages has been paid under the ‘arrears acts" of 1879 up 
to the 1st of January, 1882, the number of cases added to the pension-roll under 
said acts, and the number of aaees now pending thereunder. 

3. The estimated amount that will be required annually to meet the provisions 
of said acts, or to pay the settled and pootingowns under said acts; the estimated 
total cost of the pensions paid and hereafter to be paid under the pro- 
visions of said acts, the estimated annual amount, after the arrearages have 
been determined, of the regular pension-roll, and the estimated total cost. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend it by striking out that part of 
the first clause which calls on the Secretary of the Interior to tell us 
what legislation he can recommend on the subject. The Constitution 
onty authorizes the President of the United States to recommend 
legislation to Co 8s; and I do not think it is a good thing, aside 
from that, for the Senate to call upon the mere head of a Department 
for advice of that character, which he has no constitutional power 
to give and which we have no constitutional power to order him to 
give. Ifhe has any suggestions to make of his own free will and ac- 
cord in answering the resolution, as to facts, of course he can make 
them. I pe that that part which calls for his opinion as to legis- 
lation be stricken out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the clause be read which the 
Senator from Vermont to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 


- from Vermont will be reported. 


The AcTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the follow- 
ing words: 


And what legislation, if any, he can recommend to protect the Government 
from such fraudulent claims and the honest pensioner from fraud and extortion. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The object of the resolution is to 
permit the Secretary of the Interior to communicate to Congress any- 
thing that he may have upon the subject. It is, I believe, a gener- 
ally conceded factjthat the Secretary of the Interior, and perhaps the 
Commissioner of Pensions, have given this subject more or less atten- 
tion for the last year or two, and the probabilities are that they have 
come tosome conclusion by which both the Government and the honest 
pensioner would be protected. Ifso, we should like to know to what 
conclusion they have come. 

I believe that at the beginning of each Congress the Secretaries 
make reports to us. It is not an unusual thing for the Departments 
to be called upon many times for information thatisdesired. I have 
no particular wish for the opinion that the resolution contemplates 
asking for; [know nothing of it. The idea is thatas they have given 
the subject much thought and as the pension question has grown to 
hundreds of millions instead of a few millions, as it was thought would 
be the case, it is proper that this matter should be communicated to 
Congress. I believe it is a fact that the Secretary estimates this year 
that $100,000,000 will be required to pay the pension-roll; and I am 
told by pretty good authority that the Commissioner of Pensions 
thinks it will take $120,000,000 to pay the pension-roll for the coming 
fiscal year. 

A few years ago the regular pension-roll was twenty-eight or 
twenty-nine million dollars. Now we find that $100,000,000 or even 
$120,000,000 will be required, and nobody knows where it is going 
to stop. It may reach, for aught we know, $150,000,000 next year. 
I stated in my place here at the last Congress that I believed the 
arrears-of-pension act would cost the Government more than the 
national debt ; that the effect of that act would be to pay out more 
money than the national debt amounts to. I was laughed at by 
some few; others thought there was something in my =, 

robably. Now the facts are that the —— year it will take per- 

aps one-half more to pay the pension-roll than to pay the interest 
on the public debt, and the appearances are that it will cost more 
in the end than the entire public debt. 

The information sought by the resolution is such as I think Con- 
gress ought to have, as well as the public generally. I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment; but in some form or other I hope we may 
allow the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to communicate anything that they may desire to transmit to 
us accompanying the facts asked for. I hope the resolution will be 
passed in such form as to allow that to be done. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to say anything in reference to the 
resolution. I care nothing about it further than the objection made 
by the Senator from Vermont; but I do not think that statements 
which are certainly not based. upon the facts, or which are based 
upon misinformation, should be made to go to the country in the 
manner in which they are made here sometimes, The statement that 
the payment of the arrears of pensions will cost more than the national 
debt is a very astounding statement, and certainly not based upon 
anything that is to be credited. From the statement that these 
arrears will cost $100,000,000 the inference would be that our pen- 
sion-roll must continue right along to be $100,000,000 a year, and 
that it will probably be increased. The Senator knows, or ought to 
know, from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, that his 
report shows that with a certain force the arrears of pensions can 
be paid in two years, and that after the arrears of pensions are paid, 
amounting now perhaps to two or three hundred million dollars, the 
pension-roll will be reduced to about $40,000,000, or not over $50,000,000 
certainly. The Senator surely knows that, because there is such a 
report before him, or it ought to be before him; at least, he ought to 
have read it. Why is it that we try to alarm the country by stating 
that our pension-roll is growing, and is $100,000,000 now, and that 
next year it will be $120,000,000, and the next year probably increased 
until we shall be paying more for pensions than the amount of the 
national debt? It is not a statement which can be borne out by the 
facts at all. As I said, the statement of the Commissioner is that, 
when the arrears of pensions are paid, the pension-roll will be reduced 
down to not over $40,000,000 perhaps. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will pw say at this time a word on the point 
of my amendment, which is to strike out only that part of the reso- 
lution that directs the Secretary of the Interior to make a report to 
us of his opinion as to such legislation as he may think advisable re- 
garding a certain public subject. My point is, with great respect to 

the Senator from West Virginia, that that is plainly irregular, con- 
trary to the dignity of the Senate, something that we have no righ? 
to require this gentleman to do, and something that having required 
him to do he is under no obligation whatever to respond to. There- 
fore, I think it ought not to be there. 

It is true that we get reports from the headsof Departments. Tho 
law requires them tomake reports of their proceedings and operations. 
It does not, require them, or allow them, to make reports of their 
opinions, except as incidental to the information that they give and 
as a part of it. S 

The Constitution of the United States has invested the President 
of the United States, and nobody else, as the responsible executive 
head of this Government, with the authority to recommend measures 
to the Congress of the United States; and it puts in, as my friend 
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from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] very aptly suggests, that he may 
require the opinions of the heads of Departments upon pan # question 
touching the public interest, for the obvious purpose of enabling him, 
if he thinks it wise, to communicate responsibly to us. 

We have been in the habit (and it is a good time to call attention 
to it) of receiving here in the last few years, and it is growing, vol- 
untary communications from the heads of all the Departments, one 
after another, recommending certain legislation that it occurs to them 
is good, without any authority of the President of the United States, 
without any communication from him, without any resolution from 
us. That is grossly irregular; and if such communications were 
treated as they ought to be they would be received by the Chair as 
the memorial of A B orC D in his character as a citizen of the 
United States and presented to the Senate; and then they would re- 
ceive the consideration they deserve. Itis grossly improper. Every 
measure of legislation that is recommended to Congress from the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government ought to come through the chan- 
nel that the Constitution has provided, and that is the sident of 
the United States. If I might say it without seeming to travel out of 
the proper relations between the legislative and executive branches, 
I would say that I should hope the President of the United States 
would direct the heads of the Departments, if they had anything that 
they thought ought to be communicated to Congress, to send it to 
him, and Jet him communicate it with his recommendations, if he 
thought the public interest required it. Then we should have a sys- 
tematic sepeducity about this thing, conformable to the Constitution 
and promotive of public interest. 

I hope, therefore, that this part of the resolution, which is entirely 
unnecessary for the objects my friend has in view, will be stricken 
out. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Let us finish this matter, Mr. President, by unan- 
imous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will be proceeded with. The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. It seems to me that the question which the 
Senator from Vermont has raised is not a very material one in this 
particular case, nor do I know that it would be very material in any 
case. Perhaps if any other Senator had stated the same proposition 
in the language used by the Senator from Vermont, I should not 
deem it important to notice it; but coming from that Senator, who 
is considered such an able lawyer and so accurate in his statements, 
I do not Fy Aveo to let it pass entirely unchallenged. 

If I understood the honorable Senator aright, he said that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has no power to communicate to the Senate his 
opinion of what would be proper legislation in the case, and that we 
have no power to ask it. That is to me a very remarkable proposi- 
tion, coming from the distinguished Senator, as a question of power. 

The Senator says the President alone has the power to recommend 
to Congress such legislation as he deems necessary. My understand- 
ing is different. My understanding of the Constitution is that it is 
the duty of the President tomake recommendations. It is not simply 
a question of power with the President; it is a matter of duty, made 
so by the Constitution itself; but because it is the duty of the Presi- 
dent to make recommendations, I do not understand that that is a 
limitation upon the power of Congress to get the opinions of anybody 
else they please to ask for, and I do not know that it would be un- 
constitutional for anybody else to respond to a request of Congress 
for his opinion. I cannot understand that. 

As to the question of propriety or expediency, I have very little 
te say. It may be that, as a generalrule, it would be proper for the 
subordinate officers of the Government to communicate to the Presi- 
dent their opinions, and let the President communicate those opin- 
ions to either branch of Congress. However, my understanding of 
the law as it exists is that the heads of Departments communicate 
directly to Congress. If our law already authorizes the heads of 
Departments to communicate information to Congress, why may they 
not accompany that information with recommendations of needed 
legislation in their opinion? Where is the harm? The same Consti- 
tution which makes it the duty of the President to recommend what 
in his opinion is needed legislation makes it the duty of the Presi- 
dent to give information to Congress from time to time of the state 
of the Republic. 

If it is unconstitutional for the Senate to ask a Department officer 
or the head of a Department for his opinion of needed legislation, 
because of that clause in the Constitution, it would be also unconsti- 
tutional for us to ask of the Departments information, and the rule 
would be that information must come from the Departments through 
the President. But the law as it already stands authorizes the heads 
of Departments to give information, and we call on them for infor- 
mation. This very resolution calls on the Secretary of the Interior 
for information. It might have been originally the idea of the fram- 


ers that such information should be given through the President, but 
our practice is different and our law is different. 

As to the mere question of expediency, if it is right to call upon 
the heads of Departments for information upon which legislation is 
to be based, where is the impropriety of asking the head of a Depart- 
ment, who is so familiar with the facts, to suggest what might be 
proper legislation ? 4 


If you require that we shall get suggestions of 
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proper legislation only from the President, then the heads of Depart- 
ments will communicate the fact to the President, and it will neces- 
sitate that the President shall examine all the facts in every case, 
and that he alone shall form an opinion as to what would be proper 
legislation. 

As I said, it is net very material; but I submit to the honorable 
Senator from Vermont that when he says the Senate has no power to 
ask the opinion of anybody except the President as to what should 
be enacted as legislation, he makes a very strong statement; and 
when he says that no Executive Department has the power to give 
to the Senate its opinion as to what is proper legislation, he makes 
a very strong statement. I think if the Senator will examine the 
reports he will find that in communications made directly from the 
Departments to either branch of Congress it very often occurs that 
they suggest what is proper legislation on the facts they present. I 
do not see any impropriety in it myself. Yet I have no objection to 
the amendment one way or the other. I only think that as a ques- 
tion of power we have a right to get the opinion of anybody, and that 
it is not unconstitutional todo so. If we ask the opinion of anybody, 
itis not unconstitutional for him to give it. We have asked the 
opinion frequently of persons distinguished in the various branches 
of information important to Congress. What have we now pending 
before this body? We have a resolution or bill offered by the Senator 
from Vermont [ Mr. ed to establish a commission of outsiders, 
not only to ascertain what will be proper information in regard to the 
tariff, but to recommend the legislation that may be necessary. Is 
that unconstitutional? Have we not a right to ask even outsiders, 
experts, to make suggestions to us? Their recommendations do not 
become legislation. The present occupant of the chair [Mr. GaR- 
LAND] has offered another resolution, I believe, including in a tariff 
commission some outsiders and experts, but a majority to be mem- 
bers of Congress. The resolution of the Senator from Vermont con- 
stitutes a commission exclusively of outsiders, not simply to give 
Congress information, but to recommend what may be necessary by 
legislation to revise the tariff. I do not understand that that is un- 
constitutional. 

If we can ask an outsider, a man who holds no official position 
whatever, for his opinion as to what is proper legislation, where is 
the unconstitutionality, where does the question of constitutional 

ower come in, simply to ask the head of a Department created by 
aw, and whose business it is to know all the facts, for his opinion as 
to what would be proper legislation? 

I beg pardon, Mr. President, for saying this much. It only shows 
the importance I attach to even the casual statements of the Senator 
from Vermont on questions of constitutional power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have listened with much interest to the obser- 
vations of the Senator from Georgia, whose opinions upon questions 
of law as well as of state I have very great respect for; but I think 
he falls into an error, first, as to the comparison that he makes be- 
tween asking people for information and this precise resolution. I 
admit that the Senate of the United States has the constitutional 
power to pass a resolution calling upon the clergymen of the city of 
Washington to give us their opinion touching Mormonism in Utah, 
touching the liquor traffic in Washington. It would be perfectly con- 
stitutional for them to respond to that invitation; there is no doubt 
about that. We have a right, a constitutional right, however ridic- 
ulous and absurd it mighty be, to ask anybody for anything; but un- 
happily this resolution and every resolution of this kind that we pass 
is a command, which implies, if it be a valid command, the duty of 
obedience; and if disobeyed it carries the power of. punishment in 
some form. : 

I think my friend will not disagree with the logic of that proposi- 
tion. Now, what is the nature of our ordinary commands to the 
heads of Departments to give us information? It is this: I think, 
with great respect, that the legislative power of the United States 
under the Constitution has a right to have before its own eyes every 
paper that is in every Department of the Government. I will leave 
out for the time being, without deciding either way, the Executive 
Department proper, that is, the office of the President of the United 
States. I leave that out without saying whether we could compel 
the production of papers from there or not; I leave that entirely 
apart; but as to all those Departments which are created by law, I 
submit with great confidence, and as a matter of great value to the 
liberty and welfare of the people of the United States, that the two 
Houses of Congress, as the representatives of the people and of the 
States, have a right to have eae before their eyes every paper 
that is in every Department and that cover all the information there 
is there about subjects. It is therefore that we command the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to send us information (because that is merely 
a general statement of what papers he has got) or any other Secretary 
to send us information in his Department bearing on a certain sub- 

ject connected with that Department. ‘That means all the papers. 

t is a convenient general description instead of nine’ © par- 
ticular papers you want; and we have a right to them for the reason 
I have stated, and it is their duty to obey, and if they do not obey 
we should find means very soon to assert the power of either House 

of Congress or of both Houses together under the Constitution to have 
the eyes of the representatives of the people see what is at the very 
bottom of all their proceedings. 

When you go further than that and command one of these officers 
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the distinct understanding that I did not apprehend his first remarks 
to be as he now makes them, but I am satisfied to accept them as 


they are. As to whether his motion shall prevail or not, I do not 
care. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As this has now come down to the important 
question of whether the Senator from Georgia and I understand each 
other, and as the Reporter’s notes when they are printed to-morrow 
will show which of us is right, I am willing to leave it to the impar- 
tial judgment of posterity. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I am satisfied. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Before the vote is taken on the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont I believe I have a right to amend 
the text of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. After the word “ what,” I move to 
strike out “legislation ” and insert ‘‘ information.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
modifies his resolution by striking out the word “legislation” and 
inserting ‘‘information ;” so as to read, “and what information, if 
any, he can,” &c. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And then strike out ‘‘recommend” 
and insert “give ;” so as to read, ‘and what information, if any, 
he can give to protect the Government from such fraudulent 
claims,” &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I shall be obliged to take a vote on strik- 
ing out that whole clause even as it stands now. The modification 
has not improved it any, as far as I see. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont insists 
on his motion to strike out the paragraph as amended. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the amendment I 
offered has been agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
his own resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 ask that the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be reported in 
full now as amended by tke Senator from West Virginia. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate, at as early a date as practicable, a statement showing : 

1. What frauds, if any, have been discovered in the payment of pensions, and 
the nature and character thereof, under the various pension acts, whether in the 
Pension Office, by pension agents, or in any bureau of any Department from which 
information relative to the granting of pensions is obtained ; and what informa- 
tion, if any, he can give to protect the Government from such fraudulent claims 
and the honest pensioner from fraud and extortion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is hardly necessary to read the 
whole resolution unless some Senator calls for it. The part amended 
has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
the reading. 

The Acting Secretary concluded the reading, as follows: 

2. What amount of arrearages has been paid under the “arrears acts’ of 1879 
up to the 1st of January, 1882 ; the number of cases added to the pension-roll under 
said acts, and the number of applications now pending thereunder. 

3. The estimated amount that will be required annually to meet the provisions 


The Senator may modify his resolu- 


The Senator has a right to modify 


The Senator from Ohio called for 


of said acts, (or to pay the settled and pending cases under said acts ;) the estimated, 
total cost of the arrearages, pensions paid, and hereafter to be —, under the pro- ; 


visions of said acts; and the estimated annual amount, after the arrearages have 
been determined, of the regular pension-roll; and the estimated total cost. 

Mr. HOAR. It surely cannot be the purpose of the Senator from 
West Virginia to direct the Secretary of the Interior to inform the 
Senate of the facts as to each fraud perpetrated on the Government. 
Still that is the language of the resolution if I heard it accurately. 
I suppose what he wants is some statement of a general nature or 
character. If the Secretary will read the first clause again, I think 
the Senator will be inclined to modify it a little. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The part called 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish to the Senate, at-as early a date as practicable, a statement showing : 

1. What frauds, if any, have been discovered in the payment of pensions, and 
the nature and character thereof, under the various pension acts—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let it read “ inform the Senate of the general nature 
and character of the frauds which have been discovered.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think that amendment will do, 
lest the resolution might possibly be construed that each case would 
have to be reported, which I have no desire for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
accepts the modification suggested by the Senator from Massachn- 
setts, inserting the word “general.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont prevails, I fear that the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of Pensions will feel that the Senate want no informa- 
tion whatever upon questions other than those called for in other 
parts of the resolution. For instance, they may have well-defined 
opinions, well founded upon facts which, if communicated to Con- 

ress, might cause legislation that would prevent frauds upon the 
overnment and protect the honest pensioner as well. I think there 
ought at least to be something in the resolution to indicate the de- 
sire of Congress for information. The Senator from Vermont has 


for will be read. 


frequently spoken of “opinion.” I venture to say that the word 
“opinion” cannot be found in the resolution. It is not the Secre- 
— opinion; it is what information, if any, he has that we now 
ask. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I think I can satisfy the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia in an instant tliat this is a question of principle only. I care 
nothing about it in this instance. I suggest that he strike out the 
last clause, I have moved to strike out, and insert in lieu thereof: 

And that he furnish such other information on the subject as may be in his pos- 
sesslon. 

That will give him an opportunity to make any suggestion which 
he thinks fit. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
reduced to writing and read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to strike out the paragraph referred to and insert the following: 

And that he furnish such further information on the subject 1s may be in his 
possession. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator may possibly see a 
difference between that and the clause of the resolution, but I can- 
not. Iam willing to acceptthe amendment. I think it will answer 
my purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will answer mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 


Let the Senator’s amendment be 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish to the Senate, at as early a date as practicable, a statement showing : 

1. The general nature and character of frauds discovered, if any, in the pay- 
ment of pensions, and the nature and character thereof, under the various pension 
acts, whether in the Pension Office, by pension agents, or in any bureau of any 
Department from which information relative to the granting of pensions is ob- 
tained, and that he furnish such further information on the subject as may be in 
his possession. 

2. What amount of arrearages has been paid under the “ arrears acts " of 1879 
up to the Ist of January, 1882; the number of cases added to the pension-roll 
“7 said acts, and the number of applications now pending thereunder. 

3. The estimated amount that will be required annually to meet the provisions 
of said acts (or to pay the settled and pending cases under said acts ;) the esti- 
mated total cost of the arrearages, pensions paid, and hereafter to be paid, under 
the provisions of said acts ; and the Setinented taneal amount, after the arrearages 
have been determined, of the regular pension-roll; and the estimated total cost. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—SOUTHERN CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to make a brief 
statement in the nature of a personal explanation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
consent to make a statement. The Chair hearing no objection, he 
will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask that the Secretary read the printed matter I 
sem to the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Senator Hoar, chairman of the Senate Committee on Claims, is taking a some- 
what unusual position for a Republican. He is sending out letters to the represent- 
atives of the southern claims which have been presented to Cope stating that 
the Republicans in Congress are not opposed to the payment of all southern claims, 
but, on the contrary, are in favor of appropriating for their payment when it is 
shown that the claims are er and equitable in allrespects. Heinvites the claim- 
ants, where they have good and bona jide claims, to send on the proofs of the just- 
ness of what the Government ought to reimburse them, and they will receive favor- 
able consideration. Senator HOAR is thus taking a very unusual course for even 
a ‘conservative’ Republican.—Atlanta Constitution. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have been able, so far, to go through 
my political life without answering or éxplaining any newspaper 
statement in regard to myself; but I have received so many letters 
based on newspaper articles like the one just read that I think it 
proper to say, first, that I am not chairman of the Senate Committee 
on Claims, and never have been, and never expect tobe ; second, that 
I have written no letter of any sort or kind, so far as I know or be- 
lieve, to warrant such a statement. I do not now remember tohave 
written any letter on this subject to anybody. It is possible, of 
course, that in answer to some person writing to me about a claim, I 
have replied that any claims against the Government from any quar- 
ter would receive full justice at the hands of Congress and the com- 
mittee; that the committee were in the habit of acting on such thin 
judicially; and that the claimant had better send his proof, if he had 
any, to the committee, to be laid before it in the ordinary form, 
where it could receive proper consideration. I have no recollection 
of any specific letter of that kind; but it is not at all impossible that 
one of that sort may have been written; but certainly nothing re- 
sembling in any manner the kind of letter which is described in that 
article. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate do now 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After five minutes spent in execu- 


tive session the doors were reopened, and (at one o’clock and forty- 
five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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SENATE. 
MonpDaAY, January 9, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLLock, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
GROUNDS SOUTH OF CAPITOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia notifying the Senate 
that they had completed the work required by the joint resolution 
of January 27, 1881, ‘‘ making an appropriation for filling up, drain- 
ing, and placing in good sanitary condition the ground south of the 
Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other purposes,” and 
transmitting in accordance therewith the report of Lieutenant F, V. 
Greene, United States Engineers, assistant to the engineer commis- 
sioner, under whose supervision the work was executed; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented four petitions of citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing for legislation preventing unjust discriminations by railroad 
companies ; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of J. E. Gibbs, of Springville, 
Michigan, and others, and the petition of Adam Haas, of Scotts, 
Michigan, praying for such legislation as will prevent unjust dis- 
crimination by common carriers; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ‘ 

Mr. McDILL presented the petition of 126 citizens of Decatur and 
Clarke Counties, Iowa; the petition of M. L. Peck and others, of 
Kossuth, lowa; and two petitions of sundry citizens of Council 
Blofis, Iowa, and vicinity, praying for a law regulating rates charged 
by railroads, &c.; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the petition of E. C. Gibbs and 20 others, citi- 
zens of Bedford, Iowa, in favor of an amendment of the militia law ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of the Hennepin Canal central com- 
mittee, of Davenport, Iowa, in favor of the Hennepin Canal and Mis- 
sissippi River improvement ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of a large 
number of citizens of the Upper Pan Handle in West Virginia, ask- 
ing legislation in regard to the railroad traffic; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of the American Company of 
Revisers of the New Testament, praying for the return and remission 
of duties. This is a petition which I suppose belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. So far as it petitions for the return of duties it 
properly belongs in the Senate, but it involves a remission of future 
duties on the leaves of the revised New Testament. My own im- 
pression is that the Senate would think that such legislation ought 
to be initiated in the House of Representatives. I present the peti- 
tion, however, for the Finance Committee to deal with the question 
as they see fit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
referred to the Committee on Finance for their consideration. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Foster Henshaw, a resident 
of the District of Columbia, praying compensation for land taken 
by the authorities of the District in the construction of a street; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of E. H. Taft and others, citi- 
zens of Oakland County, Michigan, praying for the regulation of 
freight charges on railroads; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of Z. M. Pettigrew, late post- 
master at Eureka Springs, Arkansas, praying additional compensa- 
tion for clerk hire and office expenses; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented a resolution of the lower house of the 
Legislature of Louisiana, in favor of the bill to aid in the establish- 
ment and temporary support of common schools now before the Sen- 
ate; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a resolution of the New 
York State Dairymen’s Association, of Ilion, adopted at their meet- 
ing at Whitney’s Point, December, 1881, asking for Congressional 
legislation to prevent adulteration of food, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of physicians of Eureka 
Springs, Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a Government 
hospital at that place; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

He also presented the petition of the Colored Methodist Episcopal 
Church of America, at Hot Springs, Arkansas, praying the privi- 
lege of purchasing a certain lot at Hot Springs for $5, as accorded 
- ater churches; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

He also presented the petition of George G. Latta and others, cit- 
izens of Hot Springs, Arkansas, praying that suitable legislation 





be had giving them compensation for buildings taken and condemned 
and afterward destroyed by fire by order of the commission ap- 
pointed under the act of March 3, 1877; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petition of General W. T. Sher- 
man, Richard D. Cutts, G. V. Fox, 8. G. Kimball, John Rodgers, Will- 
iam D. Kelley, and others, praying Congress to take proper action in 
relation to the character and meritorious service of Carlile P. Pat- 
terson, late Superintendent of the Coast Survey. I move that it be 
printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented additional papers to accompany the 
bill (8. No. 417) for the relief of Alexander Swift & Co., partners, 
and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of certaiu citizens of Manatee Vil- 
lage, Florida, praying an appropriation of $10,000 for the improvement 
of the Manatee River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CALL. I also present a petition of certain citizens of Manatee 
Village, Florida, praying for such legislation as will require main- 
tenance of proper mail service on the gulf coast of Florida from Man- 
atee to Key West and Cedar Keys. In presenting the petition I de- 
sire to ask the special attention of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to the necessity of some legislation requiring the main- 
tenance of an adequate postal service on the gulf coast of Florida, 
along which nearly the entire commerce of the Western States now 
passes, and upon which I understand there is no adequate postal 
service at all. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE presented four petitions of citizens of Mississippi, 
praying for legislation by Congress to regulate railroad transporta- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Joseph L. Breeden and 
Cadwallader J. Pride, of South Carolina, late supervisors of the cen- 
sus of the first and third districts of that State, praying for addi- 
tional compensation as supervisors of the late census; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee for taking the Tenth Census and ascertain- 
ing the Results thereof. j 

r. HAMPTON presented the petition of Beverly Kennon, praying 
for an as for the erection of a counterpoise battery; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a petition of citizens of Myrna, and a pe- 
tition of citizens of Willow Creek, Minnesota, praying Congress to 
exercise the power conferred by the Constitution to regulate com- 
merce among the States by enacting a Federal statute regulating 
transportation upon railroads; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Healso presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
asking Congress to fix the head of navigation of the Minnesota 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Tracy, Minnesota, in 
favor of the removal of the tax upon bank deposits; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the county committee, Ransom 
County, Dakota Territory, and a memorial of citizensof Grand Forks, 
Dakota Territory, in favor of a bill for dividing that Territory and 
naming the northern portion thereof North Dakota; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of citizens, shipowners, and 
shipmasters, of Charlotte, Monroe County, New York, praying for an 
increase of the salary paid the keepers of life-saving stations on the 
great lakes ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented pg petition of members of the Board of Trade, 
shipowners, and shipmasters, of Buffalo, New York, praying for an 
increase of the salary paid to keepers of life-saving stations on the 
great lakes; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Myron 8. Dudley and 
others, citizens of Cromwell, Connecticut, in favor of the passage of 
a bill providing that appointments to subordinate executive offices 
shall be from persons whose fitness has been ascertained by competi- 
tive examination, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present a memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of San Francisco, praying for an appropriation by Con- 

ress for the construction of harbor defenses at the entrance to the 

ay of San Francisco. There are some documents accompanying it. 
These documents contain a statement of a very startling character. 
It is a matter of great importance, and I move that the memorial be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial and accompanying 
documents will be printed and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of San Francisco, in favor of the passage of the bill to 
refund to Japan certain money known as the Japanese indemnity 
fund; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, and the petition of the Geographical Society ofthe Pacific, 





1882. 





















for the continuance of the coast and geodetic 


of San Francisco, prayin 
were referred to the Committee on Appro- 


survey in Alaska; which 
priations, 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of H. C. Nagel and 42 others, 
citizens of Clayton, Winnebago County, Wisconsin, praying for the 
passage of a law regulating the traffic on railroads; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Fred. Rueping and 29 others, cit- 
izens of Fond du Lae, and a petition of H. C. Moore and 31 others, 
citizens of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, praying for the repeal of taxes 
on banks and banking business; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition of James L. Carpenter and 30 
others, of New Castle County, Delaware, and a petition of J. H. 
Adams and others, of Sussex County, Delaware, praying relief by 
Congress from alleged monopolies and abuses by railroad companies; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented two me rag of members of the National 
Guard Association of the United States, residing at Charleston, South 
Carolina, praying for an amendment to the militia law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a letter addressed to himself by J. O. Hope, 
of Fort Reno, Indian Territory, a soldier in the United States Army, 
relating to the payment of soldiers on furlough; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 











REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. No. 72) to regulate the removal of causes from 
circuit courts of the United States to other circuit courts of the 
United States, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 








BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 732) fixing the relative rank and pay of 
certain officers on the retired list of the Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 733) to grant additional pensions to those 
who have lost an arm or a leg in the service of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. McDILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 734) to retire Captain Douglass Ottenger, of 
the revenue marine service ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 735) granting a pension to Lydia Dwinel; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 736) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Nancy 
Leonard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 737) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Harbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
SIOBS, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 738) for the relief of Jabez Burchard ; which was 
we twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 739) for the relief of Andrew J. Calahan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unartimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 740) to extend the provisions of sections 
2990 to 2998, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to the ports of Kansas City and Saint Joseph, Missouri; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 741) for the relief of Helen M. Fiedler; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 742) to repeal an act entitled “ An 
act to carry into effect a convention between the United States of 
America and his majesty the King of the. Hawaiian Islands, signed 
on the 30th day of January, 1875,” approved on the 15th day of 
August, 1876; which was réad twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 743) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wirt 
Goldsborough ; which was pect twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
oan apers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained Jeave to introduce a bill (S. No. 744) for the relief of Duncan 
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Marr; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 































e also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 


leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 745) for the relief of Cummings, 
Doyle & Co. and Doyle & Co., of Nashville, Tennessee; which was: 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompany papers, referred to» 
the Committee on Claims. 


He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 


leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 746) for the relief of B. B. Taylor; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 


leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 747) for the relief of A. H. Von Luett- 
witz ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 


ag pene referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
e also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 748) for the relief of Samuel Ceas, of 


the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 749) for the relief of the estate of A. 
H. Buchanan, deceased, late of Nashville, Tennessee; which was. 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to- 
introduce a bill (S. No. 750) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at the city of Shreveport, State of Louisiana; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. e 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 751) for the relief of J. W. Bowling and J. 8. 
Gollady; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 752) authorizing the Solici- 
tor of the Treasury to grant relief to Florence W. Kirwan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 753) to incorporate the United States: 
Fidelity and Guarantee Company of the District of Columbia ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 754) to increase the pension of Mrs. Laura 
Hentig; which was read twice by its titlé, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 755) for the relief of Z. M. Pettigrew ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 756) donating three hundred and twenty 
acres of public land to each of the survivors of the Mountain Meadow 
massacre, and to each of the legal heirs of any one killed in such 
massacre; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave tointro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 757) granting a pension to Joseph McGuckian ; 
which was read twice <e its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce _a bill (S. No. 758) to extend the provisions of section 4631, 
title 56, ‘‘ Prize,” of the Revised Statutes, and of the act of June 
8, 1874, in relation to prize-money, to fleet officers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
- Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S, No. 759) providing for the deposit of silver bull- 
ion at the Treasury of the United States and the issue of certificates 
therefor ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 760) for the classification of the public lands and 
the sale of timber thereon in the State of Colorado; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 761) to provide for the organization of the 
Territory of Oklahoma; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee vn Territories. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 762) for the creation of a body of parliamen- 
tary attorneys, and for the regulation thereof; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 763) relating to officers of the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Miditary 
Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 764) for the relief of Duncan M. Y. Stuart; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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“Congress. And that he be further directed to communicate all papers, orders, cor- 


eof the Commissioner of the Land Office aforesaid, the order of the Secretary of the 
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Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 765) to appropriate and expend the entire 
income derived from the internal-revenue taxes on the manufacture 
and sale of distilled spirits for the education of all the children living 
in the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 766) to authorize the Southern Maryland 
Railroad Company to extend a railroad into and within the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 767) granting pensions to prisoners of war; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 20) as to giving notice to ter- 
minate the convention of June 3, 1875, with his majesty the King 
of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 21) authorizing the commis- 
sioners appointed under the provision of an act approved June 15, 
1880, to conclude an agreement for an exchange of the land allotted 
to the Southern Utes in Colorado for land in Utah; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 22) to compensate the em- 
ployés of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for lost time; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 





storing and ommrniog $ the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company said grant 
of land; also the number of acres for which patents have been issued to said com- 
pany, or its assigns, since the 4th day of July, 1876. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. c 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to look at that resolution after it 
is printed. Let it lie over. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ; The resolution will be printed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed, under the rule. 

UTE RESERVATION IN COLORADO. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate whether further legislation is necessary to open for settlement under 
the pre-emption laws of the United States that part of the Ute reservation in the 
State of Colorado not assigned to the Southern Ute Indians by the provisions of 
the act of June 15, 1880; also whether the land on which such Southern Ute In- 
dians are by the provisions of said act to be placed is suitable as a permanent home 
for the said Indians. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not that come within the objection made by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] the other day as to directing 
the head of a Department to state whether further legislation is ne- 
cessary? Is not that the character of recommendation which should 
come through the President? 

Mr. TELLER. It may possibly come under that head, but I want 
to find what has been the ruling in that Department, if any, as to 
opening this land to settlement. I have been unable to get it. 

Mr. HOAR. . Let the resolution be printed. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to its being printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 


setts ask that the resolution go over? 
Mr. HOAR. I do. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie over. 

































PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of George E. Payne be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. GROVER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Alexander McNairy and John H. Tay- 
lor be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Edward K. Winship be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 


On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas F. Riley be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Asa Faulkner and others, of Tennessee, 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 21st ultimo approved and signed the act (S. No. 485) to legalize 
the election of the Territorial Legislature of New Mexico held Novem- 
ber 2, 1880, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior in reference to the bill of the Choc- 
taw Council, approved November 10, 1881, granting a right of way 
throngh the Choctaw Nation to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 


Railway Company; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 









IMPROVEMENT OF FALLS OF THE OHIO. 

Mr. PENDLETON submitted the following resolution ; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what, if 
any, additional works are necessary at the falls of the Ohio River to complete the 
improvements thereof in a manner to serve the interests of the commerce of the 
Ohio River, and that he state the reasons why such additional works, if any, are 
necessary, and also submit an estimate of the same. 

EXPENDITURES OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I offer a resolution, and I call the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to it, as I think 
he recommended a committee such as the resolution proposes in one 
of his reports when Secretary of the Treasury. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules consider and report upon the expediency 
of adding to the committees of the Senate a committee to be known as the ‘* Com- 
mittee on Expenditures of Public Money,” said committee to have power to hold 
sessions during the recess of the Senate. 




















The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
PRINTING OF SENATE RULES. 

Mr. FERRY. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration : 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to print five hundred copies of tho 
rules of the Senate, as now in force, for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. That should be referred to the Committee on 
Printing, I take it. 

Mr. FERRY. The resolution provides for the printing of only 500 
copies, not an extraordinary number, so that we may have the rules 
heré in the Senate. We frequently have occasion to refer to them. 
There cannot be any objection to the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 66) tendering the thanks of the people of the United 
States to his highness the Khedive of Egypt for the gift of an ancient 
obelisk; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds.’ 

Mr. HOAR. I call up the resolution for the appointment of a special 
committee on the subject of woman suffrage. 

Mr. BAYARD. A message from the House is on the table of the 
President of the Senate communicating a joint resolution passed by 
the House tendering the thanks of the people of the United States 
to his highness the Khedive of Egypt for the gift of an ancient 
obelisk. "With the approval of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and other members of that committee, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate for the consideration and passage 
of that joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I have in charge a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, some time before the holidays, for the appointment 
of a special committee. It has come up repeatedly about ten on fit- 









CONVENTION WITH HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to inquire whether a ‘‘ convention between the United States and his 
majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 
1875,” cught not to be terminated, and what action is necessary and proper to ter- 
minate said convention. 








COMMITTEE ON CIVIL SERVICE AND RETRENCHMENT. 
_Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be increased 


to nine in number, and the President of the Senate is hereby authorized to fill the 
vacancies thus created. 






NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 
Senate the decision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office declaring the 
land grant made to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company lapsed under the opera- 
‘tion of law granting the same. And also the full text of the decision, order, or in- 
structions of his predecessor, Hon. Carl Schurz, overruling the decision of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and restoring the grant of lands to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad without reference of the subject to the consideration of 









respondence, and memoranda in his Department touching or relating to the decision 






interior overruling the same, and the decision of the Secretary of the Interior re- 
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offered by a Senator on this side of the Chamber at the present ses- 
sion, and I have voted against all resolutions of that character. 

No Senator, in my judgment, will rise in his place in the Senate 
and say that it is necessary to appoint a special committee to consider 
the matters referred to in the resolution. It is true I am a member 
of the committee, and perhapsought not to refer to it, but we have 
a standing committee, of which the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]is chairman, the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, that, I take occasion to say, is a very proper com- 
mittee for this matter to go to; and that committee has almost noth- 
ing on earth todo. There is but one single subject-matter now be- 
fore it, and I believe there will be scarcely another question before 
that committee at this session. There is not a contested election ; 
there is nota dispute about anybody’s seat; and yet it isa Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. What is the reason for going on con- 
tinually and appointing these select committees, when there are 
standing committees here, properly organized, to consider the very 
question specified by the resolution, with nothing to do? 

Now, I am going to say one other thing. I do not pretend that the 
purpose I am now about to state is the purpose of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. I have no reflections to make as to what this resolu- 
tion is intended for, but we do know that there is an idea abroad that 
select committees are generally appointed for the purpose of giving 
somebody a chairmanship, that somebody may have a clerk. That 
is not the case here, I dare say. Ido not mean to intimate that it is 
the case here, but it ought to be put a stop to; it is all wrong. I 
think, though, that there ought to be a resolution passed by this body 
giving every Senator who has not a committee a clerk. Everybody 
knows that every chairman of a committee has a clerk in the clerk 
of that committee. The other Senators, at least in my opinion, ought 
each to have a clerk. I would vote for such a resolution. I believe 
it would be right, and I believe the country would approveit. Every 
Senater knows that he has more business to attend to here than he 
can possibly perform. Why, sir, if I were to attend to all the busi- 
ness in the Departments and otherwise that my constituents ask me 
to perform, I could not discharge half my duties in this Chamber; 
and every Senator, I dare say, has the same experience. It is to the 
public interest, therefore, in my judgment, that every Senator should 
have aclerk. I am unable to employ a clerk from my own funds; 
many other Senators are more fortunately situated ; but still I must 
do that or move the appointment of a special committee for the pur- 
pose in an indirect way of getting a clerk. It is not right. 

It has been said that if Senators each have a clerk, for instance, a 
clerk at $100 a month salary during the session, which would be a 
very small matter, the members of the other House would each want 
2 clerk. It does not follow. There is a vast difference. A member 
of the other House represents a narrow district, a single district; a 
Senator represents a whole State. Take the State of New York. 
‘There are thirty-three Representatives in the House from the State 


of New York; there are but two Senators here from that State. | 
‘Those two Senators in all likelihood have as much business to per- | 


form here for their constituents as the thirty-three members of the 
Honse. There is therefore an eminent reason why a Senator should 
have a clerk and why a member of the House should not. 

I cannot vote for the appointment of select committees unless you 
raise aselect committee for every Senatorin the body soas to give him 
a clerk. You have xe select committees for this business and 
forthat. It gives a few men an advantagé when the business of the 
country does not require it, whereas if you appointed a clerk for each 
Senator, with a nominal salary of $100 per month during the session, 
it would enable every Senator to do his work more efficiently both 
here and for his constituents; it would put all the Senators on a just 
equality ; it would be in furtherance of the public interest ; and it 
would avoid what I consider (with all due deference and not mean- 
ing to be offensive) the unseemly habit of constantly moving the 
appointment of select committees in this body. 

This is all I have to say. I vote against the resolution simply 
because I am opposed to the appointment of a select committee for 
this or any other purpose that I can now think of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered, 
and the Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, (when his name was called.) I propose 
to vote for this resolution, but at the same time I do not regard my 
vote as in any way committing myself on the subject of female suf- 
frage. If they think an investigation of this subject should be had 
in this way, I for one am willing to have it. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MorGAN;] otherwise 
I should vote “yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 35, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Kellogg, Plumb, 
Allison, Ferry, Lapham, Ransom, 
Anthony, Frye, Logan, Rollins, 
Blair, Harrison, McDill, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Conger, Hoar, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Davis of Ilinois, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Windom. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, 
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NAYS—23. 
Bayard, Coke, Hill of Georgia, Slater, 
Beck, Davisof W. Va., Jackson, Vance, 
Brown, Fair, Jonas, Vest, 
Batler, Farley, McPherson, Walker, 
Camden, Garland, Maxey, Williams. 
Cockrell, Hampton, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—18. 

Call, Hale, Mahone, Teller, 
George, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Gorman, Ingalls, Morgan, Voorhees . 
Groome, Johnston, Pendleton, 
Grover, Lamar, Pugh, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to take up Senate bill No. 46. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be réad for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the 
issue of 3 i cent. bonds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill which has just been read. 

Mr. BECK. When the bill was called up on Friday last by the 
Senator from Ohio I objected because the Senator from Delaware was 
then absent. He is here now. I supposed perhaps what is known 
as the tariff commission bill might be called up this morning. The 
Senator from Delaware prefers to report that bill to-morrow morn- 
ing, and submit some remarks upon it. In December I gave notice 
to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1 ] that I would reply to 
his speech on that bill. To-morrow at one o'clock I hope the Sena- 
tor from Ohio will lay aside this billinformally ifit is not then finished, 
to allow me to do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection, with that understanding, to this 

motion. 
‘ Mr. BAYARD. I shall report back a bill intrusted to me by the 
Committee on Finance on the subject of tariff commission to-morrow, 
and if I may do so I hope a few minutes may be given to me in the 
morning hour to accompany my report with a statement of my views 
on the subject of tariff commissions, not designing a general speech 
on the tariff subject or in reply to anybody. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio, to take up the bill which has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for 
the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator from Ohio proceeds, I wish to offer 
an amendment to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri submits 
an amendment to the bill, which will be read for information arid 
ordered to be printed. 
ae ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to 
add: 

From and after the Ist day of July, 1882, the 3 percent. bonds authorized by this 
act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national bank circulation, 
or as security for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public money de- 

osited with such banks: Provided, The Secretary of the Treasury shall not have 


issued all the bonds herein authorized or so many thereof as to. make it im ible 
for him to issue the amount of bonds required: And provided further, That no 


| bond upon which interest has ceased shall be accepted or shall be continued on de- 


sit as security for circulation or for the safe-keeping of the public moneys, and 
in case bonds so ee shall not be withdrawn as provided by law within thirty 
days after interest has ceased thereon, the banking association depositing the same 
shall be subject to the liabilities and proceedings on the part of the Comptroller 
provided for in section 5234 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: And pro- 
vided further, That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, entitled ‘** An act fixin; 
the amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of the national 
banking currency, and for other purposes,” be and the same is hereby repealed, 
and sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the 
same are hereby, re-enacted. 

_Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss this 
bill at any length, because the facts involved are very few and very 
simple. The whole matter was thoroughly discussed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress. Every proposition that is pending now, either in 
the form of an amendment or in the original bill, was then discussed, 
and there is not a Senator present who has not made up his mind on 
the general subject. It is purely a business question. I will con- 
tent myself in opening the argument with stating the few facts that 
are involved in the matter, hoping that before the close of this ses- 
sion we may have a vote upon all the pending propositions and pass 
or defeat the bill. 

_ Ihave here the debt-statement of the Ist of January, from which 
it appears that there are outstanding $551,186,800 bonds of the 
United States bearing 34 per cent., being the fives and sixes recently 
extended under the administration of Secretary Windom during the 
last summer. It is proposed by this bill to offer to the people of the 
United States two hundred million 3 per cent. bonds running for 
five years, redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after five 
years at par, and withthe money thus received to pay off $200,000,000 
of the 33 per cent. extended bonds. That is the whole of the propo- 
sition. It involves no expense except the engraving and printing of 
the bonds, and the printing of the 3 per cent. bonds after the 
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Mr. McCPHERSON. If the condition then were not favorable, the 
bonds certainly would not be paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But at that particular time, in 1891, instead of 
$250,000,000 which would be redeemable under existing circum- 
stances, it makes an additional sum of $200,000,000 redeemable; and 
the larger the amount to be dealt with the more difficult is the opera- 
tion. I haveno doubt whatever that within the ten years before the 
44 bonds mature every dollar of these bonds will be paid by the or- 
dinary application of thesinkingfund. Therefore, I thinkit becomes 
important for us to maintain and preserve the right to redeem after 
five years, so that if we shall have exhausted the $350,000,000 unpro- 
vided for by this bill we may then, without going into the market to 
buy bonds at a premium, apply the surplus revenue to the payment 
of this $200,000,000 of bonds, unless we can do better by purchasing 
at market price 4 per cent. bonds at that time. 

Mr. President, with these remarks I shall leave the matter. Ihope, 
however, that the bill will be treated as it is. It is reported from 
the Committee on Finance simply as a business proposition to save 
one-half of 1 per cent. annually on $200,000,000, or $5,000,000 in five 
years. I hope that the details of the bill will be decided by the Sen- 
ate without any great length of debate. Ido not want to stand in 
the way of my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck,] who desires to 
speak to-morrow on another bill. Therefore, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I shall ask the Senate to act upon this bill to-day, if that is 
its pleasure. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before the Senator takes his seat, in order 
that I may ascertain whether my information be correct, I wish to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think one year ago, when abill of like char- 
acter was under discussion, we provided for the issue of $400,000,000 
of bonds and $300,000,000 of Treasury notes, in round numbers about 
$700,000,000 of the five and six percents. Five hundred and sixty 
million of dollars, I understand, have been continued at 34 per cent. 
What has been done with the remaining $140,000,000 which we owed 
at that time? Have bonds to that amount been paid by the Govern- 
ment? If not, what proportion of them has been paid? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Theamountoffivesand sixes was over $600,000,000. 
Iam quite sure it was. In the Secretary’s report all those figures 
appear. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We owe, then, to-day $650,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I beg pardon. A year ago we owed between 
$650,000,000 and $700,000,000 of 5 and 6 per cent. bonds. On the 1st 
of January, on the debt statement which I have just handed over to 
my friend from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, ] it seems that there are 
$551,000,000 of 3} percents now outstanding. The difference between 
$551,000,000 and the $650,000,000 or over has been paid by the appli- 
cation of the surplusrevenue. The amounts are stated in the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to see if I can discover the connection 
between the Senator’s argument. He puts in the bill, and I under- 
stand supports with his speech, the issue of $200,000,000 of bonds, 
leavin 50,000,000 or $360,000,000 of the continued 3} percents, to 
which he does not propose to apply to the reduction of the rate of 
interest. Why not issue the bonds for the whole $560,000,000 and 
pay 3 per cent. interest upon them until such time as the Govern- 
ment can pay them off, say two years, three years, or whatever time 
the Government sees fit? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to that is obvious. We are under 
engagement by law to pay about $50,000,000 a year on these bonds 
to the sinking fund, besides which we apply the surplus revenue. It 
is supposed by the Committee on Finance, after some discussion, that 
we probably shall be able to pay $350,000,000 in five years. I, my- 
self, the Senator very well knows, preferred to have the amount of 
the new bonds $300,000,000; but I yielded readily in that matter of 
detail to the committee, who thought that possibly we might be able 
to pay $350,000,000 in the next five years. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I had intended somewhat at 
length, and with some degree of minuteness, to present my views to 
the Senate upon this important question ; but this morning I find it 
very difficult to talk; and as I have nothing new to offer upon the 
question, having presented my views upon a former occasion, I shall 
address the Senate very briefly upon all the subjects involved, and 
shall address myself particularly to the amendments which I have 
submitted. 

The object of the proposed legislation is to complete the refunding 
of the national debt. 

To the performance of this duty the last Congress devoted a large 
portion of its time, resulting in the passage of a3 per cent. refund- 
ing bill, which, notwithstanding its general approval by the people, 
was vetoed by the then President of the United States. 

I will not assail the motives which prompted this strange action 
on the part of the Executive, but will leave his vindication with 
those whose efforts in the public belief were largely influential, if 
not decisive in executive councils. 

The distinguished gentleman who then occupied the partof finance 
minister—now a memberof the Senate—if he is to be judged by his 
utterances before the Finance Committee of the Senate, was disposed 
to characterize the proposed legislation as experimental and danger- 
ous to the credit of the Government. It is not strange, therefore, 
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-— these views found expression in the veto message of the Presi- 
ent. 

Let it be remembered, also, that at no period since the formation of 
the Government were the conditions more favorable for the success- 
ful refunding of the public debt at a low rate of interest than at the 
period bearing even date with the aforesaid veto. 

Certainly it will not be argued, with the present extraordinary 
demand for money needed in new enterprises, started within the past 
year, involving hundreds of millions in one branch of industry alone, 
which the restless spirit of the times, stimulated by the promise of 
cheap money, has inaugurated, that an attempt now to fund the debt 
at 3 per cent. will be less dangerous or experimental than it was then. 

Notwithstanding all this the honorable Senator confesses to a 
change of heart, whose progress has been so rapid compared with 
which the conversion of Saint Paul the apostle seems slow and tedi- 
ous, and in furtherance of his new-born zeal rises hastily in his place, 
in the first day and almost the first hour of this session, crowding 
so closely upon the heels of the morning prayer that he seemed to 
regard it as a part of his religious duty, and—did what ?—presented 
to the Senate, supporting with all the weight of his powerful influ- 
ence, a bill to refund the national debt in a bond bearing interest at 
the rate of 3 per cent. and payable after five years; in short, the 
same bill he attacked so vigorously one year ago. 

Let me assure the Senator his conversion is as gratifying as it was 
unexpected, and is all the more worthy of commendation because 
genuine and sincere. 

Since the promulgation of the veto which stopped all refunding 
the late Secretary of the Treasury [Mr. W1INDom] has succeeded in 
continuing the bond at a less rate per cent. and on more favorable 
terms to the Government as to time of payment than the honorable 
Senator proclaimed to be the very acme of financial possibility, and 
even then too near the danger line for the safety of the nation’s 
credit. 

Experience, after all, is the best and safest guide, and we are glad 
to see him take his stand at the lead of the assaulting column in 
support of this Democratic measure, against which his batteries were 
so recently and successfully turned, on the side which experience now 
proves to have been safe and best one year ago. 

To comprehend our duty to ourselves, to our country, and to the 
future in matters connected with the public debt, we should consider 
the past, understand the present, and measure the future, that jus- 
tice may result from our action. 

The United States Government is now in a position to dictate terms 
to its creditors and to float its public debt at the lowest rate of inter- 
est at which any nation has ever been able to borrow money. The 
credit of the United States is established ; it stands unrivaled in the 
money markets of Europe. Our bonds are in demand at home and 
abroad by investors who prefer a perfectly safe to a speculative in- 
vestment. Its resources and financial vigor as exhibited in the steady 
reduction of the volume of the public debt and in the rate of interest 
at each successive funding have excited the attention and elicited 
the admiration of the world. No other security can be compared to 
these bonds. Behind them and pledged to their redemption stand 
the whole wealth of the nation. Taxation cannot reach them, and 
if a registered bond the thief may steal them in vain. No amount of 
argument could better illustrate the state of our credit—the figures 
of the market are its eulogy. Unless war shall demand the creation 
of a new public debt these bonds will probably be the last the Gov- 
ernment will ever issue, and as the demand will increase everywhere 
in proportion to the increase of wealth and population, in like pro- 
portion will their market value appreciate. 

The duty of Congress, to my mind, is very plain. The bond to be 
issued should bear the lowest possible rate of interest under which, 
considering also the period of time fixed for its payment, the Gov- 
ernment would receive its par value in exchange for it. A3 per 
cent. interest-bearing bond having thirty years to run, with such 
earlier option on the part of the Government, not less than ten years 
from the date of issue, to pay it, would, in my opinion, meet this re- 

uirement and in a short time command a premium, In proof of 
this we need only point you to the 4 per cent. bonds which were taken 
as a speculation by a syndicate for a large commission, less than the 
par value, and are to-day sold in open market at such a premium as 
scarcely makes them a more profitable investment than a 3 per cent. 
bond at par. The 3} per cent. continued bonds are selling at a pre- 
mium, although subject to call by the Treasury at any time. Re- 
lieved of the difficulties which attended the discussion in the last 
Congress, there is no longer a debatable question as to the rate of 
interest to be paid. The every-day transactions in bonds in the open 
market have fixed the rate of interest at 3 per cent. This having 
also been accepted unanimously by the Finance Committee of the 
Senate there remains no question for discussion, except the date to 
be fixed for the redemption and payment of the bonds, and upon this 
point, as well as the amount of bonds to be issued, as a member of 
the Finanee Committee I reserved my right to amend the report. 

It will be seen my amendment provides for the issue of four hun- 
dred millions of bonds, instead of two hundred millions as recom- 
mended by the committee. The propriety of this amendment will 
not be questioned when we reflect that two hundred and twelve mill- 
ions of the continual bonds which we propose by this bill to refund are 
now used as security for bank circulation, and when refunding under 
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the committee’s bill has been accomplished it will drive nearly eleven 
millions of bank notes out of circulation, or compel the banks to pro- 
tect their circulation by the pledge of the 4 or 4} percents. Again, 
the committee seem not to have considered that the demand for an 
increase of currency will always keep step with the increase of pop- 
ulation and development, and as this increase can only be obtained 
under existing law by and through the national banks, some pro- 
vision should be made for the millions more yearly added to our pop- 
ulation. 

My amendment also contemplates the issue of bonds redeemable in 
ten years, and payable in thirty years from date of issue, and as they 
will of necessity be absorbed by the banks to fix an earlier period for 
the redemption of the bond is to strike a blow at the national banks. 

The time when the national debt should be paid to some extent 
depends upon the policy to be adopted with reference to the national 
banks. They originated with the bonds, and their existence, in the 
absence of a better system, is to be measured by their duration. If 
the public debt is to be continued, as it must be for a considerable 
time; and if it is to be represented by interest-bearing bonds, as all 
national debts are, there is no means so certain to insure their being 
taken at the most favorable rate of interest as to postpone their date 
of payment so as to prolong the period for which they may be made 
the basis of national-bank circulation. 

National banks are established institutions. The whole business 
of the country is identified with them. For seventeen years they 
have conducted the finances and the currency of the whole country 
with safety and success. They have exercised a marked influence 
on the wonderful progress and development of our resources. There 
is not a considerable town, village, city, or county in the whole 
empire of our industries that is not more or less dependent upon 
and directly interested in their stability and in their continued ex- 
istence. Their officers, stockholders, and depositors are among the 
most intelligent, substantial, and respected citizens of the United 
States. To impair their strength, to throw doubt on their duration, 
or to weaken public confidence in their stability as sources of 
business support is to strike directly and dangerously at the very 
source of our ingernal exchanges and business credits. These banks 
have carried us through the calamities of war, through the pros- 
perities of peace, through the gloom and disasters of the crisis of 
1873, when bankruptcy and loss and doubt stopped the fires in our 
furnaces, the spindles in our factories, the hammers in our forges ; 
when three millions of our laborers were idle from necessity, hungry 
from want, and desperate from despair; and yet during all these mu- 
tations of business, of production, and of credit they stood firm, re- 
liant, and reliable, the support and the aid of every legitimate enter- 
prise. Not a dollar of their currency has ever been lost, questioned, 
or discredited. No other system has ever been devised which so 
thoroughly met the requirements ofthe public. No other system was 
ever so interwoven with the general and every-day interests of the 
country. To disturb this system or to break it up without first being 
secure of a substitute equal to all the exigencies of business, all the 
mutations of confidence, and end it, would be to plunge into a crisis 
no judgment can measure. To pursue such a policy is to be blindto 
facts and deaf to reason. 

True financial wisdom requires the refunding of the national debt 
in long bonds at a very low rate of interest. I am not one of those 
who believe a national debt to be anational blessing, but rather one 
of the gravest of national afflictions; for it requires the wisest states- 
manship, in respect of taxation, to meet the interest demand of a 
large debt like ours with least injury to our business industries. 

To this end I favor a bond with an option to pay at the end of ten 
years and payable at thirty years, and in amount sufficient to cover 
the entire unrefunded balance of the public debt less the amount 
that may be now redeemed by moneys in the public treasury. I 
would then relieve our oppressed citizens from the heavy burden of 
. War taxes in time of profound peace, and leave the working capital 
where it is much needed—in the industries of the people. 

Rapid payment of the public debt when the Government can bor- 
row at the minimum rate while the citizen is required to pay the 
maximum rate is an evil and a loss to the citizen, whom the Gov- 
ernment is bound by every consideration consistent with financial 
safety to encourage and protect. Since the close of our late civil 
war, in addition to the heavy burden of interestrequired by the terms 
of the bond, we have paid more than one-half our war debt, and we 
still continue to draw from the people by taxation more than one 
hundred millions a year (in excess of the actual needs of the Gov- 
ernment) to pay the principal of the public debt. 

The war for the Union was fought for the benefit of all future gen- 
erations, and it would be only equitable for posterity to bear a share 
(although a small share) of the burdens created by the exigencies of 
the war. The present generation have contributed in the tremendous 
sacrifice of life; it involved its full share of the cost. It has suffered 
in the waste and destruction always attending upon civil war 10 an 
extent never before known in the history of any people. 

The debt was created and grew into its enormous proportions to 
establish on a fixed and settled basis the institutions of our country, 
the liberties of our people and this Government, which has done so 
much for mankind. 

The struggles, the sacrifices, the ravages of war and the expendi- 
tures from 1860 to 1865 were for all time. They were not alone for 
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this age, for this generation, or for this century. ‘They were for the 
future as well as the present races of men. They who are to suc- 
ceed us are to reap the rewards as fully as we are reaping them. The 
burden imposed on them, let the debt remain as it may, can never be 
as great as it is and has been upon the present generation. 

Since the war ended we have passed through financial panic and 
— in business industry, and during all these years no creditor 
nas been so exacting and imperious as the Federal tax-gatherer. 
Without reduction or abatement, through seasons of panic and of 
seeming prosperity, as though the war was still going on, the war 
taxes have been taken from the wage-fund of the people. At the 
close of the war the people of ten great States in the South were im- 
poverished and their industries strangled. In some of these States 
the carpet-bag governments pledged the credit of the States for tens 
of millions, the proceeds of which never were applied to the benefit of 
the people of those States, who are now trying to pay the interest 
upon theirlocalindebtedness. Isitjust, isit wise, undercircumstances: 
such as these, and at a time when industry at the South cannot pay 
its local taxes, to impose upon the people there these unnecessary 
burdens? 

A grateful people, speaking through their representatives in Con- 
gress, have imposed upon the present generation a pension list which 
in the aggregate is frightful, and the burdens of which cannot be 
shared by posterity because the pensioner will not be here to receive 
it. The requirements of the pension law creates a current indebted- 
ness which cannot be postponed. The extent of the demand is not 
determined. That it is recklessly large and fraudulently magnified 
is certain. 

A national debt is a never-satisfied sponge, forever absorbing and 
always eating up the substance of the people; it is a curse, the pro- 
longation of which beyond a reasonable period of payment would 
be as utterly indefensible as any effort to force its immediate liqui- 
dation by oneroustaxation would be unnecessary and unjust. As the 
ratio of our population increases the ratio of the burden decreases. 
We have reduced the debt to a sum and toa condition of public 
credit which relieves it from any necessity of becoming either oppress- 
ive or durable. 

Since 1865 more than one thousand millions of its then principal 
sum has been paid, and we have in round numbers two hundred 
and fifty millions in the Treasury. The interest has been diminished 
even more notably than the principal. June 30, 1867, the annual 
interest was $143,781,561.91; November 1, 1881, it was reduced to 
$60,965, 245.25. 

To reduce the interest tax to the lowest possible point and fund 
the principal is the duty required of Congress, and I think the two 
amendments I have offered to the Senate meet this requirement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are certain amendments of the Committee 
on Finance that ought to be acted on first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be first considered. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Missouri if he will not 
allow the vote to be taken on two informal amendments of the 
committee ? : 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on Finance will be read. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In line 7, after the word 
“sum,” the committee propose to insert “or any bonds of the United 
States bearing 34 per centum interest.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, after the 
word ‘‘ deposits,” in line 25, to insert ‘‘made and bonds issued;” so 
as to read, ‘‘and the aggregate amount of deposits made and bonds 
issued under this act shall not exceed,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 27, 
after the word “of,” to strike out “three ” and insert ‘‘ two;” so as 
to read: 

And the aggregate amount of deposits made and bonds issued under this act shall 
not exceed the sum of $200,000,000. 

Mr. BECK. That brings up the question which the Senator from 
New Jersey wants to meet. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not ask for a vote on that amendment until 
the Senator from New Jersey is ready. He wants to make the ‘‘ two” 
“four.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to increase the amount to $400,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not care to press this amendment now; I 
merely wanted to dispose of the verbal amendments, to which there 
is no objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Suppose the part of the bill I propose to amend 
be left for the present, and we go on with the other portions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can offer his amendment now as 
an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Very well. I offer the amendment now; in 
line 24 to strike out ‘‘two” and substitute “four.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘‘ Three” is in the bill, and ‘‘two” 
is proposed by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee propose an amendment to make 
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the ‘‘ three” of the original bill “two,” and then the proposition of 
the Senator from New Jersey is an amendment to that amendment. 

The PriInctpaL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. The amendment to the 

- amendment is to strike out the committee’s amendment “two” in 
lieu of ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘ four.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not a formal amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand 
that it is pressed now. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understood the Senator from Ohio to wish 
to have the question decided now as we went along. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I asked the Senator from Missouri to give way 
that we might pass on two or three amendments to which there was 
no objection; but this is an important amendment, and the Senator 
from New Jersey can have the vote on it whenever he desires. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will not pressa vote on this amendment now 
unless the Senate wish to act on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The first question is on the substi- 
tution of “four” in place of ‘‘ two,” in line 27. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BECK. I do not think we understand it here. 

_amendment now being passed over informally ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is passed over informally. 

Mr. BECK. Then the next formal amendment of the committee is 
-4n order, and after that we can return to this question. 

The Principat LEGISLATIVE CLERK. After the word “dollars,” 
in line 27, the committee propose to insert: 

The amount of lawful money so received on deposit as aforesaid shall not exceed 

: at any time the sum of $25,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
this amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

Mr. BECK. That brings us back to the other amendment as to 
the limit of the issue of the bonds. The committee amendments are 

all disposed of but that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is so. The first question 
will be on the motion of the Senator from New Jersey, to substitute 

“four” for the “two” reported by the committee. The Senator from 
.Missouri [Mr. VEsT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not understand that the Senator from 
Missouri wishes to discuss this amendment, but he has an amend- 
ment of his own on which he wishes to be heard. I ask to havea 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am not prepared to fully discuss 
the bill with the proposed amendments, for I confess that I should 

- desire a little more time to present in proper form the considerations 
which belong to a measure of such importance. 

The proposition broadly stated is this, that the present status of 
the indebtedness of the Government of the United States, so far as it 
is within the power of Congress over all bonds that by their terms 
mature prior to the year 1891, shall be changed in this respect that 
the rate of interest shall be attempted to be fixed at 3 instead of 34 
per cent. I will not deny the apparent economy, the saving to the 
tax-payers of this Republic, of a diminution of the rate of interest 
upon their public debt. But it often happens that that which seems 
is not real, and that the results are not to be truly measured by con- 
sidering a single feature of a great measure. In dealing with a 
question so vast and important to every citizen of the United States 
as the condition of the public credit, all along with that considera- 
tion must run the state of public business, and the commereial con- 
ditions to which the ple have become accustomed, the adjust- 
ment of business relations to the public debt, are to be considered 
ina broad way. For my own part, being unaffectedly solicitous for 
the unquestioned credit of this Government, believing that the fact 
that there is an unquestioned sense of security in the mind of every 
holder of the bonds of the United States, and that the maintenance 
of the public credit is of importance to every private transaction 
that takes place throughout the country, anything that tends to dis- 
turb such a condition of unquestioning confidence as we appear to 
have os and as I think we have gained should certainly be ap- 
proached with great caution. I cannot imagine a more favorable 
condition of affairs for governments or individuals than to have their 
loans placed subject to immediate payment at their option or post- 
poned at their will for so long a time as they may see fit. 

I take it to be a fact to be stated without fear of contradiction that 
never in the fiscal history of any government were such advantages 
possessed as are possessed to-day by the Government of the United 

. States over the great body of its public debt. Never before in the 
history of human finance were such facts witnessed and accomplished 

.. a8 the holders of the bonded debt of a nation refunding them at their 
own volition at a much lower rate of interest than the contract called 
for. Sir, it was a tribute to the faith in republican institutions, it 
was a proof of the far-sight of the men who originated and who car- 
ried out the plan by which the 6 and the 5 per cent. obligations of 
this Government were changed from a fixed obligation at those higher 
rates to a loan, at 3} per cent., at the pleasure of the debtor. 

Is it no advantage for us, standing with unquestioned credit, with 
the future unknown and, as the future ever must be, uncertain—is it 

ne advantage to us that we should hold to our present state of affairs, 
‘which is simply that by no compulsion can we be pressed for the re- 
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demption of our loan at inconvenient times? Are we to give that up 
for the sake of the apparent reduction of one-half of 1 per cent. upon 
the interest of a portion of our public debt? 

I have endeavored to think of this question in its substance, and 
quite irrespective of what was to be gained or lost in the temporary 

romotion of partisan advantage. I recognize the wisdom which 
induced the recommendation of the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make his report rather than that of his predecessor, now a 
distinguished member of this body, [Mr. SHERMAN of Ohio. ] 

There are objections to fixing a time of payment which at present 
is entirely optional with the debtor, and which no calculation can 
reduce to a certainty, because as I say you may not know what the 
next year or the next few years may bring forth in respect of demands 
upon your Treasury. The credit of the United States, of which we 
are all proud, in regard to the permanence of which we are all of one 
mind, is not to be improved by the mere sale of a 3 per cent. bond at 
par. So long as you know that your bonds bearing 34 per cent. in- 
terest command a premium which makes them yield to the investor 
rather less than 3 per cent., what is the object, so far as increasing 
the reputation of this Government is concerned, in issuing a 3 per 
cent. ‘bond that must necessarily sell for a proportionately less sum? 

There is another reason which affected my judgment a year ago 
when the funding bill was before the Senate, which was vetoed by 
the late President of the United States, Mr. Hayes. I objected then 
to an experiment of a loan at 3 per cent. when there was a certainty 
of the negotiation of the loan at a premium, at 3}; and one of my 
reasons was this: By the legislation of this country we had knit 
the faith of our currency with our bonded debt by making in our own 
banking system the bonds of the United States receivable as the 
only security for the notes of the United States issued through the 
banks under the national-banking system. What is the result? 
Ninety per cent. of currency is issued by the Government through the 
national banks upon the deposit of 100 per cent. in bonds. The effect 
of that, since the resumption of specie payment, has been to give a 
feeling of unquestioned and solid confidence in the public mind in 
respect of that most important element, the currency of the people. 
It has been stable because it was unsuspected ; it has been accepted 
everywhere, and for convenience and certainty of business, and 
beyond all friction in the making of exchanges, has been in evory 
respect most admirable certainly I may say a currency unequaled 
in ourown history, and I am not sure that anything so good has been 
accomplished elsewhere. 

The sense of public confidence is like an atmosphere: you may not 
weigh it; you may not be capable of measuring it, but its influence 
and its effects are felt in every relation of life. So long as the note- 
holder, the Government note being issued through the banks, knows 
that he has a collateral security not only greater by 10 per cent. on 
its face, but greater because of the premium in addition upon it, he 
receives these notes unquestioningly, unhesitatingly, and they go 
through the land like blood through the human system unchecked 
and healthfully. But suppose your security shall from any cause 
fall below par; suppose there shall be a question, an apprehension, 
vague, indeed, as to its origin, but potent as to its results, which 
should take the place of that unquestioned confidence. These have 
been our years of plenty, but it shall be strange, indeed, if we have 
not our years of scarcity. It cannot be that the smiles of Providence 
shall be reserved for the United States alone and His frowns visit 
other nations as has been the case of late years. And should those 
changes come which in the course of human events must come, and 
should you have staked your public credit at too low a rate and your 
bonds aint gone below par, remember that as they go below par your 
currency will fall into discredit; and who shall measure the force of 


.that decline or who shall measure the disturbance and cheek to this 


current of prosperity? 

Senators, ‘‘let well alone ;” leave the business of this country to 
flow as long as it can flow safely and securely under your present sys- 
tem of interest and loan. You may reduce your interest but you do 
it at the cost of a position in regard to the public debt that no other 
Meriepo on earth enjoys. Therefore it is I say that I do not 

elieve there is anything to be gained at this time by taking from the 
Government of the United States and its people the right at will, 
under the present system of extended bonds, to pay them off just 
when they please but not before. 

The enterprises of this country are extended beyond all precedent ; 
many perhaps are not wisely set on foot; many have been proved. 
and approved by experience and are every day affirming their own 
wisdom. I do not believe that the prosperity of the people of the 
United States will be advanced by the measure of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio. It may be that my nature may be over-conservative ; 
I may be apprehensive and unduly so; but I hold it my duty to de- 
clare my judgment on this question as a matter of comparison for 
my associates in the Chamber and to deal with a great subject in a 
worthy spirit. 

The question of a postponement of this debt to a day certain is pro- 
posed in one of the amendments not yet acted on; and, as has been 
pointed out by the Senator from Ohio, in the year 1891 there will be 
a maturing debt of the 4} per cent. bonds, so that you have fixed the 
maturity of both at the same time. It is true that in the mean time 
there is a reduction at pleasure, but you have fixed the date of re- 
demption at which you must pay at the time already prescribed by 
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law for another and a different series of loans. For my own part, at 
the risk of repetition, I would say I cannot see the wisdom or the 
expediency of giving up the enormously favorable position that we 
now occupy in possessing an option to pay just when we please, and 
not a moment before. 

Not to deal presumptuously with a question like this, but having 
endeavored to obtain instruction from careful and thoughtful men, 
charged with the care of the interests of other persons as well as of 
themselves, I find there is a strong and intelligent belief among 
thoughtful and experienced minds in this country that the present 
rate of interest upon money is abnormally low. If this be so, it will 
be little satisfaction to the pride of an American to see the bonds of 
his country fall below par, still more so for the reason I have given, 
that we have connected our currency with the fate of the bonds, and 
that by diminishing the value of a bond below par we diminish the 
sense of security in the holder of the circulating notes. 

For these reasons, given unexpectedly, without the preparation to 
which the subject was entitled but not without grave consideration, 
I am not disposed to disturb the existing order of things. I thinkif 
we had had the framing of laws that should have produced the pres- 
ent relations and powers of the Government of the United States 
over its loans we could not ask a better condition than we witness 
to-day. I will say nothing of the effect upon other securities or 
upon these of having different rates of interest paid by the United 
States. Ihave heard it suggested it was most important that the rate 
of interest should be established by the Government of the United 
States for its loans at 3 per cent., and that now was the propitious 
occasion ; and the credit of Great Britain is exhibited to us as a proof 
of that. Reasons which I have given to-day and which I have 
given previously in this Chamber show that it is a matter of no con- 
sequence to Great Britain whether their loans shall be at or under 
par, and that as a matter of fact the 3 per cent. consols of that coun- 
try have not touched par twice in twenty years, or if they did they 
touched only to recede. Such is the historical fact. As to France, 
whose economical arrangements we all admire, whose patriotic rush- 
ing torescue of her public credit has been the marvel of the world, you 
find that their bonds bearing even a greater rate will sell at a discount 
proportionable to that rate. We cannot fix the rate of interest that 
our people are to receive upon an investment. We may attempt to 
fix that which we areto pay. The question is whether when we have 
fixed it we shall bring advantage to our people by striving for a lower 
rate, and losing conditions which I say are so favorable to us at this 
time. 

Therefore, Mr. President, with every desire to reduce the expenses 
of this country and to prove in every way that our credit is tested, 
if you please, and proved what it should be, I am not able to see 
the advantage at this time of making the proposed experiment of a 
loan fixed in time of payment, at 3 per cent., when we have the loan 
already established at a premium at 3} payable at our own option. 
I cannot agree to give up that advantage. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

Mr. GARLAND. Iask the Senator from Kentucky if it would not 
suit his convenience to let us have an executive session, and allow 
this matter to go over until to-morrow ? 

Mr. BECK. Ifthe Senator will allow me five minutes, I shall then 
have no objection to an executive session. I do not propose to speak 
at all to the bill until the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST] comes up, and then I perhaps may ask to be heard. I 
desire only to say a word or two now as to the propriety of the Senate 
adopting the amendment of the committee rather than that of the 
Senator from New Jersey, which is the only point now up, whatever 
may be the wish of the Senate as to the bill when it comes to be 
finally acted on. 

The biN as introduced by the Senator from Ohio was to fund 
$300,000,000 of outstanding bonds. The committee cut it down to 
$200,000,000. Five years was the time fixed by the bill as introduced 
by the Senator from Ohio, and five years is also fixed by the bill as 
reported from the committee. The Senator from New Jersey now 
proposes to make the sum $400,000,000, and to strike out “five years” 
and insert “ten years,” so as to fund $400,000,000 of existing bonds 
in new bonds running forten years. That is the question the Senate 
is to vote on. 

What is the condition of our finances? We have in all a bonded 
debt of $1,554,000,000, of which $738,000,000 do not mature until 
1907 ; $250,000,000 mature in 1891; and $550,000,000 are now on our 
hands at 34 per cent. The Secretary of the Treasury shows us that 
we have a surplus this year of $130,000,000 to be applied to the pay- 
ment of those 3} per cent. bonds; that next year, after allowing 
$100,000,000 for pensions, we shall still have $105,000,000 to apply to 
the payment of the national debt, by continuing the present rate of 
taxation, which seems very likely to be continued, if certain com- 
missions are adopted, a proposition which appears to be favored very 
much here. 

If the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey prevails we 
shall not have a bond of the United States maturing until 1891, when 
we shall have $250,000,000 of 44 percents maturing anyhow. Not a 
bond will be maturing before that time that we can pay without buy- 

ing it in the open market. The amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey absolutely puts it out of the power of the people of the United 
States to use either the $130,000,000 available by the 1st of July, 1882, 
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or the $105,000,000 available between then and the Ist of July, 1883, 
or any other sum of money that they may have in excess, to make a 
payment on their own debts, without buying their bonds at what- 
ever anybody who holds them may ask. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Exactly what I wish to do is to put it out of 
the power of Congress, until a later period, to tax the people to pay 
the principal of the public debt. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator from New Jersey will unite with me 
in reducing the tariff taxation one-half, it would help very much. 
Perhaps we shall do that, but the chances are very bad that we can 
accomplish that. Now Iam speaking of the present condition of 
affairs. Why should the Government of the United States deprive 
itself of that power, and put new bonds into the hands of men who 
will have a right to éxact whatever price they choose the very mo- 
ment they ascertain that the United States have this surpius and 
desire to use it to pay off the debt, and would rather pay any 
price than allow its money to lie idle? The 3 per cent. bonds would 
command a premium at once by reason of the very necessity of the 
case, for the United States would have the bonds come in rather 
than to have the money lie idle. The proposition of the Senator 
from New Jersey is to deprive us of power altogether for ten years 
to pay our own debt when we may have surplus money with which 
to pay it, and may have no other way in which to apply it except 
by buying the bonds he proposes to issue at whatever the holders 
may choose to ask. 

The Senator from New Jersey suggests very properly that that is 
exactly what he wants. That is exactly what I do not want; and 
that I desire the Senate to understand. We reduce the amount of 
new bonds from $300,000,000 down to $200,000,000 because we believe 
that unless there should be a radical reduction of taxation, which we 
do not think of, at the present rate we shall more than pay $350,000, - 
000 before these five years shall have run. Three hundred and fifty 
millions of dollars are left now for the purpose of using our surplus 
revenue until these 3 per cent. bonds mature. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury insists that it is better to 
leave things just as they are, with the whole $550,000,000 subject to 
our control, rather than even to save the $1,000,000 a year realized by 
putting off the payment of $200,000,000 for five years. The Senator 
from Delaware agrees with me, I know. It is perfectly certain that 
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey ought to be voted 
down and the amendment of the committee should be agreed to, so 
as to make the amount $200,000,000, instead of $300,000,000; and then 
if it is best not to pass any bill at all, I do not suppose any great harm 
will be done. The Secretary of the Treasury insists that we should 
continue to have the right to pay off all the bonds whenever we have 
the money; and I am not sure, if we are not going to reduce taxation, 
and if the country shall remain prosperous, that it would be best to 
make any change at all 

I consented to the bill that we passed last year, and which was 
vetoed at the dictation of the national banks in a most outrageous 
manner. I hadno sympathy with their conduct then. The Presi- 
dent of the United States showed, I was about to say, his imbecility 
or his weakness by being dictated to by those banks and vetoing a bill 
which everybody admits now, and which the present Secretary of 
the Treasury admits by his own action, ought never to have been 
vetoed, I am going into that perhaps hereafter. 

My colleague in the other House, Mr. CARLISLE, who was pretty 
soundly abused because of the fifth section of that bill, made a speech 
on the Ist day of March, 1881, which is to be found in the APPENDIX 
TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the last session of the last Congress, 
page 245. I really rose for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the Senate to that speech, hoping Senators will read it before to- 
morrow, in vindication of the position Mr. CARLISLE then took and in 
vindication of many of the positions taken by the Senator from Mis- 
souri. No man has answered it, and no man can answer it. Mr. 
CARLISLE said, among other things: 

The two Houses of Congress, representing the aggregate interests of fifty mill- 
ions of people, have, after mature deliberation, passed a bill which the banks have 
chosen to consider obnoxious to them, and forthwith—within thirteen days—they 
have contracted the currency to the extent of $18,722,340 and precipitated a crisis 
which would have been disastrous to the country had it not been met by measures 
which they had no power to prevent. The prompt action of the Secretary of the 


Treasury in purchasing a large amount of bonds at the city of New York, and the 
course of the Canadian banks in throwing seven or eight million dollars of their 


loanable capital on the market, alone prevented a catastrophe from the effects of . 


which we might not have entirely recovered for many years. 


He illustrated it all through and showed very well that the present 
Senator from Ohio, when he was formerly Senator, ten years ago, 
before he was Secretary of the Treasury, had advocated, as he admit- 
ted he did on the floor, precisely the same restrictive measures upon 
the banks that the amendment to be offered by the Senator from 
Missouri imposes, and which the Senate and House passed in the 
former bill, imposes upon them. 

What I rose to say was that the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey would be a most fatal one to the interests of this people, 
and that the amendment of the Senate Finance Committee reducing 
the amount of bonds from $300,000,000 to $200,000,000 is certainly 
good and ought to be adopted, even if the Senate afterward con- 
clude to pass no bill at all, i 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me one moment? I 
wish to answer one position of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well; I will withhold the motion for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before we one? from this question to-day, I 
should like in this connection to call the attention of the Senate to 
the position taken by the honorable Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. Bay- 
ARD,] in which he made a comparison between United States bonds 
and British consols. The honorable Senator did not undertake to 
tell the Senate that the 3 per cent., or the annual yield to the creditor 
or holder of the bond derived from British consols, was subject to tax- 
ation. It is well known that the British Government are engaged in 
troubles all over the world. They have serious trouble at their own 
door, in Ireland. They have extended possessions which it is neces- 
sary for them to protect and defend. They occupy a most peculiar 
position upon the map of the world and in the world’s history, and 
there is no limit to which the British Government may tax the rev- 
enue derived from its bonds. They may tax the bonds so as not to 
leave the creditor one single penny of the revenue, and still those 
bonds approach par in the markets of London. The bonds of the 
United States are not subject to taxation, Federal, State, or munici- 
pal. They are subject to no taxation whatever, and I say it is ex- 
ceedingly unfair to undertake to compare the British consol with the 
American bond in point of value in the money markets of the world. 

Another position which the Senator from Delaware takes it seems 
to me is rather indefensible. I believe the true policy of this Gov- 
ernment is to fix a period at which the bond shall be paid, so as to 
prevent this continued agitation in Congress. We have here a con- 
tinual agitation which disturbs business. The business affairs of the 
country, all the industries of the country, are dependent upon its 
financial condition, and all the industrial interests are to-day waiting 
to know what action Congress is going to take with respect to 
refunding the national debt. Therefore, for one, I prefer that there 
should be a specific date fixed for the redemption and payment of 
the bonds. Of course it would be entirely optional with Congress 
after the expiration of ten years, when Congress would have thevright 
under my amendment to redeem them, although it need not do it 
until the thirty years expire. It is the lowest rate at which any 
Government has ever successfully floated its debt, and I believe it 
will be the pleasure of Congress to allow any period of time between 
ten years, the date of redemption, and thirty years, the date of 
payment, tocontinue the bonds as 1 basis or as security for national- 
bank circulation. 

Mr. GARLAND. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President——- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GARLAND. Ido. The Senator from Missouri, I understand, 
simply wishes to get the floor upon this question to speak upon his 
amendment to-morrow, and I give way to him for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Missouri as entitled to the floor when this subject comes up 
again for discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had hoped to reach a vote to-day, but there 
does not seem to be a disposition on the part of Senators to do so. 
They do not seem to have their working-day habits on them yet. I 
shall not, therefore, oppose the motion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
-tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock and fifty- 
eight minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDaAy, January 9, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. J. G. 
BuTLeER, D. D. 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and approved. 
REFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


Mr. KELLEY. By direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, 

I ask unanimous consent to present for reference to the Committee of 

he Whole House on the state of the Union a resolution distributin 

he President’s annual message to the several standing and iescial 
committees of the House. If consent be given to this reference, I 
will, at the conclusion of the call of States to-day, or to-morrow 
morning immediately after the reading of the Journal, move that we 
go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of distributing the 
message. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the reso- 
lution proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania on behalf of 
the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. What is it? 
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Mr. KELLEY. It is a resolution distributing the President’s mes- 
sage and accompanying documents to the several standing and 
special committees of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is the resolution 
usually presented at the beginning of each session of Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. I propose, on the conclusion of the call of States 
to-day, to move to go into Committee of the Whole for the consider- 
ation of this resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution referring to the several standing and select committees of the House 
the annual message of the President and accompanying documents. 


ae BELFORD. I desire to reserve all points of order on that res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the resolution will be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to offer for immediate consideration the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations and its sub-committees have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House for the present session. 

There being no objection the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr: TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask to present a resolution for 
immediate consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to a question of order. I 
submit that under the twenty-fourth rule of the House the first busi- 
ness after the reading of the Journal to-day is the call of States ; and 
no other business is now in order, 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
is right; and if the regular order is called for 

Mr. BURROWS, of “Michigan. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I am satisfied that my friend from 
Michigan will not object to the resolution if he hears. it. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the call of 
States must proceed. The business which has been transacted thus 
far has been by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I amsure that my friend will have 
no objection to this resolution when he hears it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois must appeal to the 
House for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I call for the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the Chair, 
as required by the rules, will now call the States and Territories in 
alphabetical order for the presentation of bills and joint resolutions 
for printing and reference. Under this call joint and concurrent 
resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures can 
be presented and appropriately referred; and resolutions of inquiry 
directed to heads of Executive Departments are in order for reference 
to the appropriate committees, which latter resolutions are to be 
reported to the House within one week. 

FEES OF STEAMBOAT INSPECTORS. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 2149) to amend section 
4458 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to reduce the 
fees therein required to be paid by officers of steam vessels for cer- 
tificates of license to the sum of fifty cents; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELEVATOR IN MOBILE CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2150) to appro- 
priate $15,000 to erect an elevator in the custom-house at Mobile, 
Alabama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
oa on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 





WILLIAM F. MARTIN. 

Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2151) to pay 
William F. Martin, of Mobile, Alabama, the value of one hundred 
half boxes of tobacco illegally seized and sold by the collector of 
internal revenue at New Orleans; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAUDE H. MASTEN. 

Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2152) for the relief 
of Claude H. Masten, surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert & Mas- 
ten, of Mobile, Alabama, and the children of Octavia Le Vert, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, HUNTSVILLE, ALABAMA. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2153) to provide for the: 
erection of a public building in the city of Huntsville, State of Ala- 
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bama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES A. PATTERSON. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduceda bill (H. R. No. 2154) for the relief 
of James A. Patterson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DR. J. B. READ. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2155) to 
authorize and require the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $75,000 to Dr. 
J. B. Read, of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, to be accepted by him in full pay- 
ment for his claim for the discovery and invention of the hard-metal 
expansive-shell system which prepared the way for the use of cheap 
cast-iron rifle-guns ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OWNERS OF THE STEAMER JACKSON. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2156) for the relief of cer- 
tain owners of the steamer Jackson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

J. M. HOBBS. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2157) for the relief of 
J. M. Hobbs; which was read a first and second time, referred, with 
the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

L. A. MORRIS. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2158) for the relief of L. 
A. Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 67) 
submitting proposed amendment to the Constitution, to be designated 
article 16; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to the 
Select Committee on Law respecting Election of President and Vice- 
President, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON G. GRAY. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2159) for the relief 
of Wilson G. Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M. MIDDLETON. 
Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2160) for the re- 


lief of William M. Middleton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


SURETIES OF JOHN O, RAWLINS. 


Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2161) for the relief of the 
sureties of the late John 0. Rawlins; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


DUTY ON PYRETHRUM FLOWERS, ETC. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2162) imposing a duty 
of twenty-five cents per pound on pyrethrum flowers and insect-pow- 
der manufactured therefrom imported into the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


FEDS OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2163) in relation to 
certain fees allowed registers and receivers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS UNDER THE DESERT-LAND ACT. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2164) for the relief of 
settlers under the desert-land act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MISSION INDIAN RESERVATION, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2165) to provide a res- 
ervation for the Mission Indians of Southern California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2166) to amend section 
2851 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; also to amend sec- 
tion 5 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 10, 1880; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF CUSTOMS DUTIES. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2167) to amend exist- 
ing customs duties, and for other purposes; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STEAM-PLOW MACHINERY FREE OF DUTY, 
Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2168) to admit free of 
duty steam-plow machinery adapted to the cultivation of the soil; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2169) to amend an act 
approved July 2, 1862, entitled “An act donating lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts;” which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RENT FOR UNITED STATES LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2170) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to make allowance for rent of United 
States land offices; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2171) for the relief of 
homestead settlers on the public lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2172) appropriating 
money for the purchase of a site and erection of a building for a 
post-office and other Government offices in the city of Sacramento, 
State of California; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

; LEGAL HOLIDAY. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) to 
make the anniversary of the discovery of America a legal holiday in 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. ’ 

ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2173) for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the repayment 
of certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void en- 
tries of public lands; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2174) to authorize the 
State of California to select other lands in place of the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections returned as mineral ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON CERTAIN JUTE MACHINERY. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2175) instructing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to admit free of duty certain jute machin- 
ery for the use of the California State prison at San Quentin ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MALINDA THURSTON AND NANCY LITTLETON. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2176) for the relief of 
Malinda Thurston and Nancy Littleton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CHRISTOPHER GREEN AND HUGH C. TRAINOR. 


Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2177) for the relief of 
Christopher Green and Hugh C. Trainor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DR. C. E. PRICE. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2178) to authorize Drs 
C. E. Price, of the United States Army, to receive the pay allowed 
by law for discharging the duties of physician to the Hoopa Valley 
Indian reservation ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. HALEY. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2179) for the relief of 
William D. Haley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE WEBSTER. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. B. No. 2181) increasing the 
pension of Mrs. Charlotte Webster; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANK SOULE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2181) for the relief 
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of Frank Soule and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 














HERMAN LUBBERS. 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2182) for the relief of 
Herman Lubbers and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK FREDLEY. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2183) for the re- 
lief of Frederick Fredley ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMANTS TO LANDS IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2184) to authorize 
the claimants to certain lands in Los Angeles County, California, to 
submit their claims to the United States district court for that State 
for adjudication; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCISCO SANCHEZ DE ESCAUDON. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2185) for the re- 
lief of Francisco Sanchez de Escaudon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

























































































CALVIN GUNN. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2186) granting a pension 
to Calvin Gunn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’ELROY. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2187) for the relief 
of William McElroy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 








































CAPTAIN S. D. GOODRICH. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2188) granting a pen- 
sion to Captain S. D. Goodrich; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SILVER BULLION PURCHASED BY TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BELFORD submitted a resolution directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to inform this House of the number of ounces of silver 
bullion purchased by the Treasury Department each month, begin- 
ing with March, 1878, down to and including December, 1881, the 
price paid for the same each month, and the number of standard sil- 
ver dollars coined each month during the period specified herein; 
which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 










































































IGNACIO CHAVES, ET AL. 
Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2189) for the re- 
lief of Ignacio Chaves and others, their heirs and assignees; which 
was read a first and second time; referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MINERAL LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2190) to amend 
section 2326 of the Revised Statutes, in regard to mineral lands; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF MINES AND MINING, ETC. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2191) to estab- 
lish a bureau of mines and mining, a bureau of manufactures, and a 
bureau of labor statistics, in the Interior Department, and to change 
the designation of the existing bureau of statistics to the bureau of 
commerce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT DENVER, COLORADO. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2192) to establish 
a port of delivery at Denver, in the State of Colorado; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL CONNOLLY. 

Mr. MILES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2193) granting a pension 
to Daniel Connolly; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN L, FRINK. 

Mr. MILES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2194) granting a pen- 

sion to Austin L. Frink; which was read a first oan second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 












































































































































DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2195) donating condemned 
bronze cannon to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of Birming- 
ham, Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4895 REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2196) to amend sec- | 
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tion 4895 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EUNICE 8S. NICHOLS. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2197) granting a 
pension to Eunice 8. Nichols; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2198) to amend sec- 
tion 3 of the act of March 9, 1878, relating to pensions for service in 
the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 5175 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2199) to repeal a 
part of section 5175 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and to provide for the circulation by national banking institutions 
of notes of a less denomination than $5; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ATTORNEYS BEFORE DEPARTMENTS. _ , 

Mr. PHELPS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2200) to 
provide for the protection of attorneys doing business before the Pat- 
ent Office and the other bureaus and Departments of the Govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


BOEHM BROTHERS. 
Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2201) to refund a 
duplicate tax to Boehm Brothers, of New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2202) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon-balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Associa- 
tion of Birmingham, Connecticut; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RECKNAGEL & CO. 
Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2203) for the relief of Reck- 
nagel & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
WEAVER & STERRY. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2204) for the relief of 
Weaver & Sterry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. GOSLEE. 
Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2205) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Goslee ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2206) to correct an 
error in section 1588 of the Revised Statutes in reference to the pay 
of retired officers of the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2207) to prevent 
officers of the Navy from being kept on the retired list after the dis- 
ability for which they were placed there has ceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FLORIDA INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2208) granting bounty 
land to all persons who rendered military service in the suppression 
of Indian hostilities in the State of Florida between the year 1854 
and the year 1860; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2209) to establish 
a life-saving and life-boat station at or near Cape San Blas, Calhoun 
County, Florida ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CYPRIAN T. JENKINS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2210) for the relief 
of Cyprian T. Jenkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2211) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in Jacksonville, in the State of Florida ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE. 
Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2212) to amend sec- 
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tion 3903 of the Revised Statutes so as to reduce letter-postage from 
three to two cents; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed, 

OGLETHORPE BARRACKS. 

Mr. BLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2213) to authorize and 
direct the sale of Oglethorpe Barracks in the city of Savannah, State 
of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS M. JONES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2214) for the relief of 
Thomas M. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHATTAHOOCHIE RIVER. 


Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill to appropriate $100,000 to 
be expended in the removal of obstructions to navigation in the 
Chattahoochie River, Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. That bill will go to the Committee on Commerce 
through the petition-box. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I thought the Chair decided the other day that 
the only way in which a bill could be brought before the House and 
be printed was to present it in open House and have it referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BUCHANAN] is 
exactly right; yet the House has a standing rule which requires that, 
all bills relating to the establishment of post-roads and to the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors shall go to their appropriate com- 
mittees through the petition-box. That isthe requirement of clause 
5, Rule XXI. In fact, such bills never get before the House in the 
form of bills printed and numbered as do other bills; yet it is the 
fault of the rule relating to those two subjects. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want to refer the bill to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
The SPEAKER. It will go there, as a matter of course, under the 
rule. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SymMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives concerning the memorial services of the 
late President James A. Garfield. 


JOSEPH F. WILSON. 
Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2215) for the relief of Joseph 
F. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC ISHLER. 


Mr. MOULTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2216) for the relief of 
Isaac Ishler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY BROWN. 


Mr. MOULTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2217) granting 
arrears of pension to Henry Brown; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZA J. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. MOULTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2218) for the re- 
lief of Eliza J. Campbell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUITS CONCERNING CORPORATIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2219) 
to amend section 639, chapter 7, title 13 of the Revised Statutes, re 
lating to suits concerning corporations ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DUTIES ON SALT, PRINTING-PAPER, ETC. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2220) to revise and amend sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States by repealing the duty on 
salt, printing-paper, type, &c.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WYETT PARISH. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2221) granting a pension to Wyett Parish; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DUTIES ON SUGARS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, (by request, ) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2222) to amend section 2983 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States so that the duties paid upon sugars shall be as- 
sessed upon the quantity delivered from instead of the quantity en- 
tered into bonded warehouses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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PETER GALLAGHER, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, (by request,) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CALER. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, (by request, ) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2224) for the relief of James Caler; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALMON B. COLBY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, (by request,) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2225) for the relief of Salmon B. Colby; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2226) to increase the rate of pension of those who have lost one limb 
and are permanently and totally disabled from manual labor in the 
other to $50 per month; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee, on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM M. WILSON. 

Mr. CANNON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2227) for the 
relief of William M. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee, on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

E. J. CHILDERS. 

Mr. CANNON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2228) for 
the relief of E. J. Childers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM PURDUM. 

Mr. CANNON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2229) 
for the relief of William Purdum; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EDWARD STEVENS. : 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2230) for the relief of 
Edward Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF EMPLOYES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. HAWK introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 69) authorizing 
the Public Printer to pay the employés of the Government Printing 
Office the pay deducted from them during the obsequies of the late 
President Garfield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PURE VACCINE VIRUS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2231) for the 
distribution of pure vaccine virus to the people; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Health, 
and ordered to be printed. 

B. N. EWING. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 2232) for 
the relief of B. N. Ewing; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HERMAN W. HIPPEN. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2233) for 
the relief of Herman W. Hippen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BRAMLEY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, (by request, ) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2234) for the relief of John Bramley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES BUCHANAN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2235) for 
the relief of James Buchanan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CALVIN L, KNICK. 

Mr. SMITH, of Iilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2236) 
granting a pension to Calvin L. Knick; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 


ordered.to be printed. 
WILLIAM D. WEBB. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2237) for 
the relief of William D. Webb; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM T. KIRK. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illincis, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2238) for 

the relief of William T. Kirk; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 





MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
COURT OF APPEALS. 
Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2239) to establish a court 


of appeals; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
SUFFRAGE IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2240) to amend sec- 
tion 1860 of the Revised Statutes, to further regulate suffrage in the 
Territories, and making polygamy a disability and disqualification 
for office, &c.; which was read a first and second time , referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2241) to amend sec- 
tion 985 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

MAJOR LOUIS J. SACRISTE. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2242) for an in- 
crease of pension to Major Louis J. Sacriste; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE T. CLARK. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2243) granting a pen- 
sion to Charlotte T. Clark ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALLEN HARPER. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2244) for the relief 
of Allen Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCRETIA M. LARKIN. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2245) granting a 
pension to Lucretia M. Larkin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GILES GRIMES. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2246) granting a 
pension to Giles Grimes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT KEITHSBURGH, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. MARSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2247) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Keiths- 
burgh, in the State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL, 


Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2248) to provide for 
the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi Canal, and to cheapen 
transportation ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J. STAINBROOK. 


Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2249) to correct 
the military record of Thomas J. Stainbrook ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY SHAW. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2250) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary Shaw; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

QUINCY M’NEIL. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2251) for the 
relief of Quincy McNeil; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE AND JUDGE-ADVOCATES. 


Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2252) to con- 
solidate the Bureau of Military Justice and the Corps of Judge- 
Advocates of the Army, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2253) to in- 
crease the efficiency of the Signal Corps of the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. F 
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SUSAN Y. ATWATER. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2254) granting 
a pension to Susan Y. Atwater; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

H. H. BUCK. 

Mr. CALKINS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2255) for 
the relief of H. H. Buck; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB HUMBLE. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2256) granting a pension 
to Jacob Humble; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. DOBSON. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2257) granting ar- 
rears of pension to Benjamin F. Dobson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD M. BAKER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2258) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard M. Baker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK M. VOSS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2259) granting a 
pension to Frank M. Voss; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS J. COFER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2260) granting a 
pension to Thomas J. Cofer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GIDEON WALKER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2261) for the relief 

of the representatives of Gideon Walker, deceased ; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2262) granting pen- 
sions to prisoners of war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF EMPLOYES BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 70) to 
compensate the employés of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
for lost time; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. ORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2263) granting a pension 
to Isaac H. Montgomery, of Tipton County, Indiana; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHIAS PLAKE. 

Mr. ORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2264) granting a pen- 

sion to Mathias Plake; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JACOB N. BLACKER. 

Mr. ORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2265) for the relief of 
Jacob N. Blacker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM RUSSELL. 

Mr. ORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2266) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Hiram Russell; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON P. JULIEN. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2267) for the relief of 
Milton P. Julien; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

N. H. RICHTER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2268) for the relief 
of N. H. Richter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. DECKER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2269) for the relief 
of Sarah M. Decker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH ADAMS. 
Mr. HEILMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2270) for the relief of 
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Indianapolis,” approved March 3, 1881; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that bill should be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PEELLE. The bill simply has reference to a change in the 
salary of an officer, and I have designated the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it belongs to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. KASSON. As it relates to expenditures in the collection of 
revenue should it not go to the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. PEELLE. The only change proposed by the bill is an increase 
of salary of the collector of the port of Indianapolis. 

The SPEAKER. The bill relates also to the application of another 
statute to the port of Indianapolis. In the opinion of the Chair it 
does not belong to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. As the Chair is at present advised it thinks that it 
belongs clearly to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Joseph Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HIRAM A. BENEFIELD. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2271) for the relief of Hiram 
A. Benefield; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURKE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2272) for the relief of 
John Burke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SASSER SULLIVAN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2273) for the relief of 
Sasser Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. DAY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2274) granting a pen- 
sion to William L. Day; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 






















A. W. LEWIS. 
Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2289) for the relief 
of A. W. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT PELKEY. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2290) for the relief of 
Robert Pelkey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. SEWARD. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief 
of William T. Seward; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI M. RAGER. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2292) for the relief 
of Eli M. Rager; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES BY MORGAN RAID. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2293) to provide 
for the payment of claimants for property taken, used, or destroyed in 
the Morgan raid in the State of Indiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 






CUTLER S. DOBBINS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2275) granting a pen- 
sion to Cutler 8. Dobbins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 









WILLIAM C. FINE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2276) for the relief of 
William C. Fine; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FELIX W. RUSHER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2277) for the relief of 
Felix W. Rusher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. JACKSON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2278) for the relief of 
John H. Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. BOOKER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2279) for the relief of 
Mary J. Booker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FERGUSON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2280) for the relief of 
Thomas Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED F, PHILLIPS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2281) for the relief of 
Alfred F. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN P. BURGESS ET AL. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2282) granting a pension 
to Franklin P. Burgess, William Burgess, and Lydia A. Burgess; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON ELLIOTT. 

Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2283) to rerate the 
pension of Hamilton Elliott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


















INDIANA WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also presented a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
71) for establishment of claims from the State of Indiana embraced 
in the provisions of section 2, act of July 4, 1864, entitled “An 
act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims and to provide 
for the payment of certain demands for quartermaster’s stores and 
subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the United States ;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GLENN. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2294) grant- 
ing a pension to John Glenn; which was read a first and second time, 
coleuea to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 72) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in rela- 
tion to the election of President and Vice-President and their suc- 
cessors for the unexpired term in case of their death, removal, or 
other constitutional disability ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on Law respecting Election of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

DES MOINES RAPIDS IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2295) for the relief 
of certain employés on the work for the improvement of the Des 
Moines Rapids of the Mississippi River; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 




















JOHN W. STOKER. 

Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2284) to increase the 
pension of John W. Stoker; which was read a first and second time, 
— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 









JAMES H. M’NUTT. 


Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2285) to increase the 
pension of James H. McNutt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN STEAM RAILWAY. 

Mr. PIERCE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2286) 
providing for the construction of the Washington and Georgetown 
Steam Railway; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT G. SMITHER. 

Mr. PEELLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2287) for the relief of 
Captain Robert G. Smither; which was read a first and second time, 
ea to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HENRY SIMMONS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2296) for the relief 
of Henry Simmons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. McCOID also submitted a resolution proposing a new rule; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

KEOKUK COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2297) for the relief 
of the College of Physicians and Surgeons at Keokuk, Iowa, and to 
compensate it for loss of college and hospital ne by fire while 
used by the United States during the rebellion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 























INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA. 


Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2288) to amend an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act to establish a port of delivery at the city of 
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J. D. HAWORTH. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2298) for the relief 
of J. D. Haworth; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ REUNIONS IN IOWA. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 73) pro- 
viding for cannon, tents, and other camp equipments for soldiers’ 
reunions in Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2299) relinquishing 
the title which still remains in the United States to all lots or por- 
tions of ground which lie within the limits of the present city of 
Burlington, Iowa, to the said city of Burlington ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPRESSION OF POLYGAMY. 

Mr. McCOID also submitted the following resolution ; which was 

referred to the Committee on Rules: 


1. Resolved by the House, That a select committee of eleven be appointed, to be 
called the ‘Committee on a of the Crime of Polygamy,” whose duty it shall 
be to devise means for the effectual enforcement of the laws against polygamy and 
for the better government of the Territory of Utah. 

2. That papers offered relating to the right of a Delegate from the said Territory 
to a seat in the House be refe to said committee. 

3. That no Delegate from said Territory shall be admitted until Congress shall 
declare such Territory entitled thereto in the future. r 


HENRY SIMONS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2300) for the relief of 
Henry Simons; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER ENGELDINGER. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2301) for the relief of 
Peter Engeldinger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD MIDDLETON. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2302) for the relief of 
Richard Middleton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH J. SIMPSON. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2303) for the relief of 
Elizabeth J. Simpson ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM HINE. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2304) for the relief of 
Adam Hine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. T. MARSHALL. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2305) for the relief of 
S. T. Marshall; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 0. VALLANDIGHAM. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2306) for the relief of 
John O. Vallandigham ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. G. GILLHAM. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2307) for the relief of 
J.G. Gillham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1882; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2313) 
authorizing the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company to construct 
and maintain a railroad bridge over the Missouri River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANT TO IOWA. 


Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2314) confirming the 
title of the State of Iowa to certain lands granted to said State by 
an act of Congress approved May 12, 1864, and to authorize the dis- 
posal of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF AND INTERNAL REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2315) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff 
and internal revenue laws; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 























CAPTAIN M. L. COURTNEY. 

Mr. KASSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2316) for the relief 
of Captain M. L. Courtney, Twenty-fifth United States Infantry : 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BULLARD. 

Mr. KASSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2317) for the relief 
of Mary Bullard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REDEMPTION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS, 

Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2318) repealing the 
limitation of redemption of internal-revenue stamps by the Govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES O. OAKS. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2319) granting a 
pension to Charles O. Oaks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 























HENRY 8. MORGAN. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2320) granting a 
pension to Henry S. Morgan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 








JAMES A. GUTHRIE. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2321) granting 
arrears of pension to James A. Guthrie; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 








S. B., CHASE, 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2322) for the relief 
of S. B. Chase; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS D. BRUNER. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2323) for the relief 
of Elias D. Bruner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
_to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DRUSILLA H. SWANGER. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2324) for the 
relief of Drusilla H. Swanger; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENT LIENS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2325) in rela- 
tion to liens of judgments of United States courts; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN EVERTS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2326) for the 
relief of Morgan Everts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 














CHARLES P. SYKES AND JOHN CURREY. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, (by request, ) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2308) to confirm the title to certain lands in the Territory of 
Arizona to Charles P. Sykes and John Currey ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS REED. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Iowa, (by request, ) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2309) for the relief of Silas Reed; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 












EVANS, NICHOLS & CO. 
Mr, FARWELL, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2310) for the 
relief of Evans, Nichols & Co.; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 







GEORGE W. WICKWIRE. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2327) ——— 
a pension to George W. Wickwire; which was read a first and secon¢ 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 






THOMAS 8. BROOKS & CO. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2311) 
for the relief of Thomas S. Brooks & Co., on account of cattle stolen 
by Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY IN INDIAN SERVICE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2312) to 

appropriate money to meet deficiency in the Indian service for the 






JOSEPH R. BENJAMIN. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2328) granting 
a pension to Joseph R. Benjamin ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2329) for the 
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relief of Joseph R. Benjamin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
W. W. NORRIS. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2330) for the 


relief of W. W. Norris; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNOR OF MILITARY PRISON AT FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2331) to determine 
the local rank of the governor of the military prison at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS FOR CEMETERY AT KIRWIN, KANSAS. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2332) to donate 
a cemetery site on the public lands to the city of Kirwin, in the State 
of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. BANKS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2333) granting 
a pension to John G. Banks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. POWELL. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2334) for the re- 
lief of William H. Powell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS W. BARNETT. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2335) granting an 
increase of pension to Nicholas W. Barnett; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA PUCKETT. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2336) granting an 
increase of pension to Joshua Puckett; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


INDUSTRIAL INSTITUTE FOR PEOPLE OF COLOR, 


Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2337) for the 
relief of the Agricultural and Industrial Institute for people of color; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE B. ALLEN. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2338) for the 
relief of Eugene B. Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

POWERS & NEWMAN AND D. & B. POWERS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2339) for the 
relief of Powers & Newman and D. & B. Powers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH BOWERS, 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2340) granting a 
pension to Joseph Bowers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COLORED EMIGRANTS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2341) for the 
relief of colored emigrants; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

I. J. DAVIS, 
* Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2342) for the 
relief of I. J. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM C. O'BRIEN. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2343) for the 
relief of William C. O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ALLEN. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2344) granting a 
pension to Mary Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ REUNION, TOPEKA, KANSAS. 
_ Mr. RYAN introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 74) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to supply artillery and camp equipage to 
the soldiers and sailors’ reunion at Topeka, Kansas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2345) to amend section 

2291 of chapter 5 of title 32 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H, WILLCOX. 
Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2346) for the relief of 
W. H. Willcox ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2347) to restore ex- 
hausted pre-emption and homestead rights; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

W. G. RAYMOND. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2348) for the relief of 
W.G. Raymond ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE J. WEBB. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4349) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George J. Webb; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BAUSMAN,. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2350) to increase the 
pension of George W. Bausman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM L. CROUCH. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2351) for the relief of 
William L. Crouch; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 
Mr. RYAN. I think it should go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The principles which are involved and which should deter- 


mine whether the bill ought to pass or not are such as ought to be 
considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be so referred. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Cc. H. PORTER. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2352) for the relief of C. 
H. Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. BOWLING AND J. 8. GOLLADY. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2353) for the relief 
of J. W. Bowling and J. 8. Gollady; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARIA SELBY. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2354) for the relief 
of Miss Maria Selby ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAM-VESSELS ON OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. PHISTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2355) in relation to ves- 
sels operated by steam navigating the Ohio River; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR TOTAL DISABILITY. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2356) to equalize all 
pensions for total disability under section 4695 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2357) to repeal 
an act for the payment of arrears of pensions, and for other purposes, 
approved January 25, 1879, and known as chapter 23, United States. 
Statutes at Large; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

PATIENCE BEATTY. ~ 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2358) for the benefit of 
Patience Beatty; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TABITHA BALL. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2359) granting a pen- 
sion to Tabitha Ball; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT BRYANT. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2360) granting a 
pension to Robert Bryant; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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BENJAMIN FRANKLIN AMOS. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2361) for the relief of 
Benjamin Franklin Amos; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Lake Pontchartrain, to connect the northern shore of the lake with 
the city of New Orleans for the purpose of introducing water into 
the city. The only question involved in the bill is whether the navi- 
gation of Lake Pontchartrain would be obstructed by the bill. 

The SPEAKER. On the statement of the gentleman that the bill 
raises the question of the navigation of Lake Pontchartrain, it will 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ON LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2375) making an appro- 
priation to erect a light-house at Mandeville, on Lake Pontchartrain ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF D. E. TWIGGS. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2376) for the relief of 
the heirs of D. E. Twiggs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF LANDS TO FLORIDA PARISHES, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2377) restoring to 
the Florida parishes of the State of Louisiana certain public lands as 
compensation to the people. thereof for lands disposed of by the 
United States Government at the Montpelier and Greensburgh land 
offices in said State; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI LEVEE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Louisiana, urging the appropriation of $100,000 to repair and 
restore the levee in Southern Arkansas and Northern Louisiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River. 

ELVIRA KIDD. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2378) for the benefit of Mrs. Elvira Kidd; which was reada first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 








MILTON L. DAVIS. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2362) for the relief of 
Milton L. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MOORE JOHNSON. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2363) for the benefit 
of Moore Johnson; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. HOWARD. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2364) correcting the 
military muster in of James G. Howard; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

YEAS AND NAYS ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. During the Forty-sixth Congress I 
introduced a joint resolution similar to the one I now send to the 
Clerk’s desk, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. There was no report made upon it by the committee 
to which it was referred. I now introduce a similar resolution and 
hope we may have a report on it and a vote of the House, in which 
case I have no doubt it will be passed. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 75) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution requiring yeas and nays on ail appropriations exceed- 
ing $10,000 was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE ON NAVIGABLE WATERS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2365) for the benefit of 
commerce on the lakes, rivers, gulfs, bays, sounds, inlets, bayous, and 
other navigable waters within the jurisdiction of the laws ofthe United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE, 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2366) to reduce the 
postage on letters and letter matter to two cents for each half ounce 
or fraction thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

























































COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. DARRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2379) to aid in the es- 
tablishment and temporary support of common schools; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DARRELL also presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Louisiana in favor of a bill to aid in the estab- 
lishment and temporary support of common schools ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN E. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. DARRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2380) for the re- 
lief of Edwin E. Saunders; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OREGON SHORT LINE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. DARRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2381) creating the 
Oregon Short Line Railway Company a corporation in the Territories 
of Utah, Idaho, and Wyoming, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. DARRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. — to restore 
to public entry and homestead settlement certain public lands with- 
drawn for railroad purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 

Mr. DARRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2383) to abrogate 
the power of the executive officers of the United States in allowin 
indemnity locations or scrip for confirmed unsatisfied private-lan 
claims under section 3 of the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858, 
(United States Statutes at Large, volume 11, pages 294 and 295, chap- 
ter 81,) and to vest that power in the courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 

Mr. DARRELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Louisiana in regard to certain levees in the States of 
Louisiana and Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLARA L, PREUSS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2367) granting a pen- 
sion to Clara L. Preuss; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. STRING. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 2368) for the relief of 
Thomas B. String; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FINZER & BROTHERS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2369) for the relief 
of John Finzer & Brothers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT A. PHILIPS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2370) granting a 

pension to Gilbert A. Philips; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 













































A. J. GUTHRIE. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2371) for the benefit 
of A. J. Guthrie; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN MITCHELL. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2372) for the relief 
of Warren Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY WARE. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2373) for the relief of Henry 
Ware; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2374) granting to cer- 
tain parties right of way over lands and waters of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. ELLIS. I think it should be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. It proposes to grant the right of way over lands 
of the United States. 

_ Mr. ELLIS. I putin the word “lands” from abundant caution. 
‘The bill is to grant the right to lay aqueducts and conduits under 








































COMMITTEE ON VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 
Mr. DARRELL also submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the following-named select committee be appointed, with like 
powers and duties and to consist of the same number of members as in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, namely, the Select Committee on the Ventilation of the Hall. 


COMMON SCHOOLS. 
Mr. GIBSON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
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the relief of Charles Heitmiiller, of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


OTHO HENSON. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2397) for 
the relief of Otho Henson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE A. TALBURTT, ADMINISTRATRIX, ETC. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2398) for 
the relief of Catharine A. Talburtt, administratrix; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordéred to be printed. 

SWEENY, RITTENHOUSE, FANT & CO. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2399) for the relief 
of Sweeny, Rittenhouse, Fant & Co.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMMONIATED FERTILIZER COMPANY OF WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2400) for the relief 
of the Ammoniated Fertilizer Company of Washington, District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNE R. VOORHEES. 
Mr. McLANE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2401) granting a pensiou 
to Anne R. Voorhees ; which was read a first and second tijne, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TITLE TO LANDS IN WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2402) to quiet title 
to certain land in Washington, District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 

Mr. McLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2403) for the relief 
of John M. McClintock ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. . 


State of Louisiana, in favor of the bill to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2384) authorizing 
the construction of a building for the accommodation of the Congres- 
sional Library; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Joint Select Committee on additional ‘accommodations for the 
Library of Congress, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON SUGAR AND MOLASSES, 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2385) repealing the duty 
on sugar and molasses; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed, 
















SALLIE CARROLL. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2386) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sallie Carroll, executrix; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL 8. LOY. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2387) for the relief of 
Daniel 8. Loy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2388) to authorize 
the Southern Maryland Railroad Company to extend a railroad into 
and within the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The SPEAKER. What reference does the gentleman from Mary- 
land indicate for this bill? 

Mr. URNER. The Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. It would appear to the Chair that this bill should 
go to the Committee on Railways and Canals; but the Chair may be 
in error, not having read the bill, and he will hear the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. URNER. My understanding of the bill is that it is simply for 
the purpose of enabling the Southern Maryland Railroad Company 
to extend a line of railroad through the District of Columbia, making 
connection with another railroad. 

The SPEAKER. Then it cannot be said that the matter belongs 
strictly and solely to the District of Columbia; if it did the Chair 
might give it another reference; but in the opinion of the Chair it 
belongs to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SPATES. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2389) for the relief 
of George W. Spates; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL CEAS. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2390) for the relief 
of Samuel Ceas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. H. VON LUETTWITZ. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2391) for the relief 
of A. H. Von Luettwitz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. URNER (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
76) to restore certain causes to the docket of the Court of Claims 
and to provide for the hearing thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 



























CAROLINE ALDRICH. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2404) for the relief of 
Caroline Aldrich; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET E, WARREN. 

Mr. RUSSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2405) for the relief 
of Margaret E. Warren; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 











NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2406) to enable national 
banking associations to extend their corporate existence; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTS AT HELL GATE, NEW YORK. . 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2407) making an 
appropriation for the establishment of one or more electric lights at 
Hell Gate, New York; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LAURA A, TURNER. 


Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2408) to increase the 
pension of Laura A. Turner; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2409) 
to establish and equalize the grades and regulate appointments and 
promotions in the Marine Corps; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 















HENRY STELLO. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2392) for 
the relief of Henry Stello; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. F. F. ROSENTHALL. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2393) for 
the relief of C. F. F. Rosenthal, of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. M. GOLDEN. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2394) for 
the relief of 8. M. Golden; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War CThims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BAYNE, GUARDIAN, ETC. 


Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2395) for 
the relief of Thomas Bayne, guardian of the heirs of William H. 
Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES HEITMULLER. 
Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2396) for 








BRITISH SCHOONER ALONZO. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, (by request, ) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2410) for the relief of the British registered schooner Alonzo; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER H. FREEMAN. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2411) 
granting a pension to Alexander H. Freeman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 














ADA L. HARRISON, 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2412) granting a pension to Ada L. Harrison ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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DISCHARGE AND PAY OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2413) to secure the discharge and pay of certain volunteer soldiers 
of the war of the rebellion, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY OF VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2414) to amend the act of March 3, 1865, relating to the bounty of 
volunteer soldiers; which was read.a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. e 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2415) to fix the term of office of collectors of internal revenue ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, submitted the following resolutions ; 
which were severally read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Rule XXI, clause 5, be amended so as to read as follows : 

** All bills for improvements of rivers and harbors, for the establishment or change 
of post-routes, and pension bills, shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of 
petitions and memorials, for reference to proper committees.” 

Resolved, That Rule XXXIV be amended as follows : 

By inserting after the word “‘ Departments,” in line 8, the words ‘‘ and bureaus.” 

Resolved, That Rule XLII be amended as follows : 

By striking out all after the word ‘“ Speaker,” in line 4, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words, ‘‘ who shall lay such communications before the House for proper 
reference immediately after the approval of the Journal.” 

Resolved, That Rule XXIII be amended by inserting after the word ‘‘ propo- 
sition,” in clause 4, the following as an additional clause, namely : 

‘* By fifteen members.” 

Resolved, That Rule XXI be amended by adding the following as an additional 
clause, namely: 

“Pension bills shall be meee. in groups of notless than ten names each, and as 
far as practicable they shall be divided into classes according to the rank and dis- 
ability of the claimant, and shall be accompanied by a report setting forth the facts 
in each case included in any bill.” 

Resolved, That Rule XXIV be amended as follows, namely : 

; By striking out paragraph third of clause 6 and inserting in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“Third, on Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be first in order 
to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House to consider business on the Private Calendar; and if this motion fail, then 
the House shall proceed to the consideration of business on the House Calendar. ” 

Resolved, That Rule XX VI be amended by striking out all after the word “ busi- 
n>ss,”’ in line 2, and inserting in lieu thereof the following, namely : 

“Except as provided in paragraph 3, clause 6, Rule XXIV.” 

EDGAR HUSON,. 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2416) for the relief of 
Edgar Huson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. LOSEY. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2417) for the re- 
lief of George H. Losey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS B. BELL. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2418) granting a 
pension to Elias B. Bell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HORACE BOUGHTON. 


Mr. HORR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2425) for the relief of 
Horace Boughton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET PEAK. 

Mr. HORR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2426) 

granting a pension to Harriet Peak ; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. : 



















JOHN ALGOE. 
Mr. SPAULDING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2427) to increase the- 
ension of John Algoe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS WALSH & CO. 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2428) for the 
relief of Thomas Walsh & Co.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


E. M. ADAMS. 


Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill for the relief of E. M. 
Adams; which was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I ask that this bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. To what does it relate? 

Mr. SPAULDING. It relates to the pay and allowances of an 
officer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that such a bill properly goes. 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPAULDING. Bills of this class have hitherto gone to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Some of the bills have done so under the old rule. 
If a bill is for the purpose of correcting a military record, the Chair 
always holds it properly goes to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
but if it makes an appropriation of money to pay for services during 
= war, it is classed as a claim and should go to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SPAULDING. This man was commissioned as an officer, but 
not mustered in. He served for some time before being mustered, and 
this bill relates to his pay while so commissioned before being mus- 
tered in. 

The SPEAKER. As this is an appropriation of money for services. 
during the war it stands on the same footing as any other war claim. 
The bill will be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOHN KAPPLE. 

Mr. RICH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2429) granting 

a pension to John Kapple; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be: 
printed. 








































































E. M. ADAMS, 


Mr. SPAULDING. I desire again to call the attention of the Chair 
to the bill for the relief of E. M. Adams. I think there is a misun- 
derstanding between the Speaker and myself. The bill had better 
be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, and the gentleman from 
Michigan will then be heard on the question of reference. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to Edward M. Adams, late of the Twentieth Regiment of 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, the pay and allowances of a second 
lieutenant of infantry from the 23d day of April, 1864, to the 12th day 
of May, 1864, inclusive, and the pay and allowances of a first lieu- 
tenant of infantry from the 12th day of May, 1864, to the 8th day of 
October, 1834, inclusive, deducting therefrom the pay he received in 
a lower rank during each of said periods. 

The SPEAKER. As this is an important matter relating to the 
proper reference of a bill, the Chair will direct the Clerk to read par- 
agraphs 10 and 28 of Rule XI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees nawad in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely : Subjects relating, 



















CLARA S. COLEMAN. 
Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2419) granting a 
pension to Clara 8. Coleman; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 













MORGAN THOMPSON. 
Mr. HUBBELL introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 2420) granting a pen- 
sion to Morgan Thompson; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, aud ordered to be 
printed. 



















OZRO MORTON. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2421) for the relief 
of Ozro Morton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tw the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHAMBERS. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2422) for the relief 
of ThomasChambers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2599 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2423) to amend 
section 2599 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committeeon Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE IN LITTLE TRAVERSE BAY, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2424) appropriating money 
for the erection of a light-house at Little Traverse Bay, Michigan ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


‘ x ° * “we * 

10. To the military establishment and the public defense, other than the appro- 

priations for its support, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
* * * . * 


* * 





28. To claims arising from any war in which the United States has been engaged, 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Mr. McCOOK. I desire to state some little experience I have had 
on the Committee on Military Affairs. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. SPAULDING] is altogether right in regard to the character 
of the bills referred to that committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The géntleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I make the point that debate is 
not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order after a motion for refer- 
ence has been submitted to the House. But before such motion is. 
made the Chair might reconsider its own ruling on that subject, and 
as on former occasions is willing now to hear very brief discussion on 
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the question of reference, which members regard as quite important. 
‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] is right in his point 
of order that debate is not in order on a motion to refer a bill under 
this call. ° 

Mr. SPAULDING. I ask leave to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to a 
decision made on this very question in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman, 

Mr. BROWNE. In that Congress there was referred to tue Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs the claim of an officer whose household 
furniture had been destroyed by a fire in military barracks. He 
claimed that the loss was occasioned by the negligence of the Gov- 
ernment, and the bill proposed to make an appropriation from the 
Treasury for the payment of damages occasioned by that fire. 

The Committee on Military Affairs, as the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. McCook] will remember, decided over my protest that it had no 
jurisdiction of that bill; that it ought to go, as is now indicated by 
the Chair, to the Committee on War Claims. The committee so re- 
ported to the House. After the bill was reported back to the House, 
I moved that it be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
After discussion it was decided by a very respectable majority of the 
House that it belonged to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ought to go there. It was returned to that committee and acted 
upon by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair understands correctly the statement 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BRowng, ] it would agree that 
the bill to which he refers belonged to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, because it was in no sense a war claim, but merely a claim 
growing out of property destroyed by a fire which occurred while 
the United States soldiers were occupying some barracks, and not 
connected with the war at all. 

Mr. SPARKS. If I remember correctly —— 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the Speaker allow me to suggest 

The SPEAKER. In a moment. 

Mr. SPARKS. If I remember correctly the claim referred to by the 
gentleman from Indiana, the order of the Committee on Military 
Affairs was that it should be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
not the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BROWNE. I think the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. SPARKS. And I insisted before the House that the action of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was oorrect. My friend from In- 
diana [Mr. BROWNE] is perfectly correct in his statement that the 
majority of the House did vote that the bill ought to remain with the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I insisted then that the action ot 
the House was wrong. I remember that there was no considerable 
vote on that question; the House was very thin. And I remember 
speaking afterward to a number of gentlemen, who said if they had 
understood the matter correctly they would have voted differently. 
I do not think that should be regarded as a precedent. 

I want to state in this connection that any claim upon this Gov- 
ernment taking money out of the Treasury ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, unless it is of the peculiar kind known as a war 
claim, when it should go to the Committee on War Claims. Any bill 
restoring an officer to the rank of which he has been deprived, or 
involving anything connected with the military establishment of 
the United States, ought to go to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in keeping with the plain reading of the rule. 

My judgment is very clear that the House in the case referred to 
decided wrongly, and [do not think that decision should be regarded 
as a precedent. The bill in that case should have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, not to the Committee on War Claims. This bill 
seems to involve a war claim, and I think it should go to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. BROWNE. If the Speaker will indulge me a moment longer, 
I will promise not to trouble the House again’ on this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BROWNE. It seems to me very clear that to the Committee 
on War Claims should go all demands of the citizen upon the Gov- 
ernment which originated in the civil war—all claims in which com- 
pensation is sought through the intervention of Congress for loss of 
property growing out of the war. But what is this case? It is 
claimed that an officer serving in the military establishment has not 
been paid his salary under the law; that after serving in a particu- 
lar rank he has:not received the pay of that rank. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to correct the gentleman in his 
statement. As the Chair understands the reading of the bill, it is a 

roposition to pay the officer for a substantive rank that he did not 
hold. The payment claimed is for duties performed by the claimant 
while a non-commissioned officer, when he had not been mustered in 
as an officer of the rank for which he now desires payment. That is 
the'understanding of the Chair as to the nature of the bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. He claims from. the Government the difference be- 
tween what he has received and what he thinks he ought to have 
received, growing out of service in the war. 

Mr. BROWNE. Certainly, if he had been paid upon the rank of 
captain, and was entitled to a major’s pay, alk was asking the differ- 
ence, that would be clearly a question for the Military Committee to 
determine under the law; for it is a question growing out of the 
military establishment as to how much he has the right to demand. 
‘The claim, if it has any foundation, grows entirely out of the military 








establishment of the Government, and is not in any eoouer sense 2 


war claim any more than the pay of every private soldier who car- 
ried a musket and a cartridge-box—any more than the compensation 
of every corporal that served in the war. These men, having be- 
longed to the military establishment, having served in conformity 
with the military law, ask compensation for certain services; and all 
questions in regard to the construction of the law and their right to 
payment are simply questions arising out of and connected immedi- 
ately with the military establishment. It appears to me that if this 
class of cases does not go to the Military Committee none can go there. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman who introduces this bill de- 
sire to be heard further on the question of its reference ? 

Mr. SPAULDING. If the Chair holds that the bill should go to 
the Committee on War Claims, I will withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels constrained to adhere to its former 
decision, that this bill should be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, because it is clearly a claim growing out of the war. As the 
Chair has frequently stated, all bills undertaking to correct the record 
of a soldier or an officer in the late war, or any war, even though that 
correction of the record should give to the claimant pay, would go to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; but where a bill proposes an ap- 
propriation of money directly for the purpose of paying for any loss 
incurred or services rendered in the late war or any other war, it 
must go to the Committee on War Claims. 

It is said that because this is a matter relating to the military estab- 
lishment it necessarily goes to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
But, as the Chair understands, the rule prescribing the reference of 
subjects to the Committee on Military Affairs prohibits by its terms 
the reference to that committee of any bill or proposed legislation 
appropriating money for carrying on the military establishment. 
The Chair will read the language again: 

To the military establishment and the public defense, other than appropriations 
for its support, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Assuming that this is a bill looking to the appropriation of money 
for the support of the military establishment, it cannot go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The Chair therefore adheres to the 
view it has expressed in regard to the reference. 

It is proper to state that some bills of this character have on 
former occasions, by accident or from some other cause, been referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, as stated by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. McCook, } but the greater number of such bills, 
as the Chair recollects, have gone to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I withdraw the bill. 


HENRY F. BROWNSON. 


Mr. LORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2430) for the relief of Henry 
F. Brownson ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD HAWLEY & SONS. 

Mr. LORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2431) for the relief of 
Richard Hawley & Sons; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARVIN M. PRINDLE. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2432) for the relief of 
Marvin M. Prindle ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM THOMAS. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2433) granting a 
pension to William Thomas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

JACKSON LAKE, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2434) authorizing 
the drainage of Jackson Lake, in the county of Faribault, State of 
Minnesota, and granting the bed of the lake to the persons draining 
the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on. the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NELSON D, SPERRY. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2435) granting a 
pension to Nelson D. Sperry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

* JAMES H. THEW. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2436) granting a 
pension to James H. Thew; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY H. HOFF. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2437) granting a 
pension to Mary H. Hoff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPANY 2, MINNESOTA UNITED STATES SHARPSHOOTERS. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2438) for the re- 
lief of Company 2, Minnesota United States Sharpshooters ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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T. P. MORSE. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2439) to correct 
the military record of T. P. Morse; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


AMENDMENT REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2456) to amend 
sections 3511, 3513, and 3516 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to 
coinage ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 
REVIVAL OF THE COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2457) to revive 
the commerce of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 






BASIL MORELAND. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2440) for the relief 
of Basil Moreland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. SLOAN. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2441) granting a 
pension to William L. Sloan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 










REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. MONEY introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 77) providing 
for printing additional copies of the present edition of the Report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture ; which-was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 







MORTON STANCLIFF. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2442) granting a 
pension to Morton Stancliff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 






PAPER CIRCULATION. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2458) to provide a 
stable and uniform paper circulation, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

COIN CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2459) to regulate 
the issue of coin certificates, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) to 

amend the Constitution of the United States ; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 









ZACHEUS FULLER. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2443) for the relief 
of Zacheus Fuller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

N. J. LOWTHIAM. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2444) granting a 
pension to N. J. Lowthiam; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 












EMMA JOHNSON. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2445) granting a 
pension to Emma Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 





CLAIMS BEFORE UNITED STATES TREASURY ACCOUNTING OFFICERS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2460) to authorize 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to consider and pass upon cer- 
tain claims now pending before them; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 







TRUSTEES MOUNT SAVAGE IRON COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNNELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2446) 
for the relief of the trustees of the Mount Savage Lron Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER DE SOTO. 

Mr. DUNNELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2447) 
granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of Claims in the case 
of the steamer De Soto; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT FREITAG. 
Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2448) for the relief of 


Albert Freitag; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST MINNESOTA MOUNTED RANGERS VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2449) for the relief 
of the First Minnesota Mounted Rangers Volunteers ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


PRE-EMPTION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2450) to repeal chap- 
ter 4 of the Revised Statutes, relating to pre-emption of the public 
lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER T, SAFFORD. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2451) granting 
a pension to Peter T. Safford ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 







NUMBER, CAPITAL, ETC., OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a resolution of inquiry as to the 
number, amount of capital, and circulation of banks organized since 
July 1, 1881, and the number, capital, circulation, and character of 
securities of banks whose charters expire within two years from Jan- 
uary 1, 1882; which was referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

RESERVE FUND OF UNITED STATES TREASURY. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2461) to regulate 
the reserves in the United States Treasury ; which was read a firs 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN REGISTERS FOR FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 


Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2462) to amend 
section 4132 of the Revised Statutes, and to give American registry to 
foreign-built iron and steel vessels. 

The SPEAKER. What reference does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri desire for this bill ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I suppose it should go to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. KELLEY. That bill, Mr. Speaker, I think should go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. KELLEY. It relates directly to the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. KELLEY. That authorizes the importation, free of duty, of 
whatever iron, steel, brass, copper, or other manufactured article may 
enter into the construction of the class of ships described, free of 
duty. Other importers of these materials for the construction of ves- 
sels of similar character are required, under the law, to pay duty. I 
think, at any rate, the bill should go to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which committee is charged with the consideration of these 
subjects. Certain it is that such bills have always heretofore had 
their reference to that committee. 

Mr. BUCKNER. My impression was that the bill should go to the 
Committee on Commerce, although I have no special desire in refer- 
ence to the matter. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman 
from Missouri as objecting to the reference to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I have no objection to its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, if that be the proper reference, 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH W. PARISH. 
Mr. VAN HORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2463) for the relief of” 


























PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING, ETC. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2452) to reduce the expense of the public printing and binding, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2453) for the relief of 

William McGarrahan; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 














GEORGE C. HARPER. 

Mr. MANNING (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2454) 
for the relief of George C. Harper; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROTESTANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, NATCHEZ, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2455) for the relief 

of the trustees of the Protestant Orphan Asylum at Natchez, in the 


State of Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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Joseph W. Parish; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. VAN HORN alsosubmitted the following proposed amendments 
to the rules; which were read and referred tothe Committee on Rules: 


Amend Rule X by inserting after ‘‘ Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi 
River, to consist of eleven members,” the following: ‘‘On the Permanent Improve- 
ment of the ateslatens River and its Tributaries, to consist of eleven members.” 

Also amend Rule by inserting after clause 21 the following clause: 

“To the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries: to the Com- 
mittee on the Permanent Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries.” 


SECTION 4693 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2464) toamend 
section 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARIA E. WARFIELD, 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2465) for the 
relief of Maria E. Warfield; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 2466) for the 
relief of Mrs. Emma A. Porch; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY M’GOWAN. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2467) for 
the relief of Henry McGowan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALES OF STAMPS, ETC. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2468) to 
amend section 9, title 34 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to stamp taxes on specific objects; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKING, 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2469) to 
amend section 5171, chapter 2 of title 62 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

PERNETTA HENDLEY. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2470) for the relief of Per- 
netéa Hendley ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZELORA CRUMPACKER. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2471) rerating the 
pension of Zelora Crumpacker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB MARTIN. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2472) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Martin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. FORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2473) for 
reviving and continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama 
claims, and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the 
Geneva award; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SAYERS. ° 

Mr. HASELTINE ixtroduced a bill (H. R. No. 2474) for the relief 
of William Sayers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB R. M’FARREN. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2475) granting a 
pension to Jacob R. McFarren; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DADE COUNTY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. HASELTINE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2476) for the relief of the county of Dade, in the State of Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2477) to equal- 
ize the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AUSTIN N. M’GINDLEY. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2478) for 

the relief of Austin N. McGindley; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
A. 0. SIPLE. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2479) 
for the relief of A. O. Siple; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY BAKER, 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2480) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DICEY BOBBITT. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2481) 
for the relief of Dicey Bobbitt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NICHOLAS MOY. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2482) 
granting a pension to Nicholas Moy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SEAMANS, JR. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2483) 
for the relief of John Seamans, jr.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS, 


Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 79) providing for the publication of 50,000 additional 
copies of special report No. 34 of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
contagious diseases of domestic animals; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The SPEAKER. 
Printing. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri. 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the Chair thinks it very clearly 
belongs to the Committee on Printing, which committee has juris- 
diction of all matters relating to the printing of documents. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


That will be referred to the Committee on 


I would like to have it referred to 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment 
a joint resolution of the House of the following title: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 66) extending the thanks of the peo- 
ple of the United States to his highness the Khedive of Egypt for 
the gift of an ancient obelisk. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2484) authorizing the 

construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Hamburg, 


Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL BUNCH. 
Mr. CLARK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2485) for the relief of 
Samuel Bunch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC C. MATHEWS. 
Mr. CLARK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2486) for the relief 


of Isaac C. Mathews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS HEMBREE. 
Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2487) for the relief of 
Lewis Hembree, ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORDS OF LAND OFFICES IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2488) authorizing the 
archives of the several land offices in the State of Missouri to be 
delivered to said State whenever said offices shall be closed and dis- 
continued; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANCH MINT AT SAINT LOUIS, MISSOURI. 

Mr. ALLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2489) to establish a 
branch mint of the United States at Saint Louis, Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2490) to restore to the 
public domain the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company because of its failure to comply with its charter and the 
act of Congress making said grant of land; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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ANNA M. MARSHALL, 


Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2491) for the relief 
of Anna M. Marshall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EUGENE B. RAIL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2492) for the relief 
of Eugene B. Rail and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2493) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN C. WHITE. 
Mr. BRIGGS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2494) 
for the relief of John C. White; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH W. SKELTON. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2495) granting a 
pension to Joseph W. Skelton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES ELISON. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2496) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Elison; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MAJOR D. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2497) restoring 
to the pension-roli the name of Major D. Williams; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee, on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT HARTSUFF MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2498) providing 
for the sale of the lands lately occupied as a military reservation at 
Fort Hartsuff, in the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to he printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2499) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point 
to be selected between the north line of the county of Monona and 
the south line of the county of Harrison, in the State of Iowa; and 
also to construct accessory works to secure the best practicable chan- 
nel-way for navigation and confine the flow of the water to a perma- 
nent channel at such point; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES FIDELITY AND GUARANTEE COMPANY. 


Mr. ROBESON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2500) to 
incorporate the United States Fidelity and Guarantee Company of 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. YOUNG. 

Mr. ROBESON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2501) 
for the relief of William H. Young; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BARCLAY WHITE. 


Mr. BREWER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2502) for 
the relief of Barclay White; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to beprinted. 

ANNA M. THOMAS. 
Mr. BREWER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2503) 
«granting a pension to Anna M. Thomas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
: ABRAM COLLEY. 


Mr. BREWER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2504) 
to increase the pension of Abram Colley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES A. RAWSON. 


Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2505) for the relief of Frances 


A. Rawson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON BANKS. 


Mr. FLOWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2506) to abolish the tax 
on banks, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
-be printed. 
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SURVEY OF HARBOR OF ROUSE’S POINT. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2507) 
for the survey of the harbor of Rouse’s Point, on Lake Champlain, 
State of New York, for the purpose of the construction of break- 
waters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF HARBOR OF PORT HENRY. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2508) for the survey of the harbor of Port Henry, on Lake Cham- 
plain, State of New York, for the purpose of the construction of break- 
waters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
inittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY RESERVATION AT PLATTSBURGH, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2509) for the Secretary of War to sell such portion of the military 
reservation at Plattsburgh, New York, as is not required for military 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee oh Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PIERRE AYOTT. 

Mr. HAMMOMD, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2510) for the relief of the legal representatives of Captain Pierre 
Ayott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WARREN 8. SMITH. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2511) for the relief of Warren 8. Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. BARNEY. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2512) granting a pension to James R. Barney; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH PHELAN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2513) 
to place Hospital Steward Jeremiah Phelan on the retired list; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF WORKINGMEN, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a resolution of in- 
quiry relative to unpaid claims of workingmen of the District of 
Columbia under act of June 20, 1878; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. % 

NOAH D. CLARK. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2514) granting a 
pension to Noah D. Clark, of the Seventy-second New York Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAUL REICHARDT. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2515) for the relief of 
Paul Reichardt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER SPRINGSTEEN. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2516) for the re- 
lief of Peter Springsteen ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2517) to amend chapter 
6, title 13, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to 
provide for the appointment of associate circuit judges, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DOROTHEA BOTHNER. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2518) granting a 
pension to Dorothea Bothner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2519) to amend the 
Revised Statutes, fixing the times and places for holding terms of the 
district court in the northern district of New York; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BARKER, WILLIAMS & BANGS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2520) for the relief 
of Barker, Williams & Bangs, Barker & Williams, W. W. and E. T. 
Williams, and W. W. Williams; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMISSION OF DUTIES ON NEW TESTAMENT. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 80) 

in behalf of the American Company of Revisers of the New Testament 
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for return and remission of duties; which ‘was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SYRACUSE, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2521) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Syracuse, New 
York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2522) to amend the 
Revised Statutes, fixing the time and place of holding terms of the 
eircuit court in the northern district of New York; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRITISH VESSEL BORROWDALE. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2523) granting an American 
register to the British vessel Borrowdale ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

STEPHEN A. M’CARTY. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 81) authorizing the President of the United States to reappoint 
Stephen A. McCarty a lieutenant-commander in the Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALICE J. BENNIT. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2524) for the relief of 
Alice J. Bennit; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J CAREY B. PEPPER. 

Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2525) to reimburse Carey 
B. ae postmaster at Oneonta, New York, for postal stamps and 
postal funds stolen from his office; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET MAYHAM. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2526) granting a 
pension to Margaret Mayham; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DWIGHT B. BAKER. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2527) for the relief of 
Dwight B. Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LAPOLT. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2528) to increase the 
pension of John Lapolt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY AT NEWBURGH, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2529) to constitute 
Newburgh, in the State of New York, a port of entry and delivery ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CRARY. 


Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2530) for the relief 
of Thomas Crary; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tu che Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS B. GOODALE. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2531) for the relief 
of Augustus B. Goodale; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. + 
“ ALONZO SNYDER. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2532) for the re- 
lief of Alonzo Snyder; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. PIERCE. 

Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2533) for the 
relief of George A. Pierce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BOTANIC GARDEN. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) to place 
the establishment known as the Botanic Garden under control of 
the Department of Agriculture; which'‘was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Joint Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CONSOLIDATION OF RAILROAD COMPANIES. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2534) to author- 
ize the consolidation of railroad companies in the Territories of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

NEHEMIAH OSBURN. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2535) auther- 
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izing Nehemiah Osburn to sue in the Court of Claims for balance 
alleged to be due for building Baltimore court-house; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
M. D. TITSWORTH. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2536) for the relief of 
M. D. Titsworth; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. BROWN. 

_Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2537) granting a pen- 
sion to William T. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JURISDICTION OF JUSTICES OF PEACE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2538) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to regulate the proceedings before them ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committeo 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBLETTING UNITED STATES MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2539) to prevent the sub- 

letting of contracts for carrying the United States mails; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


J. H. GREENE. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2540) for the relief 


of J. H, Greene; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL H. FLEMMING. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2541) for the relief 
of Samuel H. Flemming; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE, ETC., STATESVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. ARMFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2542) to provide for 
the erection of a building for a United States court-house and post- 
office in the city of Statesville, in the State of North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT NEW BERNE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. HUBBS introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 2543) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of New Berne, in the State 
of North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT NEW BERNE, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. HUBBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2544) to provide for 
the establishment of a marine hospital at New Berne, North Carolina ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BAKER. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2545) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Baker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM F. WILLIS. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2546) for the relief of 
William F. Willis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE PATTEN. 


Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2547) for the relief of 
Caroline Patten, administratrix; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONSULAR SERVICE. 

Mr. NEAL also submitted a resolution of inquiry to the Secretary 
of State relative to appointments to and removals from the consular 
service of the United States since the 4th day of March, 1877; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

APPOINTMENTS, ETC., IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. NEAL also submitted a resolution of inquiry relative to ap- 
pointments, promotions, and removals in the Post-Office Department 
since March 4, 1881; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

CHARLES P. WANNALL. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2548) for the relief of 
Charles P. Wannall; which was reada first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

P JAMES M. SINCLAIR. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2549) granting a pension 
to James M. Sinclair; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAMUEL M. REESE. 


Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2550) granting a 
pension to Samuel M. Reese ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH COLES. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2551) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Sarah Coles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred:to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he 
printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2552) to 
donate condemned cannon to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Association of 
Bellaire, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ZEPHANIAH CRUBAUGH. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2553) 
granting a pension to Zephaniah Crubaugh ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS GROVERMAN. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2554) 
granting a pension to Louis Groverman ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2555) 
granting a pension to Mary J. Douglass; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. ‘ 

R. ALLEN M’CORMACK. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2556) 
granting a pension to R. Allen McCormack; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONED OFFICERS IN VOLUNTEER SERVICE. 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2557) for the recog- 
nition of the services of commissioned officers in the volunteer serv- 
ice who were discharged from or died in said service during the civil 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EZRA A. HOSKINS. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2558) granting a pen- 
sion to Ezra A. Hoskins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BURTON ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2559) granting an 
increase of pension to Burton Armstrong; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STANLY B. LOKWOOD. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2560) granting an 
increase of pension to Stanly B. Lokwood; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2561) to 
amend title 53, section 4609 A, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M. JONES. 

Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2562) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel M. Jones; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY H. BIXLER. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2563) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry H. Bixler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH H. MOORE, 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2564) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Joseph H. Moore; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

METAL TESTS—DISTRIBUTION OF REPORTS. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 83) 
to furnish the civilian members of the United States testing board 
of American iron and steel 50 copies each of the forthcoming report 
on that subject; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT BIRCH. 
Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2565) to increase 
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the pension of Robert Bircli; which was read a first and second time, 
on to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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WILLIAM KING. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2566) granting a 
pension to William King, formerly of Company D, Thirty-second 
Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. COX. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2567) granting a 
pension to Francis M. Cox; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

JANE BLACKMER. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2568) granting a pension 
to Jane Blackmer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2569) to regulate 
promotion in and to increase the efliciency of the Army of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MADEN, : 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2570) for the relief of 
William Maden; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARK ELDRED. 

Mr. McCLURE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2571) granting a bounty- 
land warrant and a pension to Clark Eldred; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. . 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT PORTLAND, OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2572) providing for the 
construction of a custom-house and bonded warehouse at Portland, 
Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD IN WASHINGTON AND OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2573) to provide for 
a military wagon-road from Vancouver Barracks, Washington Ter- 
ritory, to Portland, Oregon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2574) to protect the 
settlers on the public lands of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2575) to amend sec- 
tions 2586 and 2587 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 
Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2576) to provide for 
the appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sus- 


tained by reason of Indian depredations; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 


sto be printed. 


WAR WITH NEZ PERCE INDIANS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2577) for the relief 
of citizens of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and Montana, who served 
in connection with the United States troops in the war with the Nez 
Percé Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed 
in such service, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

' OREGON DONATION LAW. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2578) to further de- 
fine the class of persons included in section 5 of the act of July 17, 
1854, amendatory of the Oregon donation law of September 27, 1850; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committce on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIANS ON UMATILLA RESERVATION. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2579) providing for 
allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the 
Umatilla reservation in the State of Oregon and granting patents 
therefor, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2580) to declare 
certain lands heretofore granted in aid of the construction of rail- 
roads forfeited, and to open the same for settlement, and protecting 
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the rights of any settlers thereon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee om Pacific Railroads, and erdered to 
be printed. 


JOHN M. BACON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2581) for the relief 
of John M. Bacon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2582) to enable 
National Banking Associations to extend their corporate existence ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committec 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


AUGUSTUS D. SAYLOR. 
Mr. GODSHALK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2583) for the relief of 


Augustus D. Saylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-ROUTES, ETC. 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2584) extending the 
provisions of sections 5 and 6 of an act establishing post-routes, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

> MAJOR LUCIEN L. DAWSON. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2585) for the relief 
of Major Lucien L. Dawson ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC H. MARKS AND SAMUEL STONE. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2586) for the relief of Isaac H. Marks and Samuel Stone; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS P. WOLLASTON. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2587) 
for the relief of Thomas P. Wollaston; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PACIFIC TELEGRAPH LINE. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2588) 
for the purchase of the Pacific Telegraph Line; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and ordered to be printed. ~ 

J. H. HAMMOND. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2589) for the re- 
lief of J. H. Hammond ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA A. MORGAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2590) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Sophia A. Morgan; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARIAH BETTS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2591) granting a 
pension to Mariah Betts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY E. MURRAY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2592) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Murray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 
” 0. E. GLEASON. 

Mr. WATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2593) for the relief of 
O. E. Gleason ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SCRANTON, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. SCRANTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2594) for a public 
building at Scranton, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TORREY AND OTHERS. 

_ Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2595) for the re- 
lief of John Torrey, Edward W. Weston, and Charles T. Weston ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

8, E, BRYANT. 

_ Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2596) for the re- 
lief of 8S. E. Bryant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered: to be printed. 

FIRST LIEUTENANT GEORGE A. REESE. 
Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2597) for the re- 


lief of George A. Reese; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SECOND LIEUTENANT GEORGE A. REESE. 
Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2598) for the 


relief of George A. Reese; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BEISTEL. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2599) 
granting a pension to William Beistel; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HERMON R. TYSON. : 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2600 
granting a pension to Hermon R. Tyson; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS VAN SWARTTAUN. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2601) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis Van Swarttaun, Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. GREGORY. 
Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2602) 


for the relief of John M. Gregory ; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and erdered to be printed. 
GRANT OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2603) Fasins public 

lands for the relief of certain citizens of the United States; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
NICHOLAS MARSHALL. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2604) for the relief 
of Nicholas Marshall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF JACOB CRAMER. . 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2605) for the relief 
of the heirs of Jacob Cramer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH C. HAIG. 

Mr. O'NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2606) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Sarah C. Haig; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH 8. M. FINLEY. 


Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2607) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 8. M. Finley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELECTIONS FOR PRESIDENT, AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 84) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States of 
America. 

The SPEAKER. What is the subject of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. It relates to the election of President and 
Vice-President. : 

The SPEAKER. This joint resolution should then be reférred to 
the Committee on the Law relating tothe Election of President and 
Vice-President. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The same joint resolution was offered in 
the last Congress, and was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has examined the subject, and while 
there may have been a single bill, or probably two or three, in the 
last Congress which were referred as the gentleman suggests, yet this 
class of bills has uniformly been referred, both in that Con and 
in the present one up to this time, to this Committee on the Election 
of President and Vice-President. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. It has been heretofore referred tothe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, but I have no particular preference as to 
the committee. If the reference which the Chair specifies is the 
proper one I shall not object. 

e joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on Law respecting Election of President and 
Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS C. WERTZ. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2608) granting 
a pension to Amos C. Wertz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

R. W. ROSS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2609) for 

the relief of R. W. Ross; which was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JABEZ BURCHARD. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2610) for the relief of 
Jabez Burchard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD SHIELDS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2611) for the relief of 
Edward Shields and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE A. JAEGER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2612) for the relief 
of George A. Jaeger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. PUTMAN. 

Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2613) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew J. Putman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES R. MASON. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2614) granting a 
pension to James R. Mason; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM M. REA. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2615) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William M. Rea; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2616) for 
the relief of James H. Johnson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS L. DARRAGH. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2617) 
for the relief of Thomas L. Darragh; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPTAIN DOUGLASS OTTENGER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2618) to retire Cap- 
tain Douglass Ottenger, of the revenue marine service; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2619) for the 
relief of George W. Griffin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE S. EDMONDSON. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2620) granting 
a pension to Catharine S. Edmondson ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. INNES. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2621) granting 

a pension to John A. Innes; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be, 


printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, READING, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2622) to provide 
‘for the pene of a suitable site and the erection of a public build- 
‘ing in the city of Reading, Pennsylvania ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HOTHAM. 

Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2623) for an additional 
pension to William H. Hotham; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2624) granting 
a pension to George W. Robertson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BOUNTY LAND. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2625) grantin 
one hundred and sixty acres of land to all volunteer commission 
and. non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates who served 
three years in the Union Army during the late rebellion; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ADAMS. 


Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2626) granting 
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a — to John Adams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ANN STUCHELL. 
Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2627) for the 
reliefof Ann Stuchell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW AND HEIRS OF THOMAS H. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2628) for the 
relief of the widow and heirs of Thomas H. Reynolds, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 85) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in relation 
to the election of Senators; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WATER SUPPLY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2629) to increase the water 
supply of the city of Washington; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGIE E. STRATTON. 

Mr. BARR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2630) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Georgie E. Stratton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NOBLE N. BETTS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JADWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2631) for the relief of 
Noble N. Betts, Eleazer T. Fox, and Charles M. Manville, sureties of 
Stephen W. Alvord ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM R. ROBINSON. 
Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2632) for the relief 


of William R. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS HOLMES. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2633) granting a 
pension to Lewis Holmes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NORTON L. NEWBERRY. 

Mr, JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2634) for the relief 
of Norton L. Newberry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY N. GUNN. . 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2635) granting an 

increase of pension to Henry N. Gunn; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO DEPENDENT MOTHERS. 

Mr. JADWIN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2636) 
changing the law _ pensions to dependent mothers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 
on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 86) to fill a 
vacancy in the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CITIZENS OF ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2637) for the relief of 
certain citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


J. J. COFFEY AND REBECCA 8S. LEWIS. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2638) for the relief of 
J. J. Coffey and Rebecca 8. Lewis, mother of Burge Rawle Lewis; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. E,. H. RUDD. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. oan eee an 

increase of pension to Mrs. E. H. Rudd; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES M’GERRY. 

Mr. CHACE (for Mr. HASKELL) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2640) 

for the relief of Charles MceGerry ; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ALEXANDER KIRK. 

Mr. CHACE (for Mr. HaSKELL) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2641) granting a pension to Alexander Kirk; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. THOMAS submitted a joint resolution (H. R. No. 87) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER MONITOR. 

Mr. THOMAS (by request) also introduced a bill for the relief of 
the officers and crew of the United States steamer Monitor who par- 
ticipated in the action with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th 
day of March, 1862; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this bill should be referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. s 

Mr. THOMAS. I think it should go to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. It grows out of captures made. _ 

The SPEAKER. It does not relate to prize-money. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think it does. bats ‘ 

The SPEAKER. It proposes to make an appropriation of money 
out of the public Treasury. 5 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask leave to withdraw the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was withdrawn. 

F. W. CLAUSSEN. : 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2642) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to grant a rehearing in the case of F. W. Claussen vs. 
The United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committce on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LACON R. TILLMAN. 

Mr. EVINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2643) for the relief of Lacon 
R. Tillman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

B. 8S. JAMES. 

Mr. AIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2644) for the relief of B. 
S. James; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. AIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2645) to enlarge the 
jurisdiction of the Agricultural Department; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A, DOUGHTY. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2646) granting a pension to 
James A. Doughty; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID C. JACKSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2647) granting a pen- 
sion to David C. Jackson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM GIBSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2648) for the relief of 
Commander William Gibson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH P. DUNFORD. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2649) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth P. Dunford; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HORACE L. BRADLEY. ; i 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2650) for the relief of 
Horace L. Bradley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

P., H. CARDWELL. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2651) for the relief of 
P. H. Cardwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. DICE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2652) for the relief of 
George W. Dice; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW MARKET COLLEGE, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2653) for the relief of 
the trustees of New Market College, located at New Market, Ten- 
nessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSSY CREEK COLLEGE, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2654) for the relief of 
the trustees of Mossy Creek College, located at Mossy Creek, Ten- 
nessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SILAS M. M’GUIRE. 

_Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2655) for the relief of 
Silas M. McGuire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ROBINSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2656) for the relief of 
William Robinson; which was read a first and second timo, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. DAWSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2657) for the relief of 
William H. Dawson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FIELDING NEWPORT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2658) granting a pen- 
sion to Fielding Newport; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUTENANT JAMES W. VENTIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2659) granting a pen- 
sion to Lieutenant James W. Ventis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AVEY M. BALES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2660) granting a pension 
to Avey M. Bales; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MALINDA HENRY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2661) granting a pen- 
sion to Malinda Henry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

T. R. HAGGART. 
_ Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2662) granting an 
increase of pension to T. R. Haggart; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NANCY DIVINE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2663) restoring the 
name of Nancy Divine to the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAINT LEGER KING. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2664) granting a pen- 
sion to Saint Leger King; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY L. WELLS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2665) granting a pension 
to Mary L. Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HUNT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2666) for the relief of 
Robert Hunt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WRIGHT FRENCH. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2667) for the relief of 
Wright French; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. M. PIPER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2668) for the relief of 
W. M. Piper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. M. CORBETT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2669) for the relief of 
M. M. Corbett; which was read a first and second timo, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2670) for the relief of 
William Lions; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT E. NEWMAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2671) for the relief of 
Robert E. Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILES GOFORTH. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2672) for tho relief of 
Miles Goforth ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and erdered to be printed. 

H. Q. WALKER. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2673) for the relief of 
H. Q. Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ALEXANDER KENNEDY, SR. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2674) for the relief of 
Alexander Kennedy, st.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered tobe printed. 

JOHN HENRY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2675) for the relief of 
John Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, NEAR MEMPHIS. 

Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2676) to construct a 
macadamized road from Memphis to the national cemetery ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION OF COLORED RACE. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2677) to encourage 
and aid the education of the colored race in the several States and 
Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVED COTTON-GIN. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2678) to provide for 
the extension of letters patent for an improvement upon the Eclipse 
cotton-gin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

TREADWELL 8S. AYRES. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2679) for the relief of 
Treadwell S. Ayres; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALLY JARRATT. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2680) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sally Jarratt, executrix; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 







ernment of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 
COLONEL 8S. K. N. PATTON. 
Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2693) for the relief of 
Colonel 8S. K. N. Patton; which wasread a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. T. PRITCHETT. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2694) granting a 
pension to W.T. Pritchett; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 











ANDREW J. MARSHALL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2695) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Marshall; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 








J. H. PAINTER. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2696) for the relief 
of J. H. Painter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIETT W. SHACKLETT. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2697) for the re- 
lief of Hariett W. Shacklett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TREATY WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 88) 
to authorize a treaty with the Republic of Mexico to promote and 
facilitate reciprocal and liberal commercial relations between the 
people of the said republic and the United States, and to secure pro- 
tection to capital and labor of citizens of the United States which may 
be invested and employed in opening railway communications in said 
republic and through its territory to the Pacific coast; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK A. THOMPSON. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2698) for the 
relief of Frederick A. Thompson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
































































LUCINDA M’GUIRE. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2681) for the relief 
of Lucinda McGuire ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN 8. JONES. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2682) for the relief 
of Reuben 8. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISCILLA W. BURWELL. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2683) for the relief 
of Mrs. Priscilla W. Burwell, executrix, &c.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 







HENRY S. FRENCH. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2699) for the 
relief of Henry 8. French; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

I. D. MASON. 
Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2700) for the relief of I. 


D. Mason; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BOOK AGENTS OF METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH SOUTH. 

Mr. HOUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2701) for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF E. H. CHILDRESS. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2702) for the relief of 
Thomas Chadwell, administrator of the estate of E. H. Childress, 
deceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DUNCAN MARR. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2703) for the relief 
of Duncan Marr; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CUMMINGS, DOYLE & CO. AND DOYLE & CO. 
Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2704) forthe relief of 
Cummings, Doyle & Co. and Doyle & Co.; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 














JULIA ELLIOTT. 


Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2684) for the relief 
of Mrs. Julia Elliott, administratrix; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF GEORGE H. MERIAM. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2685) for the relief 
of the heirs of George H. Meriam; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 










JONES C. BOON. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2686) for the relief of 
Jones C. Boon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASA FAULKNER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2687) for the relief 
of Asa Faulkner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2688) for the relief 
of Asa Faulkner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

B. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2689) for the relief 
of B. B. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN W. P. CARTER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2690) grantin 

arrears of pension to Ellen W. P. Carter; which was read a first an 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LUCINDA BALLINGTON. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2691) for the relief of 
Lucinda Ballington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXES DUE THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2692) to regulate the 

manner of making and collecting assessments of taxes due the Gov- 
















A. H. BUCHANAN. 
Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2705) for the relief 
of the estate of A. H. Buchanan, deceased ; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 












STERLING T. AUSTIN. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 2706) 
for the relief of the representatives of Sterling T. Austin, deceased, 
late of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF RIGHTS OF CERTAIN SETTLERS, 


Mr. BLANCHARD also presented a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, urging the protection of the rights 
of settlers on lands included within grants to railroads; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 



















1882. CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. 295 





COMMON SCHOOLS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also presented a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, urging the passage of the bill to aid 
in the establishment and temporary support of common schools on 
the basis of illiteracy; which was referred tothe Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

POSSUM FORK LEVEE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also presented a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of Louisiana, urging the reparation and restora- 
tion of the Possum Fork Levee; whic was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 


HOSPITAL STEWARDS. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2707) fixing the pay of 
hospital stewards; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. ECKLES. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2708) for the relief of 
J. W. Eckles; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS HORST. 

Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2709) for the relief of 
Lewis Horst; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

KE. P. CLAUDON. 
Mr. REAGAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2710) for 


the relief of E, P. Claudon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM BEDDO AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2711) for the relief 
of William Beddo and others; which was read «a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE R. SMITH. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2712) for the re- 
lief of George ‘R. Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2713) to extend the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress entitled “ An act for the relief of cer- 
tain pensioners,” approved March 3, 1879, to certain other pension- 
ers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY SELLICK. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2714) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Sellick; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS B. COOK. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2715) granting a pen- 
sion to Lewis B. Cook; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LYDIA JOHNSON. 

Mr. TYLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2716) for the relief of 
Lydia Johnson ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. TYLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2717 
to increase the efficiency of the inspection of steam-vessels ; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT NORFOLK, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. DEZENDORF introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2718) for a public 
building for a marine hospital at the port of Norfolk, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NORFOLK, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2719) to pro- 
vide for heating the custom-house at Norfolk, Virginia, by steam; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


APPROPRIATION FOR NAVY. 
Mr, DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 2720) makin 
an appropriation for the Navy, to be available immediately ; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
EDWIN DE LEON. 
Mr. TUCKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2721) for 
the relief of Edwin De Leon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADVANCES TO UNITED STATES BY MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 
Mr. FULKERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2722) to provide 
for paying certain advances made to the United States by the States 
of Maryland and Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. A. FANT. 
Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2723) for the relief of 
Mrs. A. Fant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARKING OF TOBACCO PACKAGES. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2724) to amend 
and re-enact section 3362 of the Revised Statutes so as not to require 
the manufacturer’s name to be printed or marked on certain pack- 
ages of tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES FIDELITY GUARANTEE COMPANY. 

Mr, WISE, of Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2725) to 
incorporate the United States Fidelity Guarantee Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SALLY HARDMOND. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2726) for 
the reliefof Mrs. Sally Hardmond; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER WINCE. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2727) granting a pension 
to Peter Wince; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WOODIN. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2728) 
for the relief of Daniel Woodin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. EMMA M. MOORE. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2729) 
for the relief of Mrs. Emma M. Moore; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTINSBURGH LUTHERAN CHURCH. 

Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2730) for the relief of the 
trustees of the German Evangelical Lutheran church of Martinsburg, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. KING. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2731) for the relief of 
John H. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES OF HARPER’S FERRY ARMORY. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2732) for the relief of 
the employés who worked in and the contractors who furnished cast- 
ing to the United States armory at Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, 
and were not paid from January 1, 1861, to April 17, 1861, inclusive ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTINSBURGH TRINITY EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2733) for the relief of 
Trinity Protestant Episcopal churchin Martinsburgh, West Virginia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. FORMAN. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2734) 
granting apension to W. H. Forman; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETER IMIG. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2735) ae a pension to Peter Imig; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOGS FROM MENOMONEE RESERVATION, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2736) authorizing the sale 
of certain logs cut by the Indians of the Menomonee reservation in 
Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY FINK. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2737) for the relief of 
Henry Fink; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILWAUKEE HARBOR OF REFUGE. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2738) to reimburse 
the city of Milwaukee for money paid in the construction of a har- 
bor of refuge at the port of Milwaukee; which was read a first and 
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be printed. 
JOHN M’AULIFFE. 


printed. 
W. B. WHITING. 


printed. 
THEODORE RAUTHE. 


printed. 
MARY WILEY. 


printed. 
JAMES PRESTON. 


printed. 
PASSENGERS BY SEA. 































printed. 
PHILADELPHIA MINT. 


Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 
PRIVATE LAND GRANT? IN ARIZONA. 


and ordered to be printed. 


D. C. THOMAS, 


the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


printed. 
FORT RICE MILITARY RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY COLLINS. 

Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2750) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Mary Collins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2751) relating to offi- 
cers of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER SUPPLY IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2752) to approve an act 
of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory entitled “An act 
authorizing cities, incorporated towns, and villages to provide for 
a supply of water,” approved December 1, 1881; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will now rec- 
ognize for the introduction of bills gentlemen who for any cause have 
not had that opportunity. 

There was no objection. 

ENTRIES UNDER HOMESTEAD LAWS. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2753) limiting entries 
of public lands to actual settlers under the homestead laws; which 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 


Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2739) granting a 
pension to John McAuliffe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 








Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2740) granting a 
pension to W. B. Whiting; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 








Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2741) granting a 
pension to Theodore Rauthe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 










Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2742) granting a 
pension to Mary Wiley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 














Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2743) granting a 
pension to James Preston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

















Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2744) to regulate 
the carriage of passengers by sea; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 













Mr. O’NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2745) appropriating 
ground in the city of Philadelphia for public purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 







Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. N 5. 2746) to confirm title to cer- 
tain private land-grants in Arizona Territory ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 








Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2747) for the relief 
of D.C. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2248) to author- 
ize the survey of that portion of the Sioux Indian reservation in the 
Territory of Dakota lying west of Big Stone Lake, and making an 
et oe gee therefer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 











Mr. PETTIGREW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2749) vacating 
the Fort Rice military reservation in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH BERTRAM. 


Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2754) granting @ pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Bertram ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 






REBECCA LEWIS. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2755) granting a 
pension to Rebecca Lewis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF COLONEL STEPHEN H. LONG. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2756) to settle 
the claim of the heirs of the late Colonel Stephen H. Long, of the 
United States Topographical Engineers ; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The SPEAKER. What reference does the gentleman indicate for 
this bill? 

Mr. MORRISON. The Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. It would appear to belong to the Committee on 
Claims, as it proposes an appropriation for services rendered. 

Mr. MORRISON. No, sir; the bill proposes compensation to the 
heirs of this man for a patent which was taken and used by the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. It is a matter of claim. 

Mr. MORRISON. This man, who was in the military service of 
the United States, was a patentee; and the Government a 
ated to its own use the patent which was granted to him. He 
since died; and though the Government had a right to his services 
while he was living the claimants do not think that right operates 
after his death. His heirs now want pay for the patent. 

The SPEAKER. Clearly, under the ruling hitherto made, the bill 
belongs to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. MORRISON. Very well; so that this man’s children get pay 
for the use of his patent by the Government I do not care where the 
bill goes. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETER MULLER. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2757) for the re- 
lief of Peter Muller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID WALDO & CO. 

Mr. VAN HORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2758) for the relief of 
David Waldo &Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAW OF INSANITY IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2759) defining the law 
of insanity in criminal cases; which was read _ a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STENOGRAPHERS FOR JUDGES OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2760) authorizing 
the employment of stenographers by the justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE C. M’FARLAND. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2761) granting an 

honorable discharge to George C. McFarland; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 












ARNO VOSS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2762) for the re- 
lief of Arno Voss; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE BANCROFT. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2763) for the relief 
of George Bancroft; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL B. SMITH. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2764) granting 
arrears of pension to Daniel B. Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHIRIQUI COALING STATIONS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution of inquiry ; 

which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to transmit to this House all papers and correspondence in the 
Department relative to the Chiriqui coaling stations and the appropriation for the 
purchase thereof; and that the Secreta: requested to continue to withhold all 
pa ; mts for such coaling stations until further legislation by Congress on the 
subject. 
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AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. DE MOTTE submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, Thata committeeof eleven members, with like age and powers as 
the Committee on Commerce, be eens by the S$ er, to known as the 


‘‘Committee on Inland Fares and ‘hts,”’ to which all matters relating to the 
regulation of interstate commerce shall be referred. 


JACOB B, KING. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2765) 
for the relief of Jacob B. King; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That no private bill shall be printed unless it has been reported back 
by the committee to which it has been referred with recommendations for its passage. 

PETER C. DE GRAFF. 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2766) for the relief of 
Peter C. De Graff; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN SHIRLEY, DECEASED. 


Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2767) for the relief of 
the estate of John Shirley, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referredto the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LOUIS VOLIN. 


Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2768) for the relief of 
Louis Volin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS 8. HOPKINS. 


Mr. LINDSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2769) to exempt 
Thomas 8. Hopkins, late a private in Company C, Sixteenth Maine 
Volunteers, from the limitation prescribed by section 2 of the act of 
March 3, 1879, on account of mental incapacity, and to increase his 
pension; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA WRIGHT. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2770) for the relief of 
Rebecca Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F, SEWARD. 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2771) for the relief of William F. Seward ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FARMERS IN SOUTH OF AFRICA. 

Mr. HILL presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of New Jersey, in relation to the struggle of the Dutch farmers in 
the south of Africa to maintain their independence; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE FERNANDO WOOD. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I ask permission at this time to offer the 
following concurrent resolution in relation to printing the eulogies 
on my late colleague, Mr. Wood. i 

The _— What action does the gentleman from New York 
desire 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask consideration for it at the present 
time. 

Mr. KELLEY. I shall have to object to that, and rise forthe pur- 
pose of asking that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union to receive and consider the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Ways and Means in rela- 
tion to the distribution among the several committees of the House 
of the President’s message. When this resolution was reported by 
myself from the committee this morning it was with the understand- 
ing, as expressed at the time, that I should make this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
disinclined to yield in view of the purpose I have stated in submit- 
ting this resolution, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the call of States has 
been concluded, but by the indulgence of the House and of the Chair 
we have received bills out of the regular order under the rules, and 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is in order at this 
time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
withdraw his motion for a moment, I am satisfied there would be no 
objection to this matter. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will yield to the gentleman from New York for 
the purpose of offering the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania as withdrawing his objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and to the House that this is a conqnrrent resolution in 
reference to printing the eulogies on Mr. Wood, and was passed by 


the House during the last session, but by some misadventure it failed 
in the Senate. I ask, therefore, that it be now taken up and con- 
sidered. 

Mr. KELLEY. I withdraw the objection after the statement of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 12,000 


copies of the ee delivered in the House of Representatives upon the late Fer- 
nando Wood, of New York, be printed, 8,000 for the use of the Honse of Representa- 
tives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate ; and that the Secretary of the Treasury have 

rinted a portrait of Mr. Wood to accompany the same; and for the purpose of 
defraying the expense of procuring the said portrait, the sum of $500, or so much: 
thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. COX, of New York. That is the usual form. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
say one word? The division of the number to be printed gives to 
each Senator a much larger number than to the members of the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It gives the House 8,000 copies and the 
Senate 4,000 copies. 

Mr. KELLEY. The Senators from my State represent twenty-seven 
districts each, while we each represent one district. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the resolution be made 
joint instead of concurrent, as it appropriates money. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection to that. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 89) to print the eulogies delivered 
in the House of Representatives on the late Fernando Wood was read 
a first and second time, engrossed, read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KELLEY. Inow move to dispense with the morning hour asa 
preliminary to moving that the House gointo Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to consider the resolution distributing the 
President’s message. 

The SPEAKER. The business of the morning hour would be the 
call of committees for reports. To dispense with it requires a two- 
thirds vote. 


The question being taken, the motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour was agreed to, (two-thirds voting in favor thereof.) 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


_ Mr. KELLEY. I now move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering the resolution reported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means distributing the President’s message. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hiscock in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union to consider the resolution providing for the distri- 
bution of the President’s message. The Clerk will report the resolu- 
tion. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President and the docu- 
ments that accompany it as relates to the death of James A. Gartield, late Presi- 
dent of the United States, be referred to the Joint Select Committee on the Garfield 
Memorial : 

That so much as relates to refunding the public debt, to the national finances, to 
the abolition of internal-revenue taxes, [and to the issue of silver certificates, ] be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

That so much as relates to the appropriation and expenditure of public moneys 
be referred to the Committee on Approvriations. 

That so much as relates to the courts of the United States and to the suppression 
of Polygamy be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

That so much as relates to affairs between the Government of the United States 
and those of foreign countries, to legislation to carry into effect treaties recently 
negotiated between the United States and China and the United States and Japan, 
and to the construction of interoceanic canals, be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

That so much as relates to the coinage be referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

That so much as relates to the currency be referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

That so much as relates to the Territory of Alaskaand to disturbances and dep- 
redations in the Territories be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the Navy be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

That so much as relates te the Army be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the civil service be referred to the Select Committeo 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

That so much as relates to postal affairs be referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. : 

That so much as relates to the care, education, and management of the Indians 
and to the protection of their reservations against unlawful occupation be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

That so much as relates to the improvement and defense of rivers and harbors, 
tothe decline of American merchant marine, to the care and supervision of immi- 

ts, and to international rules to prevent collision on the high seas, be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. : 

That so much as relates to revision of the laws be referred to the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws. 

That so much as relates to providing additional facilities for the Department of 
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mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures; and certainly it would 
be bad policy now to separate the proposition eee certificates 


from the proposition relating to coinage. Both should go together. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Allow me to ask the gentleman from what 
committee the bill providing for the issue of silver certificates was 
reported? 

r. BLAND. The bill was originally reported from the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. But the bill as it became a law came from the 
Senate. As it passed the House it contained nothing in relation to 
the silver certificates. It was returned from the Senate with a pro- 
vision of this kind, and in that form was passed here. But there were 
bills referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining and reported 
which contained provisions of this kind. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I asked the question of my honorable friend 
from Missouri [Mr. BLanp] for the purpose of showing to the House 
how multifarious, how complicated these references happened to be. 
‘There is no rule by which to abide in referring matters to committees 
where the committees have kindred relations, except the disposition 
of the House, and sometimes the constitution of the committee may 
determine the action of the House. It very often does. 

As will be remembered, some twenty years ago the old Ways and 
Means Committee was cut up into three distinct committees: the 
Ways and Means Committee, to bring in the money ; the Appropria- 
tions Committee, to pay it out; and the Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee, to determine the kind of money. And very often bills were 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency which had refer- 
ence to the coinage of silver. I reported, as chairman of the Banking 
and Currency Committee, the bill for subsidiary coinage. After that 
the currency question became aggrandized in the public mind and in 
the view of the House. Various references of these kindred bills were 
made. Some went to the Committee on Banking and Currency; some 
went to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures; and some 
went to the Committee on Mines and Mining; and bills as to matters 
having a close relation to the same subjects went to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Whenever questions of this kind are raised in the House you can- 
not determine them by any rule; they can only be determined by the 
wish of the House. Men who favor a project are not likely to send it 
to an unfriendly committee; we do not send the lamb to the wolf; we 
send a subject to that committee which will be kindly disposed to- 
ward it. So on this occasion I shall vote for the amendment of my 
friend from Colorado, [Mr. BELFORD, ] believing that the silver inter- 
est is very well cared for by him. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
“Coinage, Weights, and Measures,” and inserting ‘Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be first taken on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the amendment be read: 

The Clerk read as follows - 

Strike out the words ‘‘ Coinage, Weights, and Measures,” and insert ‘‘ Banking 
and Currency.” 

The Chairman was proceeding to put the question on the amend- 
ment of Mr. BUCKNER, when 

Mr. poner said: Will the Chair please state the question 
again 

=. ROBESON. A great many gentlemen do not understand the 
effect of this vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri, providing for a reference to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Colorado provided for a reference to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. The vote now being taken is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri, referring this portion of the 
message to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The amendment of Mr. BUCKNER was agreed to; there being ayes 
106, noes 45. 

The question recurring on the amendment as amended ; it was 
agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the committee now rise and report 
the resolution to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Hiscock reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
annual message of the President of the United States, had directed 
him to report with an amendment a resolution providing for the 
reference of the same, and recommend its adoption. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, it was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
men areeena and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion wa3 agreed to. 


J. P. WRIGHT. 
Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2772) for the relief of J. 





P. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF THE MINT AT PHILADELPHIA, 


Mr. O’NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2773) for the extension of 
the area of the Mint at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and for greater 
security of the same ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered 
to be printed. 

OLIVE STEPHENSON. . 


Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bili (H. R. No. 2774) granting a 
pension to Olive Stephenson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

APPOINTMENT ON COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Rrep, of Maine, 
to fill the vacancy on the Committee on Rules occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. ORTH. 


DIRECTORS FOR COLUMBIAN INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 


The SPEAKER also announced the appointment of Mr. Kasson 
and Mr. TUCKER as directors of the Columbian Institution for the 
Deaf and Dumb. 


REGENTS FOR THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER also announced the appointment of Mr. DrERING 
of Iowa, Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, and Mr. Cox of New York as Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, to date from the fourth Wednesday 
of December, 1881. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communica- 
tion from the President: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit a communication received this day from the late Postmaster-General, 
to which I invite your careful attention. Though the period limited for the recep- 
tion of bids under the existing advertisement expires on the 7th instant, several 
weeks must necessarily elapse before they can be classified and examined, and the 
actual letting take place. If, therefore, Congress shall be of the opinion that a 
change in the law is needed, it may, I presume, be made immediately applicable. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 6, 1882. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the accompanying commu- 
nication read. 

The SPEAKER. The communication will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it to appear in the RecorD, and are the docu- 
ments accompanying the message which has been read to be printed 
for the information of the House ? 

Mr. MILLS. Would it not be well, if that is to go before the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to give that committee 
authority from the House to report at any time? The President 
seems to contemplate that some hasty action may be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The committee will doubtless have the privilege 
and the power to report it at any time. 

Mr. MILLS. They have not the power to report at any time under 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The House will doubtless agree to give the com- 
mittee that power for this purpose. 

Mr. SPARKS. As I understand it, the accompanying documents 
will not be printed in the RecorpD unless by order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed for the use of members in. 
the usual manner, but not printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SPARKS. That was my understanding—that they would not 
be printed in the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER. The accompanying papers will not be printed in 
the REcorD. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the communication from the Postmaster- 
General had better be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The communication from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is a very lengthy one and is the report of special counsel of the 
Post-Office—Inspectors Tidball and Shallcross—in reference to straw 
bids. It is ay, rinted, I see, and the order for ~— it will 
not be required. is is a pamphlet, which is a public document, I 


presume. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that it was 
printed simply for the use of the Post-Office Department, and that it 
could not be supplied to the members of the House. That printing 
is only for the use of the Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It contains eighty-five printed pages, and ifnot 
printed for the use of the House, it should be, of course, as a public 
document. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itisavery important subject. This is one of the 
_—— by which the Government has been deprived of a great deal 
of money improperly. 

Mr. MILLS. The President of the United States in making this 
communication to the House announces to them that, on the 7th of 
this month, bids were opened, but that it will take some time to 
examine them. Inthe mean time—and it is going to be a short mean 
time—Congress may desire to make some aan about how these 
contracts are to be awarded. Now, then, how is it possible for us to 
act in this short time unless this House gives the Committee on the 
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Post-Office and Post-Roads the authority to report at any time—to- 
morrow, if necessary ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Well, they can report to-morrow. 
Committees are called every day in the morning hour. 

Mr. MILLS. They cannot report at any time. Other committees 
may obtain the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. No other committees have any 
business ready, and it is not likely that they will be deprived ofthe 
power to report when the committees are called. 

Mr. MILLS. Unless some other committee gets in before them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt the House will hear the 
committee at any time it is ready to report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can see no objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Texas at all. Even if the committee can report their 
conclusions to the House, they are not necessarily acted on, and the 
gentleman from Texashas rightly referred to the importance of speedy 
action. The President has said in his message to the House the 
former Postmaster-General has seen fit to make the communication 
to him upon which his message is based; and if any action is to be 
had at all it must be had promptly or it is utterly useless. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas submit a motion 
that the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, to which this 
message and accompanying documents have been referred, shall have 
leave to report on this subject at any time? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. What has become of the proposition to print? 

Mr. ROBESON. I move this House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed as a document, and not in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask unanimous consent to print 
the decument in the Recorpb. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 






Why not let it be printed in the 


What document, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. The document to which reference is made in the 
message. Is there objection to printing the accompanying document 
in the RECORD? 

Several members objected. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House ad- 
ditional evidence in the contested-election case of Cook rs. Cutts, 
sixth district of Iewa; which was referred to the Committee on 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
additional evidence and papers relating to the contest of Wither- 
spoon vs. Davidson, second Congressional district of Florida; which 
were referred to the Committee on Elections. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WARD, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. KING, for six days, on account of important business. 

JASPER ISOM. 

On motion of Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the petition and accompany- 
ing papers of Jasper Isom, Third Tennessee Cavalry, for a pension, 
there being no adverse report thereon. 

POLYGAMY. 


Mr. THOMAS. I ask unanimous consent that there be printed in 
the RecorpD the joint resolution which I introduced to-day, and 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. . 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution is as foliows: 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
_ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, (two-thirds of each House concurring therein,) That the follow- 
ing amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and is hereby, pro- 
posed to the Legislatures of the several States : 


ARTICLE —. 


First. Neither bigamy, polygamy, nor the having or possessing of more than one 
a husband or one legal wife at the same time, by any resident, inhabitant, or 
citizen of or within the United States, shall be tolerated or allowed within the sev- 
eral States and Territories of the United States. 

Second. Every marriage or so-called marriage solemnized or entered into, by 
whatever ceremony or means soever, during the existence of a legal prior marriage, 
or the living and cohabiting together as man and wife of any male and female 
resident, inhabitant, or citizen of the United States, either said male or female 
having at the time a living legal husband or legal wife, is unlawful and void, and 
is hereby prohibited. 

Third. Any male or female resident, inhabitant, or citizen of any of the several 


States and Territories who shall violate the foregoing section shall be guilty of a 
felony, and shall be disqualified from voting or holding any office or position of honor 
and trust within any of the States or Territories within the United States, or by 
virtue of any law of the United States. 

: — Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legis- 
ation. 
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Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: The petition of the Missouri Historical Society, for 
the publication of a synoptical catalogue of all documents issued by 
the Government—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of citizens of Logan County, 
Kansas, praying for a pension for John G. Banks—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINS: Papers relating to the claim ef John H. Ed- 
wards, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of James Gibbons, for exemption 
from taxation of property new used by the Catholic Church of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Papers relating to the claim of George F. 
Brott—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Papers relating to the claim of Edmond 
Wolfe and others for compensation for property destroyed by fire by 
order of United States military authorities—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Thomas N. Rothrock 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK: A bill for an appropriation for the completion of 
improvements of the harbor of Brunswick, Georgia—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for an appropriation for the completion of the river 
and harbor improvements of the port of Savannah, Georgia—to the 
same committee. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $50,000 for the improvement of the Alta- 
maha River, in the State of Georgia—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $30,000 for the improvement of naviga- 
tion through the Romerly Marshes, in the State of Georgia—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Patrick Smith, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Papers relating to the claim of F. Prosh and 
B. F. McElroy, for compensation for binding the statutes of the 
Legislature of Washington Territory—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Eight petitions of members of the Life-Saving 
Service, for increase of pay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Memorial of David Webster, of Concord, New 
Hampshire, for payment of fees due him as a witness before the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: The petition of G. A. B. Dozier and others, 
relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. C. BURROWS: Five petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
relative to interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Julia Austin, of East Cam- 
bridge, Massachusetts, for compensation for the accidental death 
of her husband at Charleston navy-yard—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: The petition of Standiford Brothers and others, 
for the modification and amendment of internal-reyenue laws—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Eli Wiley and others, that extra compensation 
‘be paid Samuel Wilson for carrying mails—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of Samuel Clark and 138 others, 
and of E. Hart and 65 others, citizens of Wisconsin, relating to 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHACE: The petition of J. A. Hazard and others, for in- 
crease of pay to men employed in the Life-Saving Service—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Papers relating to the claim of Lewis D. 
Allen, of Adams County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Louisa S. Bobo, by Charles 
G. Bobo, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of the National Cotton Planters’ Association, in 
favor of making the Commissioner of Agriculture a Cabinet officer— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers relating to the claim of Choteau, Har- 
rison & Valle and W. A. Steel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of D. G. Hughes and others, for a 
mail-route—to the Committee on the Post-Ofiice and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the counties of Sumter, Schley, 
and Marion, for a mail route between Americus and Buena Vista, 
Georgia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Papers relating to the claim of James Clifford— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Elias R. Core—to thesameocom- 
mittee. 
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By GEORGE R. DAVIS: The resolutions of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, urging the increase of compensation of keepers and employés 
of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, praying 
Congress to provide for laying and maintaining a telegraphic cable 
between Manitou Islands and the mainland of Michigan—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of 203 letter-carriers of Chicago, for increase of 
salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Mary Ann Murphy, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of 600 citizens of Hannibal, Mis- 
souri, and of 20 citizens of Orlando, Florida, relative to alleged combi- 
nation between railroad companies and the Standard Oil Company— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of 8S. B. Chase, for compensation 
for services rendered and expense incurred while register of the land 
office at Osage, lowa—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of William B. Whiting, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, relating to the organization of the Signal Service—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
Wiconsin, relating to the compensation of keepers of life-saving sta- 
tions—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of H. Wehausen and others, citizens of Cedar- 
burgh, Wisconsin, praying for relief from evil effects resulting from 
formation of syndicates of grain speculators, &c.—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petitions of keepers of life-saving stations, for relief—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, recom- 
mending the laying and maintenance of telegraphic cable between 
Manitou Islands and the mainland of Michigan—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: The petition of General C. I. Walker and other 
members of the National Guards Association of the United States, 
— of laws relating to militia—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of A. M. Cate, W. T. Cate, T. L. 
Cate, and others, for compensation for services during the late rebell- 
ion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Marsellus Martin, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of H. R. Barnard and 66 others 
and of L. F. MeGibbon and 130 others, citizens of Minnesota, in 
favor of the passage of a law regulating commerce between the 
States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the ete of 80 citizens of Detroit, Michigan, in favor of 
increasing the efficiency of the life-saving service—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Delia E. Grummond, for 2 pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Margaret J. McCrichett and of Augustus 
Sprague, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of Mrs, Anastasea E. Fish—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Cora A. Slocumb, Ida A. Rich- 
a and Caroline A. Urquhart—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. EVINS: Papers relating to the claim of Lacon R. Tillman— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.8.8.FARWELL: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Daven- 
port, in relation to the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ° 

By Mr. FISHER: Papers relating to the claim of J. W. Butler for 
pay for services as an employé of the United States secret service— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: The petition of Henry A. Hudson, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of Jacob Shively and 96 others, 
citizens of Morrow and Richland Counties, Ohio, relating to inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Papers relating to the claim of Sarah M. 
Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: Papers relating to the claim of General 
Alvord—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of 140 citizens of Lewis County 
and of 80 citizens of Marion County, Missouri, for the enactment of 
a law to prevent extortions and discriminations in passenger and 
freight rates by railroad corporations—to the Committee on Com- 
merece, 

By Mr. HAWK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 2143—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: The petition of R. 8. Bottoms and others, 
for the establishment of a postal route between Allen’s Factory and 
Pearce’s Mills, Marion County, Alabama—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of A. A. Chesnutt aud others, citizens of Tus- 


caloosa and Fayette Counties, Alabama, for the establishment of a 
postal route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of citizens of New York, for the 
passage of a law giving a bounty to the soldiers of the late war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition for the removal of tax on banks and bank deposits— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition ofthe American Company of Revisers of the New 
Testament, for return and remission of duties—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of J. P. Anvil and others, citizens of 
Barbour County, West Virginia, relative to interstate commerce—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of 258 citizens of Indiana, relating 
to interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of citizens of Bay City, Michigan, 
for repeal of bank taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Peter Targarona— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of bankers and business men of Memphis, Tennes- 
see, for repeal of bank taxes—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, the petition of Mary E. Buchanan, administratrix of estate of 
E. H. Childress, deceased, (by Thomas Chadwell, administrator, ) of 
Cummings, Doyle & Co. and Doyle & Co., and of Duncan Marr, for 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS: Memerial from Charles Seymour and others 
in opposition to the adoption of the French metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JADWIN: The petition of B. E. James and 300 others, citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, relative to interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Mary C. Sellick, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of Samuel S. Hodges, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Henrietta L. King, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph F. Nelson— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of Charles Gleason and 102 others 
and of Harvey Ripley and 76 others, citizens of Maine, relative t 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. ’ 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of J. H. Adams and others, citi- 
zens of Delaware, relative to interstate commerce—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Mary J. Goslee, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Franklin Temple, for relief—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Mrs. E. A. Farr, of New York, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Gustay Henze, of New York City, to investi- 
gate and adopt his system of compound armor for men-of-war and 
coast defense—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: Papers relating to the claim of L. C. Chat- 
ham, for pay as a recruiting officer in the military service the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of Augustus F. Bon- 
ner, of Raleigh, Shelby County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mary E. Lucas, for relief—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary E. McKinney, of Memphis, 
Tennessee, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the same commit- 
tee. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of 400 citizens of Butler County, 
Ohio, for the removal of certain taxes on national and private banks— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Colonel Worthington, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Papers relating to the pension claim of George 
W. Long—to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the claim of Captain J. 
H. Estes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, California, relating to construction of a revenue-cutter 
for the Alaska waters, and relative to certain obstructions of navi- 
gation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange and of the Board 
of Trade of San Francisco, California, relating to the United States 
Signal Service—to the same committee. : 

Also, papers relating to the duties on sulphur—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of citizens of Indiana, for the repeal 
of the law imposing taxes on banks and stamps on bank chec 
to the same committee. 7 

By Mr. PETTIBONE : The petition of A. J. Marshall, foran increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 


TUESDAY, January 10, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 89) to om the eulogies delivered in the House of Repre- 
sentatives upon the late Fernando Wood ; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with 
section 1665 of the Revised Statutes, a statement exhibjting the ex- 
penditure at the Springfield armory, Massachusetts, and the arms, 
components of arms, pa appendages fabricated, altered, and repaired 
during the year ended June 30,1881; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting copies of reports of Colonel George Thom, Corps 
of Engineers, of surveys made in compliance with the requirements 
in the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881, of the channel of the 
Harrisecket River from Weston’s Point to Freeport Landing, Maine; 
the harbor of Brunswick, on the Androscoggin River; the Merrimac 
River, from Lawrence, Massachusetts, to Manchester, New Hamp- 
shire, and Lynn Harbor, Massachusetts; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Bracken County, Kentucky, praying for Congressional legislation on 
the subject of railroad transportation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of militia officers of the State 
of Rhode Island, praying for an amendment of the militialaw; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of John F. Kranz, surviving 
partner of S. B. Smith & Co., of New Orleans, Louisiana, praying 
to be compensated for property taken by the United States authori- 
ties in the city of New Orleans in 1862, 1863, and 1864; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Moffatt, Bell County, 
and two petitions of citizens of Egypt, Kaufman County, Texas, 
praying for Congressional legislation on the subject of railroad trans- 
portation ; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Amos Cross, late first lieu- 
tenant Sixth New York Artillery, praying for an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of officers of the 
Twenty-third Regiment New York State National Guard, praying 
for an amendment to the militia law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Oswego Board of 
Trade and others, citizens of Oswego, New York; a petition of citi- 
zens of Jefferson County, New York ; and a petition of ship-owners 
and ship-masters of Oswego, New York, praying that an increase of 
salary be paid keepers of life-saving stations on the great lakes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented additional evidence to accompany the 
petition of Captain John Jones, praying to be placed on the retired 
list; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I also present a preamble and resolutions, in 
the nature of a petition to Congress, passed at a mass-meeting of citi- 
zens of the city of Grand Forks and vicinity, Dakota Territory, in 
favor of the division of Dakota on the forty-sixth parallel north iat? 

*itude, and the passage of the bill now before the Senate creating a 
new Territory, and that North Dakota be the name of that Territory. 
The resolutions are attested by the president of the meeting, W. T. 
Collins, and its secretary, D. D. Webster. I move that the memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of the 
State Society of the Cincinnati of Penns ylvania, praying that a law 
be passed permitting the importation free of duty of the various 
parts of a monument to be erected to George Washington; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions of the county board of super- 
visors of Outagamie County, Wisconsin, relating to the overflow of 
the Wisconsin River at Portage, and the Fox River at Menasha and 
Neenah, Wisconsin; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of W. A. Wolard, B. C. Wil- 
son, and others, of Polk County, Missouri, praying for Con ional 
legislation in relation to transportation on railroads; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a letter addressed to himself, from 
keepers of certain li apg, | stations, praying for an increase of 
pay; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Albert Carter and 300 
others, citizens of Newbern, Indiana; the petition of A. G. Wood 
and 35 others, citizens of Warsaw, Indiana ; the petition of Alford 
Willcox and 32 others, citizens of Warsaw, Indiana; and the peti- 
tion of Amos Baker and 61 citizens of Vermillion and Warren Coun- 
ties, Indiana, praying Congress to prevent unjust discriminations by 
railroad companies; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of numerous citizens of Ken- 
tucky, praying for the a a law to protect them from the 
injustice and extortions of railroad companies; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of Henry T. Harris and others, 
citizens of the county of Otsego, New York, praying that the pro- 
ceedings of Congress in newspaper form be printed each week while 
Congress is in session, and sent free to every family in the United 
States, together with a copy of the Constitution of the United States ;. 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was: 
referred the bill (S. No. 63) for the relief of John J. Key and W. G. 
M. Davis, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 599) granting a pension to Mary C. Riley, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, frem the Committee on Claims, to. 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 49) for the relief of: Thomas J. 
Miller, of Washington Territory, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was. 
referred the bill (S. No. 546) to restore certain articles of silverware 
to Mrs. Isabella S. McRea, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 724) to fix the term of office of collectors of internal revenue, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 637) to fix the term of office of collectors of internal revenue, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iaminstructed also by the Committee on Finance 
to report back a resolution introduced January 5, 1882, in relation to 
trade-mark fees, and ask to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Patents. The same 
subject was reported back by the Committee on Finance and referred 
to the Committee on Patents at the last session of Congress, with 
other papers. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 295) for the relief of 
John M. Goodhue, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred aletter of the Secretary of the Interior of the 14th of Decem- 
ber in relation to the ratification of an agreement with the Crow 
Indians, reported a bill (8. No. 768) to accept and ratify the agree- 
ment submitted by the Crow Indians of Montana for the sale of a 
portion of their reservation in said Territory, and for other purposes, 
and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (S. No. 66) to regulate practice in suits brought 
to recover damages for infringement of patents, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee: 
on Patents; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred 
the bill (S. No. 3) in relation to the Venezuela awards, reported that 
the bill ought not to pass, and moved that it be indefinitely post- 
poned; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No, 493) to amend article 103 of the rules and 
articles of war, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 372) granting an additional pension to Sarah 
H. Bradford, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed, aud the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No, 246) granting an increase of pension to William Shelley, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was powpased indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 434) granting a pension to William N. Pickerill, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. V RHEES, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 565) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving: 
partner of William T. Pate & Co., reported it without amendment,. 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 126) to reimburse the Creek orphan fund, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. : : 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 668) to authorize Dr. Daniel M. Appel, of 
the United States Army, to receive pay for discharging the duties of 
physician to the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, New Mexico, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 605) for the relief of George P. Webster, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. zoe es 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 346) to provide for the disposition of the 
Fort Larned military reservation, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 345) concerning details from the Army, reported it without 
amendment. . 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 228) granting a pension to P. B. Perry, sr., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOMS REVENUE. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lask, in behalfof the Committee on Finance, that 
fifty copies of a letter addressed to Senator SHERMAN by Judge Rich- 

_ardson in relation to the bill (S. No. 630) to facilitate the decision of 

-eontroverted questious in customs-revenue cases, pending before the 

Committee on Finance, be printed for the use of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made if 

there be no objection. 








BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 769) for the relief of Henry Ware; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 770) authorizing the construction of a build- 
ing for the accommodation of the Congressional Library, and for 
okie urposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WI DOM. I present certain papers to accompany the bill 
which I wish to have printed, and I will state to the Senate what 
they are. The accompanying papers contain a proposition from the 
owners of land on Capitol Hill, and also a sketch of the land pro- 

“posed to be given; and a map accompaniesthe papers. I move that 
the papers be printed and be referred with the bill to the Select Com- 
mittee on additional accommodations for the Library of Congress. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous censent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 771) granting a pension to Laura C. P. 
Haskins; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file in the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 772) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Captain Pierre Ayott; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
-duce a bill ($. No. 773) for the relief of Eugene C. Johnson; which 

was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 774) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Claims. , 

Mr. GROOME (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 775) to incorporate the United 

‘States Fidelity Guarantee Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
‘to introduce a bill (S. No. 776) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at New Albany, Indiana; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 777) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburgh, in the 
State of Illinois, and to establish it as a post-road; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 778) for the relief of Henry 
Fink, United States marshal for the eastern district of Wisconsin ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 779) to provide for the bringing of suits by 
citizens of the United States against the Government thereof in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 780) establishing certain post-roads in the State 
of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 781) authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
readjust salaries of postmasters in accordance with the provisions of 
section 8, act of June 12, 1866; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAUNDERS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 782) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims to claims growing out of treaties between 
the United States and Indian tribes; which was read twice by its 
title. . 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It ought to be referred, in the 
opinion of the Chair, to the Committee on the Judiciary. All cog- 
nate questions, increasing the jurisdiction of inferior courts, have 
been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. As the bill would probably go there in the end 
it may as well be referred to that committee now. I have no objec- 
tion to the reference suggested by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would so order it. 
bill will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 783) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper and the 
papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 784) for the relief of 
J. H. Hammond; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 785) for the relief of Zelora 
Crumpacker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He (by request) also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 786) for the relief of David Waldo; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He (by request) also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 787) for the relief of David Waldo & 
Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 788) granting a pension to Olive Stephenson ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 23) in regard to the extension 
of the franking privilege; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to say that I have introduced twice before 
joint resolutions similar to this one which were referred to the Com- 
mnittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I move the reference of this 
joint resolution to that committee, and I hope they will be a little 
more expeditious this time, during the present session of Congress, in 
making a report than they have been heretofore, inasmuch as they 
have never reported upon it. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington Ter- 
ritory, be withdrawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs in connection with Senate bill No. 49 now pending, a favorable report 
having been made in the case by the Military Committee in the last Congress. 


On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Captain John Jones, late ordnance ser- 
geant, United States Army, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of George W. Flood be taken 
one files and referred to the Committee on Claims to accompany Senate bill 
0. 356. 


I move the reference of the bill to the Commit- 


The 


EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 476) to provide for a second circuit judge for 
the eighth judicial circuit of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UTE RESERVATION IN COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER. [I,offered a resolution yesterday in regard to the 
Ute reservation in Colorado, which was objected to. I desire to 
have it taken up and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
that the resolution indicated by him be taken up. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution sub- 
mitted yesterday by Mr. TELLER: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether further legislation is necessary to open for settlement, 
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ander the pre-emption laws of the United States, that part of the Ute reservation 
in the State of Colorado not assigned to the Southern Ute Indians by the provisions 
of the act of June 15, 1880; also, whether the land on which such Southern Ute 
Indians are, by the provisions of said act, to be placed is suitable as a permanent 
home for the said Indians. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to amend the resolution. I move to strike 
out the word “inform,” in line 2, and insert the words “ transmit 
to;” and in the same line to strike out the words ‘“ whether further 
legislation is necessary to open” and insert “ any information in his 
possession touching the opening ;” so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate any information in his Posecet ee touching the opening for 
settlement, under the pre-emption laws of the United States, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mover has a right to modify 
the resolution. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolu- 
tion referring the memorial presented in relation to the services ren- 
dered to the Government by the late Carlile P, Patterson to a joint 
special committee of three members of the Senate and five members 
of the House, which joint committee shall have full authority to 
consider the subject-matter of the memorial and report thereon to 
the Senate and House in relation to the same. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 66) tendering the 
thanks of the people of the United States to his highness the Khe- 
dive of Egypt for the gift of an ancient obelisk; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 89) to print the eulogies delivered 
in the House of Representatives upon the late Fernando Wood was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back adversely the bill (S. No. 86) providing fora commission 
to examine into the subject of the tariff, with a view of facilitating 
legislation in reference thereto, and to report back favorably the bill 
(S. No. 22)to provide for the appointment of a commission to inves- 
tigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws, and I will 
ask the indulgence of the Senate at the time I makethis report tosay 
a few words explanatory of the objects of these bills. Both bills, at 
the suggestion of my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck, ] will goupon 
the Calendar, but I take it for granted that that would have been 
their natural course. 

On the 17th day of December, 1879, our respected associate, Mr. 
Eaton, of Connecticut, now no longer a member of this body, intro- 
duced the measure which with slight amendments is to-day in form 
reported by the committee, providing for a commission of nine per- 
‘sons, to be nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate, 
who shall take into consideration the existing condition of our tariff 
and excise laws, and from time to time make such reports to Congress 
as should meet their approval. That bill was reported back favora- 
bly by me as the organ of the Committee on Finance, in the month 
of May, 1880. It passed the Senate in the form in which Senate bill 
No. 22 has been reported to-day. Therefore the bill which at this 
session bears the name of my honored friend from Vermont [Mr. 
Morniu] is the identical bill which was first introduced by Mr. 
Eaton of Connecticut in December, 1879, and in May, 1880, received 
the approval of the Finance Committee and of the Senate. The bill 
of the honorable Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] was intro- 
duced prior to the bill of Mr. Eaton. 

Mr. GARLAND. It was introduced in May, 1878. 

Mr. BAYARD. I knew it was prior in date, but not precisely 
when. 

The views of the majority of the Committee on Finance were the 
same in 1880 as they are at the present session; that is to say, they 
preferred that this commission should act wholly independent of the 
influences of Congress, and should report from a different stand-point 
their view of the requirements of the varied interests of this great 
country in regard to the reformation of its system of tariff and excise 
taxation. 

The only material difference, I may say, between the measure of 
the Senator from Arkansas and that of the Senator from Vermont is 
the proposed employment of three members of the House and three 
members of the Senate in conjunction with three other commissioners 
who shall not be members of either the House or Senate, to make 
report to Congress upon the condition of our affairs. I joined with 
the majority of the committee in believing it better that, in the ex- 
isting state of affairs, we should seek the views of a body of men, 
selected for their especial qualifications to examine and report upon 
this great public question from their special and educated fitness, 
and so far as might be from their freedom from ‘that bias of local 
and sectional influence or of partisan feeling, the existence of which 
we are, each and all of us, fully conscious. 


XITI——20 


_ There is an axiom that a legislator must do what he can when ho 
is not able to do all that he would ; and my experience for upward of 
twelve years as a member of this body has proven to me the difficulty, 
if not the absolute impossibility, of rearranging our system of tariff 
duties and general taxation, in the face of a doctrine that has insid- 
iously rather than openly grown into an almost accepted rule of 
action by many of those who have votes and seats in either House of 
Congress, with necessary control over legislation ; and that doctrine 
is, that the — trust of power, delegated to Congress for public 
purposes and uses only, can be lawfully perverted to private uses, or 
to the uses of a privileged class or classes of our citizens, so that its 
secondary and incidental results shall become primary objects. I 
know of no better illustration of the idea that I now mean to convey 
to the Senate than a public declaration made at a convention lately 
held in the city of Chicago, in which the speaker avowed amid the 
plaudits of his audience, that what was needed to-day is “a tariff for 
protection with incidental revenne.” This doctrine, Mr. President, 
is 80 utterly at variance with all that is constitutional, reasonable 
and just, and it has to a certain extent become the rule of action of 
many members in both Houses of Congress, that I cannot too strongly 
denounce it and take issue with it here and everywhere. 

I prefer to take and I will take the doctrine announced by the 
supreme court of the State of Pennsylvania, that a State may tax 
all persons, natural and artificial, within her borders and compel 
them to contribute such part of their property as the Legislature may 
think right to defray the expenses and meet the engagements of the 
government. The power is given by all, and it ought to operate upon 
all for the benefit of all. Taxation to be just must be equal, and to 
be equal must be universal. The Congress of the United States 
under the Constitution has power ‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States;” and that power 
must be exercised uniformly. They have power “to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the several States,” but they 
can give no preference by any regulation of commerce to one State 
over another, nor lay any tax or duty upon the exports from any 
State. 

The power to tax by laying duties upon imports may be so exer- 
cised as todo what it has done ever since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, and that is, to give an advantage equivalent to the amount 
of the tax to the American producer or manufacturer, over his for- 
eign competitors in the same line of production or manufacture, and 
this becomes his “protection.” That is all that is justifiable, it 
is all that was ever claimed until these later days. It is all that 
is warranted by the exercise of the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment, Its justification and prime object must be, in thus compel- 
ling the payment of private moneys for public use, to pay the ex- 
penses of the Government, or in the language of the Constitution, 
‘to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.” The incidental results of such public 
measures, in fostering the industries of our own people, may be legiti- 
mately, wisely, and properly considered, not as the chief object or 
controlling motive in laying such a tax or duty, but as one of its 
incidental, inevitable, and proper results. 

I do not propose at this time to discuss the principles of tariff tax- 
ation at any length. They must soon be discussed and acted upon by 
the American people and their representatives, because if there be 
to-day one conceded fact, it is that tariff and revenue reforms are essen- 
tial for the welfare and prosperity of our country, if we intend it to 
maintain her place in the foremost rank of civilized governments. 
It would be as absurd, in my judgment, for a man twenty-one years of 
age to-day to order a suit of clothing similar to that which he wore 
in his early childhood, as for the industries, enterprises, capacities, 
and the commercial and manufacturing requirements of the United 
States of America, to conduct their afiairs under the crudities, the ob- 
structions, and the incongruous and embarrassing machinery of the 
tariff of duties enacted in 1861. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair te an- 
nounce that the morning hour has expired. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. [hope the Senatorfrom Delaware will be allowed 
to proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Itrust it will be the pleasure of the Senate to 
allow the Senator from Delaware and others to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will proceed, there 
being no objection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I suppose it is understood that it is done inform- 
ally in the usual way, without disturbing the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the understanding. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall not detain the Senate long, but as I under- 
stand, according to notice given yesterday my honorable friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] proposes to continue the consideration of the 
subject this morning, after I get through. 

The tariff of 1861 may not be unjustly or even inaccurately termed, 
the offspring of a hasty demand for taxation in a period of national 
convulsion, to meet the exigencies of a gigantic civil war. I do not 
mean to speak, I need hardly disclaim the intention of speaking, in 
terms directly or indirectly unkind, or lacking in respect for the 
distinguished Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Morritt.] I make no 
doubt that, from the first to the last, he was actuated in the control- 
ling part which he had in the formation of this tariff scheme, by the 
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harmony with the discoveries of modern science and invention, and 
the conditions of modern daily life. I do not say they can make it 
worse than where we stand to-day ; but I do say that they can, that 
they ought, and unless self-respect has fled from such a commission 
they will, aid the Congress of the United States, by framing a system 
of taxation that shall not represent the powers of selfish greed, the 
influences ef well-feed ingenuity, the prejudices of party, or the over- 
shadowing demands of power and capital as opposed to labor, but 
shall represent the true interests of the great mass of our population. 

I do not say that such a commission will certainly be formed. I 
only can say that I am willing to.see the attempt made, and that it 
is all the Senate can do, in the way of origination of its part of legis- 
lative action, in favor of a reformation of our tax and tariff systems. 
Such a scheme so presented will at least be initiatory. That it 
should be perfect, it would be unreasonable to expect. It is to be 
tubmitted to Congress. It will instruct Congress; it will instruct 
that which makes Congress—public opinion—and sooner or later to 
shis arbitrament this question will be brought, nor can it long be 
delayed. 

I for one, do desire that there should be the most earnest and full 
consideration of this question, for Ihave no fear but that the result will 
be, to have the true results of taxation, the true uses of taxation, the 
true methods of taxation, comprehended by all men, and all over this 
country. I have reliance upon popular intelligence, when it is once 
aroused, and do not believe that its true comprehension of the results 
of excessive tariff taxation, can much longer be prevented. 

I doubt not, as I said, that it may be distasteful to monopolies 
that have growu up under our system, or to those classes who have 
fattened during our civil war, and ever since, at the cost of their 
fellow-countrymen, upon war taxes continued in time of peace. 

It is said that this commission is a measure of delay, and therefore 
unfavorable to reform. There is no doubt that a great many friends 
of the existing tariff, and of certain features which I consider abuses 
under the existing tariff, are in favor of this commission, and there- 
fore it would seem that those of us who are genuinely in favor of refor- 
mation and a reduction of the duties, are co-operating with those who 
have a very different object in view. I cannot help that. I am 
doing what I believe to be the best I can, for I cannot do that which 
I would. 

I cannot believe that anything will be lasting that is not just and 
reasonable. I profess myself as friendly to any one American branch 
of industry as I am to another, and that I am friendly to all. The 
manufacturers of this country are supposed to be peculiarly the 
friends of the high protective system. I am greatly mistaken if 
among the more intelligent of that excellent, able, and powerful class 
of our fellow-citizens, there will not be found a concession to-day 
that their interest, even segregating it from the rest of the country, 
lies in the establishment of a law that shall be permanent and un- 
questioned, that their interests and their operations may be released 
from the dreadful apprehension and uncertainty of a continual Con- 
gressional interference with settled business. 

Day by day, the operations of cemmerce, of manufacturers, all 
over this land are growing closer and closer in their competition. 
Day by day profit is growing less, and is only to be made great by 
increasing the scale of operation. And what do capital and enter- 
prise demand? They do not fear to face difficulty and competition; 
they do not fear to face obstruction, distance, remoteness. ‘Those 
are not fatal; but uncertainty and fluctuation will undermine them 
at every step, and from that they recoil. Give to American enter- 
prise and ingenuity a certain pathway and a firm foundation to 
tread upon, and they will march abreast with the people of any 
country or clime; but so long as our manufacturers are to be kept 
under the shadow of possible or probable fluctuations in the tax 
laws that relate to their business, so long enterprise will languish, 
and so long there will be enough of fear to create almost a paralysis. 
It is from that, that I would relieve them, and I would relieve them 
by a scheme of taxation which should be just and would endure, 
one that would be entirely acceptable to the common sense of justice 
of their fellow-countrymen, so that this nibbling, piecemeal legisla- 
tion, with attempts at fixing and changing duties, would be abolished, 
and a steady, just, and permanent system should be adopted. 

What has been the habit of Congress when duties are to be in- 
creased or lessened? Whocomesdown here; who instructs? Every 
body but the man who pays the tax. The delegations of intelligent 
men, thoroughly alive to their self-interest, crowd our committee- 
rooms with ingenious, forcible and impressive argument to show their 
side of the question; and so our tariff has been made up. 

Senators, is it not true that since this tariff question has been be- 
fore Congress a laboring man or his representative has never been 
heard before a committee of Congress? There is free trade of labor; 
that can be imported, without duty and is—there is no tariff upon 
imported laborers—they come from every clime freely, and under 
every inducement to swell the ranks of competition for employment 
here. Our laws impose a heavy duty on machinery, much of which 
saves the labor of humanhands. Under our system of framing tariffs 
the consultation is with men whose own interests necessarily make 
them eloquent and impressive. I do not deny theirright to be heard; 
Ido not wish that they should not be heard; but submit to the 
good sense of the Senate, and of our countrymen everywhere who 

may read my utterance, that there is another and afar more impor- 
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tant class to be heard, difficult to reach, and difficult to be justly rep- 

resented, and who ought to be considered; and if they are not con. 

— will make thetainbees heard, and their judgment felt by 
ongress, 

I do not desire to see a question, especially such a question as 
this, discussed under exciting appeals, or tested otherwise than by 
reason and justice; but I declare that the great mass of American 
consumers and taxpayers should be important integers in every prob- 
lem of public taxation. But I doalso say, that on the principle that 
no man is fit to be a judge in his own cause, the questions of taxa- 
tion ought to be considered under the light of information by those 
who pay the taxes,as well as by those who indirectly receive the 
benefit of the taxes; and that is why I favor this measure, while I 
bind myself to support in advance the report of no commission—I 
have no right, nor has any member of Congress, the right to dele- 
zate his discretion or the control of his vote, but he has a right, and 

e has a duty, to obtain information where he believes it best may 
be obtained, just as we inform ourselves of law by the decisions of 
jurists, or of medical science by the judgments of doctors. So I say 
that wecan learn, from those who have made a comprehensive study of 
the laws of political economy, and the relation of the laws of taxation 
to true economy, we can learn schemes of taxation, and principles of 
taxation, which are wise because they are true, and we can learn them 
without these—I am not using the word offensively—suspected influ- 
ences of men, who do know and consider only their own side of a 
question, and come to enforce that, regardless of the burdens they place 
upon others. I have witnessed in the committee-room on Finance, 
over which the distinguished Senators from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] so long presided, the way in which tariff 
taxes were made up by delegations and the fluent, ingenious, and 
ready manner in which each man proposed to lay the tax on his 
neighbor and take it off himself. With most edifying coolness he 
would plead for his “‘little industry ”—they are all small—something 
to excite compassion and interest, and he would say ‘‘ You must put 
your hand in the public Treasury and take care of this,” but we would 
say “If we give this up we must have a tax on some other article to 
make up the loss.” ‘‘Oh,” he would say, ‘‘I will show you half a 
dozen others which you may put that on;” and that is a familiar 
illustration of that which day after day and week after week occurred, 
and ended generally in no result, or an intensification of an unjust 
principle. That has been the history of these last ten years. Con- 
gress lowered the tariff in 1872; they raised it again, under press- 
ure, on the principle of protection, in 1875. 

Now, sir, if it be said that this is a measure of delay, I reply the 
same thing was said two years ago. I do not think it a measure of 
delay either in theory or in practice. If the House of Representa- 
tives had adopted the bill that we passed in the month of May, 1880, 
the time fixed for the final report was the first day of December last. 
I fear very much that if this bill is defeated, when two more years. 
have rolled around the same objection will be made. 

This bill provides for reports from time to time, with a final report. 
one year from this time, as short a period for the final report as could 
be fixed. But isit not obvious that nine men of intelligence, chosen 
because they are familiar with’ the leading interests in relation to 
which they are supposed to be most fully informed of, can tell you at 
once, many changes in your present tariff that will relieve commerce, 
relieve manufactures, relieve consumers, without taking one dollar 
from the public Treasury. It would not be difficult, if it were worth 
while, to show the futility of the Senate moving in matters of this 
kind, when they must perforce await the action of the other branch 
of Congress. 

I think it is not improper for me to say, when we consider how the 
committees of the House have been already organized—I am not 
speaking of their proceedings, I am speaking of the public fact of 
their organization, and I have a right to refer to it—I say frankly 
I feel quite hopeless of any suggestion of reformation coming to us 
during the present Congress. t name no names; it is not necessary. 
I speak by the public records, and I ask gentlemen who talk about 
this being 2 measure of delay, do you really expect to obtain relief 
from a House of Representatives whose committees have been so 
organized ? 

That is one of the reasons, given less impressively than I could 
have wished it, but in a manner that I have tried te make satisfac- 
tory to myself, that I urge the passage of this present bill. If I should 
have been mistaken in the action of the House of Representatives, 
and they should send to us any bill of tariff reformation, I shall hold 
myself ready, willingly and gladly, to take my part in the considera- 
tion of that bill and attempt to make it a wholesome, judicious, and 
fair measure of legislation. I will assist in the passage of any bill 
of judicious tariff reform, but I cannot shut my eyes, I cannot stifle 
my utterances to those whom I represent, when I say that I do not 
look hopefully to the action of the House as at present organized, 

and because I believe, for the reasons I have given, that it would be 
well-nigh impossible to hope to frame a system of tariff taxation by 
the two Houses of Congress which shall become a law and be really 
a benefit and relief to the people of the United States. , 

Mr. BECK. I believe I have the consent ot the Senator from Ohio 
to be heard to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection if the 3 per cent. bill is re 
tained as the unfinished business. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill of the Senator from Ohio is 
the unfinished business, and will be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEsT, ] though, 
has the floor on that bill, and it will require his consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri, as the 
Chair understands, consents to laying the bill aside. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I said to the Senate in December, 
when I hurriedly controverted some of the many assertions made by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] in his elaborate speech 
in support of his high protective tariff, that I would, if opportunity 
offered, answer him more fully. I propose to do so now, stating first a 
few additional suggestions in opposition to his bill for a commission 
into whose hands the whole subject of taxation is to be committed and 
no report even to be required from them until January 5, 1883, less 
than sixty days before this Congressexpires. That, of course, means, 
and is intended to mean, that we shall agree in advance that this 
Congress will not disturb the existing tariff taxation, but give as- 
surance to all who now have monopolies secured by restrictive legis- 
lation that they are safe so far as this Congress is concerned, and 
they need trouble themselves only so far as to secure the re-election 
of their friends to the next to secure a further extension of their 
privileges. 

The Senator from Vermont, in the opening of his speech, tells the 
Senate that changes in the frame-work of his tariff legislation ‘‘ should 
be made with much circumspection, after deliberate consideration, 
by just and friendly hands, and not by ill-informed and reckless revo- 
lutionists.” Therefore he urges the appointment of his commission, 
which deprives both Houses of Congress of any voice in the consid- 
eration of the changes to be proposed. Is Congress so ill-informed, 
so reckless, so revolutionary, that it cannot be trusted with the con- 
sideration of the changes necessary to be made in the taxation 
imposed upon the country by former Congresses? Why does the 
Constitution require all bills raising revenue or changing the rate 
or mode of taxation to originate in the House of Representatives ? 
Because the people at the biennial elections of members to that body 
can pass judgment upon their conduct, and their accountability, it 
was assumed, would make them careful. By the bill of the Senator 
from Vermont, which the Senator from Delaware, I regret to say, has 
taken charge of, the House of Representatives is excluded, a Repub- 
lican President is to select the “friendly hands” to whitewash all the 
enormities of the present high protective system, and a Republican 
Senate is to ratify his selections, or rather the selections which Daniel 
J. Morrell, of Pennsylvania, and his co-monopolists, who devised this 
scheme ia order to obtain delay, may direct to make such a report as 
they may dictate. 

These nine men are not responsible to anybody, now or hereafter; 
they can neither be cross-examined nor questioned. They can hear 
who they please and refuse to hear whatever does not suit them. 
No Senator or Representative of the people can be heard before 
them, or direct that any person in the interest of the taxpayers shall 
be heard; and when the report at last comes, the men who make it 
cannot be questioned, far less be held accountable, for any falsehoods 
or misrepresentations, however glaring, that the report may contain. 
There need not be a Democrat nor a revenue-tariff man on it, and 
they need not allow one to appear before them. During the last 
Congress, when we had a pronounced majority of Democrats on this 
floor, there was some plausibility in the suggestions made by the 
Senator from Delaware and other Democrats who then supported a 
similar bill, that we could reject the nominees of the President if the 
commission was not composed fairly. Now, when there is no such 
power, I confess my amazement at the absolute surrender by any 
Democrat to the President and the protected monopolists of the pow- 
ers, duties, and obligations imposed by the Constitution on the repre- 
sentatives of the people. The commission proposition is a cunningly- 
devised scheme in the interest of monopoly to obtain delay, and the 
country will so accept it. Whatever it is proposed to do ought to be 
done at once—indeed all that any nine men the President could se- 
lect would find out could have been ready for use now if the Senator 
from Vermont on the day he made his speech had asked authority 
from the Senate for the Committee on Finance to proceed and pro- 
cure the information necessary to enable the Senate to make a judi- 
cious reduction of taxation. We can do it now by the Ist day of 
March if he v@ll ask for the authority to-day, and we can furnish 
the facts so developed to the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House for their consideration and action. 

The Senator must have forgotten what he had said about ill-in- 
formed and reckless revolutionists when he penned the following 
sentence in his speech, which I cordially indorse : 

Not to have confidence in Congress would be to impeach our own institutions, as 
well as to adopt the sneers and doubts of hereditary enemies who have been wont 
to include Americans among those whom ‘‘No king could govern, and no god 
could please.” 

Ido not propose to impeach Congress as he does by voting want 
of confidence either in their integrity or ability to adjust taxation 
in the interest of the whole people, and therefore I oppose his com- 
mission. The leading organs of the monopolists are already boast- 
ing that it would be an easy matter for the manufacturers to prevent 
any legislation, that they have secured the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and that the average member of Congress is easily alarmed 
by threats of defeat by the protective organizations. They have 
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already held what they call tariff conventions, composed of their 
advocates, and have complacently and unanimously declared— 

That the American people intend hereafter to keep this market for themselves, 
that the tariff must be protective. 

They are willing to allow a commission to make a report in a year 
or two, but it must be composed of their friends. No free-trader must 
be allowed to take off any of the whitewash from it. The American 
Protectionist makes this clear in its issue of December 31, 1881. It 
says: 

A free-trader would be as much out of place upon the tariff commission as an 
opponent of capital punishment upon a jury in a State where death is the penalty 
for murder. 

Is there any reason why David A. Welles, or Phillpot, or J.S. Moore should not 
be as ineligible to a seat on the tariff commission as a person refusing to swear 
fealty to the Constitution of the United States to a seat in Congress? 

I hardly think Democratic Senators intend to indorse these views, 
yet they must know that the Morrill commission will be organized to 
carry them out. There is nothing either novel, revolutionary, or 
mysterious in our effort to reform the tariff. It has been debated in 
and out of Congress for years. It is not a question of framing a 
system of taxation or of establishing a new policy. Nobody asks or 
expects this Congress to establish free trade or tear down custom- 
houses. We are not free to select what as an original proposition 
might be considered the best mode of raising revenue; we have to 
deal with existing conditions, and see to it that no great industrial 
interest of the country is destroyed or paralyzed by our action. The 
great party to which I have the honor to belong has spoken upon this 
subject with most pronounced emphasis. The most prominent and 
important plank in the platform at Saint Louis in 1876, upon which 
we carried the country for Mr. Tilden, supported by the States of 
New York, Indiana, New Jersey, and Connecticut, reads thus: 

We denounce the present tariff levied upon nearly four thousand articles as a 
masterpicce of injustice, inequality, and false pretenses. It yields a dwindling, 
not a yearly rising revenue. It has impoverished many industries to subsidize a 
few. It prohibits imports that might purchase the products of American labor. 
It has degraded American commerce from the first to an inferior rank on the high 
seas. It has cut down the sales of American manufactures at home and abroad and 
depleted the returns of American agriculture, an industry followed by half our 
people. It costs the people five times more than it produces to the Treasury, ob- 
structs the processes of production, and wastes the fruits of labor. It promotes 
fraud, fosters smuggling, enriches dishonest officials, and bankrupts honest mer- 
chants. We demand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue. 

In 1880, at Cincinnati, we reaffirmed all the specifications of 1876 
and epitomized the resolution I have read by a demand that all custom- 
house taxation should be for revenue only. 

A great deal of silly criticism has been indulged in as to what we 
meant by using the expressions ‘‘ only for revenue” and “for revenue 
only.” Some have even argued that the last form of expression means 
something different from the first. Both, of course, mean the same 
thing, and that is that tariff taxation shall be adjusted solely to 
obtain revenue to support the Government and pay off its obligations; 
that as legislators we will enact laws with an eye single to that end, 
and will not seek to tax the whole people for the purpose or with 
the intent of enriching any favored set of men at the expense of all. 

The Secretary of the Treasury advises Congress that over $340,000,000 
of revenue is needed for the public service next year. We propose to 
raise all that is necessary. If there isno abatement of internal reve- 
nue, still over $200,000,000 must be obtained by tariff taxation. With 
free trade, of course, no revenue could be obtained from customs 
dues any more than there could be from protection which amounted 
to prohibition. It is absurd, therefore, to call a party free-traders who 
propose, as we do, to raise much the largest portion of our necessary 
revenue from a tariff on imports. We do propose, however, to so 
adjust the taxes on these goods as to obtain the most revenue and 
impose the least burden on the consumers of them. 

I know of hardly any products of human industry now on our tax 
list that are not produced in greater or less quantities in this country. 
In adjusting taxation on imports with a view only to obtain revenue, 
or “for revenue only,” we never thought of discriminating against 
American industries, or of depriving them of the incidental benefits 
or protection a proper revenue tariff would afford. I would adjust the 
revenue tax as far as possible to aid all of them in the proportion in 
which they could least bear foreign competition, especially as past 
legislation has been of a character to induce our citizens to embark in 
enterprises under the belief that they would be fostered by Congress. 
No reform, no relief, however, can be had or given under the present 
miserable, abominable—I adhere to that word—protective system of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Every charge and specification in the resolution of 1876 against the 
present tariff was absolutely true, and all but one are as true now as 
then. Thereyennes which from 1875 till 1877 had dwindled $29,000,000, 
although 10 per cent. had been added to the tariff tax on many of 
the leading articles under pretense of increasing revenue to provide 
for the sinking fund in 1875, have increased in the last few years, 
not because of protection but in spite of it, inconsequence of a series 
of seasons of scarcity in Europe and of abundant harvests here stim- 
ulated to immense proportions by railroad extensions and land grants 
to them and the settlers, gifts far exceeding in extent the territorial 
area of many of the largest and most powerful nations in the world. 
To-day, as in 1876, the farmer who furnishes nine-tenths of our vast 
exports, and is compelled to sell them in unprotected markets or at 
their prices, cannot buy with the money he gets in the market where 
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he sells the things hemust have without paying 45 per cent. at least | 
more than they are worth or than the man who has them for sale 
asks for them. I never could see how that protected American labor. 
The foreign seller can sell, in spite of us, at the price he asks to any 
of the 1,400,000,000 in the world outside of the United States, Con- 
gress cannot prevent that, All it can do or does do is to rob our own 
people by requiring them to pay for what they must have 45 per 
cent. more than anybody else pays. The protection (so called) is a 
Congressional license to a few influential corporations or wealthy 
combinations to extort from the American farmers, laborers, profes- 
sional men and their families, a large percentage of their earnings, 
not to support the Government, but to enrich people who have no 
right to take anything from them, and call that protection. It is the 
protection the wolf gave the lamb. 

To-day as then, only much more now, the American ship is driven 
from participation in the carrying trade of the world. Foreigzvers 
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are our carriers, factors, brokers, and insurance agents in our com- 
mercial relations with the rest of mankind, and make us pay them 
over $130,000,000 a year for their services; that is pretection against 
foreign pauper labor with a vengeance. If they go to war with each 
other, and destroy each other’s ships, our goods go to the bottom of 
the ocean and there is no redress, although we may be at peace with 
allof them. Can a more degrading or huniliating condition for a 
once great maritime country be imagined? The 60,000 gallant sail- 
ors we had in 1860 are all gone, or are in the service of foreign na- 
tions, except the few who hover along our coasts protected by the 
monopoly of our coastwise trade. Little wonder the Senator from Ver- 
mont never alluded to our carrying trade in his panegeric on the pro- 
tective tariff. He knows that he and his co-protectionists have de- 
stroyed the mercantile marine of the United States, and he shrewdly 
avoided all reference to it. That alone will condemn his protective 
system with all disinterested, right-thinking men the world over. 
The charges in our platform that the Morrill tariff has cut down the 
sales of American manufactures at home and abroad is true. High 
prices have curtailed sales at home. Men neither can nor will buy 
at exorbitant rates as freely as they can or will at fair prices, and 
the reports of our miserably meager exports of manufactures show 
that we abandoned all efforts to secure any reasonable portion of the 
trade of the world when our protected manufacturers secured from 
the Senator from Vermont and his friends the monopoly of laying 
heavy tribute on our own people. 

The charge that the American agriculturist is swindled by the 
exisiting tariff is too obvious to need illustration when a laborer who 
is glad to work for six dollars a week has to pay six dollars for a coat 
or a blanket that is worth only three dollars, and can be bought any- 
where else in the world for three dollars. He is unjustly deprived 
of one-half of his week’s labor, and no sophistry can gainsay it. It is 
no consolation to him or his children that some nabob in New England 
by the authority of Congress has pocketed half of his hard earnings. 

The next charge we make, namely, that it costs the people under 
the Morrill system five times more than it produces to the Treasury, 
cannot be more accurately or conelusively proved than it was by 
Hon. H. C. Burchard, now Director of the Mint, when he and I were 
both members of the House and of the Committee on Ways and 
Means in 1872, and aided in the passage of the act of June 6, 1872, 
which made a reduction of 10 per cent. on certain classes of manu- 
factures. He said: 

The reduction in the bill of the duties upon but six classes of manufactures less- 
ens the revenue not quite ten million dollars, but lightens taxation $54,000,000. 

And he appended a table showing that on salt, leather, iron, steel, 
woolens, and cottons our reduction of revenue was $8,781,718, while 
the reduction of cost to the people on these articles, making the most 
liberal allowances for home competition reducing cost, was $45,333,000, 
or five and one-half times as much as was given up by the Treasury. 
The Senator from Vermont and his allies in their zeal—that is.a bet~ 
ter word than folly—in 1875, restored the 10 per cent. protection we 
had taken off in 1872, and instead of increasing the revenue, as they 

retended they would, the returns for 1877 show a loss of revenue of 
$29,000,000 instead of the increase they predicted. Onur resolutions of 
1876 and 1880 close by charging that the Morrill tariff ‘ fosters smug- 
gling, enriches dishonest officials, and bankrupts honest merchants.” In 
proof of the truth of all these allegations I need only refer to the 
somewhat celebrated investigation made in 1874 into what was known 
as the moiety system, when it was proved conclusively that in silks 
and other high protected goods smuggling was the rule rather than 
the exception; that the most honest and intelligent merchants did 
not dare to take their own goods from the custom-house without aid 
from experts, as a failure to be exact as to the number of threads in 
the square inch, the ad valorem and the specific duties all being often 
applied to the same pieces of goods, was considered a violation of 
law, while the value of the packing-boxes, the transportation from 
the place of manufacture, and the commissions on purchases, whether 
paid or not, all had to be given accurately, or confiscation of goods, 
arrest, fines without limit, and imprisonment, with division of spoils 
among officials, was the consequence. The Secretary of the Treasury 
reported officially that at the port of New York alone, in a few years, 
an informer name Jayne received $491,000 as his share of the plunder, 
while the collector, the appraiser, and the naval officers each received 
about $170,000 as their portion of it, in addition to the large annual 
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salaries paid to them by law, while the merchants were robbed in- 
discriminately regardless of right or justice. 

That is an outline of the working of the system which the Senator 
from Vermont is so proud of, and for the perpetuation of which he ap- 
peals so warmly and earnestly to let him ‘lave 2 commission of his 
allies, so as to prevent at least this Congress from considering or ex- 
posing its enormities. It is against the continuance of such a system 
that I protest and insist upon prompt and decisive action by the 
representatives of the people at asearly a day as possible. The manu- 
facturers will not be taken by surprise if we promptly reduce their 
protective privileges; they are both gratified and surprised that we 
have not done it long ago. After the Democrats carried the lower 
House of Congress in 1876 upon the platform I have read, all men 
everywhere expected to see a prompt reduction of tariff taxation, and 
the manufacturers agreed that it ought to be done. They met and made 
out schedules of the reductions they proposed to submit to Congress, 
and selected General Banks, of Massachusetts, who had been ap- 
pointed a member of the Committee of Ways and Means, as their 
authorized agent to submit their proposition. He spoke for the 
cotton, woolen, and silk manufacturers, on the 7th of May, 1878, say- 
ing that he had advised his constituents that they had better consult 
and determine what reductions they would consent to. Let me read 
what he said: 


t 


Therefore, sir, when I was placed by the honorable Speaker of the House upon 
the Committee on Ways and Means and was notified by the chairman that we were 
to consider a bill for the reduction of the duties upon imports, I said to the people 
whom I represent: ‘‘Itis better for you to cuaiier the condition of the country, 
ascertain what is necessary for the full security and protection of the interests in 
which you are engaged. and make a statement, if you please, to the committee of 
the House, setting forth what you think will be expedient, necessary, and just for 
the Government and yourselves.’’ Now, sir, these gentlemen did not act upon this 
question as extremists, but as judicious friends of American industry and the Gov- 
ernment which they serveand honor. These papers which I hold in my hand bear 
the official signatures of the authorized representatives of one hundred and twelve 
manufacturing corporations and firms of XR ew England, in which they theraselves 
suggest and consent to reduction of duties upon an extended and complete list of 
articles of foreign manufacture which come actively and directly in competition 
with the industries in which they are engaged, rising from 10 to 20, 30, 40, and 50 
per cent. upon the present schedule of duties upon such importations. More than 
a hundred and twelve corporations and firms of cotton and woolen manufacturers 
alone, of their own choice, and after repeated conferences, in which all the interests 
of the textile fabrics of this country were considered, high and low, made this prop- 
osition. They are not to be regarded or condemned, therefore, as extremists, 
fanatics, or corruptionists upon the subject of American manufacturing industry. 
They embrace and represent the entire manufacturing interest of New England, 
where the manufacture of American cotton fabrics originated. 

* * * ae * * 7 


But, if it is thought to be necessary to reduce duties or taxes, they are willing to 
take their share of whatever disadvantages may follow, and they voluntarily recom- 
mended the retention of the frame-work of the present tariff, and consented to and 
advised a reduction of duties atfecting the industry in which they are engaged 
from 10 to 50 per cent., leaving only one branch of their industries unchanged, and 
that one the most delicate, complicated, expensive, and novel of all their products. 

Now, sir, how can the honorable gentleman from New York, {Mr. Wood,] the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, state, as he stated in his speech 
the other day, that nobody opposes this bill except friends of the extreme doctrine 
of’protection. As it was with the cotton manufacturers, so it was with the woolen 
manufacturers. They consented to and in a certain sense recommended, as of their 
own accord, a reduction of duties of from 23 to 25 _ cent. And as regards that still 
more delicate and less firmly established branch of industry, the manufacture of 
silk, for which the people of this country have long struggled, an industry which 
has given wealth to the most prosperous and richest states of the globe, this, too, 
came forward after anxious deliberation and made what the chairman called a 
most liberal proposition in the way of reduction of duties with which they had 
been and are now protected by the Government. 


* * * * % ey 


Mr. HooKEr. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him why these interests 
asked a diminution of the tariff? 

Mr. Banks. Because their attention had been called to, the subject. It was 
their duty to make known to the Government what they desired. They found 
when they brought their representative men together from all parts of the country 
that the duties could be rotneed and they could still pursue their vocations wi 
more or less success, and like honest and honorable citizens they made that declara- 
tion to the Government. And so did the wool-growers from California to New 
England. They assembled in the State of New York for the same purpose, and 
afterlong and anxious conference one with another and with the woolen manufact- 
urers they agreed, as did the silk manufacturers, to what extent they would rec- 
ommend a reduction of the duty. 


* * * ~ 


The following is a schedule of the reductions proposed by New England manu- 
facturers : 

The plan proposed by New England manufacturers in the schedule to which I 
have referred, and which I have not time to read at length, as I should like to do, 
suggests reduction of duties on the various fabrics of their manufacture substan- 
tially as follows : 

1. Onall manufactures of cotton except jeans, denims, &c., not bleached, colored, 
or printed, &c., and not exceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, present 
rate 5 cents, 54 cents, 54 cents specific, and 10 percent. ad valorem, a reduction of 
50, 45.45, and 27.27 per cent., and 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

2. On finer and lighter goods of like description and present duties nearly the 
same a reduction of 40, 36.35, 18.18, and 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

8. On goods of like description of higher qualities, present duty nearly the same, 
20, 18.18, and 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

4. On jeans, denims, drillings, ginghams, &c., bleached, stained, or printed, a re- 
duction of 50, 46.15, 30.75, and'10 per cent. ad valorem. 

5. On similar goods of lighter and finer descriptions a reduction of 28.57, 20, 15, 
and 5 per cent. ad valorem. 

6. On cotton thread, yarn, warps, &c., 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

7. On spool thread of cotton a reduction of 30 and 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

8. On cotton cords, gimps, galloons, and cotton laces, present rate 35 per cent., & 
reduction of 5 per cent. ad valorem. 

9. On cotton shirts, drawers, hosiery, &c., present rate 35 per cent., a reduction 
of 5 per cent. ad valorem. 

' 10. On cotton velvet, present rate 35 per cent., a reduction of 5 per cent. ad va- 
orem. 
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11. On cotton braids, insertings, lace, trimmings, bobbinet, and all manufactures 
of cotton, at present rate, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The last is the only exception made in relation to the proposed reduction of du- 
ties; they are braids, laces, trimmings, or bobbinets, comparatively new, delicate, 
difficult, and expensive fabrics ; and other manufactures of cotton not otherwise 
provided for in the schedules of the manufacturers they propose shall remain at 
present rate, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Can any higher evidence be asked of the truth of my assertion 
that the manufacturers, at least those of cottons, woolens, and silks, 
for whose continued protection under his tariff the Senator from 
Vermont expended so much of his eloquence and made his most 
earnest appeals, not only gonsented to but proposed in 1878, when 
they needed protection because of the crash of 1873 far more than 
they do now, a liberal reduction of tariff taxation, but are surprised, 
yes, astonished, at the folly of Congress in allowing the present tax- 
ation to continue so long? General Banks’s speech proves another 
thing which ought to be conclusive against the outsid: commission, 
and that is, that all the facts necessary to an intelligent understand- 
ing of these matters, schedules and all, are on file in the room of the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House, and can be had by the 
Finance Committee of the Senate at any time. All the facts as to 
the iron, leather, and other interests can be had with equal accuracy 
in a few weeks, and a great and just measure of relief can be passed 
before we reach the ordinary time for the adjournment of this Con- 
gress, which will injure none, but benefit allexcept a small handful 
of men already enriched by bad legislation. 

Mr. President, the passage of even such a bill as these gentlemen 
proposed, making corresponding reduction in the protection now 
given to other manufacturers, would be equivalent to putting into 
the pocket of every man in the country who has an average family of 
five to support from $50 to $75 a year, especially if we extend as 
we ought the free list on raw materials used by our manufacturers, 
It would be worth more to the operatives at Fall River and other 
manufacturing points in New England than the 10 per cent. addi- 
tional wages they are now or have lately been on a strike to obtain, 
in the increased purchasing power of the wages they now receive, 
while the revenues of the Government would in two years be 
increased instead of diminished by the more liberal use of the cheap- 
ened products. It is simply absurd to compare our present condi- 
tion with that at the time of the Revolution, after the war of 1812, 
or even later. Then we were weak and poor, and the nations of 
Europe still hoped that our free institutions might prove a failure; 
restriction of trade and strife among nations was the policy of 
European rulers and their advisers. All these conditions have now 
changed. Now we are the peer of the proudest of them, if not the 
acknowledged superior of all. We have the finest machinery in 
the world, intelligent, skilled mechanics and artisans, at least equal 
to any. More railroads than all the world beside, with great, free 
navigable rivers and lakes on which to secure cheap transportation 
and check the extortions of railroad combinations. Why should we 
be content to have our manufactured products excluded from the 
markets of the world, and all our other great industries inordinately 
taxed to make our manufacturers content with the bounties Con- 


- makes the people pay them? The Senator from Vermont tells 
us that— 


Not a little of the best machinery now alive in England had its birth on this side 
of the Atlantic, and must be credited to American genius. 

The title of the British Islands to all the raw material, and to exclusive and 
hereditary mechanical skill among men, is wisely contested, and the world will not 
fold its arms unresistingly to any such pretentious domination. The power of 
steam, though marvelously developed by English cleverness, is an auxiliary force 
belonging of right to the whole human race, as much as gravity or electricity, 
wherever its service may be called for, and its abode can no more be exclusively 
monopolized than that of the Promethean fire stolen from Heaven. 

The first steam-engine is supposed to have been employed at Manchester in 1790, 
where there are now, it is stated, in daily use within a circuit of ten miles more 
than fifty thousand boilers, yielding a total force equal to the power of one mill- 
ion horses, and the combined steam-power of Great Britain is represented to be 
equal to the manual labor of twice the number of males living on the globe. We 
greatly admire the prodigious enterprise of Great Britain, ont it would be strange 
if, with our immensely greater coal-fields, it should let Americans sleep. 


_ Lindorse every word uttered by the Senator in these eloquent and 
instructive sentences. We have the genius to utilize all the great 
mechanical and other forces—immensely greater coal, iron, and grain 
fields than England. All our resources are incomparably greater, 
and we are not as yet cursed or hampered with any of the blighting 
influences of class domination which centuries of misrule have fast- 
ened upon her people. How long we may avoid it will depend upon 
our power te reverse the policy of the Senator. It would be strange, 
as the Senator says, if Americans should sleep and allow England with 
all her drawbacks and hindrances to monopolize the trade and com- 
merce of the world. If he and his allies had not handicapped us so 
heavily by his restrictive protective tariff we would have been so far 
ahead in the race for commercial supremacy to-day that when the ery 
went up from an anxious world, Who is first? the answer would have 
been flashed along the wires to the remotest corners of the earth, 
“* America,” with no second in sight. 

England, asthe Senator says, has steam-power equal to the manual 
labor of twice the number of males living on the globe. We have at least 
half, if not two-thirds, as much steam-power and machinery as she, 
of as good if not better quality, and quite as intelligently managed, 
with water-power at the Falls of Saint Anthony, at Taylor’s Falls on 
the Saint Croix, and on the Saint Louis River at the west end of Lake 
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Superior, in one corner of the country, where our railroads from the 
west reach the aoe, the great lakes with the products of 
an agricultural region almost illimitable in its capacity for produc- 
tion, saying nothing of hundreds of other points, greater than all the 
water-power of Great Britain. She, after centuries of restriction, 
prohibition, and protection, which brought nothing but strife, debt, 
and ruin, threw off all shackles and restrictions, and invited a free, fair 
contest for the trade of the world, and we have not only surrendered 
it to her, but with machinery equal at least to the manual labor of all 
the males living on the globe, the owners of it and their advocates here 
say to her, Take it; supply the 1,400,000,000 people outside of our limits; 
we will not interfere; our farmers shall furnish you food as cheaply 
as any Kuropean pauper will; all we ask is that the American Con- 
gress will prohibit our fifty million of people from buying from you 
and empower us to make them pay to us50 percent. more than you are 
asking or anybody trading with youis paying. We are content with 
a home monopoly, and our friend, Senator MORRILL, will not only per- 
suade the men we fleece that Congress is protecting them against your 
pauper labor, but that all who dare to contradict him are bought 
with British gold and are paid minions of the Cobden Club. 

As I regard all taunts and insinuations about British gold and the 
Cobden Club as unworthy of notice, I pass them by. The country 
has paid tribute to the manufacturers for nearly a century—never half 
80 much as now. They are no longer infants. They are the owners 
of machinery—which the Federal Government does not tax, as it 
neither eats, drinks, or wears clothing—equal to all the human labor 
in the world. They ought to be required now to exert themselves 
and extend their sales to other nations, and thus give more regular 
and certain employment to a largely increased number of operatives. 
It was to bring about that result that the people have submitted to 
enormous taxation for their benefit so long and so patiently. We 
protest against their right to close up their establishments and stop 
their machinery when they have produced enough to supply the home 
demand, and let their laborers starve while they wait for consumption 
at home to make it profitable to resume work. Under our protective 
system American manufacturers are the only class of producers who 
are not required to compete with anybody, or to exert themselves to 
secure markets fortheirproducts. Congresshas secured them against 
foreign competition by imposing a tax on all imports far above the 
reasonable price of their goods; therefore they have only to combine 
and agree on the price they will demand, inside or under the real 
value and the tax, and the consumer has to pay what they ask. Their 
associations are perfect, they are easily formed; self-interest main- 
tains them. Greed and overproduction, however, sometimes make 
them overreach themselves; then trouble comes, as it did in 1873 and 
the years that followed. 

The Senator rolls as a sweet morsel under his tongue all the scraps 
he can gather from the English “fair trade” or retaliation press 
and from the utterances of the advocates of the landed aristocracy of 
that country to show that there are at times strikes and seasons of 
depression, large numbers of houses for rent, and discontent in years 
of scarcity and failing harvests, with existing conditions there. Ad- 
mit the truth of all of them. England is a small country, with an 
overcrowded population, which has increased 10,000,000 under free 
trade in forty years. Her taxation is high, her debt is enormous. 
Her lands are held by a small, privileged, protected class, and her 
operatives are confined to a single means of support; but with all 
these disadvantages and aggravating circumstances, I respectfully 
ask, have such scenes been exhibited there since the establishment 
of free trade as we have seen in this country within the last few 
years under ahigh protective tariff, and when the country was favored 
by Providence with abundant crops. It gives me no pleasure to re- 
fer to them—but the riots at Pittsburgh, the destruction of life and 
property there, the combinations of starving men in West Virginia 
and elsewhere, which seemed for a time too strong for State power 
to subdue, the army of tramps, many of them willing to work but 
obliged to beg, most of them turned out of establishments full of the 

oods they had produced, would, if these scenes had occurred in Eng- 
Cot have called forth from the Senator from Vermont denunciations 
loud and deep against a system under which such things are possible. 

The burden of the Senator’s speech, I might safely say the object 
of it, was to convince the country that England was being surely 
and rapidly ruined by free trade; that the men who induced her to 
discard her long-maintained protective policy had proved to be her 
worst enemies ; that the wages of her laborers had not increased, and 
that sullen discontent and a desire to return to the old restrictive 
system prevailed everywhere. He rejoices in the fact that France 
and Germany are showing symptoms of returning to the old restric- 
tive system, and seems to look forward with pleasure to the time 
(which he will never see) when nations will seek to exclude all trade 
—all exchange of commodities with each other. He even charges 
that the American' Navy is supported for the benefit of importers, 
and thinks manufacturers ought to be compensated for their gener- 
osity in not complaining at the taxation necessary to keepit up. To 
satisfy Senators that I do not misrepresent the Senator from Vermont, 
I will read a few extracts from his speech upon these various points. 


He says : 
































































































































































































COMMERCIAL PROTECTION. 


The sum of our annual support bestowed upon the Navy, like that upon tho 
Army, may be too close-fisted and disproportionate to our extended ocean bound- 















aries and to the value of American commerce afloat; yet whatever has been 

ted has been designed almost exclusively for the protection of our foreign com- 
merce, and amounts in the aggregate to untold millions. Munufacturers do not 
complain that this is a needless and excessive favor to importers ; and why, then, 
should importers object to some protection to a much larger amount of capital, 
and to far greater numbers embarked certainly in an equally laudable enterprise 
at home? 












THE FREE-TRADE PROPAGANDISTS OF ENGLAND. 

For the last thirty-five years England has been making extraordinary efforts, 
political, industrial, legislative, diplomatic, social, and literary, all combined, to 
versuade mankind to follow her example of reversing that policy of protection, 
supreme in her Augustan age, or from Queen Anne down throughout the Georgian 
era, and the policy maintained by Chatham, by the younger Pitt, and by Canning 
with an energy that created and sustained the most varied and extensive work- 
shops of the world. 

The statement about the Navy is too absurd to notice, but I think 
I will show, even to the satisfaction of the Senator from Vermont, 
that England’s varied and extensive wera came with free trade, 
after the protective system he lauds so highly had brought ruin to 
her people. Again he says: 

The sole conditions to the continuance of the dense population, and the grand 
scale of British manufactures in competition with modern nations, seaemes to be 
parsimony and privation, or lower-priced bread and lowest-priced labor. With 
these partially secured there came a season of temporary relief, but, unfortu- 
nately, with no increase of wages. It was barely a success at the cost of an alli- 
ance with the discontent of underpaid workmen, with strikes and organized expa- 
triation. Free trade, it is found, grinds labor to the bone, and forces it to fly, with 
muscles and machinery, to more inviting fields. f 

British agriculture, long depressed and chronically exposed to bad harvests, is 
now threatened with ruin by foreign competition, and British manufactures also 
seem almost as destitute of sunshine as their agriculture. 

If I do not convince the Senator that all his statements relative to 
the wages of English operatives under their free-trade system are 
untrue it will be because he assumes that Secretary Blaine and the Amer- 
ican consuls, Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Bright, and other English statesmen 
will deliberately lie in the face of men who were obliged to know 
that their statements were false. 

Again, after quoting what Mr. Disraeli, The Observer, and other 
high protectionists said about and against free trade, he is happy 
in being able to say: 

Even the London Times, the great ‘‘thunderer” of public opinion in Great Brit- 
ain, does not refrain from giving a stunning blow to free trade when it indicates 
that it has proved a blunder, and reminds the world that it predicted it would so 
prove at the start. The ceremony of free trade, with only one party responding 
solitary and alone, turns out as dull and disconsolate as that of a wedding without 
a bride. The honeymoon of buying cheap and selling dear appears indefinitely 
postponed. 

In the hurried reply I made to some of these statements in Decem- 
ber, I read from a speech of Mr. Gladstone at Leeds, made a few 
months ago, in which he showed that England had far outstripped all 
other nations in the race for supremacy on the ocean; that she was 
in possession now of 52 per cent. of the world’s commerce, and of 80 
per cent, of the American carrying trade, while we were only pick- 
ing up her leavings; that the wages of her laborers and the wealth 
of her people had increased beyond all precedent since the inaugura- 
tion of the policy of free trade, and that the English people would as 
soon sec the bill of rights, the habeas corpus, the trial by jury, or any 
of the fundamental principles of English liberty abolished as to return 
to the miserable restrictive protection policy of former days. Mr. 
Gladstone, I assume, knows quite as much about the condition of 
England and the feelings of her people as the Senator from Vermont. 

I have the recent testimony of another English statesman, who is 
well known to the people of America as being incapable of stating 
deliberate falsehoods. A banquet was given at Rochdale to Hon. 
John Bright on November 18, 1881, his seventieth birthday, and he 
made a speech, in which, among other things, he said: 

Now, touching upon this question one is obliged to refer to a very curious fact, 
that after so many years of experience there are some men who are disposed to call 
in question the policy of 1846. That is, that there are men, of whom you never 
heard before, [laughter,] and if you were to look down the record of all their polit- 
ical life you would not find a single thing that they have done, and yet they call in 

uestion the policy of such men as Sir Robert Peel of 1846, (cheers,] and of Mr. 
Gladstone in the succeeding years, [loud cheers,] and of my lamented friend Mr. 
Cobden, |cheers,}] whose services every one acquainted with the recent history of this 
country mustacknowledge. And yet these men—whatI should call rather a feeble- 

minded class of men, (laughter,]} call in question all this policy, and they have the 
courage to believe, or the simple-mindedness to believe, that the great body of the 
people of this country, and especially of the working classes, are not in any degree 
cognizant of the enormous advantages which the new policy of 1846 has given to 
the country. [Cheers.] 

Observe that he was speaking to English laborers, who knew all 
about both conditions. 

The Senator from Vermont seemed delighted to be able to quote 
Lord Beaconfield as an enemy of free trade and an advocate of the 
high protective policy. The Senator said: 

Sir Robert Peel was forced to listen to the cry for cheap bread, though he was 
teased almost to the fighting point by the fertile, bitter, and matchless sarcasms of 
Disraeli, who also said: ‘‘ The time will come when the working classes of England 

will come to you on bended knees and pray you to undo your present legislation.” 


Mr. Bright, after referring to the original opposition of Mr. Dis- 
raeli, and stating the facts in regard to the increase of wages since 
1840, under the auspices of free trade, said: 

There, according to his statement, was an actual doubling of the wages of the 
laborers in Lord consfield’s own county of Buckingham. Perhaps some of 
you may recollect a letter which was published almost immediately after Lord 
Beaconsfield’s death, which he wrote to a gentleman who had sent him a book 
about the condition of the population in the southwestern counties of England, 


and Lord Beaconsfield said he thought he underrated the improvement in the con- 
dition of the farm laborers, that according to his opinion the rise in the wages of 
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the farm laborers had been at least 40 = cent. ; that is 10s. of w: 
had risen to 148. per week. I believe, in 

the wages of farm laborers, taking into account the hours which they work and 
all particulars, are doubled since the free-trade 
Hear!] Now, take the other class of men. I walked down from the Reform Clab 
through the park to the House of Commons one day in the past summer, three or 
four months ago, and a man—an intelligent, res 
joined me and addressed me by name. 
me because, he said, ‘‘ I have been a good deal in Birmingham, and have attended 
your meetings there, and so I know you very well.” [ 
talked to him a little about his business. 
day as a bricksetter, and, he added, ‘formerly I used to work for 4s. a day.” 
There is a jump. From 4s. to 7s. 6d. is a considerable leap. 





















































these men. 
unreliable. 













absolutely 


dil 


per week 
eed, that in many parts of the country 


olicy was established. [{Hear: 


table-looking workingman— 
I asked him how he knew me. He knew 
ughter and cheers.) I 
e said he was then getting 7s. 6d. a 


ADVANCE OF WAGES IN THE COTTON TRADE. 
Now I should like to tell you of something that has happened nearer home, for 


I suspect there are many persons in this meeting who have not the least idea of 
the actual increase of wages that has taken place among the factory operatives in 
this neighborhood during the last forty b 1 was looking the other day at one 
of our wages books for 1840 and 1841. 

I found in our wages book now. The figures are taken over an average of two 
months at that time and over an average of two months now, and therefore are a 
fair statement of what hap 
here know, of course, all a 
nae as if we were in a mill and looking over the different people at work. 

D 
ing 8s. a week, and they were working twelve hours a day. I find that now the 
same class of hands are receiving 13s. a week at ten hours aday. If they worked 
for twelve hours, and were paid at the same rate, it would be 16s. a week, or ex- 
actly double what they received in 1839, 1840, and 1841. 
women who worked at the drawing frames at that time had 7s. 6d. a week ; they 
have now 15s., and that is without reckoning the fact that they are working two 
hours a day less. The rovers and slubbers got 8% a week then, and they are get- 
ting 14s. a week how. The doffers, {laughter,] are considered a class whose wits 
are a little too sharp, [laughter,] and are sometimes not very man: 
used to have 5s. 6d. a week, and they now have 9s.6d. The warpers 
as far as my recollection serves me—I am speaking of our own usiness—were all 
women. 
warpers now are all men, and they have earned in the two months an avera; 
35s. 6d. a week. [Cheers.] 
smith, whom I used to like to see strike the sparks off; his wages were 22s. a week. 
Well, our blacksmith now has wages of 34s. a week, and that only for factory time, 
which is ten hours, whereas the man of 22s. a week worked the then factory time, 
which was twelve hours. 
factories. They have two hours’ leisure which they had not before, and their 
wages are nearly double. 
* * 


will tell you what I found in it and what 


ned then and what happens to-day. 


l Many persons 
ut the interior of a cotton factory, and the 


refore I 


t in 1839 the throstle piecers—I need not explain who they are—were receiv- 


Cheers.] The young 


eable. They 
those days, 


hey earned on the average of the two months 17s. 6d. a week. The 


e of 
Well, at that time we had a very clever man as black- 


Now you see the enormous change to the people in these 


* * * * 


I think it is impossible to account for this extraordinary improvement in the 


wages of agricultural laborers, of bricksetters and carpenters, and all your factory 
operatives, and all your mechanics, = any other theory than this, 

policy with regard to trade, which 

cause which has made this stupendous and unimagined improvement in the con- 
dition of the people. 


at the new 
as made your trade fourfold, has been the 


(Cheers. } 


Mr. Bright could hardly have falsified the facts in the presence of 
If he did not, the statements of the Senator are wholly 


Again, Mr. Bright said, referring to the croakers who predicted 


ruin to England by free trade, and the prediction that their only 
hope was to leave their country: 


Well, you did not go abroad, but you staid at home. The law was altered so 


that the bread could come here, and a great many things beside bread. Trade has 

extended and you have added, in Great Britain alone, more than 10,000,000 to your 

population in forty years. 
* * 


And yet, with all that increase of population, you have had the demand for labor 

more eet employment better paid, the time of labor shorter. The man must be 

lind, or worse than blind, who cannot see and will not acknowledge 

that the great mass of the people, in physical condition, are enormously better off 
than they were forty years ago. ‘ 

Again, Mr. Bright said, and that is all I care to quote: 

What are the exports now? Instead of being £51,000,000, they amount to close 
upon if not quite £200,000,000, so that the foreign trade of the country has in- 
creased fourfold within that time, and as a matter of course the home trade must 
have immensely increased at the same time, becans* so great an increase of for- 
eign trade has brought so great wealth to the country that the home trade has in- 
creased probably in quite as great proportion as the foreign trade. 

FREE TRADE A BOON GREATEST TO WORKINGMEN. 

But there is another point, which is one of extraordinary interest, and it shows, 
I think, that no class in this country suffered so much by the ancient policy of 
protection as the working class, and that no other class in this country has gained 
so much as they have gained during the last forty years by the adoption of the 
new policy. [Cheers.] 

Contrast this with the Senator’s statement that— 

Free trade, it is found, grinds laber tothe bone, and forces it to fly, with muscles 
and machinery, to more inviting fields. 

I submit that I have proved, even if I stopped here, by testimony 
that even the Senator from Vermont will not dispute, that all his 
allegations of no increase of wages and the oppression of the labor- 
ing classes in England under free trade are unsustained by the facts. 
With wages doubled and food, clothing, and all the necessaries of 
life reduced from 33 to 50 per cent., with an increase of population 

from 18,330,000 in 1840 to 28,792,000 in 1879, it is absurd to talk to 
intelligent men about the injury inflicted on the English laborer by 
free trade. 

When I spoke in December I stated hurriedly what free trade had 
done for England. At the risk of repeating myself I will state it 
again, as the Senator from Vermont insists on making the contrast. 
It is now history and no longer speculation that England’s first as- 
sured step toward naval supremacy, permanent prosperity, and the 
control of the commerce of the world was when she removed all re- 
strictions from the free exchange of commodities needful to her peo- 
ple and opened her ports to all the nations. The gallantry of her 
armies and the irresistible prowess of her fleets, while they had se- 
cured for her world-wide reputation and respect, failed to make the 
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mass of her people either happy or prosperous. While she extended 
her conquests in every direction, and had seized every important 
maritime stronghold in every ocean, till it could be truly said that 
the sun never set on her dominions, her people only became more and 
more overwhelmed by debt and consequent taxation, until her states- 
men realized and put in practice the great idea that her true suprem- 
acy consisted in her ability to clothe and supply other nations with 
everything that human ingenuity and mechanical shill could pro- 
duce, provided she ailowed her mauufacturers and operatives to sup- 
ply themselves with cheap food and materials. 

That great step was taken from 1840 to 1846 under the auspices, if 
you please, of the much-maligned Cobden Club, against protests and 
predictions of ruin to English industry made in and out of Parlia- 
ment by all the landed aristocracy and protected monopolists of that 
country, quite as loudly and bitterly as the protected monopolists of 
New England and Pennsylvania and their advocates now denounce 
and protest against all efforts even in the interest of the revenues of 
the country to reduce taxes imposed on all the people to put money 
into their pockets. When it was taken in spite of them, England 
sprang at once to the front in the great race for the prize of the 
world’s commerce. I wish the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1] 
in his glowing description of a handicap race had condescended to 
tell us what protection has done for us in that international contest. 
When England reversed the policy she had for centuries fought to 
maintain, and threw off the swaddling clothes of infancy and the 
shackles of protection, and told her people to enter the race upon 
their muscle and their manhood, her military and naval ports on 
every continent and on every isle of the seas became repair shops and 
coaling stations for her commercial marine. Her shipping has in- 
ereased from 1840 till 1880 from 6,490,000 tons to 41,348,000 tons, 
nearly seven-fold, while the annual carrying capacity of her present 
tonnage is more than doub\e as great, ton for ton, as her tonnage 
of 1840 was. She now owns 52 per cent. of the ocean-carrying trade 
of the world, civilized and uncivilized. We pay her $100,000,000 a 
year to carry our products and supplies. Free trade did not handi- 
cap England much in that regard, while up to 1860 we had a better 
and almost equal tonnage in amount with England, and our ship- 
owners received from foreign nations $25,000,000 annually as their 
profits. The Morrill tariff and kindred schemes of protection have 
driven us from the seas, made us beggars, where under a Democratic 
revenue tariff we were masters. But for our coastwise monepoly and 
Congressional subsidies every private ship-yard in America would be 
clesed to-day. The false pretenses of destruction of ships and trade 
by the war, so long maintained by the monopolists, are all exploded. 
Even Senator MorriLt did not venture to allude to our foreign car- 
rying trade, though for two hours he took a lick at creation in lauda- 
tion of the blessings conferred upon us by his protective tariff. 

The President and his Secretary of the Treasury, with the pride 
natural to distinguished citizens of New York, advise Congress that 
ofthe amount collected from customs taxes “ $138,908,562 was collected 
at the port of New York, leaving $59,251,113 asthe amount collected 
at all the other ports of the country.” They might have advised us 
of the further fact that there are over one hundred and thirty other 

orts of entry, nearly half of them only harbors of refuge for Repub- 

ican political bummers, where all the expensive machinery of a cus- 
tom-house is kept up and hardly any revenue collected, and they 
might have advised us further that there is not « single American 
steamship that leaves or enters the great port of New York to or from 
any European port. I wish the Senator from Vermont had conde- 
scended to tell us how our vast exports are enhanced in value to 
their owner by prohibiting the producer who has to sell them abroad 
in an unprotected market from buying as a return cargo what he 
needs, and by foreing him to pay 50 per cent. more for things he must 
have to a New England manufacturer than he was offered them for 
where he sold his grain, his cotton, or any other product of his farm. 
The money received abroad comes to this country, it is true, but who 
gets it? The producer of the exports is the loser, the government 
gets nothing, the tax-payers are not relieved, and the New England 
manufacturer has no right to it; in short, the wrong man is enriched 
by Mr. MorRILVL’s legislation. 

But let us look a little farther into the so-called ruin free trade has 
wrought in England. While her population has increased from 
26,500,000 in 1841 to 35,000,000 in 1881, the able-bodied paupers who 
had to be supported by taxation in England and Wales decreased 
from 201,000 in 1849 to 111,000 in 1880, and the number of criminal 
convictions from 34,000 in 1840 to 15,600 in1881. Thetaxable incomes 
of her people, excluding Ireland, increased from £251,000,000 in 1842 
to £582,000,000 in 1880, an increase of 130 per cent., while her popu- 
lation increased only 33. The value of her annual exports was 
swollen from £51,000,000 in 1840 to £223,000,000 in 1880, an increase 
of 450 per cent.; while the annual savings of the working classes, 
leaving out of account the increased comfort and advantages afforded 
by cheap food and materials, are estimated to have increased from 
£24,500,000 in 1540 to £76,500,000 in 1880. To usethe language of the 
Senator: 

These are monumental facts, and y ca ink si 
tho Alakonne ee Rocky a Sev y an no more be blinked out of sight than 

English laborers and mechanics to-day receive much higher wages 
than like labor or skill commands in any other European country, 
yet her manufacturers compete successfully with all other people. 
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Of course there are periods of depression im business and consequent 
suffering in all densely populated countries. The year 1879 was a 
disastrous one for England; her crops failed, while those of the United 
States were superabundant; yet for that year the trade of England 
with other countries amounted to £612,000,000, her population being 
35,000,000, while the external trade of the United States, with a popu 
lation of nearly fifty millions, amounted to only £239,000,000, over 80: 
per cent. of our exports, being not only unprotected but heavily bur- 
dened agricultural products, were sent abroad in foreign ships to- 
feed a starving world. The statesmen of England who broke down 
the long-cherished protective policy of that country and established 
free trade in its stead, met with an opposition as determined as the: 
monopolists of this country now present to any attempt to curtail or 
diminish their privileges, and on the same grounds. Joint debates 
were had before the people. There Mr. Cobden, Mr. Bright, and their 
adherents laid down the following proposition : 


That in the opinion of this meeting, the corn laws, and every other law which 
protects one class at the expense of other classes, must prove injurious to the 
national prosperity, and therefore all monoplies, whether passed under the pre- 
text of benefiting the agricultural, colonial, or manufacturing interests, ought to 
be immediately abolished. 


They were met by the advocates of the landed aristocracy and other: 
protected interests with the following counter-proposition, which the 
Senator from Vermont and every protectionist in America repeats 
to-day as an answer to all propositions for relief: 

That protection to native industry, particularly to the agriculture of the coun- 
try, is essential to the well-being of the State, and any attempt, however plausible, 
to abolish that, protection and further depreciate the productions of our own soil 
will only end in the spread of inevitable ruin throughout the rural districts, and 
ultimately deprive the manufacturers of their best and surest customers. 


If he will change the position of the farmers and manufacturers 
the Senator from Vermont could not formulate the claims of the pro- 
tectionists better to-day. Fortunately for England it failed to hum- 
bug the people or alarm her statesmen. The principles of Bright and 
Cobden were inangurated by Peel and are now supported by Glad- 
stone, with the results I have already pointed out. 

What a contrast the true state of the case presents to the distorted 
presentation of them as made by the Senator from Vermont, and 
how proudly the present condition of England compares with the 
““dugustan age, or from Queen Anne down throughout the Georgian era 
and the policy maintained by Chatham,” §-c., who is quoted by the Senator 
as saying: 

If America makes a stocking or a horse-nail, I would advise that she be made to 
feel the whole weight of England. 


The Senator has made every man in America feel the whole weight 
of Congress if he dare to buy a stocking or a horseshoe-nail without 
paying tribute to his protected pets. John Fiske, in the “ Nine- 
teenth Century,” shows so clearly the policy of the Senator as illus- 
trated by the treatment of the American colonies during his ‘‘ Augus- 
tan age,” which he maintains in this country, and hopes England 
will be compelled to restore, that I will read some extracts from it. 
He says: 

On these principles the American eolonies must buy more from England than 
they sell to it, so that after squaring up the accounts the cash balance may always 
be received by England. ‘To attain this object more completely, and to prevent any 
other country from sharing in these benefits, the colonies were required to confine 
their trade entirely to England. No American colony could send its tobacco, or its- 
cotton, or its iron to France or to Holland, or to any other country than England ; 
nor could it buy a yard of French silk or a pound of Chinese tea except from Eng- 
lish merchants. Thus the English merchants secured for themselves a double 
monopoly—a monopoly of purchases and a monopoly of sales. By a further pro- 
vision, although American ships might bring goods to England, the carrying trade 
between the different colonies was strictly confined to British ships. Next, in 
order to protect British manufactures, it was thought necessary to prohibit the 
colonists from mantfacturing. They might grow wool, but it must be carried to 
England to be woven into cloth; they might smelt iron, but it must be carried to 
England to be made into plowshares. Finally, in order to protect British agri- 
cultural interests, corn laws were enacted, putting a prohibitory tariffon all kinds 
of grain and other farm produce shipped from the colonies to ports in Great Britain. 

Regulations of this sort were of course very tyrannical as well as very absurd, 
but it was a long time before the colonists felt them to be so. In point of fact they 
were seldom strictly enforced ; but one might suppose that, quite apart from the 
question of strict enforcement, the colonists, who were so sensitive about their liber- 
ties, would have resented the imposition of such commercial restrictions quite as 
promptly and energetically as they resented the imposition of a direct tax. But 
there was really a marked difference between the two cases. The dullness of the 
human imagination is such that ten dollars extorted from a man through legisla- 
tive interference with the natural course of trade, or through a debasement of the 
circulating medium, does not begin to atfect his mind so much as one dollar extorted 
by a direct legislative demand for it. There is no subject, moreover, on which cor- 
rect and enlightened ideas are so slow in penetrating the masses of the people as 
political economy. This is partly because the phenomena of production and trade, 
though familiar in some small degree to every one, are seldom comprehended on a 
truly great scale, and when so comprehended they are found to be really very com- 
plicated. And it is partly because almost every man has a selfish interest in some 
particular monopoly, the maintenance of which is not compatible with the highest 
degree of public prosperity, and his interest in this particular monopoly will warp 
his judgment on every economical question that may come up. 

Again he says: , 

If we contemplate the marvelous patchwork of tariff legislation under which 
American industries have suffered since 1861, we need not wonder that two hun- 
dred years ago the British Government should have thought it right and expedi- 
ent to impose the navigation act upon its colonies, or that the colonists should. 
have failed to perceive anything wrong in principle in the commercial restrictions 





which it contained. 

That was the policy of England during the AUGUSTAN AGE of” 
which the Senator is so enamored, and the Parliament all through the 
Georgian era, which he hopes to see restored, was controlled quite as: 
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much by the avistocracy of England and the protected monopolists 
there as the American Congress ever was by the combinations of 
manufacturers, railroad magnets, and national bankers. Until after 
the reform bill was passed in 1834 the people of England were pow- 
erless in the hands of their masters. A very able writer thus de- 
scribes the situation up to 1834. The House of Commons did not at 
that time index public opinion because of radical defects in its con- 
stitution. The whole population of the kingdom was 21,000,000, but 
those who voted for members of the House were only 400,000. The 
Duke of Norfolk was himself represented by 11 members, Lord Lons- 
dale by 9, Lord Darlington by 7, the Duke of Rutland, the Marquis 
of Buckingham, and Lord Carrington, each had 6—43 members rep- 
resenting 6 persons. The borough of Old Sarum had 2 members, who 
were elected by one voter who kept an ale-house, while the great cities 
of Edinburg, Glasgow, and Bath, with a united population of over 
400,000 souls, had 6 members elected by a constituency of 105 voters. 
The borough of Bramber had 2 members, representing a male popu- 
lation of 56 persons, while Gatton and Dunwich had 4 members, 2 
elected by 6 voters and 2 by 7, and so on. These boroughs were 
held as a property, Gatton being valued at the good round sum of 
£100,000, or $500;000, as a mere investment because it supplied a 
seat in the House of Commons. : 

Little wonder protection to privileged classes was maintained 
when parliaments were so constituted. Little wonder the cham- 
pions of protection, subsidy, and exclusive privileges here long for a 
return of the ‘‘Augyistan age” of England and hold up the legisla- 
tion ef her aristocracy as worthy of all imitation. The rights and 
interests of the masses of the people of England were not deemed 
worthy of consideration. They had no rights the privileged classes 
felt under any obligation to respect. They counted their retainers, 
as Mr. D. J. Morrell and his co-protectionists do their operatives in 
the petitions they send us for a tariff commission, each boasting how 
many they work and control. The Senator from Vermont has not 
been with them on all occasions, and when he differed with them he 
had the courage to tell the country what he thought of their meth- 
ods. I was a member at the other end of the Capitol when he and I 
both were defeated, after an earnest contest in our respective Houses, 
in an effort to prevent the railroad magnates from invading the pub- 
lic grounds here and destroying them. On the 16th of May, 1872, 
the REcoRD shows that the Senator from Vermont, disgusted with 
repeated defeats by the friends of Colonel Scott and his allies, indig- 
nantly said: 

Now, Mr. President, knowing that the chief is out here, waiting and impatient, I 
will subside, but I want to exhibit my forbearance. All these amendments [exhib- 
iting a bundle of papers) I shall not offer. 

And it was reported at the time that a distinguished Senator said, 
in substance, that if Mr. Scott had no further legislation to propose 
he would move that the Senate do now adjourn. By breaking up 
class legislation here we will do as much for this country as the 
reform bill and the repeal of the corn laws did for England. 

The Senator from Vermont maintained that the protective policy 
of England through the long ‘Georgian era,” which he lauded as 
England’s ‘‘Augustan age,” had “created and sustained the most varied 
and extensive workshops in the world.” I cannot better prove how mis- 
leading that assumption is than by reading a paragraph from a very 
able article by Edward Atkinson, of Boston, in the Fortnightly Re- 
view. He says: 

A very erroneous idea prevails to some extent in the United States as to the 


motive of these reforms ; and it is often asserted that they were begun when great | 


prosperity had been achieved by the system of tariff taxation that preceded them. 
ow utterly at variance with the facts this view is has been overlooked even by 
many in England. The true state of the case has been recorded in these words: 


‘It is impossible to convey by mere statistics of our exports any adequate pict- | 


ure of the condition of the nation when Sir Robert Peel took office in 1841. Every 
interest in the country was alike depressed. In the manufacturing districts mills 
and workshops were closed, and property daily depreciated in value; in the seaports 
shipping was laid up useless in harbor; agricultural laborers were eking out a 
miserable existence upon starvation wages and parochial relief; the revenue was 
insufficient to meet the national expenditure; the country was brought to the 
verge of national and universal bankruptcy. The protective system, which was 
supported with the view of rendering the country independent of foreign sources 
of supply, and thus, it was hoped, fostering the growth of a home trade, had most 
effectually destroyed that trade by reducing the entire population to beggary, des- 
titution, and want. The masses of the population were unable to procure food, 
and had consequently nothing to spend on British manufactures.”—Nobdle's Fiscal 
Legislation of Great Britain. 

_ It would be difficult to draw a more gloomy picture of the terrible 
failure of the miserable protective system which the English aristoc- 
racy had maintained so long and had forced the mass of the people 
to submit to to enable them to collect enormous rents from their im- 
poverished tenants, whose labor they so patriotically professed they 
were protecting against foreign competition. I never indulge in 
gloomy forebodings; but with no power or disposition to export man- 
ufactures and sell at the prices the world pays for them, with no ships 
and no right to buy-them, if our harvests should fail as they have in 
Europe for three years, and they might, and thus cut off our agricult- 
ural exports, which are nearly all we have, or if the foreign nations 
who are our carriers on the ocean should go to war with each other, 
as they have often done, and thus cut off our only chance to get these 
exports to market, a state of things would soon arise in this country 
that would bring ruin to thousands but would end in breaking up our 
miserable protective system as it did in England. I was impressed 
with the truth of almost the closing sentence in the speech of the Sen- 
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ator from Vermont. While he had held out the hope if not the wish 
all through it that the English reactionists, “ fair traders,” or retalia- 
tionists, call them what you will, the aristocracy and their adherents, 
would yet impose duties on wheat, provisions, pork, and other farm 
products seeking a market there, he was obliged despairingly to ad- 
mit that— 

An impost on corn there, it is clear, would now produce an exodus of her laboring 
population that would soon leave the banner ot Victoria waving over a second-rate 
power. 

Bismarck is illustrating the truth of that by his new protective 
tariff, which the Senator approves so warmly. Nearly 200,00@ German 
immigrants came to this country last year. In a few years, if that 
continues and the temper of France does not change, the now proud 
banner of Germany will wave over a second-rate power. I received 
from the Bureau of Statistics, a few days ago, an elaborate report on 
German industries, made up from investigations made by eighty-five 
of the chambers of commerce in the leading cities of Germany. Nearly 
all of them condemn the new tariff as oppressive to the laborer, de- 
structive to commerce, and in every way injurious to the mass of the 
people; a few of those protected think if it was only a little higher 
it might operate better, but not one of them speak of it in terms of 
approbation. I believe it was compiled by the British minister at 
Berlin; perhaps that may be regarded as evidence against it, but that 
nearly two hundred thousand citizens left there after the protective 
tariff had been in operation for about a year is vouched for by our own 
authorities. I am satisfied the reports of the chambers of commerce 
are truly set forth. 

But 1 must hasten on. One of the arguments which the Senator 
and those who like him advocate protective tariffs press with much 
earnestness is, that they can point out ae articles which cost 
the consumer less now than they did when the protective tariff was 
imposed, and the Senator gave several instances, as though he thought 
that was evidence, that home competition had reduced prices. ‘The 
productive power of the machinery we have been subsidizing so long 
and so heavily to enable them to produce has increased many fold. 
I have seen a hundred self-binders on the Dalrymple farms in Dakota 
doing the work of five hundred men every day, and not adding a pound 
to the weight of the machinery that cut the grain. All the machinery 
now owned by the protected manufacturers can produce goods at 
rates greatly reduced below what human labor and skill alone could 
do. Are they to claim credit for reductions below formér hand-made 
rates, when all the nations in the world have like machinery, most 
of it obtained by its owners without subsidy, which makes like goods 
now 50 per cent. cheaper than the American manufacturer is yet 
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This people taxed themselves about sixty million dollars to aid 
the great Union and Central Pacific Railroads in building their lines 
from the Missouri River to San Francisco, and gave them lands 
enough to found a great empire. When they charge the people of 
Reno, for example, $800—as Mr. Daggett proved they did in the 
House of Representatives—to carry a car load of goods from New 
York to that point, and yet carry an exactly similar car, with a like 
load, over the same lines, past Reno, to San Francisco, 400 miles 
farther, for $300, is it any answer to the men in Reno, who are thus 
robbed, to be told by the railroad magnates that they have no right 
to complain; that they are getting their goods much faster and 
cheaper, even at these rates, than they used to when they hauled 
them in wagons over the plains? Of course not; yet it is quite as. 
good as the claim that Mr. MorRRILL and his co-protectionists set 
up for the manufacturers, in order to enable them to maintain 
I admit that if we tax the people sufficiently, 
and take enough of the money collected by the tax-gatherer, we 
could grant a subsidy liberal enough to enable the Senator to raise 
oranges in Vermont profitably, if we would protect him against 
Southern and foreign competition ; so we could protect the gas com- 
panies against the intrusion of the light of the sun in the residences 
and public buildings in the District of Columbia. He is a foreign 
intruder who underworks our producers in many things. Raising 
oranges is a legitimate industry, and the Senator might want to 
engage in it, but I submit to him whether it would not be better for 
the country if he would raise potatoes, haul them to Cuba, and 
swap them for oranges, which the sun has produced, and pocket the 
profits of hauling both ways, thus furnishing each country at cheap 
rates with abundance of what both needs, rather than to lobby a bill 
through Congress to give him a monopoly of an unnatural and 
unsuitable, though legitimate, business in Vermont, by increasing 
tenfold the price of oranges to all the people. Extension of trade, 
and the furnishing of needed supplies at cheap rates to our people 
by appropriating all the advantages of soil, climate, and the pecu- 
liar talents of other people, paying for them with the products which 
we can sell cheaper thayghey can get them otherwise, is the problem 
American statesmen have to solve as best they can in the years to 
come, 

Mr. Atkinson, in the article from which I read, says: 

It has become apparent to a great many representatives of branches of indus- 
try that were formerly urgent for protection that the extension of their own mar- 
kets would be greatly promoted by the removal of the restrictions upon commerce. 

And among other facts showing why that is so he says: 


One operative in Lowell, working machinery one year on cotton drills for China, 
produces 8,000 pounds of cloth, enough to clothe 1,600 Chinamen for a year at five 
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pounds each, or 3,200 East Indians at two and a half pounds each. No hand- 
yng = Ses weaving can long compete under these conditions; neither can the 
farm laborers of India or Eastern Europe compete with the machine-made wheat 
of the Western States. 

Every intelligent disinterested man who will take the trouble to 
look over the elaborate report of Secretary Blaine, issued in October, 
1881, and the reports of the American consuls, on which it is based, 
on the “ Cotton-Goods Trade of the World and the Share of the United 
States Therein,’ which has doubtless been furnished to every Senator, 
will see at once the folly of our protective tariff, and the contempti- 
ble figure we make in that great world-wide industry. The cotton 
product of the world in 1880 was estimated at 3,500,000,000 pounds, 
of which we produced 2,770,000,000, nearly four-fifths of the whole; 
of which Enlgand took from us in 1881 1,301,635,520, our total ex- 
ports being 69 per cent. of all we raised. England exported cotton 
goods in 1881 to the value of $367,241,000; the exports of the Uhited 
States amounted to $9,980,00, of which England and Canada took 
$5,643,779, and all the balance of the world $4,337,221, not much 
more than we collect annually from the tax of one cent on a box of 
matches, less by $1,194,770 than we received in 1881 from matches 
and bank-checks. Of course the bulk of our cotton trade with 
Canada is carried on by smuggling across the lines. They are easy 
to cross in Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine. Secretary Blaine 
shows on page 15 of his report, that over 19,000,000 yards out of a 
total of tess than 24,000,000 yards evaded the custom-house. Look 
at our cotton trade with Brazil. We sent $687,523 and England 
sends $17,182,000, (see page 49.) Turn China 19, page 49.) England 
sends there goods worth $32,258,000; we send $373,508; yet we have 
been subsidizing from time to time lines of steamers to build up 
trade with these countries. If we cannot succeed in the trade in 
cotton goods with all the advantages we have as the raisers of the 
raw material, what can we succeed in? 

I may as well say here that the total value of all the cotton goods 
imported into the United States from all countries in the year 1880 
was $29,929,000, about 8 per cent. of the value of the exports of Eng- 
lish cotton goods. She does not seem to be very dependent upon us 
for a market, and it is not easy to see how Mr. MorrRILt and his 
co-protectionists can persuade our people that England pays the 
tariff tax for the privilege of obtaining the 8 per cent. she gets from 
our trade, (if she has all.) Plain people will be apt to think that she 
has a pretty good thing in the surrender to her of the cotton market 
of the world by the people who raise four-fifths of the world’s cot- 
ton, and that the only reason why we get any revenue at all from 
cotton is that our own people find it cheaper to buy at English prices 
to the extent of about $30,000,000 a year, and pay the tax of 40 per 
cent. on that sum, than to buy the goods at the prices charged by 
the American manufacturers, because, in spite of all sophistry, men 
will buy where they can buy cheapest, and that must be the cheap- 
est way for our people to get them or the goods would not be brought 
from England. 

I know the ready answer of Senator MoRRILL and all the supporters 
of his high protective tariff; it runs all through his elaborate speech, 
and will be the text for thousands of campaign speeches. They assert 
that England undersells us because she works ill-fed, ill-clad, ill-paid 
paupers, and that American freemen must not be degraded by work- 
ing at the prices they are compelled to accept. Fortunately for the 
truth, (as any statement of mine would be unheeded, ) Secretary Blaine 
shows by the reports of Consul Shaw and other undoubted sources 
that the wages of operatives paid in the cotton-mills of Manchester 
are higher than are paid in many parts of the United States for like 
work, and are about as high as the wages paid in Massachusetts, 
(see pages 98and99.) Ipropose to read what the Secretary says, and 
make it part of the record, as I suppose an effort will be made to sup- 
press the report or read the Secretary out of the party for daring to 
tell such unwholesome truths. That report is a valuable contribu- 
tion to commercial history, but I will not injure the report or the 
ex-Secretary by speaking wellofit. Iwill content myself with read- 
ing. He says: 

Owing to the different arrangements of the English and American tables of 
wages, it is difficult to give comparative analysis thereof which would show at a 
glance the difference in the wages of the operatives of both countries. 

The wages of spinners and weavers in Lancashire and in Massachusetts, accord- 
ing to the foregoing statements, were as follows, per week: 

Spinners: English, $7.20 to $8.40, (master spinners running as high as $12 ;) Amer- 
ican, $7.07 to $10.30. 

Weavers: English, $3.84 to $8.64, subject at the date on which these rates were 
given to a reduction of 10 per cent. ; American, $4.82 to $8.73. 

The average wages of employés in the Massachusetts mills is as follows, accord- 
ing to the official returns: Men, $8.30; women, $5.62; male children, $3.11; female 
children, $3.08. According to Consul Shaw’s report the average wages of the men 
employed in the Lancashire mills on the 1st of January, 1880, was about $8 per 
week, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent. ; women, from $3.40 to $4.30, subject 
to a reduction of 10 per cent. 

The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are 56; in the Massachusetts mills, 
GO per week. The hours of labor in the mills in the gther New England States, 
where the wages are generally less than in Massachusttts, are usually 66 to 69 per 
Ween. 

Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American operatives 
ure more than equalized by the greater etliciency of the latter and their longer 
hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be 
proven from official statistics, it would be a very important element in the estab- 
lishment of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cotton-goods 
trade of the world. 

In the two prime factors which may be said to form the basis of the cotton man- 
nfacturing indastry, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the advantage over 
England in the first, and stand upon an equality with her in the second. _ 
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Having the raw material at our doors, it follows that we should be able to con- 
vert it into manufactures, all things else being equal, with more economy and 
facility than can be done by England, which imports our cotton and then manu- 
factures it in her mills. The expense of handling, transportation, and commission 
must be an important item in this regard as compared with our turning in the fiber 
from the cotton-fields to our mills and shipping it in the advanced form of manu- 
factured goods. Add tothis the secondary fact that it costs us no more to handle 
and manufacture the same than it costs in England, and we stand on an undoubted 
equality thus far in the race of competition. 


There never was a greater fallaey than the oft-repeated assertion 
that England has succeeded by starving, overworking, and under- 
paying her operatives. Her business men are too sagacious to pur- 
sue such apolicy. Well fed and well paid men always do more work 
and do it better than ill fed or ill paid men will or can. No higher 
evidence of that is needed than the fact that England is now paying 
far higher wages than any nation on the continent of Europe; yet 
she is outtrading and underselling them all so far, not only in the neu- 
tral markets of the world but in their own, that Bismarck and the rest 
of them are ery restrictions on trade in their own dominions to 
protect their ill fed and badly paid operatives against the products 
of very much better paid English labor. Our sailors in ante bellum 
days illustrated the same principle. We paid higher wages than any 
other people, and yet got more. freights and made more money than 
any of them. I am opposed to low wages or cheap labor. I never 
knew a cheap lawyer, doctor, preacher, mechanic, or laborer who did 
good work. I believe low taxes and extended trade and commerce 
will increase the wages of American operatives in all branches of 
business and add enormously to the purchasing power of the wages 
they get, just as it did in England. 

Ie the statements of Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Bright were not a suf- 
ficient contradiction of the bp Fah assertions of the Senator 
from Vermont, the official report of the American Secretary of State, 
sustained by the reports of our consuls, ought to be very conclusive 
as to the wages of English operatives under free trade. It needs no 
argument to prove that the wages of the laboring-man, no matter 
what his vocation is, who has to spend substantially his annual 
earnings for the support of his family, are valuable to him in propor- 
tion to their purchasing power. I am eonvinced that the present 
tariff reduces the purchasing power of the American mechanic and 
laborer’s wages from 33 to 50 per cent., as compared with the pur- 
chasing power of the English laborer’s wages. Mr. Edward Young, 
while chief of our Bureau of Statistics, compiled from the reports of 
our European consuls a book entitled Labor in Europe and Amer- 
ica, in which he said: 

From a careful computation made in London it is believed that clothing can be 
purchased there at 50 per cent. of the gold and 56 per cent. of the currency prices 
in New York. From a tailor in High Holborn, who makes more clothing for citi- 
zens of the United States than any other in London, the following prices were ob- 
tained: Good business suits, made to order, of good and fashionable material, 
cost from 58s. to 60s., ($14 to $15,) the lowest peice of similar Pigs in New York, 
ready-made, being $28 to $30. Suits of fine blue cloth, 88s. 6d.,($19.96,) which it is 
believed could not be obtained anywhere in the United States for $40. Fine black 
cloth dress vests, 10s., ($2.40 ;) dress trousers of best black doeskin, 30s., ($7.20 ;) 
frock coats of the best black cloth that could be purchased in London, silk-lined, 


808., ($19.36 ;) overcoats from 50s. to 60s.,($12 to $15,) the latter of good beaver cloth, 
with silk-velvet collar. 


All of these being about half the cost of like articles here. Hon. 
Fernando Wood, chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives, made a speech in support of a bill re- 
ported by his committee to reduce tariff taxes, April 9, 1878, in whieh 
he said, and as far as I know no one denied the correctness of the 
facts: 


The influence of the tariff on the commonest kind of mixed woolen dress goods, 

such as are worn by the poorest classes in the country, is of a nature that requires 
the most serious consideration. 
» Fancy alpaca, costing in England 7} cents per yard, is subject to a duty ot 5 
cents per yard, and sold in this market at 20 cents per yard. Now, as it takes 
twenty yards of this stuff to make a dress, the poorest woman of our working 
classes pays a direct tax of $1 foradress. Black alpaca, costing in Eagent. 5} 
pence or 11} cents of our money, is ae to a duty of 8} oon ak yard. This 
article is sold for 274 cents oe yard and worn by the millions of our population. 
Surely an article costing in England 5} pence cannot be considered a luxury; yet 
we find that the pernicious working of our tariff is of that kind which oppresses 
the poorer classes in all their necessaries of life. Black cashmere is worn as a 
Sunday dress by millions of our indrustrial classes. The cost of these goods in 
Europe is 26 cents, the duty thereon amounts to 184 cents per yard, and is conse- 
quently sold at 55 cents a yard wholesale in the United States. 

Now, do our people generally understand what such a duty really means? A 
workingman in Europe buying a dress of this kind for his wife and using only ten 
yards of it would get it at $2.60, whereas his brother-workingman in the United 
States if he wishes to treat his wife with a dress of this class would have to pay 
$5.50 for the same dress, or more than double. 

The question therefore arises whether it is absolutely necessary to charge a tax 
of $1.85 on adress of this kind, coming as it does ont of the pocket of the hard 
working man for the benefit of sustaining the Government and the industries of 
this country. Surely it must be admitted that there is no country in the world 
where an — taxation is laid upon the labor and industry of the hardest work- 
ing man of the population. 

What is true of glothing is equally true of blankets and most of 
the necessaries of life which a housekeeper, however humble his 
home, is compelled to have. One dollar will buy 13 pounds of sugar 
in England; it will buy 10 pounds here. Each person there con- 
sumes 64 pounds of sugar; here each consumes 38 pounds. In pro- 
visions only, such as bread and meat, the purchasing power of the 
wages of the American laborer exceeds that of the Englishman, and 
that only to the extent of the cost of the ocean freight from New 
York to Liverpool, which is a very small item. Mr. Nimmo, the pres- 
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ent Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in his report on the internal 
commerce of the United States, page 7, says— 

That the freight charges for the movement from Chicago to Boston, a distance 
of one thousand miles, of one year’s subsistence of grain and meat for an adult work- 
ingman amounts to but $1.25, which sum is only one day’s wages of a common 
laborer and half the daily wages of a good carpenter or mason. 

The charges from Boston or New York to Liverpool on the same 
freight are not as much as from Chicago to Boston, so that the dif- 
ference in the cost of food between Liverpool and Boston is a very 
smallitem. The questions of pauperism and starvation in England 
as the basis of cheap production being disposed of, I ask why do not 
our cotton manufacturers compete with England for the trade of 
the world in cotton goods? I have selected that class merely 
because we have later and more authentic official information in 
regard to it than any other, and time would fail me if I attempted to 
take up each class in detail. One illustrates all. If lam asked, “Can 
they export their products and compete successfully,” my answer is 
they can, but they will not, because Congress has intertered by the Mor- 
rill tariff, and has imposed a tax of 35 per cent. on every shirt, sheet, 
napkin, and spool of thread which every man in the United States 
Wears or uses as a subsidy to the cotton manufacturers, after having 
taxed the people to buy them the best machinery in the world to do 
what human labor once had to perform, and they know that Senator 
Morr zt and his allies will prove that any man who dares to say a 
word against this robbery of the people is bought with British gold 
and is a secret emissary of the Cobden Club, Whyshould they seek 
to sell to foreign paupers? The right to subsidize 50,000,000 of people 
at home is good enough for them—what little they can smuggle into 
Canadaand Mexicois that much stolen from that old tyrant, England. 
Every other class of men have to work and spend money to secure 
sales and to open markets, working for the smallest margin of 
profit, against the sharpest and most active and intelligent competi- 
tion. 

The merchants of the city of New York alone have, as we all know, 
many thousands of the brightest men in the country drumming for 
business in every town and village in the land. The annual cost 
must be enormous. Every business man in every city and village 
has to struggle for trade. Look at our own consular reports, and see 
the struggle England is making to secure and maintain her trade. 
There is hardly a town or village in the most remote corner of the 
most obscure country where she has not her well trained and well 
paid consuls and commercial agents, whose duty it is to drum (I 
don’t know a more expressive word) for trade. Her manufacturers 
and merchants make such goods as suit the markets, the tastes, the 
absurdities, if you like, of the people they trade with, and they are 
prepared to swap what they offer for what other people have; they 
swap ten times where they sell once; they know that all trade to be 
long continued must be barter, and they act on common-sense princi- 
ples. We have no foreign trade in manufactures, because our manu- 
facturers are not required to condescend to such drudgery. They 
look to Congress; they spend their money and exhaust their energies 
in publishing newspapers to advocate their claims and in forcing oper- 
atives to vote for Congressmen who will perpetuate their subsidies; 
they threaten and denounce every public man who opposes their 
demands ; in short, like all subsidy-seekers, their methods and their 
purposes are demoralizing and antagonistic to the general good. I 
might speak of their methods in detail, but it is unnecessary. Proof 
was made at the time we reduced the tariff on salt one-half, some 
years ago, that the salt combination closed up the Kanawha salt- 
works for a long time, paying a heavy dead rent to the owners, and 
leaving the laborers to starve, because their works were selling salt 
too cheap, and still later it was proved that the Bessemer steel monopo- 
lists, doubly protected by patents and tariff, closed up the Vulcan Works, 
at Saint Louis, paying the owners an enormous dead rent, while hun- 
dreds of operatives and their families were turned out of employment 
to prevent competition and overproduction. Yet they call that pro- 
tecting American labor. These are merely specimens. Protection 
and subsidy, for they are synonymous terms, prevent competition, 
always develope unjust and dishonest combinations, diminish pro- 
duction, make labor dependent on the caprice of the subsidized 
machine owner, corrupt legislation, and burden all legitimate in- 
dustries. There isnot one of the protected band who would not turn 
off half his hands any day in midwinter if he found a new machine in 
any part of Europe that would do their work, or employ Chinamen 
in their stead if they would do the work five cents a day cheaper. 

It is absurd for these men, their organs, or their advocates to pre- 
tend that a reduction of even one-half of their present tariff protec- 
tion would either close up their works or diminish their production. 
It would simply compel them to extend their markets, double their 
energies, increase their products, and seil them at reasonable prices ; 
all of which would be for the good of the country. I know no bet- 
ter proof of how little advantage an infant industry requires to com- 
pete successfully with an old and well-established one than is fur- 
nished by the success of the young cotton industries of the South with 
those of Massachusetts, indeed of all the East, which the country has 
been required to pay tribute to for generations, and most extrava- 
gant bounties to for the last sixteen years. Mr. Nelson, the ex- 
tremely careful and intelligent correspondent of the Philadelphia 
Press, in his letter from Atlanta on the 26th of last November, illus- 
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trates what I mean so well that I will read his statements on that 
subject. He says: 

I have already shown in a former communication that a British operative will 
run over eighty-four spindles, while the American operative runs about sixty ; and 
that this makes an enormous difference in the wage account in favor of the British 
mill-owner. The difference between New England and the South is vastly greater. 
The average New England operative runs sixty-eight spindles, and the average 
Southern operative runs thirty-four spindles. 

This state of facts does away in a large measure with the wage question. The 
New England mills can afford topay very much larger wages to operatives who ean 
do so muchmore work. * * * ‘There is agreat future beforeit (the South] inthe 
way of manufacturing its own — and when that future comes and the South- 
= we towns rival Lowell and Fall River, then will the Southern problem be 
solved. 

It has been estimated that the saving here would be from one to two cents per 
pound, or from five dollars to ten dollars a bale. The atmosphere is so humid in 
most parts of the cotton States as to provide so much moisture that the use of arti- 
ficial means of keeping the thread wet is avoided. The power is cheaper, for the 
Southern cotton-mill can be built in one of the innumerable water-powers that 
abound in the South, and which run free from ice all the yearround. The best 
and largest mill in Georgia is the Eagle and Pheenix, at Columbus. Its exhibit 
here tells the story of what it can accomplish as to the quality of its goods. The 
company was organized in 1868. ‘The paid-up capital is $1,250,000, and on that cap- 
ital it has paid a dividend of over7 per cent. for twelve years. This period, it will 
be noticed, includes the panic year 1873, and the years of depression immediately 
following. The wages of the operatives of this mill are about half those of the 
operatives of a New England mill, but the proportion of ee to operatives is 
only as 35 to 1, so that the wage question is in favor’of the New England mill- 
owner, yet that mill now earns more than 12 per cent. a year, notwithstanding all 
its drawbacks. It has been intimated that most of the good mills of the South 
make trom 15 to 20 per cent. a year. The Augusta mill, for example, which was 
started in 1858, has made since the war about 15 per cent. and the property is 
worth $400,000 more than the capital invested. The Atlanta cotton-mill is now 
making money at the rate of 20 per cent. onits capital, and the average July divi- 
dend of Georgia mills was at the rate of 12 per cent. perannum. * * * * That 
saving of from five to ten dollars a bale in the cottonillustrates the possibilities of 
the future for cotton manufactures in the South. Say thatthe saving is $7.50 a bale, 
and calculate what that means to the mill-owner. The Eagle and Pheenix mill, 
with its 45,000 spindles, uses 13,000 bales of cotton a year. There is a saving 
against a Northern competitor using the same amount of cotton of $97,500 a year. 
This is almost two-thirds of its 12 per cent. dividend. 

Mr. President, these are striking facts and they illustrate this prin- 
ciple: that proximity to the raw material and the market for the 
product is about all the protection an infant industry needs to enable 
it to compete successfully with an old and well established one. 
Georgia has to compete with New England in the cotton trade upon 
the principles of absolute free trade—thanks to the wisdom of the 
framers of the Constitution free trade is established beyond the reach 
of Congress between and among all the citizens and States of this 
Republic—and she is doing it successfully, developing her industries 
and contending with her rich and powerful rivals under far greater 
disadvantages than New England would have in a free contest in the 
cotton product with Great Britain to-day. I will vote cheerfully, in 
order to give these young Southern industries something like a fair 
start with the old ones we have subsidized so long, for a bill making 
all cotton machinery free from tariff taxation. I think the Southern 
people have the right, as it takes nothing out of the Treasury, to pur- 
chase as cheaply as they can such machinery as will enable each op- 
erative there to run sixty-eight or eighty-four spindles, instead of 
thirty-four as they now do with their imperfect though high-priced 
machinery. That is a fair and honest way to protect and encourage 
home industry and increase the number of factory operatives to aid 
in consuming our superabundant agricultural products, which is so 
loudly proclaimed as being the leading object of the protectionists. 
I would go a step farther and make the iron cotton-tie free, even if 
some manufacturer here had to lose the bounty he now gets. I would 
rebuke the dishonest effort so persistently made to levy a tax of 75 
instead of 35 percent.onthem. Butthe main reason is that the cot- 
ton producers of the South were robbed—I mean robbed ; no milder word 
will express it—by Congress out of over $60,000,000 by the cotton tax 
of 1865-66; that was an unjust and unconstitutional tax on exports. 
Even now 70 per cent. of the cotton produced is exported, and the 
Senator trom Vermont had to say, when he was advising Texas to 
produce less, that— 

The amount of the surplus sent abroad determines the price of the whole crop. 

That, as we all know, is true, and being true the tax exacted here 
was taken out of the pockets of the American producer, who had to 
export to find a market and was compelled to take the same price 
in Liverpool as his foreign competitors. But I would make them free 
for another reason. I will let Mr. Burchard, now Director of the 
Mint, then a member of the Committee of Ways and Means, state the 
facts as he did in Congress June 4, 1878. I wish every Senator would 
read his speech. He said: 

Why did we raise the tariffon cottons? I wish I had time to call attention to the 
items of the cotton tariff as we fixed it in 1861. We imposed duties of one, three, 
and four cents per square yard. We raised these duties in 1865, to five, six and a 
half, and seven cents, with 10 per cent. added to that, according to the size, qual- 
ity, weight, &c. Why did we do that? Because we put a duty of three cents a 
pound ON IMPORTED RAW COTTON— 

Note that— 
and an internal-revenue tax of three cents a pound on all cotton grown in the 
country. 

And he adds, what I dispute : 


This of course raised the cost and price of the manufactures of cotton. 


Mark you, this was after the war closed. A tax on imported cot- 
ton, when we raise four-fifths of all that is produced in the world 
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and export 70 per cent. of all we raise, like the tariff on imported 
wheat when we export 36 per cent. of all we produce, on the pretense 
that the farmer is protected by it, isa sham and a delusion, not to 
say a fraud. 

Mr. MorriLt is right for once. 
price of the whole crop. The New England manufacturers bought 
raw cotton then, as now, at the Liverpool price, less the difference in 
freights. The producer of the cotton paid the tax, but the enormous 
tariff tax imposed on the pretense that the manufacturer paid it has 
been kept up ever since, and the whole country has paid the subsidy, 
although the tax of 3 per cent. was taken off cotton in 1867 and has 
never since been imposed. 

The Senator from Vermont said: 

When our recent great army was disbanded war taxes were largely reduced. 

That is true. All the income taxes, taxes on manufactures, on cot- 
ton, on licenses, on everything, were all promptly removed from the 
manufacturers, but the war tariff taxes imposed on the people to com- 
pensate the manufacturers for the other war taxes still remain un- 
abated, and the Senator charges men who even now seek to abate 
them with being secret emissaries of the Cobden Club. ; 

But, to return, I ask Senators if it would not be a decent thing to 
do, as the $60,000,000 will never be paid back that was extorted from 
the cotton planters, and as the New England manufacturers have 
reaped the benefit of the war tariff without pretense of right or ne- 
cessity for fifteen years, to give the cotton planter his ties at the 
price he can buy them where he must sell his cotton, and give the 
infant cotton industries of the South the right to buy the machinery 
wherever they can buy it cheapest with which they have to contend 
on free-trade principles with industries which have been fostered, pro- 
tected, and subsidized so long, so heavily, and so unjustly as those 
of New England have been. 

Perhaps I can get the assistance of the Senator from Vermont after 
I read a passage from his speech. He said: 

It is manufactures in their infancy, in States hardly starting in diversified occu- 
pations, which need creative stimulus. 

Thatisthe condition ofthe South. TheNew England manufacturers 
have attained the age of manhood; theyarestalwartsnow; itought 
to be an insult to call them infants, and it is shameful in them to 
want to be nursed any longer. They now own machinery (the very 
best that money can buy) equal in productive power to all the human 
labor in the world. If this Congress does not give relief from their 
exactions, I hope the people will send better men in their stead to 
the next. To show that the protection—subsidy is a better word—now 
given to all other classes of nanufacturers is equally oppressive, un- 
just, and unnecessary as the subsidies now paid to the cotton manu- 
facturers, indeed that in many cases it is far worse, I will read again 
from Mr. Burchard’s speech. I prefer giving intelligent Republican 
authority. He said: 








EARLY TARIFFS. ; 

In the tariff of 1789 the duty on woolens was only 5 per cent. Subsequently ad- 
ditional duties were imposed; and manufacturers were given a higher rate of pro- 
tection, But the tariff in no case, except in regard to some special articles, aver- 
aged more than 30 per cent. on textile fabrics until during the war of 1812, when 
the duty on cottons was temporarily raised to35 per cent. The highest duty on all 
woven goods under the tariff of 1842 was 30 per cent., except on woolens, which 
paid 40 per cent. on account of a30 percent. duty the domestic manufacturers had to 
pay on their imported wools. In 1860 the duties imposed on these goods ranged 
from 19 to 30 per cent., and the present high rates were established during the 
late war. 

DUTIES INCREASED DURING THE WAR. 

Now, why did we raise the rate of tariff during the war? We did it for reve- 
nue, and also for another reason which I intended to have mentioned before. We 
had then a higher rate of taxation than they had abroad. We raised $310,000,000 
from internal-revenue taxation, and one year we raised $236,000,000 from the busi- 
ness of the country, more than $10 per capita for every man, woman, and child in 
the country, and about $50 for every worker. We had to pay the laborer and 
manufacturer at least a dollar a week more in order to make up for this internal- 
revenue taxation. 

If we had not increased our rates of tariff duties our manufacturers and our 
laborers would not have been on an equality with the manufacturersabroad. For 
that reason, in order to make up for this internal-revenue taxation so exacted, we 
put about 10 per cent. upon the average rates of duty upon foreign articles com- 
peting with our own. 

Gentlemen will remember that the internal-revenue tax was 5 per cent. on the 
value of every article made by the manufacturer. It was reduplicated. The raw 
material paid 5 per cent., and then 5 per cent. more was paid upon that material 
whenmanufactured. There were taxes on sales and taxes in every form of license. 
I think Congress did right in raising the duties at that time. 

The duties on silk goods prior to that time were about 30 per cent., although 8 

r cent. would have been a compensating tariff for the difference in cost of labor. 

ng the war we imposed a duty on imported raw silk of 35 per cent., and then 
we put a duty of 60 per cent. on all foreign imported manufactured silks; thus 
ipacearing the duty on the latter 30 per cent. to compensate for the duty on raw 
8 


Now, although it does help the manufacturer in New Jersey, Connecticut, and 
other regions of the country, I would not reduee that duty to the old rate, not- 
withstanding it pays about 200 per cent. to the manufacturer on every dollar he 
gives for the raw material he has to use. I would put as high a duty on silks as 
they will bear, because I am for obtaining as much revenue as can be got from 
silks, since they are worn by the wealthy, as a rule, and by those who can afford to 
pay the higher price. Stili it is acknowledged that the rates are too high, that 
they are above the revenue point. Theyinduce smuggling and fraudulent impor- 
tations. The duty is like that on diamonds: we would be glad to puta duty of 100 
per cent. or even a higher duty on diamonds; but practically we find that it will 
not do, if we desire to obtain the most revenue, to put the duty higher than from 


10 to 25 per cent. on diamonds, and a duty of 40 to 50 per cent. on silks will proba- | 


bly give as much revenue as the present rate. 


* * « * + 


We again take the case of woo] and woolens. In 1867 we adopted a woo} tariff. 





The foreign price regulated the | 


| 
| 
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In order to compensate for the internal-revenue tax we imposed 10 per cent. addi- 
tional duty on wool. We increased the duty on woolen goods, making it specific, 
the increase being on the average about 25 per cent. We had increased the duty 
on the raw material, and we increased the duty on the finished article. That was 
all right. ' 

TAXES ON RAW MATERIAL AND ON MANUFACTURES REPEALED. 


But soon after the war was over we found that we could reduce taxes. 
mediately proceeded to repeal these internal-revenue taxes. We took off the 5 
per cent. tax on the domestic manufacture. We took off the 35 per cent. duty on 
raw silk, which had induced putting up the tariff to 60 per cent. on manufactured 
silk. We repealed the duty on raw cotton and raw materials ; dyes and drugs, 
which had been dutiable, became free. _ but from that day to this we have made 
no revision or reduction of the tariff. We have not restored our duties to what 
they were before that time, when there Was ample and _ sufficient protection—all 
that the great chamyion of American industry, Weary Clay, asked in its behalf. 

There are gentlemen here, of course I will not name them, who earnestly and 
vigorously on the floor of the House oppose and vote against the consideration of 
the tariff bill. They will all admit that there should be, that there will be, that 
at some time there must be, a reduction of these rates to correspond with what a 
tair tariff should be. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics states that the average duties on textile 
manufactures, earthenware, metals, and provisions are : 


We im- 


Per cent. 
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These statements of Mr. Burchard seem to me to make it so clear 
that the present tariff is simply a Dill of abominations that Congress. 
will hesitate long before it adopts the plausible device of a commis- 
sion to perpetuate it. The history of its development would be both 
interesting and instructive. I cannot give it in detailnow. I may 
some day. It would interest the Senate to know what an adroit and 
skillful leader the protectionists have had in the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Vermont. The title of his first act coupled the increase of 
duties with the payment of outstanding Treasury notes and the ere- 
ating of a necessary loan. His next, of July 14, 1862, is entitled “An 
act increasing temporarily the duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses.” I would like to know what he now thinks temporarily means.. 
Each subsequent act was passed to compensate the manufacturers 
for the burdens of taxation set forth by Mr. Burchard, all of which 
the Senator now boasts were promptly removed after our great armies 
were disbanded. On the 28th of June, 1866, (see Globe, page 3468,) 
the Senator from Vermont apologized to Congress and the country 
for the imposition, even during the war, of the enormous duties he seeks 
now to maintain. He said: 

The present bill is not likely to suit everybody, and I regard it as only atempo- 
rary measure, fit to be introduced because of the imperious necessities of our 
present condition. 

Again he says: 

Although our present tariff, in ordinary times, would be likely to be denounced 
as prohibition, * * * the present bill is indispensable to preserve the aggregate 
of our internal revenue. 

Indeed, all through the debates the promise was constantly held 
out that the enormous and abnormal tariff taxation was only a tem- 
porary war expedient necessitated by the enormous internal-revenue 
taxes imposed for war purposes. I am therefore amazed, I might say 
shocked, at the attempts now made by the Senator from Vermont and 
his allies to continue it under existing circumstances. As I have 
said before, we succeeded after a long struggle in passing the act of 
June 6, 1872, reducing tariff taxation 10 per cent. on the leading 
manufactures of the country. We did so without detriment to the 
revenue ; but the ingenuity of the Senator from Vermont and his 
protected monopolists was equal tothe emergency. They pretended 
to have discovered that the sinking fund was in arrears. Although 
three Secretaries of the Treasury had proved that it was over $200,- 
000,000 in excess of all requirements or pledges, they passed the acti 
of March 3, 1875, entitled ‘‘An act to further protect the sinking 
fund,” &c., whereby they restored the 10 per cent. protection, or 
subsidy, which we had relieved the people from in 1872, and fastened 
again upon the country the old temporary war tariff of 1866, which 
they now seek to perpetuate for at least three years longer by the 
commission they have devised. See how their increase of taxation 
in 1875 operated on the revenue. 

In 1875, before these gentlemen added the 10 per cent. to the tariff, 
we received from customs $157,167,722; in 1876, under its operation, 
we received $148,071,985, and in 1877, after it had fair play, we re- 
ceived $128,233,204, or nearly $29,000,000 less than the receipts before 
the 10 per cent. additional tariff was imposed. That is the way in 
which these distinguished financiers provided for the sinking fund. 
They sunk the funds of the people in the pockets of the protected monopo- 
lists of the country who are now so clamorous for this commission. 

The Senator from,.Vermont was unfortunate in his denunciation of 
the tariff of 1846 as being productive of national disaster. True, 


there was a financial crash in 1857, but the country rallied from it 
much more promptly than it did from the financial crash of 1873, under 
his protective tariff, as the riots, strikes, tramps, and general distress 
in 1877 abundantly prove. 

Hon. Robert J. Walker, Mr. Polk’s Secretary of the Treasury, who 
| framed the tariff of 1646, on the 30th day of November, 1867, addressed 
a public letter to the people of the United States, ir. which he took 
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oceasion to refer to the tariff of 1846 and contrast it with the present 
system. J think he overthrows all the assertions of the Senator from 
Vermont, and I prefer tolet him speak. He had shown what would 
be a sufficient revenue for the wants of the Government economically 
«udiministered, and then said: 

This revenue of $244,000,000 a year, as a maximum, I would derive from three 
sources alone: 

1. By a tariff for revenue. ae ‘ : 

2. By an excise on wines, malt and spirituous liquors, and tobacco; abolishing all 
other internal taxation. 

3. By a tax on our national banks, based upon just and fair equivalents. 

t ; ) 2 : ~ 
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A tariff for revenue, as experience has shown, instead of depressing improves 
all industrial pursuits, including manufactures, and vastly augments the wealth of 
the country. Under the tariffof 1846, as shown by the census, our wealth increased 
trom 1850 to 1860 126.45 per cent.; whereas from 1840 10 1850 the increase was 
only 64 per cent. ; from 1830 to 1840, 42 per cent., and from 1820 to 1830, 41 per cent. 
So, alse, from 1850 to 1860 our agricultural products increased 95 per cent. and our 
manufactures 87 per cent., being in both cases nearly double any pee ratio 
«ofincrease. So, also, our exports, imports, and revenue nearly tripled in the same 
period of time, and our domestic trade rose nearly in the same ratio. This aug- 
meuted ratio is not the result of increase of population, which from 1850 to 1860 was 
tess than 36 per cent. The Irish famine was supposed by my opponents to account 
for the increase the first year, although the decreased pees paid abroad that year 
for our cotton nearly equaled the additional sum paid by England for our bread- 
stutis and provisions. But the next year and the next, betore any gold had reached 
here from Califernia, our exports and revenue went on augmenting in a correspond- 
ing ratio, rising in eight years from $22,000,000 under the tariff of 1842 to $64,000,000 
under the tariff of 1846. 


I think Mr. Walker answers fully the Senator’s boast of the great 
feat accomplished by the Morrill tariff, by “transforming ad valorem 
dluties into specific,” in the following sentence : 




























There is another insuperable objection to the specific system, namely, that it un- 
necessarily and invariably taxes labor vastly more than capital, and the poor in a 
much greater proportion than the rich, upon the goods consumed. Underthe system 
of specific duties of so much per pound, or yard, or gallon, &c., the specitic duty is the 
same. Therich, who purchase the costly article bearing only the same specific duty, 
pay, in proportion to value, less than one-half what is paid by the poor, whe yurchase 
a cheaper and less costly article. If we take all the costly articles Darckeaed by 
the rich bearing under the present tariff the same specific duty as the inferior arti- 
cle bought by the poor, we will find the difference against them exceeds $20,000,000 
ayear. Such is the immense additional tax exacted from labor under the system 
of specific duties. 


Perhaps the Senator is proud of the fact that he has invented a 
system under which the laboring man pays 90 per cent. tariff tax on 
the only kind of blankets he can afford to buy, while he and his 
lordly friends pay less than 60 per cent, tax on such as they use and 
in like proportion for all else. How long would a law stand in the 
State of New York that taxes the residence of Mr. Vanderbilt or Mr. 
Stewart, worth $2,000,000, no more than the residence of their coach- 
man, worth $2,000? 'Thatis specific taxation. Ad valorem, or a fair 
per cent. tax on each according to its value, is the system adopted 
by the American people in all their State governmental affairs, and is 
the only just system. Mr. Walker but expresses the views of all 
dlisinterested intelligent men when he says: 


Our present system of taxation is the most onerous ever imposed upon any peo- 
ple, and is utterly destructive of the prosperity of our country. 

Our present tariif is alsomost unequal, oppressive, and unjust. It is griev- 
ously onerous upon agriculture, commerce, navigation, ship-building, &e. * * * 
‘The present tariff, besides the tax of $150,000,000 a year upon imports, the duties 
on which are paid by the people into the Treasury in gold, exacts another tax of 
at least $350,000,000 a year in the enhanced prices of rival protected domestic arti- 
cles. This can be readily proved by comparing the prices current in gold of such 
dlomestic articies with the prices of similar articles produced in other countries. 
‘Thus, the tariff taxes the people of the United States to the extent of $500,000,000 
a year, of which only $150,000,000 goes into the Treasury, and the remaining 
$350,000,000 go into the pockets of the protected classes. 


I am content to rest the defense of the revenue tariff of 1846 against 
the charges of the Senator from Vermont on the contrast presented 
between it, and the Morrill tariff by its distinguished founder, who 
throngh it restored to prosperity the revenues of the country even 
during the war with Mexico. But, Mr. President, the most grotesque, 
Thad almost said absurd, portion of the Senator’s speech is the fol- 
towing: 

The Southern States, in the production of cotton, have possibly already reached 
the maximum quantity that can be cultivated with greatest profit, unless the de- 
mand of the world expands. <A short crop now often brings producers a larger 
sum than afullerop. The amount of the surplus sent abroad determines the price 
of the whole crop. Production appears likely soon to outrun the demand. Texas 
alone has latent power to overstock the world. Isit not time, therefore, to curtail 
the crop, or to stop any large increase of it, while sure to obtain as much or more 
for it, and to turn unfruitful capital and labor into other and more profitable chan- 
nels of industry? The untrodden fields, where capital and labor wait to be organ- 
ized for the development of Southern manufactures and mining, offer unrivaled 
temptations to leaders among men in search of legitimate wealth. 

The same facts are almost equally applicable to general agriculture, but more par- 
ticularly to the great grain-growing regions of the West. A great harvest fre- 
quently tends to render the labor of the whole year almost profitless whenever for- 
eign countries are blessed with comparatively an equal abundance. 


* * * ~ ” * * 



























































































































The foreign demand, fitful and uncertain as it is, rarely exceeds one-twentieth 
of even the present home requirements, and the losses trom long transportation, 
incident to products of great bulk, can never be successfully avoided except by 
an adequate home demand. 

* * 


* * * * * 








The wheat regions of the West, superb as they undoubtedly are, it is to be feared, 
have too little staying character to be prodigally squandered, and their natural 
fertility noticeably vanishes in the rear unless retained by costly fertilizers almost 


as rapidly as new fields open in front. 
* aw * 





+ * * * 






Certainly we need not be in haste to slaughter and utterly exhaust the native 
fertility of our fields on the cheap terms now presented. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


United States ought to be able to undersell Eng 


As an answer to the suggestion that the market for cotton is ex- 


hausted, I will read a short extract from the correspondence of the 
Philadelphia Press of November 15, 1881, it being from the pen of 
Mr. Nelson, to whom I have heretofore referred. He says: 


At the end of the route of our Pacific Mail Steamship Company is a people of 


more than 400,000,000, all of whom clothe themselves with cotton. It is estimated 
that each person requires each year twenty yards of cotton cloth. There are, 
therefore, 8,000,000,000 of yards required every year by China. Thereare exported 
to China altogether 641,760,960 yards of cotton cloth, enough to clothe 32,088,040 


ople, leaving 368,000,000 of people to be clothed with the product of hand-looms. 
{fachine-made cloth is not only better but oe than hand-made cloth, and the 
and. 


In the face of such facts, it is simply absurd to talk about the 


world’s demand for cotton being exhausted. The markets of Mexico, 
Central and South America, all naturally belong to us, and the present 
consumption is a mere bagatelle compared to what it could be made 
if we would take what these people have got that we need in exchange 
for our cotton manufactures. 


I may be intensely stupid, no doubt the Senator thinks Iam, when 


I assure him that I cannotappreciate such an argument as he addresses 
to the planters and farmers of the Southand West. It seems to me to 
amount to this: Curtail production, reduce exports, let your farms rest ; 
you will wear them out in your efforts to make money too fast. Do not 
be so greedy. You get as much for a little as you do for a great deal, 
anyhow; you do not understand your own interests; you have to sell 
your products in foreign markets; they regulate the price of your 
whole crop; you now compete with paupers and free-traders. We 
cannot protect youinthat. Quit your farms; become manufacturers. 
Congress will prevent foreign interference with you and give you a 
monopoly of the trade of the United States, on condition that yon 
will not expose Congress or yourselves by sending your fabrics abroad 
and selling them to the people of other countries cheaper than you 
do at home, or as cheap as English paupers do; that would be an un- 
just discrimination in favor of foreigners, and the American con- 
sumer might change his member of Congress if he found out how we 
were working it; true, all you new men who quit your farms will 
find that a few people we have been protecting for a long time have 
machinery now capable of doing the work of 300,000,000 men, and 
the only market is what 50,000,000 need; but you can quit work for 
awhile when the supply exceeds the demand ; your machinery will not 
cost much when it is idle and your hands will work cheap rather than 
starve. Congress will do its best to tax the balance of the people 
enough to make it profitable and keep out foreign goods. All we 
ask is that you will vote for Representatives and Senators who stand 
by protection, and denounce all who oppose us as being bought with 
British gold. That scares them. That is about the argument 1s I 
understand it. 


The truth is, the American farmers could not combine if they would 


to control or limit production. They do not know and cannot know 
whether the Lord will bless either them or other nations with good 
harvests, or visit them with scarcity. They cannot combine and pool 
their issues, regulate prices and production as associations of manu- 
facturers can and do under our protective system. Their interest 
and the interest of the country require that they should produce all 
they can; they are obliged, and every year with our rapidly increas- 
ing agricultural area stimulated by unparalleled railroad develop- 
ment, the suecess of which depends npon obtaining the largest possi- 
ble amount of freight from the people to whoin they sell their land, 
and from the homestead pre-emptions and other grants, all of which 
are valuable only in proportion to the products they bring, they are 
more and more obliged to depend on foreign markets which already 


regulate the prices of all our crops. Now, 70 per cent. of our cotton 
and 36 per cent. of our wheat has to find a market abroad ; the pro- 
portion must increase year by year, and the increase is rendered 
much more rapid by the number of operatives who are steadily being 


driven out of employment by the increasing power of machinery to 


produce fabrics that neither eats, drinks, nor wears anything the 
farmer raises. If the 300,000,000 men its power represents had to 
be provided for with farm products it would be another and a very 
different question. 

The advocates of high protective tariffs may sneer at a revenne 
tariff; but with their avowal that they intend to abolish all internal- 
revenue taxes, make whisky and tobacco free as necessaries for the 
poor, whose welfare they have so much at heart, they must not for- 
get that they are intensely loyal, and that the faith of the nation 


must be preserved, and that in order to provide for the arrears of 


pensions fraud and the sinking-fund humbug the Secretary of the 
Treasury advises Congress that revenne to an amount exceeding 
$340,000,000 must be provided hy taxation of some sort for the fiscal 
year which begins on the Ist of next July. Look at this proposition 
for aminnte. Our total imports for 1881 were $642,000,000, of which 
about $212,000,000, principally raw materials, such as raw silk, raw 
hides, and necessaries for the production of protected fabrics, entered 
duty free, leaving, say, $430,000,000 of dutiables, which at an average 
of about 45 or 46 per cent. produced $198,000,000 of the revenue re- 
ceived last year. ‘To allow any margin at all on the Secretary’s es- 
timate of expenditures with internal revenue abolished we must 
import for revenue purposes alone $800,000,000 of dutiable goods, 
nearly double the present importation, and keep up the average tax 
on all at 45 per cent. and then have less than $20,000,000 surplus, 
which I think sufficiently shows the absurdity of the proposition, in 
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bank notes from all causes during the twenty years amounted annu- 
ally to half of 1 per cent. on an average issue of about $350,000,000, 
that would be $35,000,000, and with a like loss on greenbacks, say 
$35,000,000 more, we can without cost reduce the debt some $85,000,000. 
If I am approximately correct our outstanding paper circulation is 
by $70,000,000—more than all the silver certificates now in existence—less 
than it is reported to be, with greatly increased necessity for more 
than we ever needed. But I have wandered a little from taxation, 
though these matters are part of the system of protecting moneyed and 
manufacturing corporations at the expense of the people. 

The new-born pretense of the protectionists that they in good faith 
desire to abolish the internal-revenue system in order to relieve the 
whisky and tobacco interests of the South and West, and to rid the 
country of the swarms of tax-gatherers and political bummers with 
which they have flooded it, is too shallow to deceive any intelligent 
man. There never has been a measure of relief passed by Congress, 
from 1866 to the present time, that has not met with bitter and 
uncompromising hostility from the great mass of the Republican 
party and the advocates of tariff protection. J appeal to the record. 
Democrats, men like myself, who stand squarely on revenue tariff 
taxation, have forced through all the measures for relief ever given 
to the whisky and tobacco interests. We are the only friends they 
ever had and the only friends they ever will have in Congress, and 
they know it. Without seeking to stir up party antagonisms, which 
for once I think I have avoided, I repeat that it is well known that 
the Senator from Vermont and his protection allies increased the tax 
on distilled spirits from 65 to 90 cents in 1875, in spite of all the oppo- 
sition we could make, and the Saint Louis and other rings got the 
benefit of it. They increased the tobacco tax from 20 to 24 cents 
against all our protests. When we reduced the tax on tobacco from 
24 to 16 cents we were denounced by the officials of the Administra- 
tion and by the protectionists as robbers of the Treasury to the 
extent of $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 annually. When the Carlisle 
bill, which I took charge of here, was passed in spite of the Senator 
from Vermont and the hostility of the acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. French, who dared not come before the committee and defend 
the report he had withheld from the House but sent to us, it was 
Pp by Democratic votes in a Democratic Congress. In view of 
these and other equally well-known facts it is the baldest hypocrisy 
for the protectionists to pretend now that they are the friends of the 
producers of whisky ond tobacco. Their movement only develops 
to what desperate straits they are reduced and what dishonest pre- 
tenses they will resort to in order to perpetuate the license they now 
have to plunder the masses of the people by the subsidies Congress 
has given them. 

I believe reasonably low taxes produce high revenues, Sixteen 
cents on tobacco now produces more than 24 did. Whisky at 50 
cents would in five years produce more than 90 does. No manshould 
be required to pay excise taxes on more than goes into consumption, 
and not until it does, whether it be one, three, five, or ten years, 
the interest of the producer will induce sales as rapidly as the de- 
mand for consumption requires, and after spirits leave the Govern- 

-ment warehouse they should be absolutely free, all espionage should 

cease. The taxes on licenses and all other restrictions should be re- 
moved; that done, half the oppressions of the system would disap- 
pear. Fifty cents tax, payable when the goods are removed from the 
care of the United States officers, and all other charges and taxes 
abolished, is the true revenue basis in view of our present indebted- 
ness and the necessity to collect large revenues. Anything beyond 
that means no relief to the distillers of the country, and they do not 
now ask for more. It is a useless waste of our resources to be main- 
taining taxation to collect, as we now do, over $100,000,000 more 
than we need. I would promptly repeal the arrears of pension act. 
It was conceived in sin and brought forthin iniquity. It is a fraud 
upon the American people, and a standing monument to the ignor- 
ance, selfishness, and cowardice of the American Congress. 
‘whispered around that the protectionists now expect aid from the 
South in the maintenance of the subsidy system. I do not believe 
they will get it. The old flag and an appropriation may sound well 
as a slang phrase, but I hardly think the representatives of the South- 
ern people will sell their birthright for a mess of pottage. Whether 
they do or not, any defection will be made up tenfold by recruits 
to the Democratic party and its principles from Iowa, Minnesota, 
and the great producing regions of the West whenever the issue is 
as made between parties advocating protection and a revenue 
tariff. 

The Senator from Vermont lays great stress on Mr. Clay’s position 
in regard to protection, and it is assumed that he would, if alive, be 
on his side in support of the present protective system. I do not 
believe a word of it. As long ago as 1815, inthe debate on the tariff 
then proposed to raise means to pay off the war debt of 1812, Mr. 
Clay took an active part, and urged a tariff of 25 per cent. instead 
of 20. ‘In three years,” he said, ‘‘ we could judge of the ability of 
our establishments to furnish these articles as cheap as they were 
obtained from abroad, and could then legislate with the lights of 
experience.” ‘‘He believed that three years would be sufficient to 
place our manufactories on this desirable footing.” 

Sixty-six years have elapsed since then, and subsidies double what 
he proposed are now maintained. Subsidies imposed to compensate 
for war taxes on cotton, silk, wool, on incomes, on manufactures, 
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on licenses, on everything, all of which were stricken off fifteen 
years ago, while the tariff, though increased temporarily because of 
them, is still retained. If Mr. Clay was here now his denunciation of 
the present system of spoliation in the interest of corporations and 
combinations of wealth would make my criticism of it sound like 
praise. I have no doubt about that, knowing him as well as I did. 
Any tax over 40 percent. is subsidy; 20 is ample for both revenue 
and protection on nine-tenths of our products, but I am willing to- 
any reasonable adjustment. All I ask is that it shall be done with- 
out delay. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say. The country will determine 
whether the policy advocated by the Senator from Vermont or that 
supported by me shall prevail. I have no interest to advocate except 
the public good. I am convinced that tariff and internal taxation 
should both be adjusted only with a view to obtaining revenue, Any- 
thing beyond that is class legislation, taxing allto enrich afew. The- 
demands of the revenue will for many years require enough tariff 
taxation to give American manufactures all the protection they need, 
indeed more than they need, from foreign competition, in the pres- 
ent advanced condition of their machinery. I desire to see our man- 
ufactures sold in all the markets of the world, our ships once more 
carrying them onevery sea, and our sailors once more ready and able 
to defend our coasts against all enemies. A protective, restrictive 
policy makes all these things impossible ; it encourages nothing half’ 
so much as a greedy and corrupt lobby in and about Congress, seek- 
ing wealth without labor, and improper advantages over citizens. 
equally entitled to protection against taxation as they claim to be 
against competition. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, of course I was not unaware that 
the Senator from Kentucky was to sharply assail the speech made by 
me a few days ago. I wish to say that I am as well as could be ex- 
pected. So far as the speech of the Senator is concerned, I do not 
think I need to haul off for repairs or wait in order to find further: 
ammunition. I do not think that he has inflicted any incurable 
wounds upon the speech I made or upon the subject that I advocated. 
The Senator seems to have jumped into this controversy, as it appears: 
to me, for the purpose of heading off the growing and woe. pros- 
perity of the South, which has now, to some extent at least, embarked 
in manufactures. The Senator has so commended all the chief advo- 
cates of free trade that I suppose he would induce his party to follow 
in that direction. I have never sought to make the tariff a party 
question. If the Senator from Kentucky choeses to make this a party 
question, upon him rests the responsibility. But there are two or 
three points that may be so easily answered, made in the course of 
his speech, that I do not wait to another day, as I am aware the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] is to have the floor to-morrow upon 
another question. 

The Senator from Kentucky indulges in a large amount of statistics: 
in relation to our export trade, but it must not be understood that 
that Senator does not understand that no country can have an export 
trade until they supply the home trade. Neither can they have an 
export trade until they can supply the articles for foreign trade at a 
lower price than they can be furnished elsewhere. As yet we have 
not succeeded in supplying our home trade. <A very large amount 
of manufactures from all parts of the world, amounting to millions, 
are annually introduced here, and until we shall have succeeded in 
supplying our home trade we can hardly expect any very large 
amount of foreign trade. 

Another thing, no great amount of foreign trade can be estab- 
lished until you can induce the people of the country to go and settle 
and form trading establishments abroad. The country of the United 
States is so prosperous that we do not send out any men to find a 
more prosperous location. How is it with England, and Germany, 
and some other nations? You cannot go into a port on this side of 
the Atlantic or the other but you will find Germans and Englishmen 
settled there for the purpose of securing English trade. Until the 
prosperity of this country goes down so that our people shall seek 
other countries in order to establish trading points we cannot expect 
very much in the way of an export trade. 

Then the Senator from Kentucky talks largely about our loss of 
the carrying trade. I do not think that that is a question he ought 
to moot on this occasion. He knows very well why our carrying 
trade was lost since 1860. Our vessels were swept from the ocean 
by the power which he commends, in consequence of privateers fitted 
out at their ports and largely manned by British sailors. Previous 
to that time we did have a large carrying trade, because we had a 
certain class of ships, described perhaps best under the name of the 
Baltimore clippers, that would outsail any other vessels on the ocean ; 
but at or nearly at that time there was a change made from wooden 
vessels to iron vessels, from sailing vessels to steam vessels. England 
was in a cendition to at once ro that trade, and we were 
not. Thatis the reason why we lost the carrying trade, and not from 
any tariff. A tariffon foreign goods does not affect the export trade 
in the least, especially in a country like ours, where all exports are 
free. 

There was another point made by the Senator, who seems to have 
adopted it from some remarks made by a member of the House, in 
relation to prices being increased eight or ten times in proportion to 
the amount of duties collected and which it is proposed to remove. 
The absurdity of that idea ought to strike the astute Senator from 
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Kentucky, and he ought not to have been the medium of reiterating 
any such profound nonsense. If that were true, how would it be in 
relation to corn, and beans, and barley, of which we import some 
thousands of bushels from Canada every year? Would it be pre- 
tended that the price of barley, of beans, of corn, or of the poultry 
that we receive from Canada increases the price of every pound of 
poultry and of every bushel of grain that we raise in this country? 
If the doctrine announced by the Senator were true, that this en- 
hancement of prices takes place on all of the consumption of the 
country, it would be greater than the whole products of the United 
States. He may compute it, and he will find it to be so. 

But, Mr. President, Ido not desire to take up much time at the 
present moment. There is another question that the Senator spoke 
of, in relation to wages. I have the documents, and at some time I 
may show the great difference between the prices paid to American 
laborers and laborers abroad. It is probably true that some aug- 
mentation of the prices of labor has taken place in England, but 
why? Simply because their laborers run away and come here, where 
they can do better. 

Their printers, their weavers, and the men who work in forges in 
the iron business and many others come here to better their fortunes. 
If you will look at the statistics in relation to these men you will 
find that they are not all common laborers, but a very large propor- 
tion of them are skilled laborers, who come here because they know 
that they can double the amount of their wages. I knew of a single 
iron manufacturer in Pennsylvania, not now living, who came here as 
a common laborer and rose so that he sent and paid the fares of every 
member of his family to come over here and settle down; and he 
became a man of some note and distinction, and was a member of the 
House when I was there. This shows at once the great difference 
there is between the wages in Great Britain and the United States. 

It will be easily seen that the increase of wages from 1860 to 1880 
is greater in this country than it has been in Great Britain or else- 
where from one fact. Examine the total amount of wages that was 
paid by the woolen manufacturers to those they employed and by the 
cotton manufacturers also twenty years ago and compare with the 
amount paid now. That shows an advance of wages inthis country 
even above the relative high stand-point that they stood at in 1860. 

There is another point suggested by the Senator from Kentucky, 
in relation to the cotton tax. That is about the only tax that was 
paid by the South, while the North, the East, and the West paid 
thousands of millions of dollars for the support of the Government. 
But if I were a Southern man as I am a Northern man, I would insti- 
tute that identical policy to-day; that is to say, of levying an inter- 
nal-revenue tax upon every pound of cotton that is produced inthis 
country, except leaving enough for family consumption, and allow a 
drawback of an equal amount on the manufactured article of thread, 
yarn, and cotton fabrics sent abroad. I believe to-day that that 
would double in a very short time the amount of exports of the 
Southern people. 

There are several other minor points, but I do not think they re- 
quire my further attention at this time. I only desired te notice a 
tew points that perhaps might be as well answered to-day as at any 
other time. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair.) The 
morning hour is closed, unless by unanimous consent it be further 
extended. 

THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the funding bill, upon which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has the floor, be taken up for consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ate, and will be read by its title. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. A bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue 
ef 3 per cent. bonds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this bill the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] has the floor. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and twenty min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


The funding bill is before the Sen- 
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APPROVAL OF JOURNAL. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 
Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of that por- 


tion of the Journal which relates to the introduction of bills be dis- 
pensed with. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
the present. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I now withdraw my objection to 


the reading of that portion of the Journal which relates to the intro- 
<luction of bills. 


I think I shall have to object for 
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There being no further objeetion, the Clerk completed the reading 
of the Journal, omitting the portion which related to the introduc- 
tion of bills, and it was approved. 


THE LATE CARLILE P. PATTERSON. 


Mr. KASSON. With the permission of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, [Mr. HASKELL, ] I desire to ask unanimous consent to present and 
have read a memorial in relation to the late Carlile P. Patterson, 
signed, among others, by Representatives and Senators, with a view 
to offer a resolution thereon which will cause no debate, after the 
reading of the memorial. 

Fhere being no objection, the Clerk proceeded toread the memorial. 
Before he had concluded the reading, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, said: I desire to know how this 
comes before the House. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. The memorial was pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, ] and unanimous 
consent was given to its being read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I suggest that to save time the 
further reading be dispensed with, and that the memorial be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. KASSON. It is by the advice of several gentlemen on both 
sides of the House that I have asked that the memorial be read. But 
if the House is desirous of proceeding to business, I am willing that 
it shall be considered as read, and that it be printed in the Recorpb. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America: 


The undersigned, recalling the great_attainments, high character, and excep- 
tional devotion to duty of the late C. P. Patterson, and believing that the services 
he rendered to the country demand something more than their mere silent accept- 
ance by the Government, have deemed it just and bg. so to call the attention of 
Congress to the case, with a view to such action in the premises as may be deemed 
advisable. 

Mr. Patterson served for twenty years in the survey of the coast, first as hydro- 
graphic inspector from May 4, 1861, to February 17, 1874, and from the latter date 
to the day of his death, August 15, 1881, as its superintendent. 

How well and with what success he performed the duties pertaining to each 
position is known to and appreciated by Congress and the Government. His serv- 
ices during the eventful period from 1861 to 1865 called forth an emphatic ac- 
knowledgment from Professer A, D. Bache, superintendent, who, in 1262, reports ; 

“At certain junctures during the year the requisites for service in connection with 
the blockading squadrons have called for more than usual address and promptitude 
inaction. As the instances occurred the difficulties have been met and overcome 
with the sound judgment that has always directed the ordinary details of the 
hydrographic division.” 

And again, in 1865: 

‘The peculiar difficulties which were to be expected during the war were fortu- 
nately met by the abilities of Mr. Patterson. His acquaintance with naval routine 
and intimate knowledge of the local peculiarities of the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacitic 
coasts of the United States have been specially advantageous tothe work. To his 
readiness of mind in consultation and sound judgment of details the office is in- 
debted to much of the success which has attended its labors for the last few years.” 

The Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. William Windom, refers to the late super- 
intendent as follows : 

‘‘Combining wide experience with great judgment, he was eminently successful 
in the conduct of the great national work under his charge; and in his hands its 
scope was greatly enlarged and its character as a general geodetic survey became 
fully recognized. His efforts have been so earnest in the performance of the 
various duties which have devolved upon him that to his untiring prosecution of 
them the immediate loss of his life is to be attributed. With nnbounded zeal and 
aa er he pressed on without taking the relaxation which nature de- 
manded. 

We do not take this occasion for eulogizing the character, the professional abil- 
ity, or the services of C. P. Patterson. It is due to him, however, to add here that 
since 1874, when he became superintendent, his private affairs, as well as his health, 
were utterly neglected as being hardly worthy of consideration in comparison with 
the importance of his public duties. 

For his eminent services above referred to no special claim for consideration is 
made, but to those of an extra-official and unpaid character we beg leave to call 
attention. 

REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 


In 1869, December 16, the Secretary of the Treasury appointed a special com- 
mission to consider and report upon the character of vessels best adapted for the 
Revenue Marine Service, together with such views and conclusions upon other 
matters as might appear to them calculated to advance the interests of the service. 

The commission consisted of two officers of the Revenue Marine and of C. P. Pat- 
terson, selected as its president. The report of the commission was made May 1, 
1870, and its recommendations were, in the main, approved by the Secretary and 
ordered to be carried into effect. The condition of the service and of its personnel 
at the above date may be inferred from the radical changes made, and their prompt 
acceptance, and from the great reduction of expenses and the increased efliciency 
which followed. 

The long experience of Mr. Patterson in the construction of vessels specially 
fitted for particular purposes and localities, his knowledge of all the coasts of the 
United States and of the cruising grounds adjacent to the principal parts, as well 
as of the duties and qualifications required of the officers of the service, especially 
entitled him to take a leading part in this important reform, and experience has 
proved that it was thorough and successful. 

The vessels were divided into first, second, and third class steamers and sailing 
vessels, varying in size from seventy-five to three hundred and fifty tons, to be 
built for and assigned to the different localities in view of the requirements in each 
ease; the number of vessels was reduced from thirty-five to thirty-two, and of 
otticers and men from 1,266 to 1,061, making an annual saving in the latter case 
alone of over $203,000. » 

The following comparison was made between the amounts needed by the old 
system and the one recommended: 


Old system for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872.............----+--.-- $1,446,490 
New system for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872..............-...-.. 943,639 
Leaving a balance in favor of reform of..........--...+-+--++-++-.0+ 502,851 


* The actual expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1872, amounted to $930,- 
249.81. 

In the annual report of S. I. Kimball, chief of the bureau for the above year, he 
states ‘‘ that the increased efficiency and decreased cost above shown are princi- 
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pally due to carrying into effect, as far as practicable, the recommendations of the 
special commission, above referred to, and to the strict enforcement of the revised 
regulations gomanigaé August 1, 1871.” ; 

nd now, in 1881, as the result of the experience, science, and labor brought to 
bear by Mr. Patterson on this much needed reform of the Revenue Marine Service, 
Mr. Kimball states that while the expenditures still fall within the ori; esti- 
mate of the commission, the efficiency of the service has been increased fivefold. 

It would be safe to estimate from the official published reports in connection 
with this subject, from 1870 to 1880, that a total saving has been effected of more 
than a million and a half of dollars. (Senate Ex. Doc. No, 93, Forty-first Congress, 
second session. Also, letter, dated December 28, 1881, from E. W. Clark, esq., chief 
of division.) 

UNITED STATES LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

In 1871 the Secretary of the Treasury appointed a commission to determine the 
nature of the life-saving appliances to be furnished to the stations. Mr. Patter- 
son was selected as one of its members. The commission met at Seabright, coast 
of New Jersey, and there examined and practically tested the various devices then 
known, among which were many of a novel character, for bringing ashore persons 
from stranded vessels. : : eed 

S. I. Kimball, esq., General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, in a letter 
addressed to the committee, December 28, 1881, refers as follows to the services 
of Mr. C. P. Patterson : 

‘* There was no member of the commission to whose opinions greater deference 
was accorded, or whose voice was more potential in determining the selections 
than Mr. Patterson’s, and his services on this occasion were of signal value. This 
was the only connection he ever had with the Life-Saving Service in an official 
capacity, but his interest in the operations of the service was active and unceas- 
ing. His counsel was frequently and freely sought by the officers of the service 
up to the time of his death, and there was no person upon whose friendship and 
wisdom they more absclutely relied.” 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE HARBOR OF WASHINGTON. 

The act of Congress, approved by the President, March 5, 1872, ‘‘ to provide for 
the survey of the harbor and river at Washington, and to report to Congress a full 
and comprehensive plan for opening, improving, and developing the water channel, 
and also the feasibility of reclaiming, in any improvement suggested, the swamp 
and marsh lands along said water front, appointed by name Carlile P. Patterson 
as a member ofthe board. The board, of which the Chiefot Engineers, Brigadier- 
General A. A. Humphreys, was president, consisted of five members. 

There were four meetings of the board, at the last of which, December 12, 1872, 
the minutes of the proc _—- that ‘‘ Captain Patterson presented an elab- 
erate report and plan for the improvement of the river and harbor which was con- 
sidered at length, and, on motion, the report and plans were approved.” 

The study of the subject was thorough and exhaustive. It included every detail 
affecting the commerce of the District ; the reclamation of the marsh lands ; the 
bridges, wharves, sewerage, &c., and entailed upon its author unusual labor and 
discrimination both in the field and office. The examination of the report can 
alone show the extent and value of the services performed by Mr. Patterson in 
connection with this important subject. (Senate Mis. Doc. No. 15, Forty-second 
Congress, third session.) 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


On the 15th of March, 1872, the President appointed a commission to report in 
regard to the different interoceanic canal surveys, and the practicability of the 
construction of a ship-canal across this continent. The commission consisted of 
Brigadier-General A. A. Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, Mr. Carlile P. Patterson, 
and Commodore Daniel Ammen, United Statas Navy. 

At the above date some of the surveys were still in progress, and from this 
cause it was not until about two years afterward that a formal meeting of the 
commission was held. <A careful study of the ten different routes proposed for the 
canal was indispensable before any conclusion could be reached, and the final re- 
pas was not made until February, 1876. The labor of examining into the relia- 

ility of the different surveys; into the accuracy of the estimates and of the cost 
and relative practicability of each route, a due portion of which was performed 
by Mr. Patterson, can only be fully understood and appreciated by the engineer 
and nydrogrep nes. In reference to the unanimous conclusion of the commission, 
Rear-Admiral D. Ammen remarks, in a letter dated December 24, 1881, ‘‘ Its im- 
portance will not lessen until the recommendations of the commission are carried 
out.” 

LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. Patterson was a member of the: Light-House Board for nearly seven years, 
from February, 1874, to August, 1881. 

Commander George Dewey, United States Navy, naval secretary to the board, 
states, in regard to the services of Mr. Patterson, ‘‘ That during the whole of thy 
above period he was chairman of the committee on lighting, and in that capacity 
he de seventy-one reports, containing an aggregate of six hundred and sixty- 
fi\ - .vlios, on important matters, which required grave consideration. He was also, 
from time to time, chairman of a special committee, as business made it necessary, 
and was for several years a member of the committee on floating aids.” During the 
seven years there were one hundred and ninety-three meetings, most of which Mr. 
Patterson attended; and he was always y to give the board advice on any 
negeined subject inthe intervals between formal meetings. 

. Patterson was a member of the board selected and appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in 1865, to ascertain and report upon the best locality for laying 
up the iron-clads and iron vessels of the Navy. 

He was also a member of other boards at different periods, to which he was 
called, either as an expert in hydrographic science, or from his high personal char- 
acter, or from the known enthusiasm with which he would perform any service 

ing to the advancement of the interests or credit of the country. 

The family of Mr. Patterson is left without provision and greatly embarrassed. 

Tho undersigned, therefore, ey pray Congress to take into consideration 
the facts above stated, and to grant such relief as justice and the circumstances 
appear to require. 

WM. T. SHERMAN. 
RICH'D D, CUTTS. 
G. V. FOX. 

8. G. KIMBALL, 
JOHN RODGERS. 
WM. D. KELLEY. 
WM. G. TEMPLE. 
SAM. J. RANDALL. 
DAVID D. PORTER. 
A. A. HUMPHREYS. 


Mr. KASSON. I am instructed to offer for the action of the House 
the resolution which I send to the desk, and I beg to say this action 
is taken in concert with various members of the other body as well 
as of this House. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the memorial pevatntet in relation to the 


services rendered to the Government by the late Carlile P. Patterson be referred 
to a joint special committee of three minnbere of the Senate and five members of the 
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GEO. H. PENDLETON. 
EUGENE HALE. 

JOHN A. WATSON. 
EDWARD P. LULL. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
FRANCIS M. COCKRELL, 
JNO. D. C. ATKINS. 
GEO. M. ROBESON. 
ROB'T M. McLANE. 
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House, which joint committee shall have full authority to consider the subject- 
matter of this memorial and report thereon to the Senate and House in relation to 
the same. 

Mr. KASSON. 
read. 

The names attached to the memorial were read as above printed. 

The question being taken on the concurrent resolution, it was agreed. 
to. 

Mr. KASSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the concur- 
rent resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I ask that the names signed to the memorial be 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAGE and Mr. VAN VOORHIS rose. 

Mr. NEAL. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. PAGE. [rise for a similar purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] demands 
the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. This is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to determine until he hears 
the question stated. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise by instructions of the Committee on Commerce 
to call the attention of the House to the reference made yesterday of 
House bill No. 2462, introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BUCKNER] and referred to the Committee on Ways gnd Means. The 
proper reference would be to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DUNNELL. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. PAGE. The title of the bill is: 

A bill to amend section 4132 of the Revised Statutes to give American registry 
to foreign-built iron and steam vessels. 

If the House will allow me I will read the section which is proposed 
to be amended by this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that this question is in 
order to the extent of superseding the special order of to-day. It is 
a very proper matter to be called to the attention of the House at the 
proper time, but is not a question of correcting the RECORD or of cor- 
recting the Journal, but a question of change of reference. If the 
gentleman from Ohio insists on the regular erder the Chair would be 
obliged to enforce it. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] will not 
insist upon the regular order, as this is a question of great impor- 
tance to the House. The Committee on Commerce now have charge 
of four or five bills relating to the same subject, and either those bills 
should be returned to the House and referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, or else the correction I have indicated should be 
made in the reference of the bill introduced yesterday. 

Mr. KELLEY. [ insist upon the regular order, for the purpose of 
having this question, the gravity of which I admit, come up for con- 
sideration at the proper time. 

Mr. PAGE. Then I will enter a motion to reconsider the reference 
of House bill No. 2462, to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Paar] for the purpose of asking a change of refer- 
ence, at some proper time. A motion to reconsider a reference is per- 
haps not in order, but the same result can be reached upon the appli- 
cation of any gentleman on the floor, especially upon the request or 
by the order and direction of a committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthere has been an improper reference made, it 
seems to me that, under the rule, when the attention of the Chair is 
called to it, he should direct the proper reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that when attention is 
called during the time when bills are being introduced to an im- 
properreference, the Chair may at that time correct it. In regard to 
this matter the Chair recollects that there was some discussion upon 
it yesterday, and with the consent of the gentleman introducing the 
bill it was referred as indicated. The first reference was to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce ; and then, pending the call for the introduction 
of bills, on the application of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] the reference was changed to the Committee on Ways and 
Means with the consent of the gentleman who introduced the bill. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from California at the earli- 
est possible time to present the question of a change of reference. 

Mr. PAGE. Will not my motion to reconsider be a privileged 
motion to be called up at any time? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the reference of a bill cannot be 
reconsidered ; that is, a bill cannot be brought back into the House 
on a motion to reconsider. The mode of changing a reference, how- 
ever, is to call the attention of the House to the subject at a time 
when it is in order, if such a time can be reached. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to make a personal request, that the ques- 
tion indicated by the gentleman from California shall not be called 
up to-day. 

Mr. PAGE. That is right. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am quite indisposed, and may not be able to 
remain in the House much longer to-day. I would like to be heard 
upon the question when it may be called up. 

Mr. PAGE. I will not call it up to-day. 

Mr. NEAL. I now insist upon the regular order. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. PAGE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back House bill No. 2120, and to move that the committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on negepcietene. 

The SPEAKER. at can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. hat is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to provide an additional appropriation for the rebuilding of the revenue 
steamer Fessenden. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I wish to have corrected the reference of 
House bill No. 2534, introduced yesterday. I did not observe that 
the reference proposed by me was changed. The bill should go to 
the Committee on Territories. By the Recorp it appears to have 
been referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. NEAL. I must insist upon the regular order. This is the 
same question as was raised by the gentleman from California. 

The SPEAKER. If the regular order is insisted upon—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. This is the regular order; it is to correct a 
mistake. 

The SPEAKER. It is the same question as that involved in the 
application of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No, sir; that was deliberately done; this 
was done by mistake. 

Mr. NEAL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the Chair has 
no discretion under the circumstances. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I submit that this is a question of privilege 
and that Iam in order. When there has been an improper reference 
by mistake it is in order at any time to correct it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it is not a question 
of privilege. The correction of the REcorD or of the Journal, where 
it does not recite the truth, is always a question of privilege. But 
in this case the RECORD properly recites that this bill was referred 
to the committee which the gentleman thinks is not the proper com- 
mittee to consider it. That is a matter of direction, but not a mat- 
ter of privilege. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I asked that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and I heard no change made in the reference. 

The SPEAKER. When the question comes up it can be considered. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. When will that be ? 

The SPEAKER. When the House is not acting under a call for the 
regular order, the Chair will try to obtain the consent of the House 
that this and other subjects of the same character may be taken up. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES UPON HON. M. Il. CARPENTER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir; I yield for the purpose he desires. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a re- 
quest to which I feel sure there will be no objection. The death of 
the late Senator Matthew H. Carpenter, of Wisconsin, was announced 
to the last House of Representatives near its final adjournment, and 
teo late for memorial services in that Congress. I desire now to ask 
unanimous consent that Wednesday the 25th instant, at two o’clock 
in the afternoon, be assigned by this House for paying proper tribute 
to the memory of the deceased Senator. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unanimous 
consent that Wednesday, the 25th of the present month, at two 
o’clock, be fixed for the delivery in the House of memorial addresses 
= the death of the late Senator Carpenter. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 


QUALIFICATION OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a question of the highest priv- 
ilege. Iask that my colleague, Mr. BENJAMIN WOOD, a member- 
elect from the fifth district of New York, who is now present and 
ready to take the oath, be sworn in. 

Mr. BENJAMIN Woop presented himself at the Clerk’s desk and 
was duly qualified by taking the oath prescribed by section 1756 of 
the Revised Statutes. 


UTAH CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order for to-day, as fixed by the 
unanimous consent of the House on the 19th of December last, is the 
consideration of the resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] relating to the seat of a Delegate from the 
Territory of Utah. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Allen G. Campbell, Delegate-elect from Utah Territory, is enti- 
tled to be sworn in as Delegate to this House on his prima facie case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman frem Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] is 
entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit me to offer 
and have pending a substitute for his resolution ? 

Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman desires to have a substitute 
pending, I will yield for’that Ln cae 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the question of the prima facie right as between Allen G. Camp- 
bell and George Q. Cannon to be sworn in as Delegate to this House frem the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, together with all certificates and papers presented by said Camp- 
bell and Cannon relating to the said contest, be referred to the C ttee on Elec- 
tions, with instructions to report thereon at as early a day as practicable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the original resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Kansas and the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Maine are now both pending. The gentleman from Kan- 
sas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present to the House at 
this time only the prima facie case. The House will remember that 
this unfinished business comes over from the first days of the session, 
and that we are now considering this question as if the Delegate from 
Utah were standing before the bar of the House with the credentials 
of his governor, asking that he be sworn in on his prima facie case. I 
shall present to the House only such considerations as may affect the 
prima facie case. I desire to touch inno remote particular upon any 
portion of the merits of the case. I wish to draw a line sharply and 
distinctly between these two ong of anelection case. They have 
no connection one with the other. A manmay be justly and equita- 
bly seated upon his prima facie right, without any regard whatever 
to the real merits of the case, whether he was elected or not. 

In opening this subject, Mr. Speaker, I can do no better than to read 
from McCrary on Elections, the standard American text-book of the 
law of elections, what this author has to say upon prima facie cases : 

Where two or more poreens claim the same office and where a judicial investiga- 
tion is required to settle the contest upon the merits, it is often necessary to deter- 
mine which of the claimants shall be permitted to — and to exercise the func- 
tions of the office pending such investigation. If the office were to remain vacant 
pending the contest, it might peqneany. happen that the greater part of the term 
would expire before it could be filled; and thus the interests of the people might 
suffer for the want of the services of a public officer. Besides, if the mere institu- 
tion of a contest was to be deemed suflicient to prevent the swearing in of the per- 
son holding the usual credentials, it is easy to see that very great.and serious injus- 
tice might be done. If this were the rule it would be only necessary for an evil- 
disposed person to contest the right of his successful rival, and to protract the con- 
test as long as possible in order to deprive the latter of his office for at least a part 
of the term. And this might be done by a contest having little or no merit. 

And, again, if the party holding the ordinary credentials to an office could be kept 
out of the office by the mere institution of a contest, the organization of alegislative 
bedy, such, for example, as the House of Representatives of the United States, 
might be altogether prevented by instituting contests against a majority of the 
members, or what is more to be apprehended, the relative strength of political par- 
ties in such a body might be changed by instituting contests against members of 
one or the other of such parties.” 

These considerations— 

Says this eminent jurist— 
have made it necessary to adopt and to adhere to the rule that the person holding 
the ordinary credentials shall be qualified and allowed to act pending a contest and 
until a decision can be had on the merit. 

It is in view of this necessity that my resolution is submitted ; itis 
this kind of a case that is now presented to the House. 

Mr. McCrary says further : 

No particular form of credentials is required. It is sufficient if the claimant 
to an office presents a certificate signed by the officer or officers authorized by 
law to issue credentials, and ating generally the fact that the election was duly 
held, and that the claimant is duly elected to the office in question. If several 
officers or persons are by law required to join in such a certificate, it is generally 
suflicient if a majority have signed it. 

* x * 


It is enough for a prima facie case, if the certificate comes from the proper 
officer of the State, and clearly shows that the person claiming under it has been 
adjudged to be duly elected by the officer or board on whom the law of the State 
has imposed the duty of ascertaining and declaring the result. 

Then, again, says Mr. McCrary, where the statute gives a governor 
of a State the power to commission a man, and makes it his duty to 
commission the person elected to an office, the issuing of a commis- 
sion by him confers a vested right upon the man which cannot be 
taken away except by adjudication. By a parity of reasoning, it 
might well be urged in this matter that a certificate of a governor 
confers upon the member to whom it is issued the right to be sworn 
in. It is his valuable franchise, and it is not to be taken away from 
him except by the judiciary. Adjudication cannot be had on the 
floor of this House. We have instituted a committee for that pur- 
pose, and until the merits of the case have been tried by the estab- 

ished committee in this House, and the case of the man has been 
adjudicated on in his office, he should be allowed to be sworn in and 
sit here. 

Mr. McCrary further cites the case of Morton vs. Daily, 2 Bartlett, 
540. He makes reference also to the case of Wallace vs. Simpson, 2 
Bartlett, 552. In that case the board of State canvassers, being by 
law required to certify the result of the election, gave their certificate 
declaring that W. D. Simpson was ‘duly elected, by a majority of 
votes, Representative in the Forty-first Congress,” and, upon that cer- 
tificate, the governor issued to Mr. Simpson the usual commission or 
certificate of election. Then this canvassing board, immediately after 
the issuing of this certificate, goes on to declare that, while by law 
they were bound to issue the certificate to Mr. Simpson, nevertheless 
they were personally cognizant of the fact that frauds had been com- 
mitted and that Mr. Alexander Wallace was the man who had beex 
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@uly elected. That fact they certified to this House. There was a 
case in which two certificates were made, one issued in the regular 
way by the governor of the State, and afterward the State board of 
canvassers certified to this House distinctly that the man whom they 
had certified to was notelected as a matter of fact, because of frauds 
and illegalities. This House actually seated the man who held the 
governor's certificate over the report of that State board of canvass- 
ers, which had declared to this House officially the man never had 
been elected. This case will be found in McCrary, page 152. 

In that case the House decided that the certificate of election signed 
by the governor was in due form, and declared the House in acting 
upon the case of Wallace vs. Simpson should not look beyond it. 

Mr. McCrary states further on: 

Itis to be observed in this connection that while in determining the prima facie 
right to a seat the House of Representatives will not look behind a certificate if it 
be signed by the proper officers, and if it contains a statement in unequivocal 
terms of the result of the election ; yet something may appear upon the face of the 
certificate itself to destroy or impair its value as prima facie evidence. 

It is on that evidence alone the opposition to the swearing in of 
this member goes. 

Now, Mr. McCrary says distinctly that they must read out of the 
face of the certificate itself the invalidating declaration: ‘If, for 
instance, the certificate states that the vote of one county out of five 
has not been canvassed it seems that this would make it necessary, 
even on the determination of the prima facie case, to inquire what the 
vote was in the county omitted.” 

He then goes on to cite from that class of exceptions. The regular 
certificate of election, he says, when properly signed, is, as we have 
seen, to be taken as sufficient to authorize the = holding it to 
be sworn in. This is the prima facie evidence of his election, and the 
only evidence, therefore, which can be considered in the first instance. 
But there are instances which may be raised touching the qualifica- 
tions of the person elected to office. 

Now, touching the qualifications of the person elected to office, this 
brings me to the declaration which I make now, that in a prima facie 
case but two sets of questions can be considered by the House. 
First, the face of the certificate of the governor and the facts revealed 
to the House in the,certificate ; and second, those questions going to 
show the qualifications of the man certified to as to whether he can 
take the oath of office or not. And when these two branches of the 
subject have been exhausted the discussion of the prima faciecase ends. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, this House, or this legislative body, has been in 
existence well-nigh one hundred years in its present form, and there 
has never been one case in its history from its beginning down to the 
present time where a regularly issued certificate of the governor of a 
State was set aside without an overriding and contesting certificate 
of equal sanctity and power. The certificate of the governor of a 
State in an unbroken line of precedents has seated every member of 
this House for a hundred years past. It is the title upon which we 
are all sworn in at the beginning of Congress. To illustrate this I 
might quote to this House by the hour declarations of distinguished 
men who have gone before us. I shall refer only, however, to a few 
declarations of prominent and leading men which have recently been 
made so that it may not be charged as being merely musty matter 
of the past. 

What are these declarations of prominent men recently made 
quoting the authority of this prima facie case? For instance, sir, I 

nd here that Mr. BucKNER, of Missouri, used this language: 

I say it is not a question whether he is legally elected, whether, when this case 
is sifted to the bottom by a committee roperly authorized by this House, whether, 
under ail the facts, he is entitled to hold it, but whether he has the legal presump- 
tive, prima facie evidence of his right to a seat. Unless that is cone ed to him no 
man, then, has the right to be here, and the House would have no power to com-. 
plete its organization, which is necessary in order that it may go on with the busi- 
ness of the country. 

It is plain that the doctrine of the merits of the case has nothin 
whatever to do with the consideration of the prima facie case itself. 

+ Again, from a former Speaker of this House, (General Banks.) Says 
General Banks—I read from the Recorp of October 16, 1878: 

I submit thatthe gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Rainey] ought to be ad- 
mitted to take the oath as a member of this House because he has the certificate of 
his —— that he has been elected according to law. i 

There is no reason why the House should not hereafter inquire into the validity 
of that election. We may make such inquiry the very moment after Mr. Rainey 
has been admitted upon the certificate. But the very existence of our Govern- 
ment depends upon our = of the certificates of State governments to the 
election of members of this House. We could never organize this House if any 
member was permitted upon any opinion of his own to impeach the certificates of 
the governments under which members of this House are elected. Until the last 
Congress, the precedents of which have been referred to by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, there has never been a single case where this House has set aside, as to the 
prima facie case, the certificate of a State government to the election of a member 
of Congress. 

Again, I have here similar statements from General Banks of Mas- 
sachusetts, Mr. Hale of Maine, Mr. Butler of Massachusetts, and every 
one of thein asserts the same doctrine of the right of a man holding 
the certificate of a governor to be sworn in. 

General Garfield says: 

I will say this— 

Referring to the contested-election case of Hull vs. Bisbee— 


The certificate was in full legal form, certifying to the legal facts which are ordi- 
narily certified to in certificates that come here. Mr. BELFORD bore those cre- 
. and I in common with my associates on this side of the House said that 
he must be sworn in under those credentials. 




















He says again : 
If he Wrenges that certiffcate here unchallenged by any higher paper he ought 
to be sworn in. 

Again, Mr. Harris, of Virginia, recites the same proposition. I will 
not weary the House with the long series of citations which I might 
make in support of this proposition. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, says: 

I think the House of Representatives ought not to undertake to try the merits 
of a case like this. Our Committee on Elections is organized for that purpose. 

I commend this language to the gentleman from New York. I will 
read further what he says. He says: 

Our business is to judge by the face of the certificate. I had the honor to vote formy 
friend from Colorado, [Mr. BELFORD]—one of three men on thisside of the House— 
because I knew that he came here with a prima facie case, in holding the certificate 
of the governor of Celorado. I gave him that vote in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

I have here also the authority of about fifty prominent legislators, 
statesmen, and lawyers who upon the floor of this House have held to 
this same doctrine, have maintained it by their speeches and votes 
on the floor of this House, and have advocated and maintained the right 
of every man who appeared before the bar of the House to be sworn 
in—holding the credentials of the governor of his State, provided 
the governor was the person authorized by the law to issue the cer+ 
tificate. 

I think it will be plain that I have established the fact that the 
person holding the governor’s certificate, or the certificate of the per- 
son authorized by law to certify the result of an election, has been 
the person adjudged to be entitled to a seat by the past action of this 
House, and has been alwaysseated. The only question to be deter- 
mined in the case now presented here is whether the governor of the 
Territory of Utah, who issued this certificate, was the person author- 
ized to issue it, and first I will state to the House that under the 
law of Congress—the Revised Statutes of the United States—the 
governors of every Territory issue the certificate to the elected Dele- 
gate, and they have always done so. It has never been questioned 
that they had the right to do it. But I holdin my hand here the or- 
ganic act of the Territory of Utah, to which I will now refer as giv- 
ing this specific authority to the governor. That actrecites, in gen- 
eral terms, that the person having the greatest number of votes shall 
be declared by the governor to be duly eleeted, arid the certificate 
thereof shall be given accordingly. That is the organic act of Utah. 
It confers upon the governor the power to issue the certificate in any 
election, and that power cannot be questioned. 

Now I turn to the Revised Statutes, and I find here, in section 
1862, that the law of the United States, as well as the organic act of 
the Territory of Utah, that I have just quoted, preseribes that the 
person having the greatest number of votes in any election shal! be 
declared elected, and a certificate shall be given accordingly. That 
settles the power of the governor to issue the certificate. 

And I desire to call the attention of the House to another fact, a 
significant fact, connected with the statute law of Utah; and that 
is that, with the exception of this authority, provided in the Re- 
vised Statutes, directing the governor in general terms to issue the 
certificate of election, there is no statute of the United States, nor is 
there any statute of Utah, that declares the extent to which the gov- 
ernor may go, or that fixes a time or limit tothe power of the gov- 
ernor in issuing the certificate. There is no statute controlling his 
action in the matter. Thatstatute contemplates only a requirement 
that he shall ascertain who was duly elected, lawfully elected, right- 
fully: elected—that is what duly means—and issue. the certificate ac- 
cordingly, and that is all the law controlling the governor of Utah. 
that I find in the statutes in reference to this duty. 

Mr. HOUSE. This provision of the law of Utah to which this 
gentleman cites does not confer upon the governor the authority to 
issue the certificate. 

Mr. HASKELL. The gentleman from Tennessee claims that this 
provision of the law of Utah does not confer upon the governor the 
authority to issue the certificate. It does not say that, but it says: 
The certificate shall be issued accordingly. 


And I desire to state that there never has been a question raised of 
the power of the governor of a Territory to issue the certificate. 
Every Delegate here comes upon the certificate of the governor of 
the Territory he appears here to represent. 

Again, it will be observed that the governor is given a wide sco 
of authority under this provision of the law directing him to ascertain 
who is duly elected, rightfully elected, and lawfully elected. 

But we are not here, Mr. Speaker, to enter upon an examination of. 
the question as to whether the governor has exceeded his authority, 
or whether he has fallen short of his authority. That is a question 
to be examined when the merits of the case are presented for our 
adjudication. We are to take the certificate of the governor forthe 
pespeee for which it was issued, and that certificate must govern this. 

ouse upon this question. 

I come now to the consideration of the certificate itself. I do not 
think it will be contradicted by any member upon this floor that the 
law as well as the pathway before us is clear that the governor had 
the authority to issue the certificate, and that he did issue. it. Now 
there comes before this House a man holding that certificate of the 

overnor, legally and properly issued, and asks for a seat in this 
ouse. That certificate, Mr. Speaker, must be held to confer that, ' 













































SRR nanan 










LS 





























































































































































































CONGRESSIONAL 


right upon him in the absence of invalidating declarations, or in the 
absence of any evidence that vitiates it or makes it of no avail. 

The certificate of the gentleman recited in the resolution reads as 
follows: 

I, Eli H. Marray, governor of the Territory of Utah, do declare and certify that 
at a regular election for fpr ma to the Forty-seventh Congress, held in said Ter- 
ritory on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1880, to wit, 
‘the 2d day of November, 1880, the returns whereof were opened in my presence by 
‘the secretary of the Territory, Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen 
of the United States over the age of twenty-one s, having the greatest number 
-of votes, and was therefore duly elected as said Delegate to the said Congress; and 
I therefore do give this certificate accordingly. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Campbell, who holds this certificate, and 
thas presented it to this House, presents to this House the only decla- 
ration of any sort or kind made by the governor of Utah or any offi- 
cer of it concerning this election. There is not an official sound 
coming from that Territory to this House under the official authority 
of an officer of that Territory declaring anything concerning the 
result of the election except this certificate of Governor Murray. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
ition ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there not accompanying thiscertificate alsoa 
paper from the a stating that he made an examination of a 
protest filed by Mr. Cannon ? 

Mr. HASKELL. No, sir. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Andalso a certificate from the secretary of State? 

Mr. HASKELL. I say there is no paper coming from any oflicer of 
the Territorry except this certificate. 

Mr. OND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. HASKELL. No,sir. I know the point the gentleman is going 
‘to raise, and do not want to stop. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman not permit me 
to ask him a question presented by the certificate itself? 

Mr. HASKELL. Not now; I may do so later. 

Now there is presented to this House another paper than the certifi- 
‘cate presented by the gentleman I now offer to have swornin. Ido 
not deny it. But is it apaper coming from the governor of Utah? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is. 

Mr. HASKELL. Itisnot. It does not come from the governor of 
Utah. The governor of Utah has never presented to this House a 
scrap of paper except the certificate given to Mr. Campbell; not one. 
The secretary of the Territory has not presented to this House a scrap 
-of paper; not one. What has been presented to this House? Why 
a bundle of papers gathered from the governor’s office by the con- 
testant, Mr. Cannon; a bundle of evidence selected by Mr. Cannon, 
a contestant, not the governor, not the secretary; a copy of certain 
alleged records of the governor's office. And there is attached to this 
bundle of papers a certificate of the accuracy of the transcript o 
one paper. 

Mr. HOUSE. And the seal of the Territory. 

Mr. HASKELL. And the seal of the Territory. The seal of the 
“Territory _—_ as well be affixed to a certified copy of a washer- 
woman’s bil for cleansing the linen of the Executive Mansion. Why? 
Because all the secretary certifies to in this bundle of papers is that 
2 certain one of them, namely, the decision of the governor in the 
matter of issuing a certificate to the person duly elected to the Forty- 
seventh Congress—that that paper which has been printed in the 
‘RECORD is a correct copy of a paper on file in the governor’s office. 
The secretary did not sendit here. The secretary assumed no power 
over this election. He did not claim that he had the right to certify 
anything; he has notcertified anything except that somebody, either 


himself or Mr. Cannon himself or a clerk, has correctly copied some, 


papers in the governor's office. 
certificate of Mr. Cannon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. HASKELL. Not yet. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman not know that Mr. Cannon 
filed this paper himself with the Clerk? 

Mr. HASKELL. Ido not deny the presence of papers in the gov- 
ernor’s office. I have simply said, and I say again, that the governor 
of that Territory has sent nothing of that sort here, and the secretary 
has sent nothing of that sort here, and the certificate of the secretary 
does not even certify that the returns that are filed in his office are 
the legal returns. The secretary does not even certify that those 
returns were ever canvassed by anybody. The secretary does not 
even certify that he and the governor had the right to canvass those 
returns. He certifies to nothing, he declares nothing except that the 
copy of the decision of the governor, as is Siena in this paper, is 
an accurate transcript. You might as well have the jurat of a notary 
a certifying to the correctness of the transcript of any document. 

t does not pretend to be a credential; it does not pretend to be an 
official document. The secretary of your State and of mine and of 
every State and Territory will certify to any transcript made in his 
office of a public document, and he will attach to it the seal of the 
Territory or the State. He has the custody of the seal, and he will 
place it to a certification of the correctness of the transcript of any 
paper in that office. But that has nothing to do with the election. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman from Kansas overlook the 
-secretary’s certificate to the summary of votes? 

Mr. HASKELL. There is ne law of Utah that says the secretary 


That is all there is of the alleged 
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shall make any summary of votes. The governor simply certifies 
that the returns in his office if added up would aggregate so and so. 
But there is not a scrap of law anywhere directing the secretary to 
aggregate those returns. He has nothing in the world to do with it. 
There is nowhere a scrap of any law by which he is directed to do 
it. He does not pretend to say that the result is the aggregate of 
the canvassed returns; he merely says it is the aggregate of certain 
returns filed in his office. 

That is the case before the House. One man stands here with a 
certificate of the governor, in due form as I claim, and fully authen- 
ticated. The other man stands here with a bundle of papers, made 
up by himself, coming from no officer of the Territory, claiming to be 
nothing issued by virtue of the authority of any officer of the Terri- 
tory in an official way. Yet it issaid this House isin doubt whether 
or not the man holding the certificate of the governor should be sworn 
in as we have all been sworn in. 

What is the objection to this certificate? I think I have clearly 
shown that if Mr. Campbell is not now sworn in upon the floor of this 
House it must be because there has been read from the certificate in- 
validating words, clauses, or sentences. Now, what do we find in 
the certificate? We find that the governor says ‘Allen G. Campbell 
was the person.” That is the precise language in the organic law of 
Utah; that is the precise language of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. ‘Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen 
of the United States.” That is the precise language of section 1860 
of the Revised Statutes. ‘‘ The right of suffrage and of holding office 
shall be exercised only by citizens of the United States above the 
age of twenty-one years,” &c. This governor, who desires to certify 
fully and correctly to the result of that election, says that this man, 
“Allen G. Campbell, was the person, being a citizen of the United 
States”—taking his language actually out of the Revised Statutes— 
“was the person, being a citizen of the United States over the age of 
twenty-one years,” the precise words of the statute, “having the 
greatest number of votes,” the words of the statute exactly. The 
governor follows the language of the law by yourselves: 

Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen of the United States over the 
age of twenty-one years, having the greatest number of votes, and was therefore 
duly elected as said Delegate to the said Congress. 

Because he was a citizen, above the age of twenty-one years, qual- 
ified, and having a majority of the votes, he was therefore duly 
elected. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Does the “therefore” in that cer- 
tificate apply to the statutory requirement that the governor shall 
certify the person having the highest number of votes, or does the 
: Saarenee ” refer to the qualifications of the person, citizenship and 
age 

Mr. HASKELL. If you parse this language and analyze it in the 
old-fashioned way, then ‘‘therefore” must refer to that precedent 
nearest to it; and in this case “‘ therefore” refers to the fact that he 
received ‘‘the greatest number of votes.” 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Allow me a moment further, to finish 
my question. Is it not fairly susceptible of the construction that the 
‘‘therefore” may refer to either? And if it refers to either, is it not 
a proper question to be submitted to the Committee on Elections to 
determine whether it does refer to a thing within the jurisdiction of 
the governor or to a thing without his jurisdiction? 

Mr. HASKELL. That would be all true, and we would refer the 
question to the committee without hesitation, if any man denied the 
citizenship of Mr. Campbell, if any man denied the age of Mr. 
Campbell, if any man denied any of the allegations contained here. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Suppose the age of the citizenship 
of the other man is denied, and the governor has undertaken to 
decide? 

Mr. HASKELL. There is the certificate of the governor that Mr. 
Campbell received ‘‘the greatest number of votes,” and the gov- 
ernor has the sole power to ascertain that fact. 

Mr. HOUSE. Does the gentleman pretend that because the act 
prescribes the qualifications of a delegate, therefore that authorizes 
the governor to determine those questions in giving certificates? 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not. And I want to say here, simply to 
prove to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. HousE,] who I know 
to be a just man, that these words were put in there probably merely 
in ample fulfillment of the law. I claim, therefore, that it must be 
clear to this House that this man was fairly elected, according to the 
opinion of the governor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HASKELL, I cannot have my time all taken up in this way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg pardon. z 

Mr. HASKELL. I hold in my hand the certificate of another gov- 
ernor, the acting governor of New Mexico. It has been urged here, 
in conversation among members, that these words ‘‘ being a citizen 
of the United States” were put in the certificate for the purpose of 
evading the requirement of the law. Now, to disprove that intent of 
the governor let me read from another certificate, gotten up Ww an- 
other governor, having no contest on his hands, to show this House 


Will the gentleman allow me now 


| how natural the language was, how absolutely fair it was, since here 
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was another governor who was led into using the same phraseology. 
Now it says: 

Ata canvass of the votes cast for Delegate to Congress on the 2d day of Novem- 
ber in the several election precincts and counties of the Territory of New Mexico 
held at the office of the secretary of the Territory, at the capital, to wit, the city of 
Santa Fé, within thirty days after said election— 

Do you not see the qualifying declarations of the statute pees 
all through this certificate—the provisions setting forth when an 
how the governor of the Territory shall make the certificate— 
to wit, on the 20th day of November, by William G. Ritch, the secretary and 
acting governor ef the Territory, it was in pursuance of law— 

Observe the phraseology— 
by him, as secretary, determined at said canvass that Tranquilino Luna, a citizen 
of the United States— 

The same declaration that the governor of Utah makes— 
Tranquilino Luna, a citizen of the United States, had received the highest number 
of votes cast as aforesaid, and it was likewise declared by him as acting governor 
that said Tranquilino Luna was duly elected a Delegate to represent the Territory 
of New Mexico in the Forty-seventh Congress of the United States. 

Why, sir, no two governors who have signed certificates that have 
come before this House make them precisely alike; and this goes to 
prove that the mind of the governor of Utah in making his certifi- 
cate was simply running in the same channel with the minds of other 
officers charged with the same duty. Here is a governor who has 
spread upon the records of his office the declaration that he intends to 
rive Allen G. Campbell a certificate. Governor Murray spread that 

eclaration on the records of his office—that he intended to give to 
Allen G. Campbell a certificate ; and the fact appears that he did give 
him a certificate. The governor declared on the records of his office 
that he proposed to give Allen G. Campbell the certificate required 
by law; that is spread on the record of the governor’s office; and 
some members of this House will ask you to believe that the gov- 
ernor, who has made in his office the record that he ae to give 
the lawful certificate to Mr. Campbell, seated himself deliberately at 
his table and wrote a lie, a falsehood, a piece of trickery and deceit, 
with which to fool this House. A most violent assumption! 

When a governor has been frank enough to put upon the records 
of his office the whole argument by which he arrived at his conclu- 
sion, (I will not either affirm or deny the validity of his argument, for 
that goes to the merits of the case ;) when he has been frank enough 
tospread the whole reasons of his action upon the records of his office, 
saying, ‘‘I believe I am empowered by law and by my duty to give 
thelawful certificate to Mr. Campbell,” I say it is unfair for this House, 
without adjudication, without the chance for opponents to be heard, 
to assert that this frank, open-faced governor, however faulty his 
judgment may have been, actually sat down toa table to give a cer- 
tificate which should be a trick and a fraud upon this House. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there is not a certificate before this House that 
cannot be slaughtered, if you turn upon it a microscopic gaze in the 
manner we have been asked privately to do with this certificate. 

Here is another certificate—a certificate coming from the governor 
of Idaho. The governor of that Territory certifies that— 

A general clection within and for the mgt | of Idaho was held on Tuesday, 
the 2d day November, in the peenent year, 1880, that being the day designated by 
law for the election of one Delegate to represent said Territory in the House of 


Representatives, being of the Forty-seventh Congress of the United States; that 
is to say, for the term of two years from and after the 4th day of March next. 
* * * * 


* . * 

At the canvass and inspection of the returns of the votes cast in the several 
counties of said Territory at such election, made in my presence according to law, 
it appears that George Ainslie, esq., a citizen of said Territory, duly qualified— 

This is the language of the governor— 

George Ainslie, esq., a citizen of said Territory, duly qualified— 

The governor of Idaho repeats in brief the very language, and all 

of it, that the governor of Utah has used— 
did receive a majority of all the votes lawfully cast— 

This is the language of the governor of Idaho— 

#il the votes lawfully cast at such election— 


As if he were determining what votes were lawfully cast or not. 

I have here in my hand a dozen or fifteen certificates of members 
from different States. Notwo of them, except when emanating from 
the same governor, read alike; and there is not any one of them 
which, if you should turn upon it such a microscopic investigation 
as I am informed this House intends to turn upon this certificate, 
cannot be invalidated if this certificate can be invalidated. 

Mr. AINSLIE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HASKELL. Oh, I do not impeach the gentleman’s election. 

Mr. AINSLIE. I only wish to say that if I had been a Mormon, 
the governor of my Territory would undoubtedly have given a cer- 
tificate against me, notwithstanding I had a majority of votes. 

Mr. HASKELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have still another piece of 
evidence going to show that the certificate issued by the governor 
of Utah was a lawful instrument and was accepted. Why? Because 
the contestant himself recognized it as such from the beginning. He 
instituted a contest to set aside this certificate. Defeated in that con- 
test, or fearing defeat, he went to the Federal court of the Territory 
and instituted a contest there—a suit there—to have this same certiti- 
eateannulled, paonepia ag ieee a good and valid certificate, and asking 
that the governor of that Territory be instructed to issue one to him. 
But the court passed upon that question and refused to interfere in 
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the matter at all. It was never known in Salt Lake or Utah there 
was any pretense at holding a credential other than the one held by 
Mr. Campbell—never a word heard of it until the delegate, Mr. 
Cannon, reached the city of Washington and procured the insertion 
of his name upon the pay-roll ofthis House. That wasthe first notice 
that anybody pretended to claim a certificate was issued to anybody 
except that which had been issued to Mr. Campbell. 

Now, then, again, Mr. Speaker, I insist that these certificates of 
election issued by the governors of States and Territories should be 
construed by the same law, under the same rules a statute would. 
be construed or a contract secured. I am willing to grant to you 
that you shall construe it closely. I am willing to grant to it noth- 
ing beyond what the law says it shall do. I am entirely willing 
to the governor is required by the law to give a certificate to 
the man he finds duly elected, and that, in the construction of it you 
have the right to presume that a governor thus charged with this 
official duty, when he sets himself down to the task of executing it, 
proposes to execute it in accordance with the law. That is the 
presumption under which this certificate must be read here in this 
H use. And there is not a man upon this floor, if this contest had 
never been raised, who would have ever dreamed there was a possible 
flaw in this certificate. 

I would like to call the attention of the House to some other points, 
but there are gentlemen who are to follow me in this debate who 
want the time, and I will therefore bring my remarks to a conclusion 
by simply directing the members of the House to the long line of 
precedents by which it has invariably seated in a prima facie case 
the man holding the certificate of the governor. 

Gentlemen on my left, distinguished representatives of the Demo- 
cratic party, have for years insisted when a man came to this body 
bearing in his hand the certificate of the governor of his sovereign 
State that he was duly elected ; our Democratic friends had claimed, 
I say, that he should be sworn in at once, and the authority of the 
State recognized and the merits of the case sent to the Committee on 
Elections, if there was any contest. They have clamored for that 
principle for years, never deviating from it, always holding to it, 
and the Republican side of the House has yielded to that demand, 
yielded to it repeatedly and through many years. 

I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, a recent case, not one musty with 
age, but the declaration of a leading and prominent Republican 
statesman on this side of the House. The honorable gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] used this language: 

Mr. Speaker, it is very important we should proceed in a case like this ae 
cording to law, and that our first step forward should be from a firm basis. There- 
fore let us understand the position of this case. By the law of the land the Clerk 
of the last House makes up the roll of this House as a preliminary body competent 
to organize itself. When that is done, then by the statute the Speaker is to swear 
in the Representatives-elect. How is he to know who are the Representatives- 
elect? By the certificate of the constitutional authorities of the State according 
to the laws of the State whose constituted authorities give it. If that certificate 
is here, properly authenticated by the great seal of the State, according to the laws 
of the State of Alabama, it can only be questioned in two ways—I mean prima facie. 
The one is that it is a forgery, and the other is that there is some other disqualifi- 
cation of the member offering to be sworn which is not covered by the certificate. 
But so long as the certificate certifies to what the law autherizes the governor to 
certify to, so long it is a prima facie case, and commands in my opinion prima facie 
the action of this House, and all other objections prima facie are out of order. 

The certificate is not claimed to be a forged one. It is not claimed 
this man Campbell is disqualified. It is known that he is qualified. 
It is known this is a genuine certificate of the governor. 

Now let me proceed further with what Mr. ROBESON has to say: 

Now my sympathies are all one way in this case, but I cannot violate what I feel 
to be the law of the land and the good order which is necessary tothe proper and 
expeditious organization of this House. 2 

And upon that declaration it is entered here by the Clerk that the 
entire Democratic side of the House applauded that sentiment ; that 
is, that declaration by Mr. RoBprson which I + ms here to-day, that 
the certificate of the governor should entitle the man holding it to 
be sworn in. 

Sir, upon this side of the House as Republican members you have 
made campaigns for twenty years nearly—for fifteen years at least— 
you have made campaigns in the Northern States, claiming that from 
the South there came up men here with these governors’ certificates 
of election when they had not received one-half of the votes which 
had been lawfully cast. This has been the claim of Republican mem- 
bers of Congress in the campaigns of the last fifteen years that men 
held governors’ certificates upon this floor who had not received one- 
half of the legal votes cast at the election, but the same Republican 
members have continuously seated them upon this floor upon the 
mere presentation of the governor’s certificate, claiming that the 
merits of the case, the right or wrong of the case, was a question 
which should be sent to the committee. Now I stand here to repeat 
the argument and to declare again the position of the Democratic 

side and to repeat the argument and declare again the position occu- 
pied by the Republican side of the House, that this man should be 
seated prima facie on the certificate of the governor, and the merits 
of the case should go to the committee. How will the country look 
at the action of the House that has always construed these certifi- 
cates liberally, always assumed when a governor said he wanted to 
give a man a certificate he had done so; what will the country say, 
when, for the first time in the history of ag American Congress, this 
House turns a microscopic, carping, pettifogging eye upon this cer- 
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tificate in behalf of that scarlet-robed harlot that sits enthroned amid 





















the hills of Utah? ‘ 
Now, Mr. § r, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes. 





Mr. HASKELL. Then I will reserve that time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas, 
in his closing remarks, has made an ad hominum upon the Democratic 
side of the House. 

A MEMBER. Ad feminam. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Or, as some gentleman suggests, an ad 
Seminam. Perhaps it was in relation to the “‘scarlet-robed woman” 
of Utah. I knew that my friend, before he got through, could not 
fail to refer, in some sert of fine language, to the polygamous ques- 
tion. I was complimenting him in my mind all the way through 
for avoiding that subject ; but he evidently saved it for his climax. 
That is about all the argumentation that there is in his presentation 
of the case. 

There is no question here of a partynature. There is no division 
now between one side of the House and the other. Both of these 
claimants from Utah are Democrats. I do not know, certainly, how 
that is with Mr. Cannon, but I hear that Mr. Campbell is a very 
respectable Democrat. The motion made for the reference of the 

prima facie case to the Committee on Elections comes from a very 
distinguished member of the Republican side of the House. 

I was about—— 

Mr. HASKELL. 
that connection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand very well what the gentle- 
man was attempting. He was complimenting our party. He was 
in favor of applying the Democratic doctrine to this case, by giving 
to the certificate of the governor its proper virtue and authority. 
Did he not refer to the campaigning of Republicans throughout the 
Northern States in reference to the certificates of the Southern elec- 
tions? fu this he did justiceto our party and its action. This is not 

a question of party. I wasready some weeks ago to offer a resolution 
myself of the same character as that presented by the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. REED.] But, somehow, he has antici- 
pated me. Let him carry it further. Let him refer this whole ques- 
tion, the prima facie case and the merits, into the Committee on 
Elections. Let them report without delay upon the merits of the 
whole case. The gentleman has intimated to me that he will make 
such a motion as an amendment to the amendment. 

The gentleman from Kansas, however, in the conclusion of his 
remarks, takes occasion to say that he objects to looking at this case 
with a microscopic, pettifogging view. I submit—although it may be 
questioned whether the language of the gentleman is strictly par- 
liamentary—I submit to this House the question: What would be 
thought of a gentleman who comes here with a proposition to seat a 
person having 1,357 votes in opposition to a person which the record 
shows received 18,854 votes? That is neither Republican nor Dem- 
ocratic ; norrepresentativein any sense. I willnotcharacterize it in 
unparliamentary language. I will not say that it is pettifogging ; 
but I will say that to give to a man who has about thirteen-four- 
teenths only of the entire votes of the Territory which he claims to 
represent a seat here is very much in the nature of pettifogging, if 
not worse. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentleman from New York remember the 
contested case from Colorado between Patterson and Belford ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Kansas has quoted 
from the remarks I made at that time. 

Mr. BROWNE. Did not the gentleman vote to seat a person who 
received only one-tenth of the votes cast? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not recall anything of the merits of 
the Colorado case at this time. My recollection is that I voted to 
seat my friend, Mr. BELFoRD, who held the prima facie certificate of 
the governor. He held the certificate, as I now remember the case, 
and there was no implication or suggestion of any doubt which mado 
it improper to do so. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] 
—_ before the House holding the certificate of the governor of Col- 
orado. 

Mr. BROWNE. Do I understand the gentleman from New York 
that he voted to seat Mr. BeLrorp in that contest ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not say that I voted finally to seat 
him; but, as I now recollect it, I voted upon the question of his ad- 
mission upon the prima facie right. There was noslipping in of such 
ambiguous words, “being a citizen;” but I will come to that before 
Iam done. The panes from Kansas has argued the merits, some- 
what, so far as the so-called certificate of the governor is concerned. 

Mr. BROWNE. The gentleman from New York has not answered 
as to the Colorado case, has he ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand the Colorado case. The 
only question in that case as I now remember it was as to the date 
of holding the election. The governor gave a certificate which was 
prima facie, and the only question was as to the time of holding the 
election. That -was in question. 


Mr. BROWNE. Did not the gentleman vote to seat the gentle- 
man from Colorado ? 


































































































I was not crivicising the Democratic party in 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I have stated that I voted on the prima 
facie case. Now will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion in reply ? 

Mr. BROWNE. . The gentleman voted right on that case. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Would you not have voted the same way ? 

. Mr. BROWNE. Yes; but the gentleman voted against his party in 

that case, I suppose. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman does not suppose for a 
moment that I have ever voted with my party in any improper or 
obnoxious sense. Iam here under my oath; so is the gentleman. I 
will vote when the proper certificate comes here for the person holding 
it to be seated. 

Our Clerk [Mr. ADAMS] was right under the law in placing the 
name of Mr. Cannen on the roll. ‘The Speaker overruled the Clerk. 
The matter is left open. Both parties are here. Is it not best to 
accede to the proposition made on the gentleman’s own side to refer 
the whole question? 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. I cannot agree with the statement made by the 
gentleman from New York that he voted to seat me on the prima facie 
case. I came here asa member of the Forty-fourth Congress with the 
certificate of the governor, with no contest on my hands at all, and 
that gentleman voted to keep me out of my seat for two solid months. 
I came to the Forty-fifth Congress with the certificate of the gov- 
ernor, with the seal of the State. There was no question of the fact 
that I had received a vast majority of the votes; and that case, upon 
a resolution offered by my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] was referred to the Committee on Elections; and finally 
my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] voted to seat the minority can- 
didate in that case, as did a great many other gentlemen, whom I 
have since heard express regret at their conduct in that transaction. 
Now I do not propose to follow the Democratic example set in that 
case, but I propose to vote against Mr. Campbell because he did not 
receive the majority of votes of the people of that Territory. 

Mr. COX, ef New York. That looks as if the gentleman was com- 
ing into the representative system. [Laughter.] I have no doubt 
we taught him how to do and how to behave by our conduct toward 
him, and he is properly grateful under the circumstances. [Laughter. ] 

I have been drawn away from what I intended to say when I rose, 
by irrelevant interruption. 

The gentleman from Kansas started his remarks by quoting from 
McCrary onthe Law of Elections. I wish the Heuse to read this chap- 
ter, IV, on the “‘ prima facie right to an office,” not between the lines 
the gentleman fills up, but just as Judge McCrary givesit. Then 
the House will see how pertectly apt and appropriate it is to send 
this matter to the Committee on Elections. Perhaps the House, if 
they pondered well, might seat Mr. Cannon. I will not reopen that 
matter. It is enough if the proposition of reference be passed. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if you will look at Judge McCrary’s remarks 
you will see that he intended to reach the case of a contestant who 
raised a frivolous contest and who meant to do injustice by keeping 
out one duly elected by such frivolous contest. That is what the 
two hundred and fourth section says: 

Besides, if the mere institution of a contest was to be deemed sufficient to pre- 


vent the swearing in of a person holding the usual credentials, it is easy to see that 


wert pont and serious injustice might be done. And if this were the rule, it 
wo 


\d only be necessary for an evil-disposed person to test the right of his success- 
gy if the party holding the ordinary credentials to an office could be 
kept out of the office by the mere institution of a contest, the organization of a 
legislative body, such, forexample, as the House of Representatives of the United 
States, might be prevented. 

These considerations— 

Says Judge McCrary— 
have made it necessary to adopt and to adhere to the rule that the person holding 
the ordinary credentials— 

Mark the language—‘‘the ordinary credentials.” Who pretends that 
Mr. Campbell has the ordinary credentials ?— 
shall be qualified and allowed to act pending the contest and until a decision can 
be had on the merits. 

Thisis Judge McCrary’s reasoning forordinary cases. Is this such 
acase? Is a case where 1,300 voters contest 18,000 ordinary, espe- 
cially when such a case appears of record? And he adds—what the 
gentleman from Kansas did not read—that— 

No particular form of credentials is required. 

And there the gentleman from Kansas missed the whole issue ; 
for from this record, irrespective of form, it is apparent that the 
largest number of votes was given to Mr. Cannon against Mr. Camp- 
bell. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman allow me to make one state- 
ment ? A 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HASKELL. This, of course, goes to the merits of the case, and 
has been urged many times on the floor. And that will be denied 
whenever the merits of the case are opened. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Precisely. There is an issue which is de- 
nied on one side and affirmed on the other, or vice versa. But was 
there ever a statement so contestible and questionable as that made 
by the gentleman? Was there ever a case so clear for a reference to 
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&@ committee as that which hsi elaborate speech discloses? The very 
argument of the gentleman, though it was ingenious, shows that this 
House ought to refer. He demonstrates that there are two sides ; 
and all confess that the equitable side, at least, is in favor of him 
who received the highest number of votes. 

Mr. HASKELL. Iam as anxious to reach the merits of the case as 
you can be, 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then you will have a chance to vote for 
the proposition of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] with a modi- 
cation to send both the meritorious and the prima facie questions to 
the Committee on Elections. We will test the gentleman from Kan- 
sas on that. 

Judge McCrary, who the gentleman from Kansas says is good au- 
thority, insists that there is no particular form required for the cre- 
dentials. Who denies that? The Clerk, in placing the name of Mr. 
Cannon on the roll, acted not merely on the governor’s certificate, to 
which I will refer directly, but he acted on the whole record. It is 
all printed in the REcorb. 

What does that record disclose? On page 39 of our REcorD it is 
shown George Q. Cannon received 18,568 votes and Allen G. Camp- 


bell 1,357. Does the gentleman from Kansas deny that statement of | 


facts? 
Mr. HASKELL. 
for Mr. Cannon. 
Mr. COX, of New York. 
case should go to the committee. 
step he shows the importance of sending the case to the committee. 
Now let me read the first clause of the certificate : 


On the 14th day of December, 1880, the secretary of the Territory, in my pres- 


ence, opened the returns received by mail of an election for Delegate of the Terri- 


tory of Utah in the Forty-seventh Congress, held on the Tuesday after the first 


Monday of November of said year. ° 

And then he goes on to say: 

The returns show that George Q. Cannon received 18,568 votes and Allen G. 
Campbell received 1,357 votes. 

There is the evidence which was not only before the Clerk of this 
House when he placed the name of Mr. Cannon on the roll, but is 
to-day before the House for its instruction on the pending resolution 
and amendment. It is not certified to simply by the secretary of 
State. It comes here from the governor. And although the governor 
may not be required to give a certificate—I will not argue that ques- 
tion now—and although he has given a quasi certificate—neverthe- 
less the facts appear of record from the governor, to this House, that 
Cannon has received a large number of votes, running up to thou- 
sands, while Campbell received only hundreds. Yet the gentleman 
would seat a person here on these facts staring him right in the face! 

The gentleman has quoted various authorities. I know that the 
authorities in election cases sometimes differ. I have, however, a case 
here directly in point. I will give it to the House if they will give 
me their attention. It is the case of Hunt against Chilcott, in the 
Fortieth Congress, from the Territory of Colorado. Mr. Wilson, of 
Iowa, an eminent lawyer, a leader in this House, the chairman then 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, made this motion: 

That the questions presented by the claimants from the Territory of Colorado 
for a seat upon this floor be referred to the Committee of Elections when appointed, 


oo instructions to report which of the contestants has the prima facie right to 
© seat. 


That motion was adopted by the House on the 5th day of March, 


Mr. HASKELL. Which of the contestants had the certificate ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Hunt had the certificate of election 
in due form, signed by the governor and attested by the secretary of 
the Territory. The certificate stated that he was duly elected a Dele- 
gate from the Territory of Colorado. Mr. Chilcott presented the 
certificate of a board of canvassers only that he had received a ma- 
jority of the votes cast at that election, and also the certificate of 
the acting governor of the Territory, who was the secretary of the 
Territory, who had before attested the certificate of Mr. Hunt which 
the governor had issued, and the authenticated returns of the several 
counties of the Territory. 

That question was referred to the Committee on Elections, and that 
committee examined allthe papers. The committee afterward asked 
the House to adopt a resolution— 

That the papers and evidence relating to the right of the contestants be referred 
to the Committee on Elections with iastructions to report which, if either, of said 
claimants is entitled thereto. 

The minority of the committee reported a resolution that Mr. Hunt 
was prima facie entitled to the seat. Then Mr. Wilson moved to 
amend the resolution of the majority of the committee by adding 
‘and pending the action of the committee to the House thereon, Mr. 
Chilcott be sworn in as the acting Delegate from the Territory of 
Colorado.” 

Many members were in favor of adopting the resolution reported 
by the majority of the Committee of Elections, to send the papers and 
evidence to the committee, who were not in favor of giving the seat 
to either contestant pending the examination of the case. But the 
House, after a long discussion, adopted the resolution, together with 
the amendment of Mr. Wilson, by a vote of 91 to 36, and Chilcott 
was sworn in, as the record amply shows. 

Now, an important point in this connection will be observed by the 


We deny that any 18,000 legal votes were cast 


| 
There is the more reason, then, why the | 
Every time the gentleman takes a | 
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House. It is that a majority of the committee decided that the ver- 
bal explanation of the governor, who appeared before the Commit- 
tee of Elections as the attorney of Hunt, to whom he had given the 
certificate, as to the reasons why there was no allusion made in the 
certificate to the count of the canvassers, male it plain that the cer- 
tificate had been issued in violation of the law, and was therefore 
not valid, and not entitled to be recognized as prima facie. Could 
there be a case nearer in point than that? 

But gentlemen seem to get rid of this matter by referring to the 
governor’s certificate. What is that certificate? I will read it: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Executive Ofice, ss : 

I, Eli H. Murray, governor of the Territory of Utah, do declare and certify that 
at the regular election for Delegate to the Forty-seventh Congress, held in said Ter- 
ritory on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1880, to wit, 
the 2d day of November, 1880, the returns whereof were opened in my presence by 
the secretary of the Territery, Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen of 
the United States over the age of twenty-one years, having the greatest number of 
votes, and was therefore duly elected as said Delegate to the said Congress; and I 
therefore do give this certificate accordingly. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the Territory to be affixed. 

Done at Salt Lake City, this 8th day of January, A. D, 1881. 

(SEAL. ] ELI H. MURRAY, Governor. 


By the governor: 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, 
Secretary of Utah Territory. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Isit required thatthe certificate should state 
that the person is a citizen of the United States over twenty-one years 


| of age? 


Mr. COX, of New York. 
in the case. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Iam asking about the certificate alone. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will explain directly. “Being a citi- 
zen of the United States.” What right had this governor to raise 


The gentleman should take all the papers 


| that question in that certificate? Who gave him the right to decide 


that question? Who gave this creature of the organic law, this 
creature of Congress, the right to take from Congress the power to 
decide on the qualifications of members ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Do you deny that he was a citizen of the United 
States? : 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not say that he might not be elected 
although he was not naturalized. I do not propose to argue that 
question. It is not necessary to our side of the case to argue it. 

Mr. HASKELL. Do you deny it? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will say this: If you claim that Mr. 
Cannon was not a citizen, I will bring the record to show that he 
was, 

Mr. HASKELL. Oh, no; not Mr. Cannon, but Campbell. Doyou 
deny that Mr. Campbell was a citizen of the United States as certi- 
fied by the governor ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does not the gentleman see the little 
trick or quibble in this statement of the certificate; that Campbell 
is “a citizen,” the innuendo being, as all the papers will show, that 
Cannon was not a citizen in the governor’s opinion; and therefore 
18,000 votes are to go for nothing as against 1,300? Why, this gov- 
ernor of a Territory, in defiance of a law of a Territory, makes—I 
will not say a false and fraudulent certificate—but he makes such a 
certificate as to raise a question which he himself decides as to the 
qualifications of the Delegate. This is a question, sir, that belongs 
exclusively to the House of Representatives by the Constitution. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Would you regard the certificate as good 
if those words were omitted ? i 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, I think I would; but I do not think 
that question is necessary to our argument, because the words are 
there; don’t you see them ? 

, Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Then the whole question turns on the ques- 
tion whether those words destroy the certificate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not take the certificate only. My 
friend will see that I take, as Judge McCrary says, any form of cer- 
tification to get at the facts. Did notmy friend from New York hear 
what McCrary said, that no particular form of credentials is required ? 

I hold that the word “credentials” hasa broad meaning. Itisnot 
restricted in its application to a document drawn up in any particu- 
lar form of words or executed by any particular functionary. It 
applies to all instruments which the House in practice accepts as the 
credentials of Representatives or Delegates, whether founded on State 
or Federal legislation, or on local usage, or whether limited to a sin- 
gle Representative, or embracing an entire State delegation ; whether 
executed according to law or by a governor, by a secretary of State, 
by a legislative officer, by a board of State canvassers, by a board of 
district canvassers, or by any other functionary; whether merely 
presenting a bare certificate of the election or exhibiting also in facts 
and figures the votes cast for the several candidates; whether con- 
sisting of one or several documents. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. But you say this form would be right if 
those words were omitted. : 

Mr. COX, of New York. I say that no particular form is required. 
I am maintaining that upon a case of this kind, as here presented on 
the entire record, where even a reasonable doubt arises as to the 
prima facie right to the seat, the question should go at once to the 
Committee on Elections. Does not the gentleman agree to that? If 
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the question is raised by the record as to who is the eligible person, 
will not the gentleman join with me in sending the question to the 
Committee on Elections ? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. We might not agree asto what isthe record. 
I say the record is the certificate; and I will join issue with the gen- 
tleman on that. If that is a bad certificate, I am with the gentle- 
man; ifitisa certificate, I am against him. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Well, now, I suppose if the gentleman 
joins issue and throws himself upon the country, he never would 
argue for one moment before the country that a man with 18,000 
votes should be set aside and a man with 1,300 votes should be placed 
in power. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Suppose the 18,000 votes were given for the 
Emperor ef Germany ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not propose to answer questions 
which are not really intelligent, and that is not an intelligent ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 
an alien? 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is a question for us to decide when 
the member comes here, and not for a mere Territorial official. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. It is a question for the governor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is that a question going to the qualifica- 
tion of the member ? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. It is a question for the governor to decide 
in making the certificate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Youdo not answer my question, although 
I have been so good as to yield to you. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Certainly it is. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then if itis a question going to the qual- 
ification, it is a question for Congress to decide under the Constitu- 
tion, which you are sworn to support, and are you not in danger of 
perjury if you do not vote with me? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Oh no. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You have not reached that point as yet, 
but you may get there if you do not vote right. Now I hope the gen- 
tleman is satisfied and will take his seat. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I have no doubt you are satisfied to let me 
sit down. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Why, look at it. Mr. Speaker, suppose 
this governor had made a certificate that Mr. Campbell was a polyga- 
mist, or was a soldier, or was thirty years of age, or was a Democrat, 
or was a Republican, or was a ‘‘ Half-Breed” or a ‘ Stalwart,” or 
anything of that kind, would that classification in any way have 
affected this matter to the detriment of the person having the largest 
vote? Not much. But the moment the governor raises the question 
of citizenship, you have the whole matter before you, and is it not 
entitled to go to the Committee on Elections? The governor of the 
Territory undertakes to decide. He would elect, not the people. 
He would decide on “qualification,” and not the House. 

Why sir, if Mr. Cannon be an alien, it is a matter for us to decide ; 
the governor of the Territory has no right to set him aside because 
of some suspicion on that point. I am not arguing the question 
whether or not Mr. Cannon is analien. I have, however, his certifi- 
cate of naturalization here, on which I suppose this governor pro- 
poses to pass asa sort of court. But the law recognized in New York 
and elsewhere is that a record of naturalization once made cannot be 
set aside even upon an imperfect record. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. That may be New York City law; but it does 
not apply in Utah. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is again irrelevant. It 
has been decided by Judge Blatchford, of the United States court— 
it has been decided by the Federal judiciary—that where a man 
claiming to be a naturalized citizen has done all that could be done 
on his part, and the clerk of the court or the judge has failed to do 
his part in making the authentic record, even though there be but a 
small note, minute, or memorandum, the faet of citizenship never- 
theless follows, because the applicant did all in his power. I refer 
to 15 Blackford. 

From the record as published in our proceedings some time ago, and 
from the certificate which is before us, we know at least that the 
question of citizenship is raised; and being raised, the governor had 
no right to decide it. It should come here for decision; and there 
being doubt about it, should go to the appropriate committee. That 
is the burden of my argument. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Does my colleague know the certificate 
which he holds in his hand has been judicially decided by the court 
in which it purported to be made to be false, fraudulent, and void ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No such decision has ever been made. 

Mr. COX,of NewYork. Yes; nosuch decision hasever been made. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. [allege it has been. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Give us the record. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will tell you what impression the gen- 
tleman undertakes to give, and I want to warn the House of such a 
thin pretense, I mean that gentleman from New York who is now 
retreating after his question. [Laughter.] Here is the fact. Ina 
case raised in the court of Utah, of Campbell vs. Cannon, there was a 
demurrer put in by Mr. Cannon. The demurrer, as all demurrers do, 


In other words, suppose they are given to 


raised simply a question of law, not of fact. The court, in deciding 
it, took for granted that the facts were as stated in the complaint 
when overruling the demurrer. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 10, 





the demurrer. The 
ad come on for trial 


The facts are not sustained on overrulin 
facets were not really admitted. If the case 
afterward the facts would have been considered only hypothetical. 


They would on an answer have required proof. What lawyer is 
there, even a tyro in the profession, what lawyer so pettifogging, 
80 microscopic, as not to know that a demurrer does not ascertain 
the facts, even though formally they are admitted in the demurrer 
for the mere fictitious purpose of raising the points of law. 

The question was put to this judge afterward, whether or not he 
meant to find the facts and decide on them as to the citizenship of 
Mr. Cannon, and this letter was written by him which I will ask the 
Cierk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Law OFFICE OF ARTHUR Brown, 
ROMNEY BLOCK, OPPOSITE FEDERAL CouRT-Houss, 
Salt Lake City, November 21, 1881. 

Dear JupeE: If I understood you rightly the other day in speaking of the order 
dismissing demurrer in United States ex rel. Campbell vs. Cannon, you did not de- 
cide that the demurrer admitted the facts of complaint for any other purpose than 
for the argument of demurrer ; and that you did not intend to putin the order, and 
did not put in the order, any decision that Cannon’s naturalization in fact, as it 
might appear on his showing in other manner than as set forth in complain 


it, was 
void; but, if I understood you correctly, the plaintiff setting forth a void paper 
could not ask the court to 


ecree it to be void. 
Please answer if I am right; if not, what your views are. 
It is very important I should have an answer to-night. 
Yours, as ever, 
ARTHUR BROWN. 

Hon. Joun A. HUNTER. 

To this communication Judge Hunter made the following reply, 
which he wrote on the back of the letter addressed to him by Mr. 
Brown: 

The order as entered simply states that on the statements or allegations of the 
complaint, and the effect of the demurrer, the demurrer was sustained. Of course, 
there could be no finding of facts, as none were presented. The finding is based 
solely on the legal effect of the demurrer. H. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 

point. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Does the gentleman deny, where a state of 
facts has been admitted by the defendant, it is not conclusive as to. 
the facts admitted by the record ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the gentleman will permit me to go on 
I will answer that without further interruption. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. You had better do so before you talk about 
pettifogging. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
fogging. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I did not, certainly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I know you did not, but I know who did. 

The gentleman undertakes to say judgment on demurrer on a point 
of law ascertains the facts tor any purpose of the trial thereafter. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. What I say is this—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. When the gentleman says a judgment on 
demurrer on a point of law ascertains the facts for any purpose of 
the trial thereafter, I can only refer him to Chitty and to Stephensand 
to all the other pleaders. I refer him to himself, if he ever pleaded 
in court or filed a demurrer. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. What I wish to say is this: that where there 
is a complaint, and there is a set of facts to admit, and the defendant 
admits by demurring that they exist, and then that case goes in that 
form to final judgment, those facts are conclusively established, and 
that judgment is as much a bar as to those facts as if the issue had 
been made and tried in some other form. I concede the party who 
gets beaten, the defendant, may plead over, but if he did not ask it 
and does not plead over, the judgment against him is final. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But suppose the demurrer had been over- 
ruled? The gentleman is floating on a little sea of bubbles, and I 
beg him not to interrupt me again. He shows that some court in 
Utah has been overruling the power of Congress to say who shall 
have a seat upon this floor. 

We propose nothing unreasonable, and the gentleman from Maine 
proposes nothing unreasonable. We say a case of this kind, when 
gentlemen are whittling it down so thin that it turns on a demurrer 
in a Utah court of resort, which is supposed to find out the facts on a 
demurrer, is almost too thin to be sent to a committee. I desire to 
remind the House no further on such inconsequential matters. 

This case, sir, should not be clouded by irrelevancy of any kind. 
Let us eliminate from it all side issues, belonging to other tribunals, 
and from the papers all superserviceable certificates. It is very kind 
in gentlemen lecturing or polygamy and in favor of the mono- 
gamic family relation. It is especially honorable if this tribunal 
were now in a condition to pass upon that matter. But Congress has 
done that to some extent in the statute of 1862. We were tardy in 
doing it, but itisdone. Whether a person amenable to that law, and 
even convicted, (as Mr. Cannon is not legally,) can be seated in this 
pure and unadulterated assembly, is a matter which, if to be decided 
at all for us, must be by ourselves, and not by the creature of a law 
of Congress administering executive functions. 

So, too, we are to be kindly reminded of our constitutional prerog- 


I think that should satisfy him on the 


I did not commence the talk about petti- 
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ative of passing upon the elections and qualifications of members 
by this same officer. Itis a very kind but somewhat unnecessary 
trouble from which this governor has relieved us in deciding the 
person having thirteen-fourteenths of the votes not a citizen, and 
therefore disqualified. The sole question raised by the pending mo- 
tion is, should the name Campbell be on the roll. 

It is very plain that the certificate of Campbell does not pursue the 
law. What does the law say: The person having the greatest number 
ef votes shall be declared duly elected. Noone doubtsthat Mr. Can- 
nonisa person; and itis equally clear that the governor knew that he 
had the greatest number of votes. His certificate to Campbell may 
not be a lie, however, but anomission orequivoque. His certificate 
does not pursue the law. His certificate in the form presented is not 
called for by the law. He might as well have certified to Camp- 
bell’s being a soldier, or a Buddhist, or a crank—it matters not what 
class of persons, if it be irrelevant. It is as far off from the sphere 
of duty at one as at amillion of measures. This governor, in his fan- 
tastic execution of the office, wanted to raise the Mormonissue. He 
thought that in the gush of moral sentiment against polygamy there 
would be tempestuous times in Congress. He forgot that this mat- 
ter was passed upon by Congress when he was in swathing clothes, 
and that if any power should prohibit a polygamous Delegate it 
should be Congress and not himself. 

Anything in the form of certification from the officers of the Terri- 
tory in charge of the elections may be received here as credentials. 
And here Mr. Cannon has a record which shows his large majority. 
“The returns,” says the governor, ‘show that George Q. Cannon 
received 18,568 votes and Allen G. Campbell received 1,357 votes.” 
There is no law, as I believe, which requires the Delegate to be a citi- 
zen. _ But whether Mr. Cannon be or be not naturalized, it is not for 
the governor to decide. The qualification growing out of polygamy 
or non-citizenship is for Congress. An ipse dixit of a governor of a Ter- 
ritory on such a point is utterly void. Other questions raised by this 
executive-judicial officer, as to which he had a court and a hearing, 
such as who voted, or whether women should or should not, are to 
be decided here. 

Let not the question of Mormon immorality affect this vote. Other 
Congressés acted otherwise. In 1850, when under Fillmore as Presi- 
dent Utah was organized, the leader of this strange people was se-: 
lected for governor, Brigham Young. He remained governor eight 
years. Republicans hurled anathemas at the “‘ twin relics,” but they, 
as the Democrats, seemed powerless to stop the incoming of the Mor- 
mon proselytes. Now, at this late day, we are having a burst of 
moral tone that thundered not in the preface nor the index; nor at 
all, until the party needed something to awaken new fury in their 
disciples. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the question at the bottom of the attempt 
to seat Mr. Campbell? I know what it means. It means what the 
gentleman from Kansas at the conclusion of his speech said. It 
means that the people of this country are so opposed to polygamy 
they will not allow the representative system to go on according to 

,our old custom and law. 

Now the time will come, the time is near, when this Congress will 
have to deal with polygamy. I know what is going on upon that 
subject. There is not aman, sir, on this side of the Ries who will 
not give his vote and voice to uproot this great evil which afflicts 
that Territory. Let gentlemen on the other side, let the honorable 
member from Michigan [Mr. WILLITs] and the honorable Delegate 
from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] and others, bring in their measures 
for the destruction of this system of polygamy. Bring them in and 
let us determine it, but on the question of how many votes a man 
has, and on the question.of how many votes his opponent had, you 
have no right to determine how many wives he had. [Laughter.] 
We have no right here, in judging prima facie of the election returns 
or qualifications of a member of this House, to undertake to say what 
isthemanner ofhislifein Utah. You have no right in a contest under 
our representative system of government to passupon the question as 
to his bigamous or polygamous opinions and practices, or the bachelor- 
hood of any person. What may have been his delinquencies or his vir- 
tues in relation to the marriage tie is not a question which shall 
operate in passing judgment here upon his right as a representative 
of the people. If you will bring in your laws so as to effectuate 
the act of 1862 against polygamy ; if you will so amend your jury 
act, making the procedure as to taking testimony in relation to the 
plurality of wives more effective; if you please to annex to Colorado, 

Wyoming, Arizona, or Nevada, portions of the Territory of Utah, so 
as to smother effectually polygamy ; or if you will take any other wise 
step which will tend to accomplish that purpose, I say to you that 
you will find help en this side of the House. 

But I do beg gentlemen to understand that this question of polyg- 
amy is not a new one. You have attempted to deal with it before, 
but it has been growing and growing in spite of all of your statutes. 
It has been growing in spite of your and our derelictions. Eversince 
the Mormons left Nauvoo in 1846 and went, as they supposed, into 
the desert, but which proved to be a wonderful land—I say ever 
since that time they have been more or less a subject of political dis- 
cussion and of legislation. Men have written and talked loudly about 
polygamy. Your platforms have denounced polygamy as one of the 
twin relics of Warbarism. Your President Arthur said in his annual 
message that you should use all the power, constitutional and legal, 
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to destroy this barbarism. Why do you notdo it? Why do you not 
make your laws effective ? Even so eminent a jurist as J “ e Ep- 
MUNDS, of Vermont—and I refer to him with great respect, and prop- 
erly, because he appears in a magazine article in the last number of 
Harper’s—has discussed this question. He has clearly shown the 
difficulties that lie in the way of dealing with polygamy. He has 
shown its hideous aspects; he has shown its social and legal aspects. 
He has shown the difficulty that lies in the way of eradicating it. 
He has examined all of these questions that appeal to the sensibility 
and the social relations of men, and has come to the conclusion—that 
is, as far as the article goes—that he could not give you any real 
remedy for uprooting this cancer upon our body-politic. 

Gentleman may say, destroy it, then, by arms! Dispose it by the 
power of your army. That was tried in 1857. General Johnston 
with an army, under a Democratic administration, was clothed with 
all the power of the Government; and yet thisrelic of barbarism grew. 
It grew and prospered, and that growth is due to several causes. 
One of the reasons for its growth is that the community of Mormons. 
has some virtues that other communities have not. The chief virtue 
of the Mormons is their industry. Their very motto is the bee-hive, 
and they are as busy as the bees when the buckwheat blows. They 
are intelligent in a measure. I do not question but that the history 
of illiteracy will show that Utah has a lower number of illiterate 
people than many of our States South, because of the colored popu- 
lation who have been made voters; and three of our States North— 
Colorado, Nevada, and Rhode Island. 

Mr. HASKELL. They have not a public school in the Territory. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The illiteracy in Rhode Island is due to 
the French Canadians, who live there in great numbers. Perhaps I 
would not depreciate the intelligence and education of the State 
where I got my own education. California and Nevada, by reason 
of the Chinese population, are beneath Utah in the matter of illit- 
eracy. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The gentleman is wrong with reference to Nevada. 
Nevada shows a larger percentage of educated inhabitants than any 
State in the Union. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The information I have on that subject 
was derived from the Superintendent of the Census, General Walker, 
this morning before the committee, when cenferring with him with 
reference to another matter. I will correct it if necessary and shall 
be glad to receive the figures. These facts show that this system of 
polygamy has taken root in our country in spite of the hideous 
quality of polygamy. 

But when the gentleman from Kansas appealed to the House by 
referring to the ‘‘scarlet-robed” woman of Utah, I knew that that 
was the gist of his discussion. He cannot argue this case without 
referring toit. I have had some little knowledge and observation 
of some of these systems recently. Why, sir, if King Solomon were 
elected from Utah, Nevada, or Rhode Island, with all his wisdom, 
the gentleman from Kansas would say that he was representing the 
“‘scarlet-robed” woman, [Laughter.] Why, sir, do you not remem- 
ber that when the Pharisees of old went tothe Saviour with a woman. 
that was taken in adultery, he said to them “He that is without sin 
among you, let him first cast a stone at her?” 

Mr. HASKELL. That is why I cast a stone. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And it is said you cannot find a bowlder 
now in that neighborhood. [Laughter.] Every Pharisee picked up 
all the stones within reach, and flung them at that poor miserable scar- 
let-robed woman of Judea! If the gentleman from Kansas had been 
there he would have reached for a big bowlder of the glacial period 
and hurled it at her and mashed the poor woman under its ponder- 
osity. [Much laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, this question does not turn on polygamy. It 
does not turn on the color of awoman’srobe, It turnson the votes of 
a Territory ; and where youcanascertain that from the record you are 
bound, as men upholding the republican system, to let the man come 
in—if not now, hereafter—who represents the popular voice of the 
Territory. It is not a question of how many wives but how many 
votes. [ Laughter. ] 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in this afternoon of the nineteenth century, 
when even the Emperor of Japan is issuing an order for a represent- 
ative parliament; when even old Egypt has called up her assembly 
of Notables, representing the people, so as to fight foreign domina- 
tion; when France is trying to perfect or to hold on, in spite of Gam- 

betta, to her single-district system; when England is endeavoring 
to make her representation like our own, based on population; when 
the world is growing to regard the voice of the people, coming through 
its representative bodies, it is no time now, sir, for us, who are an 
ensample to the world, to vote in a man who has 1,300 votes only 
against a man who has 18,000. 

When the whole record is spread before the House and the coun- 
try, and when we eliminate from all the propositions mere personal 
or social questions connected with marriage, we cannot avoid recog- 
nizing the republican representative system. I therefore hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that the House will send this matter, not merely on the 

rima facie case, but on the merits generally, to the Committee on 
Thections, of which my friend from indiana [Mr. Catxine) is chair- 

man; and then I am sure that we will have a prompt report, so 
that the people of Utah will not be long without representation. 





For God knows, if ever any people needed care and protection, it is. 
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the people of that Territory, left so long without that intellectual, 
moral, and legislative guidance which is supposed to be centered in 


-ourselves. 


JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 66) extending the thanks of Congress and the peo- 
ple of the United States to the Khedive of Egypt; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

UTAH CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. REED. I desire to withdraw the resolution I originally offered, 
and in place of it to offer that which I now send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That all papers in relation to the right to a seat as Delegate from tho 
Territory of Utah be referred to the Committee on Elections, with instructions to 


report at as early a day as practicable as to the — Jacie right or the final right 
of claimants to the seat as the committee shall deem proper. 


Mr. REED. Iam well aware of the misfortune under which I 
labor in being obliged to present a purely legal argument after such 
corruscations of eloquence as those which have been rayed forth by 
the gentleman from New York, flashing and blooming as they did from 
JapantoJerusalem. [Laughter.] It is hard for me to ask this House 
to come down to a sober consideration of facts; nevertheless it is my 
duty to do so. I do not intend to detain the House for any length of 
time. I believe that if a prima facie case cannot be presented in less 
than an hour it is a matter of serious doubt whether it is a good pri- 
ma facie case ; and it seems to me also that if I cannot show in much 
less time that it is not a prima facie case then I or my cause must be 
to blame. 

We have a good deal of extraneous mattermixed up with this affair 
in men’s minds. Undoubtedly this case as it came before us had its 
origin in heated partisan feeling existing thousands of miles away. 
I have no desire to make any complaint of the action of the governor 
of Utah, or any charges; but I do think he has been misled by fecl- 


ing to do something which calm consideration and sound advice on | 


the American law of elections would not have permitted him to do. 


I say this whole question is one apart from any question of polyg- | 


amy or politics. ‘The Republican party has for twenty years stood 
pledged to put down both slavery and polygamy. One-half of its 
duty it has performed without the assistance of my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Cox ;] for the other half we are promised his assistance, 
and I have no doubt we shall be able to accomplish it in much less 
time. But we can never put down what we consider and believe to 
‘be an injustice by exhibiting injustice on our part. We must not 
only do right, but we must set a decent example in doing right. No 
justice can ever be furthered by an act of injustice patent to all the 
people. I donot purpose to import into this certificate a single fact 
that is net now init. But I do purpose to read every word of it in 
the light of all the facts that I know. The facts before this House 
show clearly that one candidate received 18,000 votes, and the other 
candidate 1,300. Now, I do not import either one of these state- 
ments into this certificate, but I do propose to read it in the light of 
both. 

Let me illustrate what Imean. Several years or months ago Mr. 
Samuel J. Tilden had occasion to deny his connection with certain 
cipher dispatches. Everybody, before the investigation, understood 
his letter to mean a denial of any knowledge of them whatever. 
After the investigation it became perfectly apparent that the popu- 
Nevertheless, if his statement under oath 
was true, the letter which he wrote and which conveyed the wrong 
impression to people that were ignorant of the facts was neverthe- 
Jess strictly true, his testimony being believed, and thus one and the 
same letter meant one thing while the facts were undisclosed, and 
quite another when they were. And this without importing into 
that letter a single one of these facts. 

I purpese to apply to this case just that idea; I purpose to read 
this certificate in the light of the facts that I know. In the first 
place, the governor of the Territory has limited power. He can cer- 
‘tify only what is allowed by statute to be certified. He is required, 
‘by section 1862 of the Revised Statutes, which is the same as the 
organic law of the Territory, to declare the person having the great- 
est number of votes—I will read from the section : 


The person having the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the gov 


vernor duly elected, and a certificate shall be given accordingly. 


The governor has no right to discriminate as to the character of 
persons. It is his duty to certify the person having the greatest num- 
ber of votes. You will remember that his certificate, reading the 
material part of it, is in these words: 

Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen of the United States, over 
the age of twenty-one years, having the greatest number of votes, and was there- 
fore duly elected as said Delegate to the said Congress. 

Mark you, it is not a declaration that Allen G. Campbell was the 
person having the largest number of votes, and was accordingly 
elected. But it is a declaration that Allen G. Campbell, of a partic- 
ular class of persons, was the one who received the largest number 
of votes, and was ‘‘ therefore” duly elected. 

Now, it is a well established principle of law that wherever a per- 
on not eligible has received the largest number of votes, that does 
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not elect the person who received the second largest number of votes 
and who is eligible. So that when you read this certificate in the 
light of the facts that I have stated, and also of the further fact 
that it is alleged that George Q. Cannon, who received 18,000 votes, 
was not a citizen of the United States, then you have in this certifi- 
cate only a declaration by the governor that a person who was a 
citizen of the United States received the largest number of votes 
received by persons of that class. It gives clearly to you, in the 
light of the facts that we have, the other statement and suggestion 
that a person who was not a citizen of the United States did actually 
receive the largest number of votes of all the votes that were cst. 

Now I submit that, read in the light of the facts which we all know, 
this thing is a demonstration; it isnot a declaration by the governor 
that a Delegate from Utah in this Congress has been elected, but it 
is a declaration by the governor that one man of a certain class of men 
had received the largest number of votes of anybody of that class, 
and therefore—argumentatively—he was elected. And we ourselves 
know that that argument is not sound. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Could any person of any other class have 
received legal votes? 

Mr.REED. Yes,sir. Itis an established law of elections in Amer- 
ica, undisputed by my friend from Kansas, [ Mr. HASKELL, ] that whena 
man not eligible receives the largest number of votes that does not 
elect the next inorder. Istart from an established principle, and if I 
have not demonstrated to this House that this is not a suitable certifi- 
cate, then I am mistaken and my case is wrong. If any other gentle- 
man desires to speak 

Many MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

Mr. REED. Ifthe House desires to vote now on this question, I 
should be very glad to have it do so. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I would like to be heard on this. 

Mr. REED. I have promised to yield to the gentleman from Iowa, 
(Mr. McCorp.] I will ask him how much time he wants. 

Mr. McCOID. Perhaps fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. I will yield to the gentleman for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCOID. I send to the Clerk’s desk an amendment by way of 
substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Territory of Utah is controlled by an association known a3 Mor- 





| mons or the Latter-Day Saints, by which society the immoral doctrine and prac- 


tice of polygamy, or the orientalism of plural marriages, is secretly, evasively, and 
openly maintained and continued in violation of the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, as an organized Territorial system in insurrectionary defiance of the 
legislative, executive, and judicial power and authority of the United States, dis- 
turbing the peaceable action of government and the exercise of the functions of 
republican government therein, and disquieting the public mind and offending the 
public sense of the people of the United States ; ca 

Whereas the Territory thus usurped to the barbarous institution of polygamy 
belongs to the United States, and the Wederal Government stands responsible in the 
sight of God and at the bar of the enlightened public opinion of the civilized world 
for the continuance of this crime against morality and marriage, with its dangerous 
consequences to the peace and good order of the surrounding Territories and the 
Government ; and 

Whereas polygamy is a peculiar local institution having its existence within 
the Government only under the local so-called religious ordinances of this associa- 
tion in said Territory, without any origin or support in the Constitution or laws of 
the United States, or in natural rights, and its existence is a usurpation incapable 
of any constitutional existence, and utterly lawless: Therefore, 

Resolved, First, that a solemn duty is cast upon Cengress to wholly absolve the 





General Government from any sufferance or continuance of said institution of po- 
lygamy, and by every means in its power to re-enforce the public sentiment and 
laws against the same. 

Resolved, Second, that it is inconsistent with the — and dignity of the House 
that the Territory of Utah, while so flagrantly controlled by the illegal institution of 
polygamy in defiance of law, should be entitled to representation upon the floor of 
Fe ouse, and Delegates claiming seats therefrom are hereby declared disquali- 
Resolved Third, that the papers in the cases of claimants Campbell and Cannon, 
‘and all others in relation to the seat of said Territory of Utah, be referred to the 

Committee on Elections, with instruction to present a bill carrying into effect the 
judgment of the House as herein expressed. 


Mr. REED. How does that come before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa was recognized, as the 
Chair supposed, for the purpose of making remarks in the time of 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not regarded the proposition just 
read as being before the House; but the gentleman from Iowa hav- 
ing the floor desired it read, as the Chair understood, as a part of his 
remarks. The Chair does not understand that it is now pending as 
an amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should think not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCOID. I have offered this as an amendment in the form of 
a substitute. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order, that this prop- 
osition is not germane in any way to an election case. 

Mr. ROBESON. ‘ And it is out of order for another reason. There 
are already three propositions before the House—the original resolu- 
tion, the modification proposed by the gentleman from Maine, and 
his substitute for that modification. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from Iowa 
was nut given the floor for the —— of offering an amendment, 
but for the oars of debate for fifteen minutes. The gentleman 
had the right to have anything appropriate read as a part of his 
remarks. He is entitled to the floor, for the purpose of debate, for 
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the remainder of the time that was yielded to him by the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Do I understand the Chair to rule that 
this proposition is not before the House for its action ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. McCOID. Then, Mr. Speaker, the resolution I have had read 
as a part of my remarks I intend to offer at a proper time. 

Mr. Speaker, the plain facts in this case from Utah, as I understand 
them, are these: By a strictly partisan construction of the certifi- 
cate, such as has been in practice by the other side of the House 
heretofore, Mr. Campbell would be entitled to the seat and the case 
of Mr. Cannon as contestant against him would be referred to the 
Committee on Elections. This would be the action upon the certifi- 
cate of the governor. But it is said, and I think with great force, 
that Mr. Campbell did not obtain this certificate because he had in 
fact a majority of the votes cast at the election, but by a legal con- 
struction of the governor that Mr. Cannon was an alien, and that 
Mr. Campbell being the only candidate who was a citizen of the 
United States, although he received a minority of the votes cast at 
the election, received the greatest number of votes cast for any eligi- 
ble candidate, and was therefore elected. If the governor had a 
right to make sucha decision of law and fact in this case, this would 
seat Mr. Campbell. If this certificate is regarded only as a decision 
of fact, then it would unseat him; for if it is true that he did not re- 
ceive a majority of all of the votes cast, then there was no election. 

Now I prefer toregard this certificate of the governor as a decision 
of fact, implying on its face that Mr. Campbell did not receive a 
majority of the votes cast at the election. If that finding of facts is 
true, the case ought naturally to go to the Committee on Elections 
and finally be decided by the House upon the merits. 

Now, the question arises, shall the House refer this case to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, and after a slow and expensive contest shall it 
try it again upon the merits, and seat the Delegate found qualified ; 
or, if it tinds there was no election, remand the case for a new elec- 
tion? In reference to this question, Mr. Speaker, I will in the future 
offer this resolution or some bill embodying its provisions. I think 
that beyond and above the question of the contest for the seat there 
is a question of far more importance, one involving the rights and 
dignity of the House, the supremacy of the Constitution and the 
laws of the United States in that Territory, and also the character 
and dignity of the Government both at home and abroad. That ques- 
tion, comprehending these and all others, and involving the question 
of the propriety of allowing that Territory a seat at all upon this floor 
is raised by the resolution which I propose to present. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the attitude of Utah to-day? That 
attitude is well known in the country, and is a matter of general con- 
cern. As the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has remarked, it 
has not only been discussed in the public press of the country, but in 
the pulpit and on the rostrum, and has come to us in the presenta- 
tion of the chief executive officers of the United States in their mes- 
sages from time to time, including the last message that has come to 
this House. The attitude of Utah, as it is represented, at least, is 
this: the Territory is in a state of defiance of the Constitution and 
laws of the United States in the practice of polygamy. Its Territorial 
Legislature, with but three exceptions, perhaps with less, (as I under- 
stand from communications in the State Department, ) is composed of 
men who support the institution of polygamy. Their acts are passed 
with a view to the continuance of that institution. The courts of 
that Territory are powerless to enforce the laws of the United States 
by reason of adverse public opinion, prejudiced juries, and the im- 
possibility under the ordinary rules of procuring competent and 
admissible evidence of plural marriages. 

This institution in the Territory is spreading into the surrounding 
Territories and assuming controlofthem. It is asserted that for years 
the institution has received countenance, encouragement, and sup- 
port from this House permitting the seat of Territorial Delegate to 
be occupied by a confessed polygamist. Behind the certificate of the 
governor in this case it is claimed that such a Delegate has now a 
majority of the votes cast at the last election, and that if anybody 
he will finally be seated. I believe there is not much doubt to-day 
in the mind of any member of this House, if you go behind the gov- 
ernor’s certificate, but that is true. 

And, sir, I do not intend to make any fight upon any man because 
of his private character; as the gentleman from New York intimates 
that would be improper, I willnot. But to seat a Delegate represent- 
ing that institution in a Territory in this Republican House of Rep- 
resentatives by my vote I can never consent. 

The overshadowing question, then, of all others in this case is, what 
shail we do with the barbarous and defiant institution of polygamy in 
Utah? Do we intend to trifle with it until it has assumed such gigantic 
proportions that it can only be suppressed at last in the throes of a 


great political struggle which will shock the peace of the whole 


country? Mr. Speaker, I propose that we make upon it instant, con- 
tinuous, and deadly warfare. 

I scarcely think it necessary to discuss the claims of the institution 
before this House. In the light of the civilization of to-day it is no 
more defensible, in my jodpnent, than murder or slavery or treason 
against self-government. It is in violation of revelation and moral 
law, of reason and natural law, of science and social statistics. I 
believe this proposition will receive the support of every Christian 
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a every naturalist and scientist, and every student of soci- 
ology. 

It asserts its claim to exist under the plea of religion. That claim 
is contradicted by every authoritative example and every precept of 
revelation from the original pair which stands at the head of crea- 
tion and the three single pair who begin the generations surviving 
the flood to the marriage at Cana. And it violates every reason an- 
nexed to the fifth, seventh, and tenth commandments, and every 
apostolic precept of who should be the husband of one wife. From 
the flood to the Christian era there is an era which, though radiant 
all through with the heroic struggles of mankind up from barbarism 
to civilization, is also stained with every form of human weakness. 
To that dark age of Bible history every evil of modern times goes for 
its example and excuse. To that age when the Creator accepted the 
imperfect possible as the ark containing the vessels of human hope 
along with drunkenness, the divine right of kings and human slavery, 
polygamy goes for its example of barbarism. 

Religion is by it degraded to be the slave of indulgence, just as 
ambition, avarice, and libertinism have done before. But when lib- 
ertinism takes the form of liberty and lust hides itself in the perfume 
of love, we are not to wonder that polygamy appears as an angel of 
purity. 

The Territory of Utah is in its power. To suffer it to take its seat 
in the House now is to give that seat, at every election, to polygamy. 
What I want is to deny to that institution that representation. 

Republicanism is against it. ‘The name of that party has ever been 
a synonym of that liberty which maintains the Constitution and the 
laws. Wherever wrong has risen in opposition to these, that gal- 
lant young party has gone forth helmeted and incased in the armor 
of right and with battle-ax loosened and lance couched has dashed 
to the encounter. Iwantit to make the issue now with this wrong. 
Take up the gauntlet of its defiance here and now; set our faces 
against it; make no compromise with it until it is gone forever. It 
is a blot, a stain, and a curse to that and every other Territory and 
every State, and to every citizen at home and abroad. 

We have nospirit of persecution against that people. This is shown 
by a forbearance of a quarter of a century. The American moral 
sentiment, keenly sensible of their violation of the purest and holi- 
est of social rights, ever insulted and outraged by their cool and defi- 
ant propagation of this inexcusable immoralit y upon the soil of a civ- 
ilized and Christian country, has waited with long-suffering patience 
for a surrender on their part to public opinion expressed in law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCOID. I ask only for such extension that I may be able to 
conclude my remarks. 

Mr. REED. I will yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. McCOID. With great respect for liberty of conscience, in- 
herited from pilgrim fathers who gave all to secure it, we have borne 
with that people until that preposterous plea has been heard in the 
court of last resort, and until this wicked, corrupting, and dishonor- 
ing practice has been by that high tribunal stripped of its last mask 
and its revolting name stands naked in the category of crimes. To 
yield protection or countenance to it now would be to surrender 
ourselves abjectly to that wayward conscience which in its thousand 
forms of human frailty would make criminals of us all, and end at 
last in licentiousness, libertinism, communism, assassinations, and 
social chaos. 

Can these people ask us longer to endanger all in indulgence of a 
few? Can we longer endure that the charnel-house to which the 
innocent and deluded of all countries are decoyed for their degra- 
dation shall be located on American soil and blaspheme the purity 
of the American flag? Are we not in earnest when we say that 
polygamy must go? ‘Then where shall we begin the contest? Begin 
ithereandnow. Let that polygamous local Territorial government 
Know that henceforth upon this question there is no quarter—that 
by their present lawless attitude they cut themselves off from repre- 
sentation in the councils of the nation. Oriental barbarians must go. 

Having done our duty here, pass, when it is reached, some such 
bill as that of the gentleman from Michigan, [ Mr. DUNNELL, } placin, 
over them a provisional government instead of their local Territori 
government, until their social system is changed to a character in 
accord with the enlightened sentiments of the age; amend the laws 
of judicial procedure and of evidence so that proof may be within 
the reach of the district attorney, and charge the burden of specific 
defenses to defendants; bring to bear upon this crime all the bat- 
teries of destruction from the heights of legislative, judicial, and 
executive power, and blow it out of the sea of present security. 

I call the =o of the country to the side of that party which 
dares to say with an unwavering purpose—polygamy must go. Woe 
to the men who in its favor stand up in defiance of the voice of the 
wrathful clouds of legislative purpose'and the bolts of judicial judg- 
ment and the storm of executive fire brought by the wand of the peo- 
ple to overwhelm it. Let the world, which stands in wonder at our 
supineness, know that so far as the United States is concerned the 
single household will be defended as the citadel of republican form 
of government, and that polygmay is doomed to perish; that there 
is no mountain meadow or grottoed glen or verdured valley on Amer- 
ican soil where its loathsome form and polluting presence can find 
a safe retreat. 
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Mr. REED. I now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. BuRROWS. } ‘ ; 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, a discussion of the 
question of polygamy upon the proposition presented to the House 
is, in my judgment, entirely out of place. Legitimately it has noth- 
ing to do with the subject before us at this time. When the time 
shall come for the consideration of that question I hope there will 
not be the slightest difference of opinion between the two great par- 
ties of this House that some measure ought to be adopted for the 
speedy and complete overthrow of that iniquitous system. For my- 
self, when that time comes I will go as far as “who goes farthest ” 
in striking to the death that audacious crime that lifts its brazen 
front not only against the law of the land, but against the very 
‘“‘throne and monarchy ef God.” But the only question before us 
at this time is, Which is entitled of these rival claimants, if either, 
upon a prima facie case, to a seat in the Forty-seventh Congress as a 
Delegate from the Territory of Utah? Now, Mr. Campbell is the 
only person who has the slightest pretense or warrant of authority 
for claiming to hold any certificate whatever from the governor of 
Utah. The only question in regard to it is whether that certificate 
is such a one as the law directs and the governor was authorized to 
give—whether it makes on its face a prima facie case for Mr. Camp- 
bell. That is all there is of this matter, and that is the only ques- 
tion presented for our consideration. And here I must beg to disa- 
gree with gentlemen who contend that in the examination of this 
question we may take into consideration the mass of documents 
which have been incidentally drawn into the case and spread upon 
the pages of the Recorp. We are to look only at the certificate, 
and the Jaw under which it was issued. What does the law declare? 
The Revised Statutes, section 1862, reads as follows, (after providing 
for the election of a Delegate :) 

The person having the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the gov- 
ernor duly elected, and a certificate given accordingly. 

What is the certificate? Omitting the formal and immaterial 
parts, it reads: 

I declare that Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen of the United 
States and above the age of arene years, having the greatest number of 
votes, and was therefore duly elected. 

There is the law and there is the certificate presumed to have been 
issued in pursuance of that law. Now, by the law of the United 
States which I have just quoted the governor is made the certifying 
ofticet in the matter of the election of a Delegate, and is required by 
the terms thereof to declare and certify to certain things. And here 
it is important to inquire into the extent of his authority, and what 
fact or facts he isempowered to certify to, for it is a well-settled prin- 
ciple of law that a certifying officer can only certify to such facts as 
the law requires him to certify, and he is powerless to go beyond 
that. In support of this proposition I desire to read a single para- 
graph from McCrary on the law of elettions. He says: 

The law is well settled that statute-certifying officers can only make their cer- 
tificates evidence of the facts which the statute requires them to certify; and when 
they undertake to go beyond this and certify to other facts they are unofficial and 
no more evidence than the statement of any unofficial person. The rule of course 
applies to the election returns and to all certificates which are by law required to 
be made by the officers of election or of registration or by the returning ofticers. 
They can only certify to such facts as the law requires them to certify. 

Now, in the light of this recognized doctrine, let us see what the 
law authorizes the governor todo. Laffirm that under this act he is 
required to do only one thing, to wit, “declare the person”—and the 
law designates whom that person shall be—“‘ duly elected.” That is 
the very language of the law, and he is authorized to do nothing 
more. 

In making the declaration the law, it will be observed, leaves the 


governor no discretion as to the person to be so declared “duly. 


elected ;” for it says he shall “declare the person duly elected who 
receives the highest number of votes.” It must be the person having 
the greatest number of votes that is to be declared ‘duly elected,” 
and it cannot be anybody else. The governor need learn, before he 
makes the declaration, only one fact, to wit, who had the largest 
number of votes; and when that fact comes to the knowledge of the 
governor the law steps in and says he shall declare such person duly 
elected. That is all there is of it. 

Now, the manner in which the governor is to determine who had 
the largest number of votes the statute does not prescribe. But the 
statute of the Territory declares the returns of the election for Dele- 
gate shall be made to the secretary of the Territory, and by him 
opened in the presence of the governor. The returns so opened in his 
presence must be a very satisfactory source of information. Having 
the information before him as to who has the highest number of votes, 
he is prepared to make the only declaration the law perniits, to wit, 
that such person is ‘‘duly elected.” Now, under this law it is fur- 
ther to be observed that the governor is not required, mark you, to 
certify who had the highest number of votes. It is not necessary he 
shall declare that fact at all; but he shall declare as ‘‘duly elected” 
the person having the highest number of votes. A certificate in this 
form would be sufficient, I hold, under the law; and if such a cer- 
tificate had been given Mr. Campbell, he would clearly have been 
entitled to hisseat. “I, Eli H. Murray”—I omit the formal parts— 
“do declare that Allen G. Campbell was duly elected, and I give this 
certificateaccordingly.” Withsucha certificate Mr. Campbell would 
have had a prima facie case, and such a certificate as that would have 
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entitled him to his seat. I repeat, it isnot necessary in the certificate 
to declare who had the highest number of votes, but the law makes 
it imperative on the governor to declare the person having the high- 
est number of votes “duly elected.” And when he makes such a 
declaration in favor of any person it is to be presumed such person had 
the highest number of votes. For, mark you, if the governor had 
declared that ‘‘ Allen G. Campbell was duly elected” it would have 
been presumed that Mr. Campbell was the person having the highest 
number of votes; for the law declares the governor shall give the 
certificate to the person having the highest number of votes. So 
the declaration that Allen G. Campbell was duly elected would have 
been sufficient. 

But in this certificate to Mr. Campbell the governor was not con- 
tent with that presumption that he had given the certificate to the 
person having the highest number of votes or that the person to 
whom he gave the certificate had received the greatest number of 
votes; but he makes a statement in the body of the certificate in 
relation to who had the highest number of votes. Now, I hold that 
that statement destroys the presumption that Campbell had the high- 
est number of votes and shows that the governor did not make the 
declaration of election in favor of the person having the highest 
number of votes. If that be so, then the law is not complied with 
and the certificate is not valid. A certificate otherwise complete may 
be destroyed by some statement showing the law has not been com- 
plied with. Upon this point permit me to again read from the valu- 
able treatise of Judge McCrary. He says at section 216 upon this 
point: 

It is to be observed in this connection that while in determining the prima facie 
right to a seat the House of Representatives will not look beyond the certificate. 

If it be signed by the proper officerand if it contain a statement in unequivocal 


terms of the result of the election, yet something may appear upon the face of the 
certificate itself to impair its value as a prima facie evidence. 


Now, the only remaining question is, does anything appear on this 
certificate which destroys the presumption that the governor gave it 
to the person having the highest number of votes? The statement 
is this, that ‘Allen G. Campbell was the person,” mark you, ‘ being 
a citizen of the United States, above the age of twenty-one years, 
having the highest number of votes.” 

The fair interpretation to be put on this statement is that the gov- 
ernor did not in the first instance determine who had the highest 
number of votes, regardless of the qualifications of the individual, 
but only who, ‘‘ being a citizen of the United States, and above the 
age of twenty-one,” had the highest number of votes. He declares 
Campbell was the person, in other words, who, being eligible—for 
the declaration, ‘‘ being a citizen of the United States and above the 
age of twenty-one years,” is equivalent to a declaration of being 
eligible—had the highest number of votes. Or, transposing it, he 
declares that Campbell was the eligible person having the highest 
number of votes. That, in my judgment, is the just and fair con- 
struction of this certificate. 

Now, if it appears from this certificate that instead of declaring 
the person having the highest number of votes duly elected, as the 
law requires, it appears that the governor only declared what person, 
being a citizen and above the age of twenty-one years, had the high- 
est number of votes, then that statement destroys the certificate and 
shows on its face that the governor did not conform to thelaw. Now 
I affirm that looking at the certificate itself it fairly appears that 
the governor did not determine what person had the highest number 
of votes and declare that person duly elected, as the law requires; 
but he determined what person, being a citizen and above the age 
of twenty-one years, had the highest number of votes and declared 
such person elected. The law authorized him to do no such thing. 
It is true if the certifying officer makes statements not required by 
law, these may be regarded as surplusage and be stricken out, and 
the certificate would stand. 

I grant you if you read the ¢ertificate in this way, ‘‘I declare that 
Allen G. Campbell was the person having the greatest number of 
votes; and I further declare that he was a citizen of the United 
States; and I further declare that he was of the age of twenty-one 
years; and, if you please, I further declare that he owns one hundred 
acres of land, of the value of $10,000, and that he is a married man,” 
all this might be regarded as surplusage, and the certificate stand. 
But the statements ag they appear in this certificate cannot be so 
regarded. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. One moment more. In conclusion 
I simply desire to say that in my judgment the face of the certificate 
shows that the governor of Utah did not conform to the law, and 
that the certificate does not make, for this reason, a prima facie case; 
and I shall therefore be constrained to support the resolution of the 
gentleman from Maine, to send the whole matter to the Committee 
on Elections, and, await its report thereon. 

Mr. REED. I will yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. BRownr. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fourteen minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, Allen G. Campbell files in this House 
&@ paper purporting to be a certificate of the governor of the Territory 
of Utah, certifying his election as a Delegate to this Congress. The 
gentlemen who propose to refer this case to the Committee on Elec- 
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tions admit to be true all the facts stated in that certificate. In legal 
aspect they assume the position of demurring to a complaint in a 
court of justice, by which the facts are admitted, but the remedy is 
denied. The question, therefore, for us to determine is purely a legal 
question. Upon the facts as stated in this certificate, has Allen G. 
Campbell been duly elected a Delegate trom the Territory of Utah? 
Now it is assumed, particularly by the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. 
RreEpD,] that in construing this certificate we may take notice of 
facts dehors it; we may go outside of it. Idenyit. IfI was taught 
aright in the office where I was a student, we are confined under the 
rule in the construction of an instrument to the language of the 
instrument itself. If there be ambiguity we may go outside of it 
for the purpose of its explanation. But ifthe language of the in- 
strument be plain, we must give its words their ordinary meaning 
and coustrue it accordingly. 

Now, there is another rule of construction recognized by the courts: 
that is, where the instrument certifies the act of a person in an ofli- 
cial capacity, it shall be so construed as to uphold the act, upon the 
presumption that every minister of the law performs his duty accord- 
ing to the law. 

Now let us apply these rules of construction to this case. Let us 
see first by the language what the instrument contains. It says that 
Allen G. Campbell, the person, being a citizen of the United States, 
having received the largest number of votes, is declared duly elected. 
What is there wrong about that? You must regard the whole instru- 
ment. What doesit certify? It certifies that Allen G. Campbell has 
been duly elected. Where is the infirmity init? It is said that be- 
cause it describes him as a citizen of the United States therefore you 
must take notice that something else exists outside of it by which the 
instrument itself is attacked. 

What would a court do in passing upon sucha case? It is said 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] that the governor 
of the Territory had no right to certify anything except the plain 
fact of the election. Suppose that is true, and the certificate is de- 
murred to because it contains facts that the governor might not cer- 
tify to. There is not a court in the universe that would not hold 
such language merely surplusage, and give effect to the language 
which under the law the governor might employ. 

Whoever heard of a court holding that because an attorney has 
put stuff into his complaint that need not have been there, and over 
and beyond that stuff there was a legal statement of a case upon 
which he might recover, that the interjection of the surplusage 
destroyed the complaint? I never heard of any such thing. 

May you go outside of the certificate? This certificate is like the 
judgment of a court in this: it is the judgment of an executive offi- 
cer upon a fact that under the law he has theright to try and decide. 
It is the judgment of the governor of the Territory of Utah, and in 
that respect it is parallel to the judgment of a court. 

Suppose this was the judgment of a court brought here and I was 
asking this high court for a judgment upon it. All would say that 
is all right and prima facie; you have a right toa judgment. But 
the gentlemen say the other side has filed a bill of exceptions of the 
court who tried the case, and by looking to the bill of exceptions we 
tind that the court erred, that you ought not to have had your judg- 
ment on the facts; and we will go outside of the record and beyond 
the judgment and examine the bill and construe the judgment in 
the light of it; and if the bill of exceptions shows that the judgment 
was wholly an error, we will reverse the judgment; that is, we will 
deny you the prima facie right to recover on the judgment, because 
the evidence behind it does not sustain it. That would be a very 
marvelous conclusion for a court to arrive at it swikes me. 

I do not know that Allen G. Campbell has been elected, I cer- 
tainly shall never insist upon it if he received but 1,350 votes out of 
20,000. I will determine that question when we get behind this rec- 
ord. When the whole case comes to the House, when I am in an 
attitude to look at the evidence that either supports or contradicts 
“the record of the governor, I will determine whstlier or not Allen G. 

Campbell has been elected. 

I care nothing aboutthese parties; it isa matter of no consequence 
to me personally or politically. But as I said some days ago, in these 
election cases I intend to try and determine them according to rules 
of law. So far as my vote is concerned, a Democrat shall be seated 
in this House at all times when he is entitled to be seated, whether 
upon the eres facie case or upon the final case. 

Does the record show that Allen G. Campbell was elected? If it 
does not, who has been elected? Does it show that anybody else 
has been voted for? I deny it. If it shows that somebody else has 
been voted for, whom does it show to have been voted for? Does it 
show that somebody else received more votes than Allen G. Camp- 
bell? If so, who received more votes? How many votes did Allen 
G. Campbell get, and how many votes did George Q. Cannon get? 

These are questions that I want answered. If you say that you 
find something in this certificate upon these questions, I deni is 
say that this certificate does not show either directly or by necessary 
implication that at that Territorial election any other man than Mr. 
Campbell received a single vote. If I were a candidate in my Con- 
gressional district to-morrow, and received every vote, the language 
of the governor’s certificate would still be that I had received a ma- 
jority of the votes cast. You cannot by any possible construction of 

this certificate find that amy person, whether a citizen or not a citi- 





zen, was voted for at all at that election except the person whose 
election has been certified. 

Now, standing upon this, admitting what has been assumed, and 
what I believe to be true, we have a right to a judgment upon this 
certificate as to the prima facie case. If, taking it altogether, there 
is a certificate that this party has been elected, that certificate deter- 
mines the prima facie right. Upon that I think there can be no ques- 
tion. Butif I were in doubt about it, the argument of my distin- 

uished friend from Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] would have settled it 

eyond controversy. 

It is said in the authority which I recognize as stating the law cor- 
rectly that the governor may not certify except to those facts that 
he is authorized by law to certify. I admit that. If, therefore, as 
the gentleman insists, the governor can only certify to the fact of 
the election, then in so far as he has certified to other facts his state- 
ments are surplusage and are to be regarded as not having been in 
the certificate at all, unless those other facts show on the face of the 
certificate itself that what he has certified asa conclusion is untrue. 
If on the face of a certificate it was declared that A B had received 
one thousand votes and C D five hundred, and therefore C D was 
elected, then a lie would appear on the face of the certificate; and 
this House would refuse to seat C D upon such certificate, because 
on the face of it it would be shown that the governor had certified 
that man to have received a majority who actually received a minor- 
ity of the votes. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question ? 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Would the gentleman regard as sur- 
piaenee a statement of the governor not authorized to be made by 

im but which modified the material statements of the certificate? 

Mr. BROWNE. It would be surplusage unless it attacked a ma- 
terial statement or showed that share was some infirmity in the 
original statement that might reverse the case. 

But let me go a little further. It is said that if the governor cer- 
tifies to facts that he might not rightfully certify, yet, if the certifi- 
cate states the result, it is sufficient on the prima facie case. Why, 
then, to make the most of it, the governor of Utah has certified facts 
that he was not authorized to certify, but he does certify unequivo- 
cally the result, and that is that Campbell was elected ; so that upon 
the gentleman’s own authority he ought to be sworn in. 

Gentlemen, this question so far as this case is concerned is of small 
consequence. I have no doubt what the final decision will be when 
this whole case comes before this House. It is only important to us 
as Representatives of the American people that we make in this case 
a correct precedent which we may follow in the coming years and 
that in the other cases that may arise we may be prepared to do jus- 
tice under the law. It only becomes important in this, that we 
here as representatives of the people and as administrators of the law 
determine this question correctly. I always admired that expression 
of an old abolitionist who, in speaking of the execution of the fugi- 
tive slave law, said that the northern people were so loyal to the 
Constitution and the law that a northern jury would give Shylock 
his pound of flesh even if they had to carve it from their own 
breasts. I stand on the strict interpretation and administration of 
the law as the Representative of niy people in the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, the question involved in this 
discussion is a very narrow one and, to my mind, a very plain one. 
I shall have nothing to say concerning the eulogy.of Mormonism and 

olygamy pronounced on the floor of this House to-day by my colleague 

om New York,[Mr. Cox.] In my judgment polygamy has nothing to 
do with the legal question now before us. Neither do I undertake to 
discuss the motives of the governor of Utah in giving a certificate to 
Mr. Campbell, as suggested by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
REED.] We are to construe the certificate according to the plain 
and obvious import of its terms, and we must presume that the 
governor acted upon his official responsibility under his oath of 
office. I deny the right of the gentleman from Maine to call his 
motives in question. It is no matter whether his motives were good 
or bad, the certificate itself must control, and not any supposed 
motives which the governor of Utah may have had in making it. 

It is good Democratic doctrine that a governor's certificate of 
election makes a prima facie case and entitles its possessor to a seat 
in this House, no matter how much evidence there may be outside of 
it to overthrow it. 

So persistently has the Democratic peste adhered to this doctrine 
that no.case is presented here where that party has departed from it 
when in power. A notable case in point is the Florida case in the 
Forty-sixth Congress. Noble A. Hull received a certificate of election 
for the second district of Florida to that Congres from the governor of 
that State. Afterward the supreme court, in proper romenng, 
ordered a recanvass of the votes on principles of law settled by 

the court. Upon such recanvass it appeared that Horatio N. Bisbee 
was elected. When that Congress convened, Mr. Hull appeared 
with the governor’s certificate and Mr. Bisbee appeared with the 
judgment of the supreme court and the certificate of the State re- 
turning board of Florida showing that the governor’s certificate was 
untrue and that Bisbee was elected. There was, probably, not the 
shadow of a doubt of Bisbee’s election in the mind of any member of 
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that House, and yet so great was the reverence of the Democratic 

party for a governor's certificate as a prima facie case that they gave 

the seat to Mr. Hull. Nearly twenty-three months later the Com- 
mittee on Elections reported unanimously in favor of Bisbee, and he 
held his seat for just forty days out of the two years. It does not, 
therefore, become our friends on the other side of the House to 
attack the certificate of Governor Murray. 

These are the facts relating to the case now before the House. 

Allen G. Campbell presents the certificate of the governor of Utah 
Territory, showing thai at the annual election of 1580 in that Terri- 
tory he was elected a Delegate to the Forty-seventh Congress, and 
on that certificate, as a prima facie case, he claims the right to take 
the oath of office and his seat in this House. 

George Q. Cannon, who was the polygamist candidate for Delegate 
in Congress from Utah Territory at that election, claims that the cer- 
tificate issued by the governor of the Territory to Mr. Campbell is 
untrue, that he was elected such Delegate and that Mr. Campbell 
was not. 

Mr. Cannon seeks to impeach the certificate of Mr. Campbell by 
evidence aliunde. ‘This evidence consists of a certificate of the sec- 
retary of Utah Territory, giving a summary of the returus of that 
election which were filed in his office. These returns appear to show 
that Mr. Cannon received 18,568 votes and Mr. Campbell only 1,357 
votes at that election. Both of these certificates cannot be true. 

This House is asked, in behalf of Mr. Campbell, to give full faith 
and credit to the certificate of the governor. It is asked in behalf 
of Mr. Cannon to repudiate the certificate of the governor. 

It is to be borne in mind that the secretary does not certify that 
Mr. Cannon waselected. He only certifies to a summary of the re- 
turns which he finds on file in his office. He has sent no certificate 
to this House. The certificate of the governor was given after care- 
ful deliberation and a full hearing of counsel for Mr. Campbell and 
counsel for Mr. Cannon. 

The case stands thus: At the annual election for 1880 these two 
gentlemen were opposing candidates for the office of Delegate from 

Utah Territory to the Forty-seventh Congress. After the election was 
over, Mr. Campbell filed with the governor a paper protesting against 
the giving of a certificate of election to Mr. Cannon and demanding 
that such certificate be issued tohim. The ground of protest was 
that the votes given to Mr. Cannon were void because he was an alien 
and not a citizen of the United States, and because he was a polyga- 
mist who had lived for many years, and is living, with four women as 
wives, in violation of the laws of the United States. Mr. Cannon filed 
an answer to these charges with the governor, denying that he was 
analien. In aseparate paper he admits that he is a Mormon and that 
he has taken and now lives with plural wives, and has done so for 
many years. Upon the issues raised by these papers a hearing was 
had before the governor, and all the questions involved were elabo- 
rately discussed by able counsel for each of the contesting parties. 
The records of the court were introduced upon the question of Mr. 
Cannon’s citizenship. The governor decided that Mr. Cannon is not 
2 citizen of the United States, and that therefore all ballots cast for 
him were void. He also decided that Allen G. Campbell had re- 
ceived a majority of all the votes cast for the office of Delegate for per- 
sons who were citizens of the United States, and he issued to him his 
certificate of election. Mr. Cannon then gave the usual notice of con- 
test and has taken his testimony and is here as a contestant. 

The question as to which of these contestants should be sworn in 
and seated is very plain. Itshould be that one who presents a prima 
facie case. There is no evidence establishing any such case in favor 
of Mr. Cannon. There is evidence which has always been consid- 
ered by the House of Representatives as making a prima facie case in 
favor of Mr. Campbell. That evidence is the governor’s certificate 
as follows: 

Credentials of Hon. A. G. Campbell. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Executive Office, ss : 

I, Eli H. Murray, ree of the Territory of Utah, do declare and certify that 
at a regular election for cee ae to the Forty-seventh Congress, held in said Ter- 
ritory on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1880, to-wit : 
the 2d day of November, 1880, returns whereof were opened in my presence by the 
poy ay the Territory, Allen G. Campbell was the person, being a citizen of 
the United States over the age of twenty-one years, having the greatest number 
of votes, and was therefore duly elec as zane from said Territory to said 
Con; , and I do give this certificate accordin 


y: 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
So ery to be affixed. Done at Salt Lake City, this 8th day of January, A. 


SEAL. ] ELI H. MURRAY, Governor. 


y the Governor: 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, 
Secretary of Utah Territory. 
The certificate of a governor of a State or Territory is always to 
be considered as establishing a prima facie case in favor of the per- 
on named init. This isnotand cannot bedenied. But itis claimed 
that in this certificate are the words “‘ being a citizen of the United 
States over the age of twenty-one years,” and that these words qualify 
the certificate and vitiate its character as such. This is cleatly not 
so. No person can legally be aDelegate from a Territory who is not 
a citizen of the United States and over the age of twenty-one years. 
Every certificate made by every governor on the election of a Repre- 
sentative or a Delegate in Congress implies what this certificate of 
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Governor Murray expresses: that the person elected is a citizen of 
the United States and is over twenty-one years of age. So that the 
only difference between this certificate and some others is that what 
is implied in the others is expressed in this. How canit destroy the 
certificate of election to state in it that the person elected was a citi- 
zen of the United States and over twenty-one years of age? But it 
is claimed that there is an implication here that somebody who was 
not a citizen of the United States might have received votes. It 
would amount to nothing if he did, because such votes weuld be 
void. The certificate, however, furnishes no evidence that there 
were any such votes. The prima facie case must stand on the certifi- 
cate alone, and any fact outside of that would be proper to be pre- 
sented to the Committee on Elections when the contest is tried. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr, BuRROws] read from McCrary 
to show that a certificate ought not to contain anything not required 
by the statutes. What he read was this: 

SEc. 104. The law is well settled that statute-certifying officers can only make 
their certificates evidence of the facts which the statute requires them to certify, 
and when they undertake to pe beyond this and certify other facts they are unoji- 
cial, and no more evidence than the statement of any unoflicialperson. (Switzler 
vs. Anderson, 2 Bartlett, 374.) This rule, of course, applies to election returns, and 
to all certificates which are by law —o to be made by officers of election, or of 


registration, or by returning oficers. They can only certify to such facts.as the law 
requires them to certify. 


The gentleman from Michigan omitted to read the whole section. 
If he had read it all it would appear that the validity of the certiti- 
cate is not jeopardized by such matter. That part of section 104 of 
McCrary. which he did not read is as follows: 

The certificate of such an officer isnot, however, vitiated by the fact that it con- 
tains the certification of facts outside of those which the officer has a right to cer- 
tify. Ifit, in fact, certifies the proper facts, it is good, and the remainder of the 
certificate is to be rejected as surplusage. 

According to McCrary, if it be illegal to say in the certificate that 
the person elected is a citizen of the United States, then that state- 
ment in the certificate is surplusage and does not affect its validity. 

The certificate asserts two things, namely: (1) That Allen G. Camp- 
bell received the greatest number of votes and was elected Delegate ; 
and (2) that he was a citizen of the United States. 

This form of certificate, or one substantially like it, has been fre- 
quently used by the governors of the States and Territories, as shown 
by the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL. ] 

If we go further and examine the merits of the case, and ascer- 
tain who is entitled, prima facie, to the seat upon the evidence taken, 
there can, even then, be no question of Mr. Campbell’s right to the 
seat. 

The governor is made by the statute the returning officer. He 
must ascertain who are the candidates, and how many votes they 
received, and declare who was elected. " 

There is no mode provided by law in which he shall do this. 
is not limited by statute at all. The evidence that he shall act upon 
is not specified by the statute. He is left entirely to his own mode: 
and method of ascertaining the facts. The statute is peremptory in 
requiring him to declare who was elected. The language of the stat- 
ute is: 

The person having the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the governor 
duly elected, and a certificate shall be given accordingly. 


In such a case the returning officer acts judicially, as well as in his 
administrative or ministerial capacity. : 

It has been expressly held by the supreme court of Utah Territory 
that the governor possesses judicial power in such a case. I refer to 
the opinion of Judge Stephen P. Twiss in the case of The People of 
the Territory of Utah, ex rel. George Q. Cannon vs. Arthur L. Thomas, 
acting governor of Utah. This was an application, on the part of 
Mr. Cannon, to the supreme court of Utah for amandamus to compel 
the governor to issue to him the certificate of hiselection. The alter- 
native writ of mandamus issued, and the questions arose upon de- 
murrer. The demurrer to the alternative writ was. sustained and 
the writ dismissed, and the order contains the following: 


It being considered that the duties of the governor of said Territory, in the mat- 
ter of: pow A i greatestnumber of votes for the oltice of Dele- 


He. 


aring who has received the 

gate to Congress, are such as to require the exercise of Le and discretion, 
and are not merely ministerial, since there is no law, Feder? or Territorial, direct- 
ing upon what evidence the inquiry and decision shall be made. 

This decision of Judge Twiss is undoubtedly good law. At com- 
mon law the returning officer always acted judicially as well as min- 
isterially. It is only where there are statutes limiting and defining 
the powers of such officer to mere ministerial duty that those officers 
are held not to possess judicial power. Certainly the certificate of the 

overnor, backed by a judgment of the supreme court of Utah, should 
e enough to settle the question of a prima facie case in favor of Mr. 
Campbell. ; 

It is the law of Utah Territory that no one can vote or hold office 
except he be acitizen of the United States above the age of twenty- 
one years. The language of the act of Congress is this: 

The right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised only by citizens of 
the United States above the age of twenty-one years, and by those above that 
who have declared, on oath, before a competent court of record, their intention to. 
become such, and have taken an oath to support the Constitution ef the United. 
States, &c. 

From this it is perfectly clear that if Mr. Cannon be an alien he- 
cannot be a Delegate to Congress from the Territory, of Utah. 
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That Mr. Cannon is not a citizen of the United States is estab- 
lished by the evidence beyond any question. He was born in Liver- 
pool, Lancashire, England, and came to this country in 1847. He 
‘was never paounalinnd He never declared on oath his intention to 
become a citizen. His parents were never citizens of this country. 
Being born an alien the burden is upon him to show that he has 
become a citizen. He accepted this burden and presented his evi- 
dence of citizenship before the governor. Theevidence totally failed. 
The records of the court show that he was never naturalized, and 
it follows, as a matter of course, that he was ineligible to the office 
of Delegate, and that all votes cast for him for that office are void— 
just as void as if cast for the Emperor of Japan. 

The question of Mr. Cannon’s citizenship has been the subject of 
judicial decision. 

After the election of 1880 an action was brought in the supreme 
court of Utah in favor of the United States and Allen G. Campbell 
against George Q. Cannon, setting forth all the facts in relation to 
the attempted naturalization of Mr. Cannon, alleging that his papers 
were obtained by fraud and that the court had never made any order 
or any record in the premises. This complaint was demurred to by 
Mr. Cannon, and one of the grounds of demurrer was that the com- 

laint did not state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action. 
By demurring Mr. Cannon admitted to be true all the allegations of 
the complaint. The court sustained the demurrer and dismissed the 
complaint, holding, among other things, that the naturalization 
papers of Mr. Cannon were void and that, as there never had been 
any record made of them, an action to cancel the record would not 
lie. 

The judgment in this action is conclusive of the questions involved 
so far as Cannon is concerned, and the order of the court sustaining 
the demurrer puts it expressly upon the ground that Mr. Cannon was 
never naturalized, that he is not a citizen of the United States, and 
that there being no record the action will not lie. I will read the 
order of the court, showing what the court decided: 

In the district court for the third judicial district of Utah Territory. The United 


States on the relation of Allen G. Campbell, plaintiff, vs. George Q. Cannon, de- 

tendant. 

Complaint to annul a certificate held by defendant and used by him as a certijicate of 
naturalization. 

The demurrer of the defendant to the complaint filed in this action having been 
heretofore argued by counsel for the ere parties and taken under advise- 
ment, andthe court rT ee the same, and it appearing to the court 
that the Attorney-General of the United States should file complaint in behalf of 
the Government in such case, and that from the facts stated in the complaint, 
which are admitted by defendant's demurrer, that there is no record of defendant's 
naturalization, and that no ne for that purpose ever took place in court, 
and that the certificate held by defendant as a certificate of naturalization was ob- 
tained by fraud and has been fraudulently used and is void on its face in not pro- 
fessing to be the copy of a record, and not certifying a regular naturalization, and 
therefore that there is no sufticient cause shown for annulling it, it is ordered that 
the said demurrer be, and the same is hereby, sustained, and that the complaint 
be, and is hereby, dismissed. 

October 31, 1881. 

Attest: 

H. G. McMILLAN, Deputy Clerk. 

It is claimed that if all the votes cast for Mr. Cannon are void, 

even then Mr. Campbell is not elected. The statute under which 

the governor acted sets this question atrest. Itmakesit the impera- 

tive duty of the governor to declare that citizen of the United States, 

by ome of twenty-one years of age, whoreceived the highest number 
of votes, elected. The language of the statute is: 


The person having the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the gov- 
ernor duly elected, and a certificate shall be given accordingly. 

The word ‘‘ person,” as here used, means a citizen of the United 
States. It means a person eligible to office. The word has been 
repeatedly defined, when used in this connection, to be the synonym 
of citizen. 

The governor had no other course which he could follow. He is 
not permitted by the statute to declare that there has been no elec- 
tign. He must declare the citizen elected who received the greatest 
number of votes. Allen G. Campbell received a majority of the 
votes which were cast for citizens of the United States. Thatisthe 
construction of the statute and that statute controls. 

The cases which hold that where an ineligible candidate receives 
a majority of all the votes there is no election are none of them cases 
where any such statute as this wasin operation. That the word “per- 
son” as used in this statute should be restricted to such persons as 
are citizens of the United States was decided in Massachusetts long 
ago, all the judges of the supreme judicial court of that State join- 
ing in the opinion. This opinion is in the seventh Massachusetts 
Reports at page 525. I read from it: 

Now we assume, as an ungestionable petecigie of sound national policy in this 
State, that, as the supreme power rests wholly in the citizens, so the exercise of it, 
orof any branch of it, ought not to be delegated by any but citizens, and only to citi- 
zens. It is therefore to be presumed that the people, in making the constitution, 
intended that the supreme power of legislation should not be delegated but by citi- 
zens. And if the people intended to a ion of their political rights to 
aliens, this intention ought not to be collected from general words, which do not 
nocenaeey imply it, but from clear and manifest expression, which are not to bo 

ers! ° 

But the words “inhabitants” and “ residents’ may comprehend aliens; or they 
may be res ed to such inhabitants or residents, who are citizens; according to 
the subject-matter to which they are applied. The latter construction comports 
with the general design of the constitution. There the words ‘‘ people” and “ citi- 

" aresynonymous. The people are declared to make the constitution for them- 
selves and their posterity. And the representation in the general court is a rep- 
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resentation of the citizens. If, therefore, aliens could vote in the election of rep- 
resentatives, the representation would be not of citizens only, but of others, unless 
we should preposterously conclude tha exinell 










tion of a Chinaman as to Cannon or any other alien. 
have violated his oath of office had he certified that any person not 



















tion—the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox 
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it a legally auth: elector of a represent- 


ative is not represented. It may therefore seem superfiuous to declare our opinion 
that the authority given to inhabitants and residents to vote is restrained to such 
inhabitants and residents as are citizens. 


Governor Murray would have as much right to certify to the elec 
He would 


a citizen of the United States was elected a Delegate to Con This 
governor has had the courage to do his duty, and his act is so mani-. 


festly “ee and according to law, that in my judgment Mr. Camp: 


Mr. Cannon 
‘ommittee on 


bell ought to be seated on his prima facie case, leavin 
to prosecute his contest as best he can before the 
Elections. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Mr. Speaker, if it be the desire of the House to. 


postpone this question until to-morrow, I will yield for a motion to. 


adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. No; let us come to a vote to-night. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Then I will occupy twenty minutes now, if I 
can have the attention of the House. 

I desire, first, to call the attention of the House tothe point already 
made by at least three gentlemen who have spoken upon this ques- 

the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. REED, ] and the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Bur- 
ROWS, J—that the certificate presented by Mr. Campbell, on which 
he asks to be sworn in, is imperfect. It does not state in unequiv- 
ocal terms the result of the election. The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BROWNE] compares that certificate to the judgment of a 
court, to stand, I suppose, till reversed by a superior tribunal. It 
may be conceded that, on this question of a prima facie right to a seat 
as a Delegate, we are bound by the record as we find it certified un- 
der the Territorial seal of Utah; that we have no right to go beyond 
the evidence thus exhibited and on file here, but are bound to look 
into the whole record thus exemplified—the complete record, if you 
please. It might be conceded that we are not to go beyond the cer- 
tificate as made by the governor of that Territory, though the statute 
does not say who shall give the certificate of election, whether the 
governor or the secretary. 

But what is the certificate? What facts does it contain? Thatis 
the question. It seems to have been overlooked, in this connection, 
that there have been two certificates given in the Utah case. Gen- 
tlemen who have spoken upon this question have quoted but one, as 
though there had been a single certificate, but there are two here, 
and both are from the governor of Utah; one certifying the facts of 
the election, including his conclusions in relation thereto, and the 
other certifying his conclusions alone. 

Now, which shall we take? Evidently the full certificate contain; 
ing all of the facts. The gentleman from Kansas says that some 
person obtained a certified copy of certain papers in the office of the 
governor, which any one could procure, and it has been filed here 
in support of Mr. Cannon’s claim. He is mistaken in that. The 
governor of Utah was one of the returning board. The laws of Utah, 
as well as common usage, required the secretary of that Territory to 
receive the returns and open and count them in the presence of the 
governor, and the United States statute required the governor then 
to take the next necessary step and declare the person having the 
greatest number of votes to be duly elected. The governor was 
present in the office of the secretary of the Territory for that purpose 
on the 14th day of December, 1880, in pursuance of law. The returns 
from each of the counties in the Territory were then and there opened, 
the vote was then and there counted by the secretary, and record of 
that vote was made. It showed that Cannon received for Delegate 
to Congress 18,568 votes and Campbell 1,357 votes. The governor’s 
official duty was plain and easy, but he failed to performit. Instead 
of declaring the person having the greatest number of votes duly 
élected, as the statute of the United States directs him to do, he set 
on foot an investigation as to the qualification of that person, and 
delayed until the 8th day of January, 1881. On that day, January 
8, 1881, the governor made his declaration of the result of the elec- 
tion in writing, over his own signature, and filed it with the secre- 
tary of the Territory for record, and it was there recorded. Here 
are the records so made, published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
the 7th of December. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly, 

Mr. BROWNE. Suppose, upon the canvass of a vote of a Con- 
gressional district, it was ascertained upon purely the question of 
numbers that one of the candidates received in fact a minority of the 
votes, but the governor certified that he had received the majority. 
Suppose, in this case, the records of the secretary’s office showed that 
Cannon received the majority of votes and Campbell the minority, 
and yet it was certified here that Campbell had received the majority , 
would Campbell not be entitled toa seat on this prima facie case, and 
hold it until the case should be decided on its merits? 

Mr. CONVERSE. It is unnecessary for me to answer my friend’s 
question, because that is not the case here. There is no certificate 
here showing unequivocally that Campbell was elected Delegate 
from that Territory. On the contrary, the certificate which is here 
shows he only received 1,357 votes out of 19,925 that were castin that 
Territory for Delegate. 
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{ call the attention of my friend from Indiana to the fact that the 
spirit of our Constitution requires that the majority shall rule, and 
nobody has held to that doctrine more strenuously than my friend 
himself and his political friends on that side of the House. We on 
this side stand with you hand in hand on that doctrine. And I will 
go one step further and say, whoever is opposed to allowing the 
majority to be represented, ard undertakes by a trick to defeat the 
purposes of the law and seat a minority candidate, is an enemy to 
the Constitution and to the laws, and to good order. 

The governor of Utah, in the office of the secretary of the Terri- 
tory, made and certified in writing his declaration of the result of 
this election and caused it to be recorded. It reads as follows: 

On the 14th day of December, 1880, the secretary of the Territory, in my presence, 
opened the returns received by mail of an election for Delegate of the Territory 
of Utah in the Forty-seventh Congress, held on the Tuesday after the first Mon- 
day of November of said year. 

he returns show that George Q. Cannon received 18,568 votes and Allen G. 
Campbell received 1,357 votes. At that time notice of protest by Allen G. Camp- 
bell was given, which protest was afterwards filed, objecting to a certificate being 
issued to Mr. Cannon. Following is the protest. 


Then follows the lengthy protest of Mr. Campbell, and after that 
the answer of Mr. Cannon, and next the reply of Mr. Campbell to 
Mr. Cannon’s answer. It states, in the following words, that the 
record of Cannon’s naturalization was presented, namely: 


There was also presented for inspection the book of clerk’s certificates of 
declarations of intention to become citizens and certificates of citizenship, in which 
appears what purports to be acopy of the certificate, and which is claimed to be 

¢ naturalization of Mr. Cannon ; 


and gives a copy of Mr. Cannon’s naturalization papers, as follows: 


Certificate of citizenship of one who perteed in the United States before he was 
eighteen. 
UnttED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Great Salt Lake County, 82 : 
United States first district court for the Territory of Utah. 

Be it remembered that on the 7th day of December, A. D. 1854, George Q. Can- 
non, a subject of eewn Victoria, made crenention and satisfied the court that he 
came to reside in the United States before he was eighteen — of age; and there- 
upon the said George Q. Cannon ap) in open court and was sworn in due form 
of law, and on his oath did say that for three years last past it has been his bona 
fid2 intention to become a citizen of the United States and to renounce and abjure 
forever all allegiance and fidelity to every foreign prince, potentate, state, and 
sovereignty whatever; and Serenees. the court ine satisfied by the oaths of 
Joseph Cain and Elias Smith, two citizens of the United States, that the said George 
Q. Cannon for one year last past has resided in this Territory, and for four years 

revious thereto he resided in the United States ; that during that time he has 
haved as a man of good moral character; that he is attached to the principles of 
the Constitution of the United States, and well disposed to the good order of the 
inhabitants thereof, admitted him to be a citizenofthe same. And thereupon the 
said George Q. Cannon was in due form of law sworn to support the Constitution 
of the Uni States, and absolutely and entirely to renounce and abjure forever 
all allegiance and fidelity to every foreign prince, potentate, state, and sovereignty 
whatever, and particularly to Victoria, Queen of Great Britain and Ireland, whose 
subject he heretofore has been. , ; 

In testimony whereof I have hereuato subscribed my name and affixed the seal 
of said court 7th day of December, 1854, and of the Independence of the United 
States the seventy-ninth. 

[SEAL.] W. I. APPLEBY, Clerk. 


The governor in this certificate recites that the questions involved 
were argued before him by counsel for Mr. Cannon and by counsel 
for Mr. Campbell, and then proceeds to adjudge and hold that Can- 
non’s certificate of naturalization is of no force and validity because 
there is no proper record of it in the court granting the naturaliza- 
tion, though his certificate shows that the naturalization paper of 
Mr. Cannon was recorded by the proper clerk of the proper court, 
but that volume of records is now found deposited with the clerk 
of another court at Salt Lake City. 

The governor then uses in his certificate the following language: 


It having been shown that Mr. Cannon is not a citizen, and that he is incapable 
of becoming a citizen, I cannot, under the law, certify that he is ‘‘duly elected,” 
and Mr. Campbell having received _the greatest number of votes cast for any citi- 
zen was therefore duly elected, and must receive the certificate accordingly. 

I am aware that my action on this question is not final. The House is the judge 
of the qualifications and election of its members, but in the discharge of my sworn 
duty under the law to give the certificate to the person duly elected, I cannot do 
otherwise than give it to Allen G. Campbell. 


Then comes the following: 
Certificate of election issued to Allen G. Campbell, Delegate to the Forty-seventh 
Congress. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Territory of Utah, Executive Office, ss : 

I, Eli H. Murray, governer of the Territory of Utah, do declare and certify that 
at a regular election for song to the Forty-seventh Congress, held in said Ter- 
ritory on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1880, returns 
whereof were med in my presence by the cocrstony of the pematioey, Allen G. 

bell was the person, being a citizen of the United States, having the greatest 
of votes, and was therefore duly elected as Delegate from said Territory to 
Co , and I do give this certificate accordingly. 

In testimeny whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 

the Detslonry to be affixed. Done at Salt Lake City this 8thday of January, A. D. 


ie ELI H. MURRAY, Governor. 
the governor: 


ARTHUR L. THOMAS, 
Secretary ef Utah Territory. 
This whole certificate of the governor setting forth the number of 
votes cast for each candidate, and all the facts in relation to the can- 
vass and the reasons why he did not declare Cannon, who had the 
test number of votes, duly elected, was signed by the governor 
imself and recorded in the office of the secretary of the Territory, 


Cam 
num 
said 
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and by that officer under the seal of the Territory certified to this 
House. 
Mr. HISCOCK. From what page of the Recorp is the gentleman 


reading ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, pro- 
ceedings of the 6th of December, 1881, beginning on page 39. 

Mr. BROWNE. Now, does the gentleman seriously insist that that 
was given as a certificate of election to anybody in this case ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. That was a certificate given by Governor Mur- 
ray and placed on record in the office where the vote was counted, 
and is signed by him. 

Mr. BROWNE. That answers my question only argumentatively. 

Mr. CONVERSE. It answers the question to say that the gov- 
ernor gave the certificate, and it is immaterial to whom he gave it. 
It was a solemn official act. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman answer me categorically? 
Does the gentleman pretend that was a certificate of election for 
anybody ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Itisacertificate of election required to be given 
by law, and it was the only certificate which Governor Murray was 
authorized by law to give. He was required to canvass the vote and 
to declare the person who received the largest number of votes 
elected. He certifies to the number of votes received by each candi- 

te and states that the person receiving the greatest number of 
votes is not a citizen, and then proceeds to declare the person receiv- 
ing the next highest number of votes duly elected. 

fr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Where is this statement made by Governor Mur- 
ray, signed by him? 

Mr. CONVERSE. It is signed, on page 43 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, proceedings of December 6, 1881. In that same certificate 
which is of record he certified his conclusion that because Mr. Can- 
non’s certificate of naturalization was not properly recorded he was 
not a citizen, and therefore he gives the certificate to Mr. Campbell. 
All that is matter of record and it is all over the signature of Governor 
Murray. 

I now invite the attention of the House to another important fact. 
A portion of this original certificate containing the same identical 
words has been written on a separate paper, and Governor Murray has 
certified to it. It contains only the conclusion which he reached ; 
and that conclusion is presented here by Mr. Campbell, on which he 
asks this House to award him the seat. Can we do it? 

Who authorized the governor of Utah to inquire into the qualifica- 
tion of Members or Delegates in this House? He was simply under 
the law a part of the returning board clothed with the duty of count- 
ing the votes as returned from the several counties, and ascertaining 
therefrom and declaring which of the candidates received the great- 
est number. McCrary, in his standard work on the American Law 
of Elections, shows that no member of such a board has the right to 
determine any question, saving and except the number of votes. He 
says, (sections 82 and 84 :) 

The true rule is this: they must receive and count the votes as shown b 


the re- 
turns, and they cannot go behind the returns for any porpere. * * * The doc- 
trine that canvassing boards and return judges are ministerial officers possessing 
no discretionary or judicial power is settled in nearly or quite all the States. 


He cites cases adjudicated in the courts of last resert from Iowa, 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Alabama, Missouri, Maine, Minnesota, and 
Tennessee. The supreme court in the Wisconsin case say that “the 
canvassing officers are to add up and certify by calculation the num- 
ber of votes given for any office. They have no discretion to hear 
and take proof as to frauds, even if morally certain that monstrous 
frauds have been perpetrated.” In Morgan vs. Quackenbush, (22 
Barb.,) held: “that it was the duty of the canvassing board to can- 
vass the returns and declare the result, and that this was a purely 
ministerial act. They are judges of nothing, and not allowed to re- 
ceive evidence of anything outside of the returns themselves.” 

McCrary, at section 213, referring to Sheafe vs. Tillman, says the 
‘‘ question was again considered, and the sound rule that a ministerial 
or executive officer can exercise no judicial functions was adhered 
to.” ‘This great power of determining the question of a person to 
a seat in Congress is not vested in the executive of any State, but 
belongs solely to the House of Representatives.” The Forty-third 
Congress, on a contest, in which Mr. Cannon’s citizenship was denied, 
decided that he was a naturalized citizen of the United States, and 
so this — of citizenship was res adjudicata before Governor 
Murray began his unauthorized investigation. Since then Judge 
Blatchford, in the southern district of New York, in the celebrated 
Peter Coleman case, held that an applicant for citizenship is not 
bound to see that the proceedings are recorded, that the possession 
of a naturalization certificate was all that was required to constitute 
proof of citizenship, which decision is now overruled by Governor 
Murray of Utah: 

Mr. BROWNE. The only question is whether we have any right 
to inquire beyond what we consider the certificate. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I know the gentleman insists that only half is 
the certificate, while I insist that the whole is the certificate. Is 
there any principle of law better settled than that where a man signs 
two papers at the same time in relation to the same subject-matter 
they shall be both construed together and held to constitute one 
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transaction? Yet the gentleman desires one part of these papers, 
which were signed by Governor Murray at the same time with the 
residue, shall be taken as a certificate. He would take a part of 
the transaction and exclude the remainder. ota 

Who authorized the governor to make any such investigation ? 
The law says that in the performance of his official duty he shall 
simply count the number of votes and declare the man elected who 
received the largest numberof them. Did hedothat? Did he certify 
to that fact in the detached portion of the certificate which the gen- 
tleman claims to be the true certificate—I mean thesmall one? Not 
at all. But in the long certificate placed on record he gives the vote, 
and the law declares who is elected. Who authorized him to make 
an investigation and determine the qualifications of members of this 
House? The law does not authorize it. That is one of the preroga- 
tives of this House. Yet this petty governor, away off in the Terri- 
tory of Utah, has undertaken to assume and exercise the preroga- 
tives of this House and to determine who shall be seated here and 
who shall not, notwithstanding the votes of the electors. 

This is a mere trick. It is an effort by a mere trick to force upon 
this House for the time being, and upon the people of Utah, a man 
asa Delegate who never waselected, in the place of a man whoreceived 
more than thirteen times as ae! votes ashedid. Irepeat that who- 
ever attempts such a thing as that is an enemy to the spirit of our 
institutions and to the laws; is an enemy to free representative gov- 
ernment. Censidering what has passed in the last few years, consid- 
ering what is pending in this House to-day, I ask gentlemen on the 
other side how, under these circumstances, they can vote to seat Mr. 
Campbell. Fans 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Certainly. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire tosay that we ask to sent Mr. Campbell, 
following the line of precedents established by the Democratic side 
of the eae, who, in our judgment as Republicans, have repeatedly 
asked us to seat on governors’ certificates men we believed, from the 
sworn evidence before us, had not received and never could have 
received a majority of the votes in their districts. Merely because 
they held their governors’ certificates we have seated them on this 
floor. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The trouble with my friend from Kansas is that 
he asks us to take the half of a certificate and to exclude the other half. 
The governor of Utah has certified that Mr. Cannon received 18,568 
votes and that Mr. Campbell received 1,357 votes at that election. 
That certificate is here under the seal of the Territory and over the 
signature of Governor Murray. 

r. HASKELL. Allow me to refer the gentleman to a case. We 
seated in this present House, on the certificate of a governor, a man 
who has not received a majority of the votes in his district, agcord- 
ing to the sworn statements of members of his own party, as we sol- 
emnly believe and as we think we know, simply on the solicitation 
of that side of the House that it was safest for us to recognize the 
prima facie authority of the certificate of the governor of a great and 
sovereign State. The question of who was elected, who was right- 
fully entitled to the seat, has no more to do with the prima facie case 
than any other extraneous question, unless right out of the certificate 
you can read the invalidating declaration. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Ido read it right out of the certificate. Ihave 
read the governor’s certificate that Mr. Cannon received 18,568 votes 
and Mr. Campbell 1,357 votes. He has eertified further that upon ex- 
amination he believed that Mr. Cannon was not a citizen, overruling 
his naturalization papers ; and thereupon he puts into the record the 
very clause which the gentleman presents here and calls a certificate 
of election. Tha*+is only a part of the certificate. Governor Murray 
has never unequivocally certified that Campbell was elected. 

Mr. BROWNE. I referred to a case in McCrary on Elections where 
the governor certified to the election of man upon the facts pre- 
seyted by the returning board; and thereturning board, on the other 
hand, said that this man was not elected because he had not received 
a majority of the votes; and the man whose election was certified to 
by the governor was seated over the man authoritatively and offi- 
cially declared by the returning board te have received a majority 
of votes. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 
Chilcott case. 

Mr. BROWNE. No, sir. 

Mr. CONVERSE. There the governor gave the certificate to Hunt, 
and the returning board gave another certificate showing that Chil- 
cott received 108 votes more than Hunt. But Chilcott was seated on 
the prima facie case. There is a New Jersey case of the same kind, 
(1 Bartlett, 19.) The authorities do not agree, as the gentleman con- 
cedes. 

But this is a case standing by itself. Here the governor has cer- 
tified that Mr. Cannon received more than thirteen times as many 
votes as Mr. Campbell. This being his own certificate, made a matter 
of solemn record, shall it be ignored? These facts being exhibited, 
the law declares the result, and Cannen is the Delegate. Because 
somebody takes out a part of the certificate and has it separately cer- 
tified, shall we look at that part only, and ignore the rest? I remind 
my friend that there was a time in English history when the minority 
candidate was seated instead of the majority candidate. I refer to 


XITI——-22 


The gentleman is mistaken. He refers to the 
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the Luttrell-Wilkes case. Luttrell had received some 225 votes and 
Wilkes something over 1,000 votes. Luttrell was seated on the ground 
that Wilkes was ineligible. My friend knows the result. 

Mr. BROWNE. The gentleman is entirely correct in his argument 
if it be true that this paper which he reads isin legal contemplation a 
certificate of the governor of Utah or a part of it. I assume that 
there is but one certificate in this case, the certificate which I read. 
What the gentleman refers to as a certificate is simply part of the 
record in the office of the secretary of State, showing the method pur- 
sued by the governor in arriving at the conclusion which he embod- 
ied a his certificate. If it is not that, in my judgment it is not 
anything. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I cannot help my friend’s judgment ; there is 
the solemn certificate which I have read over Governor Murray’s 
signature. 

Mr. BROWNE. How do you know that? 

Mr. CONVERSE. He has made it a solemn record, not in his own 
office ; it is a certificate recorded over his own signature in the office 
of secretary of the Territory who certifies these facts under his seal 
of office. Now, can any one characterize as less than a mere trick an 
attempt to seat a man who received but 1,357 votes as against a man 
who received over 18,568 votes? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I certainly am not alarmed by the 
admonition of gentlemen on the other side that we do an act against 
the spirit of our Government if we send this case to the Committee 
on Elections. I desire to say further, that if the question came here 
alone, whether a Representative from this hierarchy that relentlessly 
governs an alleged theocracy is entitled to a seat on this floor, it 
might be a serious question for us to pass upon, and if I should feel 
it my duty to vote to deny a seat to a representative coming here 
under such circumstances, I should be perfectly willing to stand my 
trial for having violated the spirit of our Government and our Con- 
stitution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a single word in response to some 
remarks which fell from the lips of my colleague from New York [Mr. 
Cox] which certainly may be construed into a defense of Mormon- 
ism. He says it has its virtues, and for twenty years it has thriven, 
and he argues that the system is not so pernicious that it needs to be 
stamped out, though he does not distinctly announce that he is in 
favor of it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
him? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am quoting substantially the remarks of the 
gentleman, although I admit—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I said, if the gentleman will allow me, 
that the people of Utah had their virtues in spite ot this institution 
of polygamy, this sore on the body-politic. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Inferentially and insidiously there was in the 
remarks of the gentleman from New York, if I understood him cor- 
rectly, a defense of this institution; and I am glad if I was mistaken 
in that understanding. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Well, the gentleman misunderstood me 
and he misinterprets me. He does not do it on purpose, I am sure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I accept the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is no explanation to be accepted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And Iam glad he is put squarely on the record 
without an insidious defense, for it was so understood on this side of 
the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I venture to say not one man of intelli- 
gence understood it that way. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make this assertion, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let the record show. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That those within my hearing who heard his 
remarks did so construe his position. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Name one other man beside yourself. 

* Mr. HISCOCK. I will not enter into any controversy with my 
friend on this subject. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand the — object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire, Mr. Speaker, as bearing on that point 
which he made, to make one or two suggestions with reference to 
this institution. Although it is outside of the real question which 
is presented here, we should not lose sight of the fact of these 120,000 
Mormons who are in Utah, 36,000 of them, at least, are of foreign 
birth, and at least 75,000 or 76,000 are the result of the polygamous 
intercourse between foreign parents. The States of this Union have 
only contributed to this community some six or seven thousand 
people. Here, then, is this great cesspool in our country which is 
receiving to-day daily contributions, if not from the vile, yet from 
the ignorant of every European nation. And I say again that if the 

uestion should be fairly presented here whether this organization 
should have representation upon this floor, I certainly am not pre- 
pared to tell now how I should vote on that question, even if the Dele- 
gate was elected within the forms of law. 

Now aword, Mr. Speaker, in reference to the argument which has 
been made by the gentleman frgn Ohio, [Mr. CONVERSE.] He has 
taken the papers which have been compiled by Mr. Cannon and from 
those papers has attempted to spell out a certificate in favor of Cannon’s 
election. I say, sir, that noman can read the record fairly without 
coming tothat conclusion. Different papers have been printed in the 
record and to the last paper which is there we find the signature of the 


Will my colleague allow me to correct 


1 aaa? Sala GREE 


ifialaie 


338 CONGRESSIONAL 


governor of the Territory of Utah. Will he undertake to say that 
all that is in the record previous to that signature is within the cer- 
tificate of Governor Murray? They follow there in a certain se- 
quence, and this paper which he has read and from which he at- 
tempts to spell-out a certificate is simply a part of the papers of 
the contestant in this case. And, sir, I regret very much that he or 
any gentleman should have been driven to find some justification 
for seating Cannon on this floor by such a course as that. 

A word in reference to an oe which has been made by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BrownE, } and I believe it is the only 
argument—perhaps it has been made by others, but whoever made 
it is the only argument in my judgment that has been advanced 
in favor of seatingCampbell. He argues that all in that certificate 
which was so well referred to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] and by the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Burrows] is sur- 
plusage; that the recitation that Campbell was a citizen of the 
United States is surplusage; that that can be stricken from the cer- 
tificate, and then we find in it a paper title for Campbell on this 
floor. It is not surplusage. Itisarecitation of the facts from which 
the governor of Utah Territory concluded that Campbell was entitled 
to the seat. There isnot asingle word in that certificate which can 
be stricken out as surplusage. He goes on and cites certain facts. 
He goes beyond what it was necessary for him to state. He makes 
certain recitations and from the facts contained in these recitations 
certifies that Campbell is entitled to his seat; and, sir, it is for that 
reason I am opposed to giving him a seat upon this floor. I am op- 
posed to giving to any governor of a Territory or of a State the right 
or power of passing upon the eligibility of a Delegate or of a Repre- 
sentative to this House. That privilege, that right, that power 
belongs to this House alone. And I, for one, am disposed to be ex- 
tremely critical on this question. If there is the slightest symptom, 
if anything can be spelled out from the certificate that such was the 
intention of the governor, I am in favor of sending it to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, that they may give it due and fair consideration. 

My friend from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE] asks me if I would go out of 
the record to find it. No, sir; I find it in the record. If this certifi- 
cate came here and there was no contest, it doubtless wouid be re- 
ceived, but the contest which is made here directs the mind to the 
points which are in this contest, and we are compelled then, when 
we are possessed of these points, to consider the language which is 
contained in the certificate and the purpose for which it is used. 

And I dissent from him entirely that we can strike from this cer- 
tificate a phrase or word as surplusage, as meaning nothing. Every 
word,every sentence is pregnant with meaning as showing the gover- 
nor did precisely what the record shows he did, that he passed upon 
the eligibility of Campbell. I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to weary 
the House any longer upon thisquestion. I simply desire, in connec- 
tion with my remarks, to have published a communication to this 
House which I have received. 

There was no objection. It is as follows: 


ACTION OF THE CENTRAL NEW YORK CONFERENCE ON MORMONISM. 

As American citizens, and as an annual conference of the Methodist E viscopal 
Church, in conference assembled, numbering more than two hundred and thirty- 
five members, we beg leave to respectfully represent our profound convictions on 
the polygamous organization in Utah Territory, created and maintained by Mor- 
mons. 

1. The existence of Mormonism ina Territory of the United States of America 
is a disgrace to civilization, and a foul blot on our national domain, and a standing 
impeachment of the Christian conscience of the American people. 

2. That we are dissatisfied with and shamed by the temporizing expedients 
that permit the continuance of organized licentiousness in what ought to be a 
virgin Territory of our omer and we hail with approval and thanksgiving 
every utterance and action of the President and Congress of the United States 
that discriminate against this vile abomination. . 

3. That as Mormonism destroys the family and defies the Government, we call 
upon our Representatives in Congress, and upon Chester A. Arthur, our President, 
in protection of our people and our homes, to use every legitimate and necessary 
power for the destruction of the institution and practice of the Mormons. 

4. In loyalty to our country, and in the fear of God, and for the defense of the 
family, which is the foundation of the State, and in obedience to the teachings of 
Christianity, we pledge ourselves to use every power we possess as Christian 
ministers and American citizens to bring to speedy destruction the loathsome 
social cancer now fostered and maintained by the Mormons. 

5. And that this increasing and alarming evil may receive the immediate atten- 
tion the case demands, a certified copy of this our action shall be sent to Hon. 
FRANK Hiscock, and to the President of the nation, and we will ever pray for the 
safety of our rulers and the peace and prosperity of our beloved country. 

Penn Yan, New York, October 8, 1881. 

HENRY W. WARREN, President. 
ELIJAH HORR, Jr., Secretary of Conference. 
L. C. QUEAL, Chairman. 


B. SHOVE, Secretary of Committee. 


Mr. COX, of New York. In reply to what has been said by my col- 
league from New York, I hope I will be allowed a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable, without the consent of the 
House, to grant the gentleman any time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think, after what my colleague has said, 
I am entitled to a reply. 

Mr. ROBESON. Iam entitled to ten minutes. I will yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from New @ork. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
for his courtesy. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I simply desire to say this, that if in any reply 
which the gentleman makes he makes any aspersion upon my mo- 
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tives, or says that which calls for a reply from me, I shall ask the 
privilege of the House to make a proper and fitting response. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ah! Mr. Speaker, the last remark of the 
gentleman shows the spirit of a guilty suspicion on his part. 

I believe there is not a man upon the floor of this House who did 
not understand me fully and explicitly to declare from my seat here 
as a responsible member from the State of New York and not as repre- 
senting any Oneida community, that in all matters pertaining to 
blotting out of this stain upon our civilization, no man would be 
before me in his efforts. In this I spoke for all upon this side, 
when we come to the consideration of the bills which have been 
introduced by members with the view to the suppression of this 
polygamous evil, that we will vote for every measure calculated to 
rid the country of this foul stain. I stated then, and I beg to repeat 
it now for the benefit of my colleague, because if he knows anything 
of the past history of this side he cannot be ignorant of the fact, that 
in comparison with the other side we have been just as much dere- 
lict and just as ready to do this as they have been. 

How long has your Republican party been in powerin this House ? 
How long have you had the administration of the Government in 
your hands? Have you ever undertaken to eradicate this twin relic ? 
How long have you stood idly waiting? Did you not vote to receive 
Mr. Cannon? The gentleman now makes a speech in which he in- 
timates that I was in favor of Mr. Cannon because he is a Mormon. 
Not at all, Mr. Speaker. The gentleman himself makes a speech on 
our side ofthe question ; and yet he says that Iamin favorof a Mor- 
mon as a Delegate. 

Drawing my inspiration from the best writers and their purest 
truths and from the holiest of religions; knowing what I know as 
to the bond which binds the child to the mother, and that monogamic 
marriage is the only bond given under heaven to promote human 
order and society, and representing a people largely catholic, tena- 
cious of pure marriage relations, and as I love the mother who bore 
me, and as I respect the dead President, whose kiss yet lingers upon 
the lips of his loved mother and yet thrills the American heart, I 
pledge to my colleague that no support shall be wanting from this 
side of the House to stamp eternal oblivion on this foul blot upon our 
civilization. [Great applause, in which Mr. Hiscock joined.] And 
although he misrepresents me, I am glad to welcome him among those 
who have the good of our country at heart with me; and therefore 
there is no need of my saying more to place myself in a proper posi- 
tion than to acknowledge the applause which he is pleased to give 
me. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York who 
has just taken his seat, when brought sharply to account by his col- 
league, has retreated, I think, somewhat from the position to which 
in the love of “glorious strife” he advanced without intention. 
[Laughter.] The gentleman did say, and he will not deny it, that 
while polygamy was a blot upon the body-politic, yet it had some 


| good qualities. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I said the people had some good qualities. 

Mr. ROBESON. That the people there had some good qualities— 
some virtues, if you choose—which did not belong to other communi- 
ties. And he illustrates that notwithstanding he represents a great 
manufacturing and industrial center—he illustrates that by orting 
as an example the quality of industry which belongs to Utah an 
not to other communities. Is that a clean statement of the record or 
is itnot? My friend did not mean that. Iknowhe didnot. He has 
too much respect 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not say it. 

Mr. ROBESON. For the hard-handed labor which has built up 
the community he represents— 

Where nations gather to the anvil stroke and cities rise around the loom. 

[ Applause. ] 

Let not the great spirit of American industry be compared by an 
American with any quality which may be found alone in the Terri- 
tory of Utah. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when this Government shall come to deal directly 
with the question of organizetl and insolent crime and defiance of 
law, whether it is sheltered behind the physical defenses of a distant 
Territory or behind the moral defenses of political sophistry or pre- 
tended religion, we will be found as a party and ‘as a nation ready 
to deal with it as becomes ‘the dominant and responsible govern- 
ment of this continent, which has advanced to its present proud 
position along the pathway of Christian civilization, and in the 

ight of that beautiful system of religion which for eighteen centu- 

ries has illumined the hearts and elevated the minds of the noblest 
of mankind, and from which, as a center, its — of liberal philan- 
thropy and loving kindness has radiated to the uttermost bounda- 
ries of civilization. [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are not dealing here with this question; 
and although this discussion has deveahnt perhaps something of the 
attitude of parties of which the country will take notice, yet just 
where we stand now is upon a plain, dry matter of fact legal ques- 
tion, and it is uninteresting because it is dry and matter of fact. 
But it is important because it may govern the future aetions of this 
House and the future organizations of parties. 

I did say as my friend from Kansas quoted me in saying the other 
day, that the governor’s certificate was the prima facie evidence ; but 
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I qualified that by saying—so long as that certificate certifies only 
to what the law authorizes the governor to certify to. Now, all the 
power which the governor of Utah has in this matter will be found 
in five lines of the statute : 


The person having the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the gov- 
ernor— 


He is the man to declare it; there is no question about that— 
duly elected, and the certificate shall be given accordingly. . 


That is his power; that is its limit; and to the extent that that 
certificate goes to that point only it cannot be questioned as a prima 
facie certificate. If it contains other statements which do not affect 
the conclusion nor qualify the result, then they are surplusage. But 
if there are other statements of facts which the governor decides 
when he has no right to decide them and makes that decision the 
foundation of the final certificate, then a do not prove anything 
and the certificate itself shows exactly that he has founded his 
conclusion not on what the law requires, but upon the decision of 
certain matters which he has no right to decide. Now, if this cer- 
tificate does that, then these statements are not re If the 
governor had said that Mr. Allen G. Campbell, a person duly quali- 
fied, being over the age of twenty-one years, has received the great- 
est number of votes and is duly elected, that would have been an 
absolutely good certificate. But when he says Allen G. Campbell 
was the person, being a citizen of the United States over the age of 
twenty-one years, having the greatest number of votes and was there- 
fore duly elected, using the definite and discriminating article ‘‘the,” 
and by the word “therefore” founding his conclusion on everything 
that goes before, then it presents a very different case. 

I confess that I entered upon the consideration of this case with a 
different opinion, but upon careful consideration of it I have come 
fully to the conclusion that that certificate is founded upon the de- 
cision by the governor of outside questions which he is not by law 
authorized to decide, and which when they are disputed prima facie 
make a contest, which contest under our rules and our practice is 
referred to the Committee on Elections. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HASKELL. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”] Mr. Speaker, I do 
not desire to thwart the will of the House by speaking. I rose to 
move the previous question on the resolution and amendment. 

Mr. MARSH. Before the gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion I desire to offer—— 

Mr. HASKELL. I cannot yield. 

Mr. MARSH. [I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MARSH. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment 
oftered by the gentleman from Maine. I rose for the purpose of learn- 
ing whether itis in order to offer that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not, pending the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. MARSH. 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas insist on his 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HASKELL. I promised to call the previous question at the 
close of my time, and I have done so. 

Mr. MARSH. I ask that my amendment may be read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. HASKELL. Iam willing to yield for any act of courtesy to 
a member if other gentlemen do not object. 

Mr. MARSH. I think I am entitled to have the amendment which 
I desire to offer read for the information of the House. Will the 
gentleman from Kansas yield for that purpose? 

Mr. HASKELL. I am willing to yield for that purpose, if no other 
gentleman objects. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I object. 

Mr. MARSH. When the gentleman in charge of the resolution 
yields to have the amendment read, is not that sufficient ? 

Mr. HASKELL. I would like to accommodate my friend from Illi- 
nois, and would wish to yield for the reading of his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois desires to have his 
amendment read for the information of the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the gentleman from Kan- 
sas does not withdraw his demand for the previous question. The 
Chair holds it is not in order to have the proposed amendment read 
without unanimous consent, 

Mr. MARSH. The gentleman from Kansas yields in order that the 
amendment may be read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But he does not yield the floor for that 
pu se. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has not withdrawn 
the demand for the previous question. 

The question being taken, the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HASKELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 


question was ordered ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider, 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


I should like to have the amendment read at the 
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Mr. HASKELL. I send a motion to the Clerk’s desk in the nature 
of instructions to the committee, if the vote should be to refer the case 
there. 

Mr. RANDALL. That would come up afterward. 
question cuts that off in form as presented. 

Mr. HASKELL. The previous question does not cut off a motion 
to refer with instructions. 

Mr. RANDALL. But you did not embrace the instructions in 
your motion till after the previous question has been ordered and 
they are cut off in that way. You cannot duplicate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule; paragraph 1, Rule 
XVII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered by a 
majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all debate 
and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or questions on 
which it has been asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and 
ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, or an 
amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all authorized motions or 
amendments and include the bill to its engrossment and third reaming and then, 
on renewal and second of said motion, to its passage or rejection. It shall be in 
order, pending the motion for or afterthe previous question shall have been ordered 
on its ge, for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with 
or without instructions, to a standing or select committee ; anda motion to lay upon 
the table shall be in order on the second and third reading of a bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A motion to commit is already pending. 

Mr. RANDALL. A motion to commit with instructions can be 
made and be pending; butthe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL ] 
has not made that motion. If he was to make the motion and it 
should be received and adopted, the House would thereby be in 
fact debarred from an expression of opinion upon the merits of the 
prima facie case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to state the nature or char- 
acter of the instructions proposed by the gentleman, for they have 
not been read. The Chair has no knowledge of them, and therefore 
cannot pass upon the point of order which has been made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The pending resolution is one to commit with 
instructions. I ask the Clerk to read the pending resolution, which 
is one to commit with instructions. 

Mr. HASKELL. I object to anything being read until my proposi- 
tion is read. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the point of order made 
against the proposed resolution of the gentleman from Kansas, The 
Chair is of the opinion that it had better be read before the point of 
order is determined. 

Mr.CALKINS. Let all the resolutions be read. 

The SPEAKER. Theoriginal resolution, with the proposed amend- 
ment, will be read. 

The Clerk read the original resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Allen G. Campbell, Delegate-elect from Utah Territory, is enti- 
tled to be sworn in as Delegate to this House on his prima facie case. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. REED. } 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, 'That the papers in relation to the right to a seat as a Delegate from 
the ‘Territory of Utah be referred to the Committee on Elections with instructions 
to report at as early a day as practicable as to the prima facie right, or the final 
right, of claimants to the seat as the committee shall deem proper. 

Mr. HASKELL. I now submit my motion with instructions. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read it, subject to the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas polygamy has been for many years and is now practiced in some of the 
Territories of the United States, in contravention of the laws thereof, [see section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes ;] and 

Whereas there has been admitted to former Congresses of the United States 
a Delegate from the Territory of Utah, who has served in the House of Represent- 
atives as such while sustaining rear marital relations— 


See the following testimony in the contested, election case of Cannon vs. Camp- 
—now of record in this House: 

In the matter of George Q. Cannon contest of Allen G. Campbell’s right to a seat 
in the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Congress of the United 

States, as Delegate from the Territory of Uta! 

I, George Q. Cannon, contestant, protesting that the matter in this paper con- 
tained is not relevant to the issue, do admit, that I am a member of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, commonly called Mormons; that in accordance 
with the tenets of said church I have taken plural wives, who now live with me, and 
have so lived with me for a number of years, and borne mechildren. I also admit 
that in my public addresses as a teacher of my religion in Utah Territory I have 
defended said tenet of said church as being, in my belief, a revelation from God. 

GEORGE Q. CANNON. ] 

Now, therefore, 


Be it resolved, as the fixed and final determination of this House of Representatives 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, that no person guilty of living in poveenowe mar- 
ital relations, or guilty of teaching or inciting others so to do, is entitled to be 
admitted to this House of Representatives as a Delegate from any Territory of 
the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the further point of order that that reso- 
lution is not germane to the pending question’ And I protest here 
and now that in voting on this question we in any manner express, 
or intend to express, an opinion upon the subject of polygamy. For 
the present I will make the point.of order that this is not germane, 
and wait until that is decided before I raise any other point of order. 

Mr. HASKELL. I submit this resolution in the nature of instruc- 
tions to the Committee of Elections in case the House shall refer to 
that committee the resolution now before the House so that the 
committee may be instructed of the opinion of the House and of its 
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determination concerning an important point. The latter part, the 
resolution itself, is a resolution of instructions, a declaration of the 
opinion of this House, which I desire the Committee of Elections to 
be governed by. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inorder to reach that object the gentleman must 
either make a new law or change existing law. 

Mr. McCOOK. Has the previous question been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. McCOOK. Is debate now in order? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the point of’order. 

Mr. McCOOK. What is the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. That the proposed resolution of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] is not germane to the resolution pend- 
ing before the House and therefore not in order. 

Mr. REED. I understand the gentleman from Kansas to say that 
he offers these instructions in the alternative. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have my point of order decided 
before the merits of the proposition are discussed. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, although there is 
one point of order now pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to clause 3 of Rule XVII, which is as follows: 

All incidental questions of order oe Dg od a motion is made for the previous 
question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on appeal or other- 
wise, without debate. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] is well taken. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to make the further point of order that 
such instructions as the gentleman from Kansas proposes do noi ap- 
ply to resolutions of this kind, but only to biils and joint resolutions, 
.a8 will be seen by reference to the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that this resolution does 
not come within paragraph 1 of Rule XVII. It is not a resolution 
to refer the pending subject to a committee “‘ with or without instruc- 
tions.” Hence it would not come within the rule, even though it 
might be held to be germane to the present question. 

tr. HASKELL. I desire to give notice that when the pending 
resolution is disposed of I shall ask to submit this proposition as a 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] for the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL. 

The question being taken, the substitute was agreed to; there 
being—ayes 189, noes 24. 

The resolution as amended by the adoption of the substitute was 
then agreed to. ® 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a question of privilege. [Cries of ‘‘Reg- 
ular order! ik 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, [ Mr. Cox. } 

The motion of Mr Cox, of New York, that the House adjourn, was 


agreed to. 
ELECTION CONTEST—COOK VS. CUTTS. 


The SPEAKER, before announcing the result of the last vote, laid 
before the House, by unanimous consent, additional evidence in the 
contested-election case of Cook vs. Cutts, from the sixth district of 
Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Elections. . 

And then (at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Papers relating to the claim of H. F. Farns- 
worth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of the mayor and council of the 
city of Kerwin, Kansas, for power to purchase certain public lands— 
to the Commititee on the Public ical. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of J. D. Mason, for compensation for 
property destroyed by the United States military authorities—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of William 8. 
McKnight and James W. Richardson—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of Henry Large, jr., of Allegheny 
ane, Pennsylvania, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and 
ans. 


_By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of Henry R. White and others, 
citizens of Long Island City, New York, for an extension of'the free- 
delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
_ By Mr. BERRY: The petition of W. A. Hamilton and others, pray- 
ing for a port of entry on Humbolt Bay and that a new collection 
district be created—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. BOWMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel M. 
Blain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles F. Carr—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims.. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Thomas Bond and others, keep- 
ers of live-saving stations in New Jersey, for increase of pay—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, three petitions of keepers of life-saving stations, for increase 
of pay—to the same committee. 

lso, a petition from life-saving employés, for increase of pay—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill making an appropriation for removal 
of obstructions to navigation in the Chatahoochie River, in Georgia— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Malinda Ferguson, for arrears 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William Watkins, for payment of a Govern- 
ment loan certificate issued in 1780—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY : Papers relating to the claim of Alexander Smiley, 
distiller, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Iron Mountain Bank of 
Saint Louis; Missouri—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CLARK: The petition of the board of trustees and citizens 
of Rockport, Massachusetts, for an appropriation to protect the har- 
bor of said town—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: The petition of keepers of life-saving stations on 
the great lakes, for an increase of salary—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of W. W. Latta and 70 citizens of 
Orange and Durham Counties, North Carolina, for legislation to pro- 
tect the people from excessive charges and unjust discrimination by 
railroad coporations—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAPO:. The petition of John W. Young and others, keepers 
of United States life-saving stations on the coast of Massachusetts, 
for an increase of pay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of 
Andy Austin—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Agnes N. Miles—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: The petition of Samuel T. Beebe and others, 
for legislation to protect inhocent purchasers against fraudulent ven- 
ders of patents and patent rights—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Samuel T. Beebe and others, for a law imposing 
a tax on incomes—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of B. Rothermel and others, for a reduction of tax 
on cigars to $3 per thousand—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Samuel T. Beebe and others, and of George B. 
Stockberger and others, relative to interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of Asa Faulkner, 
of R. B. Taylor, and of O. M. Thurman—severally to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Anderson Reagan, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
— asking for the relief of Jacob Nix—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

Also, the petition of E. Mills and 23 others, citizens of Minnesota, 
for the equalization of bounties of the soldiers of the late rebellion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of the Ohio River commission, for 
the early completion of Davis Island dam—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of Robert Long, Daniel S. Uhl, and 
46 others, citizens of Holmes County, Ohio, for the repeal of the law 
impesing tax on national banks and stamps on bank-checks—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GODSHALK: The petition of A. D. Taylor, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: A bill for establishing a post-road in 
Altona, Clinton County, New York—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Halloran—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Ticonderoga River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. B. W. HARRIS: The petition of Daniel W. Duane, praying 
that his honorable discharge from the military service be restored, 
or a new one be granted him—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Scituate, Massachusetts, for in- 
crease of salaries of keepers of life-saving stations—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of life-saving station keepers at Scituate, Massa- 
chusetts, for an iacrease of pay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Thomas Butler, captain 
Sixth United States Infantry, and other officers, relative to the 
organization of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of James G. Wright and others, supervisors of 
the tenth census for the State of Illinois, for increase of compensa- 
tion—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. HERNDON : The petition of T. K. Irwin and others, for 
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amendment to the militia laws—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: The petition of L. C. Allen and others, 
citizens of Monroe County, Alabama, for the establishment of a mail- 
route in Alabama—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Willis A. Arnold, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The resolutions and petition of the board 
of Outagamie County, Wisconsin, for the improvement of the Wis- 
eonsin River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JACOBS: Two petitions of citizens of New York, for the 
repeal of so much of section 2 of chapter 125 of the law of 1879, 
section 3, of Forty-fifth Congress, as amends section 3282 of the 
Revised Statutes, so as to prevent the use of alcoholic spirits in manu- 
facturing vinegar—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of sundry citizens for legislation to 
regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. LORD: The petition of Augustus Sprague, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of James L. Carpenter and others, 
citizens of Delaware, relative to interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William E.Chambers and others, citizens of Del- 
aware, for an increase of pay to persons employed in the life-saving 
service—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON: The petition of L. B. Stuckey and 202 others, 
citizens of Bartholomew County, Indiana, relative to interstate 
commerce—to the same committee. . 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The resolutions of Hart Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Massillon, Ohio, condemning action of postmaster 
at Cincinnati, Ohio—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, the petition of B. F. Windle and others, citizens of Winona, 
Ohio, relative tointerstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILES: The petition of citizens of Falls Valley, Connect- 
icut, for repeal of laws imposing taxes on banks—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating tothe pension claim of Harriet E. Edwards— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Roth, for bounty and back pay—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Westport, Connecticut, fir harbor 
improvement—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MONEY: The petition of G. W. Raines and others, citizens 
of Clinton County, Ohio, for legislation to regulate interstate com- 
merce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relatin: to the claim of Nathan ( ‘aronna— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of G. M. Lewis, for compensation for property sold 
by the United States tax commissioners during the late : ebellion— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of Humboldt Female College, of 
Gibson County, Tennessee, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John A. Roe, for compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late rebellion— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Henry E. Sills, for relief—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of citizens of Mississippi, relative 
to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: The petition of John W. Montgomery, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MULDROW : Papers relating to the claim of Mary E. Holtz- 
man—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William D. C. Murdoch, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: The petition of Abraham Beidalman and 
others, citizens of Pennsylvania, for the enactment of alaw requiring 
railroad corporations and all common carriers to furnish reasonable 
facilities for travel, transportation, &c.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of the heirs of Dr. John Charles 
Beales and the Howard University of Washington, for the confirma- 
tion of the title to a certain grant of land in New Mexico known as 
the Arkansas =< the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the State Society of the Cincin- 
nati of Pennsylvania, relative to the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Washington—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Catharine P. French, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: Papers relating to the claim of Charles A. Lake 
and of John M. Dorsey and William Shepeard—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAYSON: The petition of sundsy citizens, for the repeal of 
taxes on national banks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of supervisors of the census of the 
State of Indiana, ‘for additional compensation—to the Committee on 
the Census. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of Cyrus Cunningham and 49 others, 
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of Fountain, Warren, and Vermillion Counties, Indiana, for legisla- 
tion regulating travel and transportation on railroads, and to pre- 
vent extortions and discriminations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Elston & Low and 46 others, of Crawfords- 
ville, Indiana, for the repeal of the tax on bank deposits and stamps 
on bank-checks and drafts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of Daniel Fowler and 69 others, cit- 
izens of Juneau County, Wisconsin, relative to interstate commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the board of Outagamie County, Wisconsin, rela- 
tive to floods upon the Wisconsin and Fox Rivers—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Papers relating to the claim of I. J. Caffey 
and B. R. Lewis—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RANNEY: The petition of Henry Bornstein, for a law to 
protect witnesses and others in United States courts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. M. RICE: The petition of James Sanders and 152 oth- 
ers, citizens of Missouri, relative to interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. D. P. RICHARDSON: The petition of George H. Black- 
man, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. J. S. RICHARDSON: The petition of citizens of Darling- 
ton, South Carolina, for the repeal of the taxes on banks, bankers, 
&c.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Horry County, South Carolina, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the Waccaman River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBESON: The petition of Henry E. Rhoades, assistant 
engineer United States Navy, for correction of records in Navy De- 
partment to give credit for service—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Jersey, for the improvement 
of Woodbury River, in New Jersey—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, fer an appropriation to continue the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey within the Territory of Alaska—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. : 

By Mr. RYAN: The petition of citizens of Barton County, Kansas, 
for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kansas, for repeal of tax imposed 
on banks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: Three petitions from citizens of New York, for 
the repeal of certain taxes on banks, bankers, and banking institu- 
tions—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Papers relating to the claim of James 
H. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: A bill for the improvement of the Cahaba 
River, in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMONTON : The petition of R.G.Goodman and others, citi- 
zens of Tipton County, Tennessee, relative to interstate commerce— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. B. Holloway—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Also, the petition of W. L. Richardson and others, citizens of Hay- 
wood County, Tennessee, relative to interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of Francis Kilburn, for an 
additional bounty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.SPARKS: The petition of Henry N. Moreland, A. T. Strange, 
and others, citizens of Montgomery County, Illinois, relative to inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

*By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of H. P. Covert and 14 others, 
citizens of Michigan, relative to interstate commerce—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of Daniel B. Smith, for arrears of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: Memorial in opposition to the adoption of the 
French metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of — 
H. Dobyns, of Patrick Hill, and of Moses Lord—severally to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Memorial of the citizens of Aiken, South Caro- 
lina, for the abolition of all taxes upon banks and bankers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Columbia, South Carolina, 
for an appropriation for a ship-canal through Musquito Creek—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of G. W. Adamson, of 
Wiley Baker, of Joseph Bridges, of J. B. Crider, of N. C. Gray, of 
James H. Hayes, and of Turner M. Horne, for compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late rebellion— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Thomas L. Lee, of Paducah, Kentucky, rela- 
tive to a plan for the improvement of the Mississippi and Ohio Riv- 
ers—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of D. Mumma and 257 
others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, for legislation to regulate 
freight and passenger rates on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petition of George W. Holland and 53 
others, of Falls City, Nebraska, for the repeal of the law imposing 
taxes on banks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of J.C. W. Kline and 50 others, citizens of Blair, 
Nebraska, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the op- 
pressions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies 
that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. k 

Also, the petition of Mrs. A. S. Paddock and 123 others, ladies of 
Gage County, Nebraska, for the expulsion of George Q. Cannon, a 
polygamist, from the House of Representatives, and for the enactment 
of laws to make effective the existing anti-polygamy laws—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, the petition of Nancy Shelton, Nicy Shelton, and Eliza Shel- 
ton, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of 18 citizens of Yorkshire, 
New York, for repeal of laws requiring stamps on bank-checks—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of 25 citizens of Rochester, 
New York, for an increase of salaries of keepers of life-saving stations 
upon the great lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from New Found to Marshall, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.WALKER: The petition of James R. Mason, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of Benjamin F’. Dobson, for arrears 
of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: The petition of M. A. Stamfer and others, 
citizens of Texas, relative to interstate commerce—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. C. G. WILLIAMS: The petition of citizens of Dakota, for 
the establishment of a land office—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of H. J. Philpot— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 11, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLtock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CARLILE P. PATTERSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution received yesterday from the House of Repre- 
sentatives: 

Resolved by the House of resentatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the memo- 
rial presented in relation to the services rendered to the Government by the late 
Carlile P. Patterson be referred to a joint committee of three members of the Sen- 
ate and five members of the House, which joint committee shall have full authority 
to consider the subject-matter of this memorial and report thereon to the Senate an 
House in relation to the same. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the Senate concur in the resolu- 
tion; and I ask that the committee on the part of the Senate indicated 
by it be appointed by the Chair. 

The resolution was concurred in. . 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate. 


LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO OMAHA INDIANS. 


Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of Kahanumba (Two Crows) 
and 52 other Indians, praying for a titleto land; and inasmuch as the 
petition is from a new source, and relates to a subject that is somewhat 
novel and requires really the general attention of the Senate of the 
United States, and it being short, I ask that the Chief Clerk read it, 
and I also ask that it be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Alabama will indulge me a 
moment on the motion to print—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
does not object to the reading of the petition? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read, and the 
Chair will then recognize the Senator from Massachusetts on the 
motion to print. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States : 


We, the undersigned, members of the Omaha tribe of Indians, have taken ont 
certificates of allotment of land, or entered upon claims within the limits of the 
Omaha reserve. We have worked upon our respective lands from three to ten 
years. Each farm has from five to fifty acres under cultivation. Many of us have 

uilt houses on these lands, and all have endeavored to make permanent homes for 
ourselves and our children. 

We therefore petition your honorable body to grant to each ore a clear and full 
title to the land on which he has worked. 

We ee that this petition may receive your favorable consideration, 
for we now labor with discouragement of heart, knowing that our farms are not 
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our own and that any day we may be forced to leave the lands on which we haye 
worked. We desire to live and work on these farms where we have made 
homes, that our children may advance in the life we have adopted. To this.end, 
and that we may go forward with hope and confidence in a better future for our 
tribe, we ask of you titles to our lands. 

Respectfully submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
print the petition. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have not sought the floor for the 
purpose either of consuming time or of antagonizing the suggestion 
of the Senator from Alabama, but rather to express my gratification 
at the spirit which has prompted and brought to the attention of the 
Senate a question of so much importance as the allotment of lands to 
Indians in the manner in which it has been brought to the attention 
of the Senate this morning by the Senator from Alabama; and further 
to call attention to the fact that for fifteen years or thereabout it has 
been the bounden duty of those who have administered the Indian 
affairs of this country to have accomplished under positive law just 
what these Indians have petitioned Congress to do to-day. Undera 
treaty made with the Omaha Indians as ae ago as the 6th day of 
March, 1865, the United States stipulated with the Omahas that they 
would do precisely that same thing ; and nothing has prevented every 
member of that band of Indians, eleven or twelve hundred in num- 
ber, from now enjoying the exclusive possession and title each to a 
farm, supporting himself, and advancing in civilization, and fitting 
them all to become citizens of the United States, but a lack of dispo- 
sition on the part of those who have administered the Indian affairs 
of this country. 

I think the Senator from Alabama heard, as I heard, the agent of 
this same band of Omaha Indians testify that he did not consider it 
any part of his duty to suggest to any Indian under his administra- 
tion that it would be wise or proper or beneficial to him to have set 
out in severalty the land which the United States had stipulated in 
solemn treaty, fifteen years ago or more, that they would do. He 
had never suggested to an Indian, he said, that he could have his 
land in severalty, though he had one or two hundreds of these cer- 
tificates in his possession at the agency; that when an Indian moved 
by his own disposition came there and claimed a certificate he was 
ready to give it to him, but to undertake to impress upon an Indian 
under his charge that he could find a better life and a better pros- 
pect and a better growth by going upon one hundred and sixty acres 
of land and cultivating it and having it as his own, with no other 
limitation than that he should convey it to nobody without the con- 
sent of the United States, was no part of his duty. 

So long as such a spirit pervades and actuates those who adminis- 
ter Indian affairs it is quite useless for philanthropy or the outside 
public to try to press on the Indian race to a higher and better and 
a self-supporting life. 

In the face of this petition of fifty-two Indians of the Omaha tribe 
speaking for themselves and of their own motion begging Congress 
to do this for them, I should like to read from their own treaty what 
the United States in 1465 bound itself to do for them and see what 
more they can have if the prayer of their petition here to-day should 
be granted. The fourth article of their treaty is in these words: 
The Omaha Indians being desirous of promoting settled habits of industry and 
enterprise amongst themselves by abolishing the tenure in common by which they 
new hold their lands, and by onsiqning limited quantities thereof in severalty 
to the members of the tribe, including their half or mixed blood relatives now 
residing with them, to be cultivated and improved for their own individual use 
and benefit, it is hereby agreed and stipulated that the remaining portion of 
their present reservation shall be set apart for said purposes; and that out of the 
same there shall be assigned to each head of a famil y not Sennen one hundred 
and sixty acres, and to each male person, eighteen years of age and upward, with- 
out family, not exceeding forty acres of land—to include in over? case, as far as 
peactionbie, a reasonable proportion of timber; six hundred and forty acres of said 

ands, embracing and surrounding the present agency improvements, shall also be 
set apart and appropriated to the occupancy and use of the agency for said Indians. 
The lands to be so assigned, including those for the use of the agency, shall be in 
as regular and compact a body as possible, and so as to admit of a distinct and 
well-defined exterior boundary. © whole of the lands, assigned or unassigned, 
in severalty, shall constitute and be known as the Omaha reservation, within and 
over which all laws passed or which may be passed by Congress, regulating trade 
and intercourse with the Indian tribes, shall have full force and effect, and no 
white person, except such as shall be in the employ of the United States, shall be 
allowed to reside or go upon any portion of said reservation without the written 
——- of the superintendent of Indian affairs, or the agent for the tribe. 

aid division and assi ent of lands to the Omahas in severalty shall be made 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and, when aj roved by him, 
shall be final and conclusive. Certificates shall be issued by the Commissioner of 
Indian Aflairs for the tracts so assigned, specifying the names of the individuals to 
whom they have been assigned respectively, and that they are for the exclusive use 
and benefit of themselves, their heirs, and descendants; and said tracts shall not 
be alienated in fee, leased, or otherwise disposed of except to the United States 
or to other members of the tribe, under such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interier, and they shall be exempt from taxation, 
levy, sale, or forfeiture, until otherwise provided for by Congress. 

I have troubled the Senate to call their attention to this matter 
because there seems to be an impression abroad that Congress is 
derelict in duty in not providing for allotment to Indians of land in 
severalty for their exclusive occupation and to be owned in fee with 
such limitation of the right to alienate it as may be necessary for a 
term of years. Largely among the Indians as well as specifically 
among these Omahas are existing provisions sufficient, if the spirit 
of adininistration accorded with present and existing legislation, to 
have allotted to Indians as far as they have advanced in civilization 
sufficient to justify their being put upon land and required to sup- 
port themselves. 


The question is on the motion to 
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There is a bill pending providing for a general allotment among all 
Indians. The difficulties in rove such a bill are very large; 
but here is a provision applicable to a tribe of Indians self-support- 
ing, now taking care of themselves, agriculturists who go ever 
year to market with that which they produce over and above enoug 
to support themselves, and yet they come to Congress of their own 
motion under the impression that there is no way for them to obtain 
any right to their lands except by new legislation, when their own 
treaty fifteen years ago imposed upon the United States the duty of 
allotting to each and every one of them a farm upon which they 
would have been at this time respectable, self-supporting citizens of 
the United States. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion that the petition be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The General Assembly of the Pres- 
byterian Church of the United States, in session in Buffalo, New York, 
last May passed a minute condemnatory of the practice of polygamy 
as being anti-Christian and anti-republican, representing that: it is 
increasing at the present time in the United States, and memorializ- 
ing Congress to pass appropriate measures to extinguish it and to 

revent the further spread. They present their proceedings to the 
ioote which the Chair now lays before it. The memorial will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of 144 citizens 
of Illinois, remonstrating against the monopoly at present practiced 
by railroads; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of Right Rev. James Gibbons, 
archbishop of Baltimore, praying that certain property held by him 
in the city of Washington for the use of the Roman Catholic Church 
may be relieved from the payment of taxes prior to 1879; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Virginia, praying Con- 
gressional legislation on the subject of railroad transportation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of the Free Evangelical Con- 
gregational Church of Providence, Rhode Island, praying fora change 
of methods in dealing with Indian tribes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of Thomas Dick- 
son, president of the Delaware and Hudson Canal Company, Brown 
Brothers & Co., bankers, and other prominent capitalists of New 
York, praying for the passage of House joint resolution No. 59, now 
pending before Congress, authorizing the Secretary of War tocontract 
for the Harlem River improvement; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Oswego County, New 
York, praying that an increase of salary be paid to keepers of life- 
saving stations on the great lakes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of citizens of East Bloomfield, 
New York, praying for the repeal of the taxes now levied upon the 
business of banks and banking institutions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Oswego, New 
York, in favor of a permanent organization of the Signal Corps, the 
same as the Engineer and Ordnance Corps ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the” petition of the Rhode Island State 
Temperance Union, signed by W. F. Sayles, president, and H. W. 
Conant, secretary, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning 
a alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on 

‘inance. : 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Vermont, officially signed, representing a thou- 
sand members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of the 
Grand Temple of Honor of Pennsylvania, officially signed, repre- 
senting 1,000 members, praying for a commission of inquiry concern- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lehigh County, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of the passage of a bill regulating railway traffic ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars of Michigan, officially signed, representing 10,000 
members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a petition of the Grand Division Sons of 
Temperance of South Carolina, officially signed, asking for the pro- 
hibition of the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Columbia. There is a note accompanying the petition 
which requests that it be referred to the select committee on the 
alcoholic liquor traffic. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no such select committee, 
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the Chair informs the Senator. To the Committee on Finance simi- 
lar petitions have been referred, and this will take that reference. 

r. SAULSBURY presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Delaware, officially signed, with an gate 
membership of 313, asking for an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic 
beverages throughout the national domain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present, by request, a similar petition from the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Forrest City, Arkansas. 
I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present a like petition of the Good Templars of 
Texas, and I move that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I present a like petition of Acton Temple of Honor 
and Temperance of Hood County, Texas, which I move be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a similar petition of the Supreme Coun- 
cil Templars of Honor and Temperance, officially signed, represent- 
ing twenty-six States and 20,000 members, on the subject of the 
alcoholic liquor traffic. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present asimilar petition of the Good Templars 
of Verona, Mississippi. The petition is accompanied by a request 
that it be referred to a select committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is a motion made to 
that effect, the Chair will refer the petition to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. I feel bound to make such a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee to be composed of 
how many members? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of five, I presume. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
that the petition presented by him on the subject of the liquor traftic, 
which is similar to all that have been presented to-day and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, be referred to a select committee of 
five members. All in favor of the motion will say “aye,” contrary 
“no.” [Putting thequestion.] The noes have it, and the motion is 
not agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
call is too late, the Chair having announced that the motion was 
lost. 

Mr. CONGER. 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then entertain the 
call. Is the call for the yeas and nays seconded ? 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire of the Chair if it be now in order to 
move to refer the petition to the Committee on Finance with instruc- 
tions to report a bill establishing a commission in accordance with 
the prayer of the petition? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
Senator from Massachusetts can move to make that disposition of the 
case, 

Mr. HOAR. I make that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would have to lie over one day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would, if objected to. 

Mr. CONGER. The motion of the Senator from Mississippi would 
not have to lie over one day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is subject to the same objection. I do not 
think we ought to interrupt the order of business by the question at 
this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [rise to a point of order. ‘Certainly it cannot 
be a law of this body that a motion to refer a petition or a bill which 
is already before the Senate to a committee with instructions must 
lie over a day. That cannot be the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A motion to organize a new committee is in the 
nature of a resolution and must lie over on objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a different case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You may call it areference to a select committee 
or what you choose, but it is in the nature of a resolution that must 
lie over one day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not understood any 
objection to have been made to considering the question to-day. 
The Chair put the motion to the Senate whether a special committee 
should be raised, and the Chair declared that it was decided in the 
negative. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] rose and 
called for the yeas and nays. Nobody has objected to the considera- 
tion of the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question as to objection was not submitted 
to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will now entertain the 
objection of the Senator from Ohio, so that the subject will go over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon of the Chair, for a moment. 
Pending the motion for a select committee the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has done precisely what the rules authorize 


I desire to say that I rose immediately to demand 
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him to do, and that is, moved to refer the petition to a standing 
committee with instructions. That motion is in order and does not 
go over, and is the pending question. If that is lost, then the ques- 
tion will arise whether a select committee shall be appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the point I raise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the question before the Senate 
is the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, to refer the subject 
to the Committee on Finance with instructions. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. What is the subject ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The instructions will be reported 
by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state my motion again in the hearing of the 
Senate. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, with instructions to report a bill providing for a commission 
as prayed for in the petition. Of course the Senate will then deal 
with the question when the bill is before it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no commission referred to in the peti- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition presented by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the petition, as follows: 

National constitutional amendment. 
To the United States Senate and House of Representatives : 


Your petitioners, citizens of the United States, to secure the better protection of 
the American people from the great evils attendant upon the traftic in intoxicating 
liquors, and for the promotion of the general welfare, respectfully and earnestly 
a you, by an appropriate joint resolution, to adopt and propose to the several 
States an amendment tothe Constitution of the United States which, when ratified, 
will prohibit henceforth the manufacture, importation, and sale of all alcoholic bev- 
erages throughout our national domain. 

R. C. CONNINGHAM, 


W. C. Templar. 

Number of members of this lodge, 125. 

5S. C. SWEN, Secretary. 

VERONA, Mississirri, December 12, 1881. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the petition which is now pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought to go to the Committce on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. HOAR. 
petition praying fer a commission of inquiry. 
be applicable to this petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts withdraw his motion to refer with instructions? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. Does 
the Senator from Ohio insist upon his objection to the consideration 
of the motion of the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I shall enter an objection against consid- 
ering the appointment of a select committee on the subject, because 
the very question referred to the Committee on Finance with these 
petitions is whether a select committee ought to be raised. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senate was dividing upon the proposition with 
reference to the petition of the Senator from Mississippi; the vote 
had been taken partially; and in furtherance of determining the de- 
cision of the Senate, I asked for the yeas and nays. There had been 
no objection to the proceedings to that stage of it, and the Senate 
had voted without objection. I submit that the decision of the Sen- 
ate upon that motion cannot be arrested by an objection made now. 
The question is undetermined; it is pending before the Senate; and 
I have a right, as every member here has, pending the decision of a 
question, to vote as the rules permit. I ask the ruling of the Chair 
as to whether an objection can be made after acquiescence in the con- 
sideration of a motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Instrictness the Senator from Mich- 
igan is correct; hut the practice has been to indulge Senators in a 
matter of this kind, and to receive an objection at any time before 
the disposition of the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At any reasonable time, whenever attention is 
called to it by a Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; whenever attention is called 
to it by a Senator. The Chair thinks the Senator from Michigan is 
right in his construction; but simply by common consent Senators 
have been indulged so that at any time before the disposition of a 
subject an objection may be entertained. 

Mr. CONGER. Then, if in strictness the demand for the yeas 
and nays is right, I desire to say that by laying aside the rules and 
the strictness of the rules this proposition has been postponed in the 
Congress of the United States from day to day and from year to year, 
so that the question has not been determined whether Congress will 
appoint a committee of inquiry such as has been requested by thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of citizens of the United States. _The 
time, in my judgment, has come when, if there be any rules which 
will allow us to vote upon that subject, they should be enforced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit tl:e question 
to-morrow, but, according to the universal rule of his predecessors— 
to receive an objection at any time—he would consider that the ob- 
jection is made in season; and so the resolution will go over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRISON. I present the petition of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Indiana, representing 3,500 members, praying for 


I understoed the statement to be made that it was a 
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the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the liquor 
traffic; and as this petition does ask for the appointment of such a 
commission of inquiry, I renew the motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, that it be referred to the Committee on Finance with 
instructions to report a bill granting the prayer of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana, that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance with instructions to report in favor of the prayer 
thereof. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the petition be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the petition, as follows: 


National Commission of Inquiry—Petition. 
To the United States Senate and House of Representatives : 
Your petitioners, citizens of the United States, respectfully ask that you will 
rovide, by appropriate legislation, for the appointment by the President of the 
Jnited States of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traftic, 
its relations to public revenue and taxation, tocrime, pauperism, the public health, 
morals, education, and the general welfare of the ple; and, also, the results of 
license, restrictive and prohibitory legislation in the several States, and in the 
District of: Columbia and the Territories. 
FRANCIS A. FRIEDLY, 
Grand Worthy Chief Templar of the Independent Order of Good 
i of the State of Indiana. 
JOHN H. WHITSON, 
Grand Worthy Secretary of I. O. G. T. of Indiana. 

Number of members in the State, 3,500. 

NEW ALBANY, INDIANA, December 12, 1881. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I think it is very unusual in referring peti- 
tions to committees to instruct them to report granting the prayer. 
If we are already in favor of what the petition prays for, I do not see 
why we should refer it to a committee to report a bill. If the Sena- 
tor presenting the petition is in favor of granting the prayer of the 
petitioner, he can simply introduce a bill and have it passed. It 
seems to me the proper way is to refer the petition to a committee for 
inquiry and let them determine whether they will report for or against 
it. If they report against the prayer we have a right to disagree 
with them in the Senate; if they report in favor of the prayer we 
have a right to disagree with them; but it is an unusual thing to 
precipitate upon the Senate a question of this gravity and instruct 
the committee, thus destroying in them all discretion. I think the 
committee ought to have some discretion, some right to investigate 
and consider the question. Without saying one word on the merits 
of the question and merely intending to suggest that the Senate shall 
observe the uniform practice of this body in referring petitions to 
committees and leaving them the discretion to determine for or against 
their prayer, I 

Mr. HARRISON. 
moment? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not intend by renewing the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to precipitate any debate or consideration, 
and if it is likely to have that effect I am willing to withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I was going to suggest to the Senator to 
strike out that part of his motion which instructs the committee to 
report, and let the petition be referred simply. I think every Sena- 
tor has petitions on this subject this morning. I have got one that 
came in here by some way, I do not know how. Iam willing to pre- 
sentit—itismy constitutional duty to present it—and have it referred 
to a committee; but I do not propose that the committee shall be in- 
structed. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not care at all to insist upon that part of 
the metion. I wish to say for one,that no harm can be done by hav- 
ing this inquiry, and that very much valuable information will be 
given to the country if such an inquiry shall be judiciously conducted 
by proper persons; but I am willing that the matter shall go over now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to instruct the com- 
mittee is withdrawn, and the petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE. [rise to present a similar petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I had yielded to the Senator from Indiana. 
I had not given up the floor. If the Chair takes it from me, though, 
I will let it go. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.- The Chair recognized that the Sena- 
tor from Georgia had the floor upon the presentation of the petition 
of the Senator from Indiana. The Senator from Georgia was object- 
ing to an instruction to the committee in connection with that peti- 
tion, and that matter having been disposed of he is not entitled to 
the floor now. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I might have had something to say upon 
the question of withdrawing the motion; but it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is disposed of. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I simply wanted to offer a petition myself 
while I was up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
received. 

Mr. HALE. I present a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Maine, on the same subject. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I present a petition of the same character 


Will the Senator from Georgia allow me one 
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of those that have been presented from the Good Templars of Georgia. 
I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. 1 present a petition of the same character from 
the Grand Division of Sons of Temperance of Tennessee. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. I presenta similar petition from the Grand Division 
of the Sons of ‘Temperance of the State of Georgia. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on ‘Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GROOME. I present a similar petition from the Christian 
Union Temperance Association of Baltimore, Maryland. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present a similar. petition of the 
Good Templars of West Virginia. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Pinned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a similar petition of the Grand 
Division of the Sons of Temperance of Ohio. I move its reference to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GROVER. I present a similar petition of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Montana Territory. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. I present a similar petition of the Goood Templars 
of Arkansas. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present a similar petition of the Grand Tem- 
ple of Honor and Terxperance of New Jersey. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH. I present a similar petition of the National Temper- 
ance Society. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I present a similar petition of the Good Temp- 
lars of Virginia. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I present a similar petition of the Good Temp- 
lars of South Carolina. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I present a similar petition of the Good Templars 
of North Carolina. I move its reference to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. I present a similar petition of the Grand Lodge of 

xood Templars of North Carolina. I move its reference to the Com- 
mnittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I present a similar petition of the Grand Temple 
of Honor of Maryland and the District of Columbia. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIR. I present a similar petition of the Grand Lodge of 
Templars of Nevada. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I present a similar petition of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Kentucky. I move itsreference to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I present a similar petition of the Grand Tem- 
ple of Honor and Temperance of Minnesota. I move its reference to” 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present the petition of the Grand Division of 
Sons of Temperance, of Indiana, officially signed, representing 600 
members, asking for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor trafiic. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the members of the bar prac- 
ticing in the various United States courts in Chicago, and a petition 
of the bar of Ottawa, Dlinois, praying the passage of the bill known 
as the Davis bill, for an intermediate court hetween the trial court 
and the Supreme Court of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of the East Texas Mexican Veteran 
Association of Jefferson, Texas, asking that the survivors of the 
Mexican war be placed on the pension-rolls; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Tllinois, praying for 
Congressional legislation on the subject of railroad transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Major P. T. Turnley, of Illinois, 
praying to be restored to the retired list of the Army; which was 
refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN. I also present a petition of the Grand Division Sons 





of Temperance of Illinois, officially signed, similar to those pre- 
sented heretofore. I move its reference tothe Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I present a similar petition from the Woman’s. 
Christian Temperance Union of the State of Nebraska, representing 
400 members. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I present a similar petition of the 
Grand Temple of Honor and Temperance of the State of New York, 
and a like petition of the Friends’ Temperance Union of New York. 
I move their reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a similar petition of the Massachusetts 
Temperance Alliance, signed by Rev. A. A. Miner, president, and 
Charles A. Horey, secretary, on the same subject. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to present the petition of Henry Morris and 
366 others, citizens of Springfield, Massachusetts, praying for the 
enactment of a law providing that the appointments to minor subor- 
dinate executive offices by competitive examination be open to all 
persons. I move its reference to the Select Committee to examine the 
several branches of the Civil Service. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say that these petitioners are of such char- 
acter and evince such earnestness in their desire to improve the pub- 
lic service that I invoke the earnest and early attention of the com- 
mittee to the subject-matter of the petition. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it is difficult for the average mind 
to comprehend why these temperance petitions were not all presented 
together instead of being sent around to the desk of every Senator to 
be presented, but I wish to contribute my item to the mass by submit- 
ting to the Senate a petition of the Grand Division Sons of Temper- 
ance of Kansas, signed by the officers, praying for a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a similar petition of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Ohio. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying for 
Congressional legislation on the subject of railroad transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of militia officers of Ohio, praying for 
an amendment to the militia law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I present a petition of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Colorado, officially signed, representing 1,593 mem- 
bers, asking for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traftic. I move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present a petition on the alcoholic liquor traffic 
from the Woman’s Christian Union of Wisconsin. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. } 

Mr. ALDRICH. I present a similar petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Rhode Island. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I present a similar petition of the Sons of Tem- 
perance of New Hampshire. I move its reference to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of the Board of Trade of Dav- 
enport, Iowa, in favor of the Hennepin Canal and Mississippi River 
improvement; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of W. A. McHenry and others, 
citizens of Denison, Iowa, praying for the removal of unnecessary 
taxation on banks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also present a petition similar to those presented 
this morning in reference to the alcoholic liquor traffic. This petition 
represents the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Iowa. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Kansas, officially signed, representing 3,785 members, 
praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; and inasmuch as a resolution is pending for the creation of a 
select committee on that question, I move that the petition lie on the 
table to await the result of that resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present like petitions, which are signed by citizens 
of my own State, and I ask that they lie on the table in accordance 
with the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB. ] 

I will say in reference to the suggestion of the other Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS, ] that these petitions strangely enough are in 
the hands of every Senator, and are all being presented at the same 
time, that for one I know no reason why they all have a at 
the same precise moment; but I think any Senator will find, on 
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examination of the petitions he has been requested to present, that 
they come from his own constituents. And the fact that there is a 
very general desire for legislation in this direction, and that the pe- 
titions come from all parts of the country, is no reason for character- 
izing this performance as a farce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will lie on the table. 

Mr. FARLEY. To relieve the monotony of the petitions presented 
here this morning, I present a petition from the Sons of Temperance 


of California, numbering 1,700 members, officially signed, praying 


for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholie liquor traffic. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I present a similar petition of the State Temper- 


-ance Alliance of New Jersey. I move that it lie on the table pend- 


-of the United States prohibiting the liquor traffic. 


ing the motion for a select committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of the president, vice-president, 
and secretary of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of the 
District of Columbia, praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
Iask that the 
petition lie on the table to wait the determination of the motion for 
a select committee; and I wish to say that I can see no reason why on 
one day so much respect should be paid to the request of the women 
of the country on the subject of suffrage and on the next day the re- 
quest of the women of the country in large numbers on the subject of 
the alcoholic liquor trafiic should be disregarded. Without express- 
ing any opinion upon the merits of the petitions either way, I have 
deemed it proper to say this much. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Western New York, praying for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic. I ask that the petition lie 
on the table to await the decision of the question of raising a select 


-committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have the honor to present the petition of the 
Connecticut Temperance Union, officially signed, representing the 
Christian churches of the State, praying for a commission of inquiry 


concerning the alcoholic liquor trafiic ; a petition which, in my judg- 


ment, ought to be respectfully considered and granted. I ask that 
it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to present the petition of the Temple of 
Honor and Temperance of Connecticut, officially signed, represent- 
ing 2,000 members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning 
the alcoholic liquor traffic; and I desire to say, Mr. President, that 
I am heartily in favor of the appointment of this commission. What- 
ever may be thought about temperance as a purely moral question, 
I think it will not be denied that the sale of intoxicating drinks 
and their uses and abuse is a question which affects our whole na- 
tional welfare. I think we ought to have this commission. The Par- 
liament of Great Britain appointed such a commission years ago. A 
great many people in this country desire that the statistics relating 
to the traffic in intoxicating liquors throughout the nation should be 
presented in a form which can be relied upon, and I think that such 


-a desire ought to be respected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
petition lie on the table? 

Mr. PLATT. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have been requested by the offi- 


Does the Senator desire that the 


cers of the Right Worthy Grand Lodge of Good Templars of the 


committee. 


United States, an organization that I am told has a membership of 5 
more than three hundred and fifty thousand citizens, to present the 
petition of that lodge asking for the appointment of a commission of 
inquiry, and I was requested to move that it be referred to a select 
I do not think it right to do that part of what I am re- 
quested to do, although I present the petition with great pleasure, 
and am very much in favor of raising the commission substantially 
as the petitioners desire it to be done. I think it important in a great 
many ways; but we have carried the idea of special committees— 
select committees, as they should properly be called—a good deal too 
far already. I voted for the one yesterday or the day before, on the 
subject of woman suffrage, not because I believed it to be necessary 
to have aselect committee on that subject, but out of deference to the 
opinions regarding mere matters of organization and convenience 
about committees of my fellow Senators. Now, the Committee on 
Finance is particularly suitable for considering the question of rais- 
ing a commission of this kind, and I have no doubt that they will 
report a bill, one way or the other, no matter what their opinion is 
one way or the other, so that the Senate can act upon it. And there- 
fore, Mr. President, I move thatthis petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, from whom for one I shall certainly expect a re- 
port on the subject at an early day. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to present a like petition, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that the morning hour be extended until all the morning 
‘business can be disposed of. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the morning 
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hour will be extended until the morning business is disposed of. The 
Chair hearing no objection, considers that the morning hour will be 
announced as closed when the morning business is finished. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the Temple of Honor of Mas- 
sachusetts, officially signed, asking for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
petitions from the Grand Lodge of Good Templars of California. 
move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a like petition of Rev. Charles McCas- 
lin and others, citizens of East Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, and move 
that it lie on the table pending the question of appointing a select 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Bradford, Sul- 
livan, and Wyoming Counties, Pennsylvania, praying for legislation 
to regulate commerce upon railways ; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Henry Fenimore and others, 
citizens of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri, praying for legislation 
by Congress on the subject of railway transportation ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Good Templars of Missouri, 
representing 25,000 members, asking for the prohibition of the manu- 
facture and sale of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr., BAYARD presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Delaware, asking for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have been requested by A. M. Powell to pre- 
sent the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars of Missouri, 
officially signed, representing 21,727 members, asking for an amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the sale 
and manufacture of all alcoholic beverages throughout the United 
States, attested with the seal of the Grand Lodge and certified by 
the officers, W. D. Crandall, president, and W. F. Snitgler, secretary. 
I am further requested to ask its reference to a select committee on 
the alcoholic liquor traffic. I ask that it lie on the table for the 
present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I present the petition of the Right Worthy 
Grand Lodge of Good Templars of the United States, officialty signed, 
representing 350,000 members, asking for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of all alcoholic beverages throughout the United States. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of the National Temperance 
Society, Hon. William E. Dodge, president, J. N. Stearns, correspond- 
ing secretary, asking for the prohibition of the manufacture and sale 
of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Monroe County, 
Missouri, praying Congressional legislation on the subject of railroad 
transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of citizens of Texas, praying 
legislation prohibiting unjust discriminations by railroad companies ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a letter from the Secretary of State to 
accompany the bill (S. No. 137) for the relief of William Schuchardt, 
United States commercial agent at Piedras Negras, Mexico; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported a bill (S. No. 789) to regulate the use of the Cap- 
itol grounds; which was read twice by its title and recommitted to 
the committee. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am instructed by the same committee to lay be- 
fore the Senate a communication from Frederick Law Olmstead, land- 
scape architect of the Capitol grounds, and move that it be printed 
with the accompanying papers and referred to the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 734) to retire Captain 
Douglass Ottenger of the Revenue Marine Service, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; which was agreed to. i 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 689) to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy, reported it without amendment. ; 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 323) for the relief of James M. Bacon, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


I present one of the same class of 
I 


The petition will be received and 
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(S. No. 387) directing the Secretary of War to deliver to the Society 
of the Army of the Cumberland condemned cannon to aid in the erec- 
tion of a statue or monument to James Abram Garfield, reported it 
with amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Joseph Hertford, praying compensation for services 
as clerk to the Indian office at the Sac and Fox agency, in: Indian 
Territory, in the year 1879, submitted a report thereon, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 790) for the relief of Joseph Hertford. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. * 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 184) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 480) for the relief of Major G. W. Candee, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee; to whom was referred the bill 
(S.No. 130) for the relief of Paulina Jones, widow of Alexander Jones, 
deceased, late of Company E, Second North Carolina Infantry, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 296) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. JACKSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 8) for the relief of Warren 
Mitchell, to report it back with a report adverse to its passage. 

Mr. BECK. I desire that that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report, at the request of the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. Is there a written report? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 144) granting a pension to Mary E. Ambrester, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 201) for the relief of John 8. 
Logan, to report adversely thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask, until I can have time to examine it, that 
that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT prod tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, at the request of the Senator from Missouri, with the adverse 
report, which will be printed. 

r. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 354) for the relief of Mrs. Caro- 
line Mott, administratrix of the estate of Danford Mott, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am instructed by the same com- 
mittee to report back the petition of Caroline A. Nicholson, widow 
of the late A. O. P. Nicholson, of Tennessee, praying that the balance 
of salary due her late husband as United States Senator be — to her, 
with a recommendation that the prayer of the petition be disallowed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committe ask to he discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition, the Chair understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the committee recommend that the prayer 
of the petition be not granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the recommendation. If 
no objection be made, that order will be entered, that the prayer of 
the petition be not granted. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 250) for the relief of Herbert 
Joyce, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
intreduce a bill (S. No. 791) for the relief of Owen M. Long; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. PUGH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 792) in relation to the district and circuit courts 
for the northern district of Alabama; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 793) for the relief of E. H. Lively, post- 
master at Williamsburgh, Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 794) for the relief of George W. Ginn; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 


introduce a bill (8. No. 795) to allow the construction of a bridge 
across the Willamette River, at Portland, in the State of Oregon ; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 796) to authorize the Washington and Atlan- 
tic Railroad Company to extend a railroad into and within the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 797) to authorize and di- 
rect the Secretary of War to convey by deed to the. board of edu- 
cation of the district of Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, a lot of 
ground, (numbered two, in Block B,) with the buildings thereon, for 
the use of the common schools thereof; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VOORHEES askedand, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 798) to repeal the land-grant of the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No 799) in relation to the Venezuela awards; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 800) for the relief of Lewis D. 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 801) authorizing claimants to the Rancho de 
Napa, in Napa County, California, to prove up their title; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 802) granting a pension to Mrs. Cornelia F. White ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 803) for the relief of Amelia B. Caldwell, 
administratrix of John H. Caldwell, deceased ; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 804) for the relief 
of John F. Clancey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been requested by citizens of the District 
of Columbia to offer a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 805) to incorporate the Board of Charities of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave te in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 806) granting a pension to Lydia Dwinel; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 807) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of 
the peace in the District of Columbia and to regulate proceedings 
before them; which was read twice by its title,‘and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 808) granting a pension to John Masters; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 809) for the relief of citizens who were engaged 
in the suppression of the Sioux Indian war in Minnesota in 1862 ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 810) granting a pension to James Cooper ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 811) to provide for the appointment of 
official stenographers for the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, for the several Territorial courts, and for the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary., 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 812) providing for the retirement of any 
person who has been employed fifty years and upwards in the service 
of either House of Congress; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of George F. Brott be taken from the filea 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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PACIFIC HARBOR OF REFUGE. 
Mr. GROVER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ° 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send to the Senate, for its 


use, a copy of the report of the engineers heretofore required to examine and 
report upon the location of a harbor of refuge on the Pacific coast. 


SUFFRAGE IN UTAH. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution for considera- 
tion; which was ordered to be printed and lie on the table: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the ‘Extension of Suffrage to Women, or the 
removal of their disabilities” be directed to examine into the state of the law regu- 
lating the right of suffrage in the Territory of Utah, and report a bill to set aside 
and annul any law or laws enacted by the Legislature of said Territory conferring 
upon women the right of suffrage. 

SELECT COMMITTEES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, in connection with this 
subject, announces the members of the committee on the subject of 
woman suffrage authorized by a resolution heretofore adopted, name- 
ly: Mr. Lapuam, Mr. ANTHONY, Mr. FERRY, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. GEORGE, 
Mr. JACKSON, and Mr. Farr. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also announced the appointment as 
the committee on the part of the Senate on the memorial presented 
in relation to the services rendered to the Government by the late 
Carlile P. Patterson: Mr. PENDLETON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. CAMERON 
of Pennsylvania. 

THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following resolution to be printed and 
laid on the table: 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless, 
upon motion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed 
to the consideration of the Calendar, and continue such consideration until half 
past one o'clock; and bills that are not objected to shall be taken up in their or- 
der, andeach Senator shall be entitled to speak once and for five minutes only upon 
any question ; and the objection may be interposed at any —_— of the proceed- 
ings; and this order shall commence immediately after the call for “concurrent 
and other resolutions,” and shall take precedence of the unfinished business and 
other special orders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gentleman from Rhode Island 
asks that the resolution be printed and lie over. That order will be 
made. 

CLERKS FOR SENATORS. 

Mr. BROWN. I submit the following resolution : 

Resolved, That each Senator who does not as chairman of a committee have a 
clerk be and is hereby authorized to employ a clerk at a salary of $1,200 per annum, 
said salaries to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. And in case the 
clerk of any chairman of a committee now receives less than $1,200 per annum, the 
salary of such clerk shall in future be $1,200 per annum. 

I ask the immediate consideration of the resolution, and with the 
indulgence of the Senate I shall be glad to submit a few remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that had better lie over until to-morrow. 
If the Senator prefers to make his remarks to-day rather than to- 
morrow, I have no objection; but I think the resolution had better 
lie over until to-morrow. That resolution involves a considerable 
sum, and I think it had better be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I will submit now, with the consent of the 
Senate, the few remarks I desire to make, and then the resolution 
may take such direction as Senators desire. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator prefers to speak now, I will not 
object. 

Mr. BROWN. I will occupy but a few minutes. 

Mr. President, I have not had the honor to occupy a seat in the 
Senate for anything like the length of time that many other Senators 
have been here, but I have been a member of the Senate long enough 
to become somewhat acquainted with the mode of transacting busi- 
ness here, with the duties of a Senator, and the labors connected 
with the position, and I have no hesitation in stating that no Senator 
upon this floor can discharge properly the duties of his position and 
attend properly to the wants and interests of his constituents with- 
out the aid of aclerk. It is simply a physical impossibility. I care 
not how robust or vigorous he may be, or how attentive he may be, 
he cannot give the attention which he ought to give to his duties in 
the Senate, attend to his duties on the committees, attend properly 
to the interests of his constituents in matters sent up for examination 
before the Departments, and answer respectful letters received from 
those who are entitled to a reply, without the aid of a clerk or with- 
out some aid. 

There are Senators here representing States much larger in point 
of popes than my own, where they have more diversified and 
varied interests to look after, who, I apprehend, find this difficulty 
more scrious than I.have found it, and I have found it an utter im- 
possibility for me to attend to these duties without the employment 
of clerical aid ; indeed, I have found that I cannot discharge them as 
it ought to be done, and reply to all respectful communications deserv- 
ing reply, and attend properly to my duties in the Departments, and 
in the committees, and in the Senate, without employing two clerks, 
which I do now employ. 

Let it be borne in mind that each State is represented here by two 
Senators only. No matter how burdensome the duties may be, there 
can be no division of the labor except between the two. 

As was well observed the other day by my colleague, it is not soin the 
other House. There each member represents a district, and he is not 
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expected to look to the duties of Representatives of other districts or 
parts of the State. Many of the States have two to over thirty Rep- 
resentatives. Here each Senator, in connection with his colleague, 
represents the entire State, and it comes simply down to this: that 
with the present salaries many of the Senators must leave undone 
much that should be done and fail to discharge many duties that 
they ought to discharge, or they must employ a clerk that they are 
really not able toemploy. There are some Senators in this Chamber 
who have the means to employ any clerical aid they may need ; others 
are not so fortunate ; and if matters remain as they now are, we shall 
soon reach a period when no one but a man of wealth can properly 
represent a State in the Senate, because without clerical aid he can- 
not discharge the duties required of him properly; and because the 
salary paid is not sufficient to maintain him and his family in any- 
thing like respectability and employ the necessary clerical aid. If 
he attempts it he fails, because it is a physical impossibility. And 
his constituents condemn him because he does not answer their let- 
ters and attend to their requests. 

Now, have we reached a point where our people are unwilling to 
appropriate such necessary sums of money as are required to enable 
Senators to discharge properly the duties incumbent upon them? Do 
the people require physical and mental impossibilities? I think not. 
We shall never reach that period. We are very often behind our 
people on matters of this character. They are opposed to extrava- 
gant appropriations; they are opposed to the misapplication of the 
public funds, but they are willing to appropriate whatever is neces- 
sary to enable Representatives or Senators faithfully to discharge 
their duties and to attend properly to the public business. I have 
never been afraid of the people on the subject of salaries. They are 
always willing to pay faithful public servants adequate and just 
compensation, and to allow all the clerks and other aid necessary to 
the faithful discharge of duty by public functionaries. When I had 
the honor to occupy the executive chair in my own State there was 
at one time a bill passed reducing salaries. I thought it wrong and 
I vetoed it; and I was sustained by the people. On another occasion 
a bill was passed increasing the salaries of the judges of the State. 
There was a provision in the constitution of the State at the time 
that the salary of no judge should be increased during his then term 
in office. The bill was passed, and I invited every judge in the State 
to resign, and I would reappoint him without any regard to political 
differences or anything else, that each might have his increased sal- 
ary; and all but one or two of them availed themselves of the bene- 
fits, and there was no clamor among my people about it. They saw 
the necessity, they saw it was proper, and they sustained me, they 
sustained the judges who had resigned to get the increased salary, 
and sustained all who stood by the right in the matter. 

There is no difficulty about this case. The people recognize the 
necessity of having all Senators in this Chamber placed upon a foot- 
ing of equality. The rich who are able to employ clerks now have 
greatly the advantage of those of limited means who need the aid 
and cannot employ it. And there is no reason why we should hesi- 
tate about it, or why this state of things should continue. I am 
satisfied the people will sustain it, because it is right. There are 
many cases during the session of each Congress when there are ten 
times the amount that it would take to pay these few salaries wasted 
in appropriations of a character that are of no value to the people. 
We had better look a little more closely to appropriations of that 
kind, and where it is really necessary, as in this case, not hesitate. 
To make it is not so much a matter of interest to the Senator as to 
his constituents. When they write to him on business of interest to 
them they expect a reply, and they have a right toa reply. Proba- 
bly he gets twenty to fifty letters a day. Without a clerk it is im- 
possible for him to reply to all. Those who receive no reply feel 
disappointed and censure the Senator. But it was not possible for 
him to do more than he did, and in doing what he did he probably 
exhausted his strength till he was not in a proper condition to attend 
to his legislative duties, in which all his constituents and the whole 
country are vitally interested. To deny him a clerk is to trifle with 
public interests of the gravest character. It is to require of him 
the discharge of comparatively unimportant clerical duties to the 
neglect of most important senatorial duties. 

I hope, Mr. President, there will be no opposition to this resolution. 
I believe every Senator who hears me sees and feels the necessity of 
it, and recognizes the importance of it. It may be suggested thatit 
would be better to raise the salary of Senators and then let each em- 
ploy his clerk; but I apprehend Senators all understand that it is not 
possible to do that without raising the salaries of the members of the 
other House. I think all of them ought to be raised; but asit is not 
likely we can do that, and as the necessity for having these clerks ex- 
ists here to a much greater extent than it does in the other House, it 
seems to me the better course isto vote an appropriation to give each 
Senator a clerk whose salary shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate. As matters now stand there is great inequality. Each 
Senator who is chairman of a committee has a clerk. But all cannot 
have chairmanships. The result is that every possible pretext is seized 
for the appointment of a select or special committee on some particu- 
lar subject, so as to provide a chairmanship for some Senator whose 
duties are so laborious that he cannot discharge them. Let us put a 
stop to this practice, and place all Senators upon an equality by giv- 
ing to each the aid so indispensable. As I have not employed my 
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clerks at the expense of the Government, I trust my motives will not 
be misunderstood. 

I believe these are all the remarks that I care to submit on this ques- 
tion. To my mind, the resolution is so obviously proper that I trust 
there will be no serious opposition to it, and unless the Senator from 
Ohio still prefers that it shall go over until to-morrow, I should like 
to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [think this question will cause considerable con- 
troversy, and therefore it ought to go over. I wish to get at the reg- 
ular order as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order will be called as 
soon as the morning businessis over. Thisresolution will be printed 
and lie over. 

EULOGIES ON DECEASED SENATORS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I give notice that on Thursday of next week I 
propose, immediately after the the reading of the journal, to ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to consider resolutions which I shall 
then offer in respect for the memory of my late colleague, Ambrose 
E. Burnside. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I wish to give notice 
at this time that on the 25th of this month, two weeks from to-day, 
I shall ask unanimous consent of the Senate to consider certain reso- 
lutions which I will offer, commemorative of the life and services of 
my late colleague, Mr. Carpenter. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE, 


Mr. PENDLETON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the usual number of the bill (S. No. 133) to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask unanimous consent at this time to take 
from the table the bill (S. No. 133) to regulate and improve the civil 
service of the United States, and the bill (S. No. 134) to prevent ex- 
tortion from persons in the public service and bribery and coercion 
of such persons, and refer them to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These bills will be taken from the 
table and so referred if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


LANDS IN FORT HALL RESERVATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
araught ofa billand accompanying peners, in reference to an agreement by the Sho- 
shone and Bannock Indians with the United States for the disposal of certain of 
their lands in the Fort Hall Indian reservation, in Idaho, for the use of the Utah 
= Northern Railway. The matter is commended to the careful consideration of 

Jougress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 11, 1882. 

TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 

Mr. WILLIAMS submitted an amendinent intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-rev- 
enue laws; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
Senate bill No. 46. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the amendment I have offered be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the amendment, which was to add to the 
bill the following : e 


. From and after the Ist day of July, 1882, the 3 per cent. bonds authorized by this 
act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national-bank circulation, or 
as security for the a's and ——- payment of the public money deposited 
with such banks: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall not have 
issued all the bonds herein authorized, or so many thereof as to make it impossible 
for him to isaue the amount of bonds required: And provided further, That no bond 
upon which interest has ceased shall be accepted or shall be continued on deposit 
as seers, for circulation or for the safe-keeping of the public money ; and incase 
‘bonds so < meer 1 shall not be withdrawn, as provided by law, within thirty days 
after the interest has ceased thereon, the banking association de; siting the same 
shall be subject to the liabilities and proceedings on the of the Comptroller 
provided for in section 5234 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: ‘And pro- 
vided further, That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, entitled ‘‘An act fixing the 
amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of the national-bank 
currency, and for other p’ »”’ be, and the same is hereby, repealed ; and sec- 
tions 5159 and 5160 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same are 
hereby, re-enacted. ' 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall make no apology for addressing 
the Senate for a very short time in regard to the provisions of this 
bill and the amendment which I have had the honor to submit. 
There can be no question ever presented to an American Congress 
more worthy of the consideration of every statesman and the earnest 
and devoted attention of every patriot. It was said by a great 
author, “Let me make the songs of a country and I care not who 
makes its laws.” Sir, there is something which can purchase all the 
delights of music, the fascination of woman, the honesty and integ- 
rity of men. Let me make the money of a country, and I will make 


its laws, its institutions, its political, almost its religious life. Take 
the history of the world ; mi where monuments erected by the genius 
and intellect of men have crumbled to ruins it has been done in almost 
every instance by “‘luxury’s contagion vile,” created by a vicious 
monetary system. Take the scenes when the French assignats caused 
riot to reign in the streets of Paris; take the picture of our own 
country in the fierce revels after the war, when these Halls almost 
became bacchanalian in their orgies, when these streets were filled 
with political adventurers, when men were bought with gold like 
sheep in the shambles, when money purchased votes in the market. 
Give me the power to make the money of a country, and I care not 
who cast the ballots, so far as political effect is concerned. 

I propose to make this no political or partisan debate; but what 
has been the effect of money upon the political complexion of this 
country? Buta few short months have passed since the President of 
these United States, with the greatest of living soldiers presiding over 
the banquet, with the greatest living preacher to bless the luxurious 
viands, toasted a certain distinguished patriot, an ex-Senator, now 
connected with the star-route cases, because he had carried the Dem- 
ocratic State of Indiana for the Republican ticket—with what? 
With soap! One of my predecessors on this floor (Hon. Thomas H. 
Benton) was wont to say that salt was the great preservative of 
nature; but salt must hide its diminished head before soap. Soap is 
the article which controls the politics of the United States; and the 
plaudits of the distinguished bearers of the present Republican Presi- 
dent, both profane and ecclesiastic, hailed that enunciation as to the 
influence of soap on the votes of the American people with enthusi- 
astic applause. 

Mr. President, I do not stand here to-day to attack the national 
banks because the money of !the country is aggregated within their 
vaults. I have no sympathy with that communism which would 
array the poor against the rich, and which would strike a man who 
owns bank stock or national bonds simply because in the providence 
of God he has become wealthy while another has become poor; but 
I have a right to speak in regard to the influence of the aggregated 
capital of the national banks of the United States upon the legisla- 
tion of Congress and the political complexion of the country. Once 
in this country a like evil was attacked by one to whose name I give 
all praise, the pride of American manhood, the President who was 
not afraid of the capital of banks or of corporations of any kind at 
any time orin anyplace. Andrew Jackson deserved the oe 
gratitude of the American people when he took by the throat the ol 
United States Bank with a capital of $35,000,000. But to-day we 
have twenty-one hundred national banks, with an aggregate capital 
of $600,000,000; and this aggregation of capital, not satisfied with 
influencing the business of the country, takes this Government by 
the throat and compels it to do as it pleases. 

Mr. President, at the last session of Congress we passed an act 
known as the funding law. By that act we saved to the people of 
the United States $15,500,000 annually in interest alone. We said 
to the banks ‘‘ You are the creatures of the Government; you are the 
fiscal agents of the Government of the United States, and it is your 
duty to come forward and bear your proportion of funding the na- 
tional debt; we have made you rich; we hae made you powerful ; 
we have given you the most valuable franchise ever given to any 
corporation in any civilized community ; now come forward and bear 
your portion of the common burden.” We appealed to¢hem to do it. 
The Democratic party in both Houses of Congress was met then—I 
will not say the Democratic party, because there were some Repub- 
licans who stood with us in that terrible contest—but we were met 
then with the assertion ‘‘You have no right to coerce the national 
banks; they are private enterprises.” Ah! Chief-Justice Marshall 
did not think them private corporations, and in the case of McCul- 
loch vs. The State of Maryland, if the Supreme Court decided any- 
thing, it decided that the United States Bank was a fiscal agent of 
the Government, and that under the Constitution Congress had no 
right to establish a banking corporation for private gain or profit. 

hat decision remains to-day unchallenged; yet when we under- 
took to make the national banks, our creatures, our servants, con- 
form to the law of the land as we made it, they took the Government 
by the throat and shook out of the President a veto which nullified 
the will of Congress. That is all of it in a nutshell. The national 
banks coerced the Congress of the United States. In one day they 
retired eighteen millions of currency in New York; they produced a 
anic in the money market, and then we had the frightful specter of 
Snaneiat ruin! The bondholders and the capitalists of the country 
surrounded the White House, and the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the President of the United States said that the national banks must 
be protected at all hazards and to the last extremity. 

Mr. President, I am not here to assail the national banks because 
they are monetary corporations. I am here to attack the terrible 
power put in their hands, by which a contract and expand the 
currency of the country at their oyvn will. 

I would not give to any set of men whom God ever created upon 
this earth the power to control absolutely the volume of currency in 
this country. I would not tempt the purest man that has ever lived, 
whose whole life was an example of purity, honesty, and integrity, 
with 9 power so monstrous an so vast as that. uch less would I 
_ that power in the hands of men whose appetites are sharpened 

y greed, men whom the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] elo- 
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quently said were given up to avarice, the most debasing passion in 
the heavens above, the earth below, or beneath the earth. Yet that 
power to-day is vested in the national banks of the United States. 

I know it has been said that the Democratic party, to which I be- 
long, I am proud to say, is devoted to the national bank system in 
this country. In the name of the State which gives the largest Dem- 
ocratic electoral vote in this Union, I deny the truth of that asser- 
tion. Never were the Democratic party pledged to the national 
banking system as it now exists; never was there a day or an hour 
in which the Democracy of this Union have not protested against 
the power of the national banks to control by their own will and in 
their own way the volume of currency of the United States, as is 
provided in section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, which my amend- 
ment repeals. 

We have been told by the Republicans, in every political editorial 
for the last fifteen years and in every political speech, that there 
should be stability of currency and stability of values in this country ; 
and yet we find upon the statute-book ever since 1874 a law giving 
to the national banks the power to increase the currency at their own 
willorto destroy it. They have had absolutely within their hands the 
power to control the whole financial wealth of the country by their 
ability to create panics when they pleased, to furnish or not furnish 
money, to produce inflation or contraction at their pleasure. 

Mr. President, I know that there are prominent members of the 
Democratic party who do not agree with me in regard to this ques- 
tion. We heard yesterday from the distinguished Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] startling propositions. Not the rain, not 
the sunshine, not the dew, not the strong arms and brave hearts of a 
great people—not these, with the blessing of God upon their labors, 
have giyen prosperity to this country, but, according to the Senator 
from New Jersey, it has been the national banks. They are the au- 
thors of all this prosperity; they have brought about this golden 
era. Not the industry of the people; not the resources of a conti- 
nent stretching from ocean to ocean and a population equal to all the 
emergencies of life—not to these, but to twenty-one hundred corpo- 
rations do the Government and people of the United States owe their 
eternal gratitude! 

Mr. President, I deny it. I deny that the national banking system 
has given prosperity to this country. They have fattened on the in- 
crease of the people. I defy contradiction here when I say that their 
dividends are larger than the dividends of any other banks known 
in the civilized world. They made in ten years, including all the 
years from 1870 to 1880, 8.4 per cent. upon their capital and their sur- 
plus funds—8.4 per cent. net profits. 

I will not indulge much in statistics, but let us see what the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has done for the national banks. I 
call the attention of the Senator from New Jersey to this. I want 
him to see what the people have done for these institutions that he 
lauds as having carried the Government through its moments of peril 
and extremity. I take the figures I shall now present from the Comp- 
troller’sreport. In 1881 there were 2,100 national banks in the United 
States. Their capital is $458,934,485. Justthinkofit. Jackson was 
afraid of a bank with $35,000,000 capital; and yet here is a bank (for 
it is really one bank) with a capital of $458,934,485. Theirsurplus— 
now think of it—the money laid by for the stockholders is $127,- 
238,394, more than one quarter of the capital. These are the gentle- 
men whom we took by the throat in our funding bill last spring, as we 
were told, whose interests we were appealed to by gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber not to destroy. ‘‘Do not oppress the na- 
tional banks,” oh, no!—$127,238,394 of surplus. 

But that is not all. The dividends from September 1, 1869, to Sep- 
tember 1, 1881, were $517,825,392. In other words, in twelve years 
they laid away the comfortable sum of $127,000,000 and some odd 
hundred thousands as surplus, and they more than doubled the capital 
invested besides. Five hundred and odd millions of dollars were 
divided in dividends among their stockholders. 

Mr. President, I put it to every man within the sound of my voice 
who believes in Republican institutions and in the will of the people 
governing, the free, untrammeled, and unbiased will of the people 
represented through the Congress of the United States, whether such 
results should not attract our attention. 

But, sir, we were told when the funding bill of last spring was pre 
sented to Congress that if it was passed we should not only rob 
these banks, but that they were actually desirous of going out of 
existence, because the rate of interest was then too low. We were 
told that if that bill passed it would prostrate the energies and re- 
sources of the people of the United States and produce a general 
panic. Now, what show the figures in contradiction of the asser- 
tion that these banks were not then making any money because the 
rate of interest was so low and that the proprietors were considering 
the propriety of withdrawing their capital and going into another 
form of corporate business? Never in our history have the national 
banks increased so rapidly as in the fiscal year just closed. They 
have increased, according to the report of the Comptroller of Cur- 
rency, more than two hundred in number. _ Although they were mak- 
ing no money, although they were thinking of surrendering their 
charters, they have increased more in the last year than in any other 
year since they went into existence. 

But we were told that we were robbing these banks of their prop- 
erty ; we were told that if we passed a bill funding the debt at 3 per 
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cent., as $200,000,000 is proposed now to be funded, we were destroy- 
ing the profits of the banks; and the former President in his veto 
message sent to Congress declared as one of the reasons for vetoing 
that bill that we were-reducing the profits so low that the banks 
could not profitably continue business in any such state of case as 
we proposed to inaugurate. This was one of the statements made 
in the veto message which I have before me. 

Now, Mr. President, permit me for a single minute to look to the 
truth in regard to that matter. I take now a bank depositing 4 per 
cent. bonds, and how does the case stand? 


Interest on $100,000 United States bonds, at 4 per cent 
Circulation issued on bonds 
Deduct premium on bonds 


That was the premium on 4 per cent. bonds at the time we passed 
the funding bill last spring. If there is any flaw in this calculation, 
I shall be obliged to the Senator from Ohio if he will correct it. The 
4 per cent. bonds were then worth 14 per cent. premium. 


Circulation issued on bonds 


Deduct premium on bonds 
Deduct reserve 


Loanable capital, $71,500, at6 per cent., which isthe lowest amount; 
and in the State of Missouri they get 10 and never below 8 per cent. 
Putting it at 6 per cent., and the amount would be $7,309 net re- 
ceipts. 

The capital loaned direct, $100,000 at 6 per cent., would yield $6,000, 
being a difference in favor of circulation of $1,309. We proposed in 
that bill to fund this debt at 3 per cent. Now, I will give the cal- 
culation at 3 per cent. and see how much it left these national banks 
and see if the reason given by the President was the real reason for 
vetoing that bill. 

Bank depositing 3 per cent. bonds. 


Interest on $100,000 United States bonds at 3 per cent 
Circulation issued on bonds 
Add capital not invested in bonds 


Deduct reserve 


Loanable capital 
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Total interest received 
Deduct 1 per cent. tax 
Deduct cost of redemption 


Net receipts 
Loaned direct, $100,000, at 6 per cent 


Difference in favor of circulation 
or $680 in favor of a 3 per cent. bond. 

This is a calculation made and embraced in the speech of Hon. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, who originally offered the amendment which I 
offered yesterday to the Senate. I have gone over that calculation, 
and I challenge any gentleman to criticise it or prove that it is not 
correct. I say there is $680 in favor of a3 per cent. bond such as 
was offered the national banks at the last session of Congress; set 
we were told we were robbing the banks; and we were also told we 
had no power to pass the bill, and this in the teeth of the decision 
of the Supreme Court in McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland. All 
these propositions and statements were false ; and I come now to the 
real gist of this whole matter. 

We stand to-day in the face of the most serious problem in finance 
ever presented to an American statesman. The time has come when 
we must join issue as to whether the debt of this country shall be 
perpetual, or whether the people shall be relieved of the burdens in- 
flicted upon them by the war. There is no escape from the proposi- 
tion ; one thing or the other must be done. It is not a question of 
funding $200,000,000. That is not the real object; I say it respect- 
fully to the Senator from Ohio. He who is one of the financial fi d- 
ers of the country knows too well that the time has come when we 
must determine the question whether this debt is to be perpetual or 
not. The real meaning of funding this debt is, that the national 
debt shall be esto perpetua, and with it the national banks, for the 
national banks are based upon the national debt. Take away the 
national debt and you destroy the national banks; and you hear now 
everywhere in the Republican press, ‘‘ Do not pay the bonds; we are 
paying them too fast; do not let the people pay; keep upon them 
this enormous burden of indebtedness.” y? That the national 
banks may be kept in existence—that and that alone. 

Yesterday the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON, ] after 
an eloquent tribute to the national banking system, after he had put 
that system in place of the Deity itself, in lieu of the sunshine and 
the rain and the dew—after he had done this, he said a national debt 
is a national curse; it is a curse to the industries of the people. I 
ask that Senator now if the national banks were not established on 
the national debt, and I ask him what he proposes to do with them 
after this national debt, which is a national curse, shall be wiped 
out? What is the basis of the national banks? How does the Sen- 
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ator reconcile the two propositions? You might as well put to- 
gether fire and water, you might as well put together the food that 
sustains life and the poison that destroys it, as to tell me that you can 
pay the national debt and get rid of the nationalbanks. Thereis the 
secret of this contest ; there is the real germ and essence of the battle 
now going on. For one I array myself now, as I have always done, 
against the aggregated capital which has seized the interests of this 
country by the throat and now proposes to ride on to enormous wealth 
through the coming ages until the end of time. Why, sir, if this debt 
is to be continued now, when is ittostop? Do you think the national 
banks, strengthened by age, strengthened by money, with more stock- 
holders, with an unlimited power of perpetuating themselves accord- 
ing to law, for capitalists can establish just as many as they have 
money to buy the bonds of the country with—do you think the time 
will ever come when they will surrender their charters? When, then, 
will you take away the basis of these banks? 

Mr. President, the issue is upon us; the question is presented to 
the Congress of the United States, Will you pay this debt, or will 
you perpetuate the debt and perpetuate the national-bank system 
with it 

Now, sir, what do these banks cost the people of the United States? 
I beg the attention of gentlemen, especially of my friend from New 
Jersey, to what he proposes for the people of the United States in 
all the future if his proposition is correct that the national banks are 
a great national blessing. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will it interrupt the Senator if I should ask 
a question at this time ? 

r. VEST. No, sir. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will in connection with the question I ask 
simply ask the Senator to read from the context the statement which 
I made, and perhaps that will be all the answer required. 

Mr. VEST. I think I stated the proposition of the Senator. I 
will read his exact words: 

A national debt is a never-satisfied sponge, forever absorbing and always eating 
up the substance of the people ; it is a curse, the prolongation of which beyond a 
reasonable period of payment would be as utterly indefensible as any effort to force 
its immediate liquidation by onerous taxation would be unnecessary and unjust. 
As the ratio of our population increases the ratio of the burden decreases. We 
have reduced the debt to a sum and to a condition of public credit which relieves 
it from any necessity of becoming either oppressive or durable. 

I indorse every word of that; but I ask the Senator, How does he 
reconcile that with the former statement in his speech? And now 
permit me to read also from these same remarks: 

National banks are established institutions. 

Yes, established on this country! 


The whole business of the country is identified with them. For seventeen 
years they have conducted the finances and the currency of the whole country 
with safety and success. 

Yes, they have paid 8&4; per cent. and $127,000,000 surplus, with 
$548,000,000 of dividends divided among the stockholders. If that 
is not eminent success, I should like some gentleman to make it out. 
That is the way they have conducted the business of the country 
with eminent success. 

They have exercised a marked influence on the wonderful progress and develop- 
ment of our resources. There is not a considerable town, village, city, or county 
in the whole empire of our industries that is not more or less dependent upon and 
directly interested in their stability and in their continued existence. Their ofli- 
cers, stockholders, and orenas are among the most intelligent, substantial, and 
respected citizens of the United States. To impair their stren th, to throw doubt 
on their duration, or to weaken public confidence in their stability as sources of 
business support, is to strike directly and dangerously at the very source of our 
internal exchanges and business credits. These banks have carried us through 
the calamities of war, through the prosperities of peace, through the gloom and 
disasters of the crisis of 1873. 

Yes, they did. They carried us through—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Go on. 

Mr. VEST. I will read it all if you wish: 

When bankruptcy and loss and doubt stop the fires in our furnaces, the 
spigdles in our factories, the hammers in our forges ; when three millions of our 
laborers were idle from necessity, hungry from want, and desperate from despair ; 
—— during all these mutations of business, of production, and of credit they 
stood firm, reliant, and reliable, the support and the aid of every legitimate enter- 
prise. 


Yes, sir; ‘‘firm, reliant, and reliable,” and distributed their divi- 
dends reliably among their stockholders. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I do not interrupt the Senator I wish to call 
his attention.to the fact that I advanced many propositions in the 
short speech I made, occupying but avery short time, as reasons why 
I opposed the prolongation of the public debt; but I do not believe 
this to be the proper time to pay it. I simply think this in regard 
to the national banks: that untilsome suitable substitute is provided 
for the national banks it is the duty of Congress to do everything 
in their power to sustain and support the existing financial institu- 
tions of the country. I am mers. too conservative a man to 
believe in the policy of doing anything toward upsetting or overturn- 
ing the institutions on which the business of the country is based, 
and especially undertaking to do it in this way until some suitable 
substitute is adopted. Had I been in Congress at the time of the 
inauguration of these banks, I never would have voted for that sys- 
tem; but I for one am very well satisfied that the system has been 
a success. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New Jersey does not show how he 
ean get rid of the national debt, the burden that he speaks about, 


and at the same time maintain the national banks. If you do away 

with the national debt, you destroy the national banks; and what 

are you going todo with the burden? Are you going to keepit? That 

is the question. If you keep it, you keep the national banks. If 
you take off this burden from the people, you get rid of the national 

banks. A man who eulogizes the padonal bask, eulogizes the per- 

petuity of the national debt. Itis the logical sequence and you can- 

not escape from it. I have here before me, in an editorial from the 

New York Sun, the key-note of this whole proposition, and we have 

the same thing in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 

tells us that we must not pay off the national debt because if we do» 
we destroy the national banks. The Sun goes on with figures to show 

that there is no necessity for paying the national debt: 

The abolition of the system involves, of course, a corresponding maintenance of’ 
the existing tariff; not, indeed, preserving its defects and ao ities, but reform- 
ing them; yet still keeping the aggregate of the revenue it yields undiminished. 

Abolish the internal-revenue taxes, refund instead of paying off the pam debt, 
cut down the pension list, and make such changes in the tariff as will oa, it 
and improve its practical working ; this is a programme which we think all wise: 
and patriotic statesmen may safely adopt. 

The Senator tells us that we must have another system before we 
attack this sacred Palladium of American liberty, the national bank- 
ingsystem. Anothersystem! Mr. President, thiscountry to-day can 
without expense have the best money on the face of the earth, the 
money most acceptable to the people, the money that they would 
rather have than any other, and at the same time get rid of this mon- 
strous incubus, this monopoly of the currency of the country which 
is now incorporated by act of Congress. We can have a circulation 
unequaled on the American continent, and that hasnever been equaled 
anywhere by any paper money. ‘There can bea dollar in silver bull- 
ion in the vaults of the Treasury for every paper dollarissued. If the- 
Senator wants to know what to put in the place of national banks, 
I will tell him. Seven hundred and twenty-eight of these banks 
go out of existence in 1885, and there is no necessity for a panic on 
the subject. There is no necessity for national-bank currency. We 
have now within our control five hundred and forty odd millions of 
the Windom or 3} per cent. bonds. We can pay them off in four 
years. We can issue silver certificates. Remonetize silver, take off 
the ban you have put upon it, let it be, as it was, a full legal tender, 
and all will go well. In the days of Abraham, in the twilight of’ 
antiquity, we are told that Abraham was rich in silverandin gold. It 
was the money of the apostles and the patriarchs; the money to-day 
of the East; but you struck it down and butchered it, and you are 
anxious to bury it forever out of sight for all time to come. Re- 
monetize silver; let silvercertificates take the place of these national- 
bank notes, Gradually and easily the change can be made, For 
every dollar of national-bank money that comes back to the Treasury 
put out a silver certificate. Let the Government purchase all the 
silver that comes from ourmines; itis the great American production, 
the silver bullion of the Rocky Mountains; issue your paper money 
upon it, and a currency will be established stable in value, easy of 
transportation, and commanding the full confidence of the people. 

But, Mr. President, I proceed to show what my friend from New 
Jersey logically proposes to fasten on the people of this country. I 
mean by the perpetuity of the national-bank system, for he has yet 
failed to point out to me when that system isto terminate. I chal- 
lenge attention to these figures. I assume now that we fund this 
debt and that national banks remain in existence. Now what does. 
the national-bank system cost the country? Two hundred and forty- 
one million three hundred and seventy-six thousand one hundred and 
fifty dollars bonds at 34 per cent.; $31,981,650 at 44 per cent. ; 
$92,005,800 at 4 per cent. are held by the banks. . On these the 
United States paysto these banks an interest annually of $13,728,483. 
A tax is paid to the United States by the banks upon capital, upon 
circulation, and upon deposits amounting to $8,493,552. Subtract 
that, and the annual cost to the people of the United States for keep- 
ing these institutions in existence is $5,234,936, and we are to pay 
that for all time to come. That is the amount it costs the people of” 
the United States for this blessing of a national banking system. 

But, Mr. President, I have already shown to the Senate what we 
saved by the funding bill of the last session. As I said a few mo- 
ments ago, when that bill was offered to Congress it was assailed in 
the first place because we had no power to pass it; second, because 
it robbed the banks; third, because it was without precedent in the 
annals of American legislation. The Senator from Ohio stated the 
other day that he had offered a similar bill to my amendment at a 
time when the finances of the country were much deranged, and that 
there was no necessity for adopting any such legislation at the pres- 
ent hour. The Senator from Ohio is the author of a bill which beg- 

ared in its coercion the amendment which I offer to-day, and which 
he now opposes. Heoffered in 1870a bill to compel the national banks: 
to take the 4 per cent. bonds, not only for subsequent increase, or for 
the establishment of new national banks in the future, but he told 
them, ‘‘If you do not take these bonds in twelve months we willtake 
away every cent of your circulation.” That was the bill offered by 
the Senator from Ohio in 1870. I refer to it not to convict that hon- 
orable Senator of inconsistency. ‘That is not worthy of the Senate or 
of this occasion. _ I refer to it to answer the Republican party in its 
eens that the amendment offered by Mr. CARLISLE in the House 
and by me here is an outrage on the national banking system of the 
country. I say we learned the lesson from the great premier of the: 








Bi 


last Administration, the distinguished minister of finance now on this 
floor, the Senator from Ohio. We not.only learned, but profited by 
it. Here was the section the Senator then offered : 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That on and after the Ist day of October, 1870, 
registered bonds of any denomination not less than $1,000, issued under the pro- 
visions of this act, and no other, shall be deposited with the Treasurer of the United 
States as security for notes issued to national banking associations for circulation 
under an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a national carrency secured by a pledge 
of United States bonds, and to provide for the circulation and redemption thereof,” 
approved June 3, 1864; and all national banking associations organized under said 
act, or any amendment thereof, are hereby required to deposit bonds issued by this 
act, as security for their circulating notes, within one year from the passage of this 
act, in default of which their right to issue notes for circulation shall be forfeited— 


There the Senator from Ohio absolutely took away their circula- 
tion if they did not take his own terms— 
and the Treasurer and the Comptroller of the Currency shall be authorized and re- 
quired to take such measures as may be necessary to call in and destroy their out- 
standing circulation, and to return the bonds held as security therefor to the asso- 
ciation by which they were deposited in sums of not less than $1,000: Provided, 
That any such association now in existence may, upon giving thirty days’ notice 
to the Comptroller of the Currency, by resolution of its board of directors, deposit 
legal-tender notes with the Treasurer of the United States to the amount of its out- 
standing circulation and take up the bonds pledged for its redemption. 

Upon the question of retaining that feature of the bill, the votein 
the Senate was yeas 33 to nays 10, thereby enacting a far more coer- 
cive measure than the amendment which gentlemen regard with 
‘holy horror to-day, and which excited their righteous indignation 
last spring. It passed the Senate by a vote of 33 to 10; and now I 
propose to give the reasons of the Senator from Ohio for that propo- 
sition. He said: 

Mr. President, the three remaining sections of this bill apply to the national 
banks. That is much too t a theme for me to enter upon at this stage of the 
debate ; but I will explain in a very few words the theory of those sections. The 
national banks are mere creatures of law. They hold their existence at the pleas- 
ure of Congress. We may to-morrow, if it promotes the public interests, withdraw 
their authority. The franchise has been valuable to them. 


I should think so. 


We think it right they should aid us in funding the public debt. They hold of 
our securitles ,000,000. Nearly all of these bear 6 per cent. interest in coin. 
We will not deprive them of any of them; we will not take from them the 
property they enjoy; we will not deny them even the payment of 6 per cent. gold 
interest as long as they are the ownersof these bonds. Butthey hold the franchise 
-of issuing paper money guaranteed by the United States, and which constitutes the 
circulation of our country ; and we say that, amporine, this franchise, we now stipu- 
late with them for the reduction of intereston the bonds they hold. The provisions 
-of this bill are not arbitrary. 


That is different from what we heard here last spring. 


They are not harsh; they do not take from thenational banks any right which 
they enjoy except one confessedly atour pleasure. If they are not content to enjoy 
their franchise on the terms proposed, they can retire. 

The Democratic party only proposed a milder enactment last spring, 
and.immediately the shout went up from every one of the New York 
papers and from the entire country ‘‘the rebel Democracy have pro- 
«laimed war on the moneyed institutions of the country.” They sim- 
ply proposed that the national banks should obey the laws of Con- 
gress or retire their circulation. The Senator said further: 

As to new banks which may be organized under the free-banking section, it is 
easier for them to engage in banking under this bill than under the old law, be- 
cause they can go to the Treasury and buy bonds at parin currency and 7“ these 
receive circulating notes, and a corresponding amount of legal tenders is then can- 
celed. The new banks may issue in circulating notes four-fifths of the amount of 
their bonds under the terms and conditions of the banking act, while if they are 
now uired to ge into the money market to buy bonds with which to start new 
banks they would be compelled to pay a premium of from 10 to 20 per cent. forthe 
existing bonds, and then could only issue 90 per cent. of the amount of the princi- 
“pal of the bonds. 

This is what the Senator said on March 10, 1870. 
present a better argument for my amendment: 

What do we give them in aaenenge? We give them upon purchasing these 
‘bonds the right to issue four-fifths of them in money, and we give them the monop- 
-oly of that right. 

That is what the Republican party meant. That is what they have 
always meant, to strike down the greenback circulation, to strike 
down the Government paper, and let the national banks of this coun- 
try have a monopoly of the currency, and, as the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury says, ‘‘ issue all the money the country needs.” 

We are about to withdraw from circulation the greenbacks of the country. 

And they would have been withdrawn if the Democratic party in 
the providence of God had not come in and stopped that little game 
of the Senator from Ohio and his compeers. They commenced to 
retire them; they commenced to destroy them and they did destroy 
them down to $360,000,000, and then the Democratic Congress sent 
here by the people put their veto on it and said, ‘‘ Thus far shalt thou 
go, and no farther ; and here shall your destruction of the greenbacks 
of the country stop.” Further: 

We are about to retire and cancel our notes by the provisions of this act. We 
are about to give them the monopoly of the circulation of this country, the sole 
.and exclusive privilege of issuing paper money. We have destroyed the State 
banks. And now what do we — inreturn? That they shall ° n us in reduc- 
ing the burdens of the public debt ; that they shall bear some little of their share 

} of the loss of income which every holder of the public securities must suffer. 

} Sir, national banks would be very unwise indeed to make issue on this question. 
If any man here is a friend of the national-bank system, I can claim to be, I was 

here at its cradle, introduced the original banking bill and advocated it, and also 

in uced the amendment to it, iene it, and saw it passed. But if I believed 





















































I could hardly 





















































now that the banks of the United States were unwilling to aid us in reducing the rate 
of interest on the ic debt to the extent of the limited sacrifices they are d wpon 

— io to —_ , I should certainly change very much my opinion of them and of 
t system. 
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I want the Senator now to change his opinion. They defeated his 
bjll, as he afterward said; they came into the Halls of Congress, ac- 
cording to the Senator from Ohio, took the Representatives of the 
people by the throat, and defeated this very legislation. Has he 
changed his opinion about the system? Is he willing to-day to make 
good what he then said?, If they would not come in and make this 
limited sacrifice to help us to diminish the interest, he said he would 
change his opinion of the whole system, and further: 

I do not believe there is any practical difficulty in the way. Nor do they lose by 
it if five percents are worth par in gold. What do they lose by taking one-third of 
these bonds at 5 per cent., another third at 44 per cent., and another third at 4 per 
cme ? They possibly lose one-half of 1 per cent. of the interest on the bonds; that 
1s . 

Afterward a vote was taken, and this bill was defeated in the 
House of Representatives. The Senator from Ohio delivered a wail 
of lamentation in regard to this action in the lower House of Con- 
gress, and he served a notice and put upon record his opinion of the 
national banks of the country and their failure to come to the rescue 
of the people in diminishing the interest on the public bonds. He 
said after the bill had failed: 

I wish now to record my Saieorete satemant that in this conclusion to which 
we have been compelled to arrive by the action of the House we are doing the 
national banks a + injury, which will impair their influence and power amon 
the people, and that the opposition of the national banks to this provision whic 
would have required them to aid in the funding of the public debt, will tend more 
to weaken and destroy them than anything that has transpired since their organ- 
ization. Ido not see how we can go before the people of the United States and 
ask them to lend us gold at par for our bonds, when we refuse to require agencies 
of our own creation to take them; when we even refuse to require new te not 
yet organized to take these new bonds, and when we refuse to require old banks, 
—— have made on the average from 15 to 20 per cent. annually upon the fran- 
chise— 

Think of that, 15 and 20 per cent. annually upon the franchise— 


— from the United States, to aid us to this extent in funding the national 
ebt. 


But, sir, the vote of the House shows the power of the national banks. 

There was the statement of the Senator from Ohio. 
the House shows the power of the national banks. 

It is so great, at least in the House, that in order to secure a funding bill wo have 
been compelled to abandon all provisions in regard to the national banks; but I 
give notice that in the future I for one shall be prepared at all times to require the 
national banks to take that class of bonds which we propose in this bill, and I have 
no doubt this will be the result. But for the present, in deference to the wishes of 
the House, we have withdrawn the section in regard to national banks. 

That was in 1870; and then, according to the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, they had about one-half the money and power 
they have now ; and even then they were able to go into the House 
of Representatives and strike down the provision offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. They came here at the last spring session of Con- 
gress and again repeated it, and took the Government by the throat, 
and told the representatives of the people, ‘‘ We will have none of 
this legislation; we defy you to enact it; we will pull down the 
temple about our ears, and bury us and yourselves in one common 
ruin before you shall enact any such bill as you have proposed.” 
That is the whole of it. 

Now, I ask the representatives of the people, do you propose to 
submit to this thing? Do you propose that any power shall exist in 
this country greater than the Government itself—a power which 
attacks us here in the citadalof the people’s rights and says to us, 
the representatives of the people, ‘ You shall make legislation which 
suits us and our interests or else we will destroy the financial pros- 
perity of the entire country ?” 

Mr. President, I have intimated, in answer to the Senator from New 
Jersey, what I think the Congress of the United States should do. I 
have no concealment in regard to it. Ifthe power remained in my 
‘hands to-day I would discontinue every note of every national bank in 
the Union. I would repeal section 4 of the act of 1870, which givesthem 
the right to contract or to expand the currency at their own pleasure. 
I would remonetize silver. I would let the Government purchase all 
the silver bullion which it could purchase, and upon that bullion I 
would issue silver certificates to take the place of the national bank 
circulation until gradually a currency would be established in this 
country beyond criticism and beyond reproach. 

AsI said, the alternative is put before us. This is nonew proposition. 
It commenced in 1869, and never for one single instant has the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and his party ceased in their attempt to strike down 
silver, to strike down greenbacks, and to have gold and the national- 
bank circulation as the only money upon this continent. That has 
been their intention, and they have never wavered, for the Repub- 
lican party turns neither to the right ner to the left. They fix their 
eyes upon a certain object and march straight to it. The intention 
has always been to destroy silver, to destroy greenbacks, and to give 
us gold and national-bank notes; and in the language of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in his last report, ‘‘ the national banks will fur- 
nish the people with all the money they need,” giving it when they 
please and taking it away when they please. 

In 1869, under the pretense of cer Sir the public credit, hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars were added to the indebtedness of the 
people. They then made the bonds of the Government which were 
payable in lawful money; in other words, in greenbacks; payable 
in coin according to the language of the act. But that was not 
enough for the national banks. That was not. enough for the cer- 
porations. Coin included silver. Coin included the money which 


The vote of 








1882. 


from the days when the world was created down to now has been the 

money of the people. The Senator from Ohio, when a commissioner 

to Paris in 1867, announced the proposition that, to use his own lan- 
uage, it was impossible for this country to have a double standard. 
x0ld was to be the standard. 

In 1869, as I say, they made the bonds payable in coin, and the 
next thing was to strike out from coin the silverof the country. In 
1873 they demonetized silver. They were determined to make coin 
mean gold. They were determined to make the bonds of the count 
payable in gold, and therefore in 1873-they passed the act whic 
struck down the silver dollar, and strange as it may seem, the act 
was passed years before the people found out that this outrage had 
been perpetrated upon them. 

I listened with inexpressible pleasure to the eloquent speech of my 
distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] upon this ques- 
tion. It burned the very paper upon which it was printed. Would 
to God it could burn itself into the hearts of the American people! 
If the people could understand the objects of the Senator from Ohio 
and his party there would be no trouble in regard to this whole ques- 
tion. They demonetized silver, and the people for five long years 
suffered and bled and toiled and labored without knowing the out- 
rage perpetrated upon them. Distinguished members of Congress 
voted for that bill and were as innocent as children of what they had 
done. The President of the United States who signed it did not know 
that it demonetized silver. It was known only to a few. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio himself seems not to have known it three years after- 
ward. I quote now from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of debates 
in the Senate in 1876. If there ever was on this floor a Senator— 
and I say it now in his absence; I say it in justice to him whether 
he is here or whether he is absent—if there ever was a Senator in 
this Chamber who watched with the eye of a hawk over the legis- 
lation enacted, it was the distinguished Senator from New York who 
by the vicissitudes of politics is now a private citizen. 
Conkling said: 

Will the Senator allow me to ask him, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] or some other Senator, a 
question? Is it true that there is now by law no American dollar— 

The dollar had been struck out in 1873, not only struck out by an 
act of Congress but struck out afterwards by a clause in the Revised 
Statutes which specified certain coin that should circulate and left 
out the American dollar. Mr. Conkling, continuing, said: 

And if so, is it true that the effect of this bill is to be to make half dollars and 
quarter dollars the only silver c®in which can be used as a legal tender? 

He referred to the bill offered by my predecessor, Mr. Bogy. 
SHERMAN replied : 

I will answer the Senator from New York, that since the law of 1853 the use of 
the silver whole dollar has been discontinued and none has been issued. That 
has been so since 1853. 

Mr. Conkling, going still further, asked : 

Is there power to issue it ? 

That is, to issue the silver dollar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no power and has been none. 

That is, since 1853. 

Mr. Bocy. The power to issue existed from 1853 to 1873; but since 1873 I think 
there has been no power. 

The Senator from Ohio was mistaken just twenty years. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There has been no silver dollar issued since 1853, and my im- 
pression is that the law of 1853 did not confer the "amet to issue it. The Senator 
thinks i did confer the power; but the law of 1873 cut off the power, in my judg- 
ment, if it existed. 


Then Mr. JonrEs, of Nevada, (whom I am sorry to see is not now in 
his seat, the champion of silver, who in two days in May, 1876, ex- 
hausted this whole silver question, and who revolutionized, if any 
man could have revolutionized, the public sentiment of the country 
upon the silver question, ) settled the whole debate in this language: 

The law of 1853 authorized the coinage of the silver dollar, and it was never 
demonetized until February, 1873 ; but it needed no law to prevent ple from 
coining such a dollar for use in business when there was another dollar to be got 
3 or 4 per cent. cheaper. The people did, in 1853 and up to 1873, have an option 
that, if gold should become dearer, they could fall back on the silver dollar. In 
1873 that privilege was taken away. 

That was the record made in 1876. General Grant signed that act 
in February, 1873. In October, 1873, General Grant, the very Presi- 
dent who signed the act, wrote the following letter to Mr. Cowdrey, 
a broker: 


I wonder that silver is not already coming into the market to supply the defi- 
ciency in the circulating medium. * * * pnpetionce has proved that it takes 
about $40,000,000 of fractional currency to make the small change necessary for the 
transaction of the business of the country. Silver will gradually take the place 
of this currency, and, further, will become the standard of values, which will be 
hoarded in a small way. I estimate that this will consume from $200,000,000 to 
$300,000,000 in time— 


He certainly did not mean fractional currency to take up $200,000,000 
or $300,000,000— 


of this species of our circulating medium. * * * I confess to a desire to see 
a limited hoarding of money. It insures a firm foundation in time of need. But I 


want to see the hoarding of something that has a standard value the world over. 
Silver has this. 


The world over it has a standard value. 


Our mines are now podeeing pimsest unlimited amounts of silver, and it is be- 
eoming a question, ‘ at 8) we do with it?’’ I suggest here a solution that 


will answer for some years, to putit in circulation, keeping it there until it is fixed, 
and then we will find other markets. 


XIII——23 
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Yet that came from the President of the United States in October, 
1873, six months after he had signed the act of February, 1873, demon- 
etizing and striking out of the currency the silver dollar, or “dollar 
of the fathers” as it is popularly termed. Afterward Mr. Garfield, 
the late lamented President of the United States, who voted for this 
law, declared publicly that he never knew there was any such pro- 
vision init. Mr. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, another leading member 
of the House who voted forit, declared the same thing. Yet Mr. Gar- 
field, whose death I lament as much as any of his political adherents, 
declared afterward in the House of Representatives, when the Dem- 
ocratic party proposed to remonetize silver and did partially remon- 
etize it by an overwhelming majority, that the bill remonetizing it 
was “aswindle so immense that it made the achievement illustrious.” 
General Grant, who comes forward here as the advocate of silver, who 
says that it has a standard value all over the world, wrote from Smyrna, 
when he wasmaking his celebrated tour, toa friend of his, Judge Long, 
of the city of St. Louis: “I see that Congress is about to remonetize 
the silver dollar. If I possessed the power which I held for the last 
eight years as President of the United States, I would advise every 
business man throughout the country to make all his contracts pay- 
able in gold alone.” In other words, he, the great leader of the Re- 
a party, the most illustrious soldier of the age, so great was 

1is hatred to silver and the silver dollar that he himself declared that 
he would advise the business men and merchants of the United States 
to make their contracts in future payable in gold alone—to defeat the 
willof the people as expressed in Congress and make this silver money 
as the mud beneath our feet, instead of making it what he was will- 
ing to make it in October, 1876, the basis and criterion of all busi 
ness on this continent. 

Mr. President, the whole Republican party to-day is banded to- 
gether to strike down the value of the silver of thecountry. We are 
told now by the Secretary of the Treasury that the silver certificates 
must be discontinued. He admits in his report that $66,000,000 of 
silver certificates are now upon the country paid for in gold, as Mr. 
Benton used to say, ‘“‘in hard, red gold.” The people are willing to 
come forward with gold, the most precious of all precious metals, 
and pay for silver certificates and put them in circulation; but, says 
the Secretary of the Treasury, silver certificates must be discontinued. 
Has there been any refusal to take them? Has there,been any com- 
plaint about them? Is not the country prosperous? Listen to his 
own language. I have net the strength to read from his report, but 
he says that he has so much money on hand now that he does not 
know what to do with it and he calls upon Congress to stop the taxes. 
He says there is a surfeit of money, a surplus of money, and he pro- 
poses to take away $135,000,000 of internal-revenue duties, all of 
which, except $11,000,000, are taxes upon whisky, beer, and tobacco. 

For one I am opposed to taking off any such tax. If there is any- 
thing in this country that can stand an excise tax it is whisky, 
beer, and tobacco. I am opposed to putting a tax upon the neces- 
saries of life. I am opposed to an excise tax upon what the poor 
men of the country sot to sustain life, but I am opposed to taking 
the tax from whisky, beer, and tobacco. 
and pay liberally. 

I repeat, and I cannot say it too often, that I do not attack the 
national banks because they represent the capital of the country. 
I know the abuse which is hurled at the Senator from Indiana and 
those of us who believe with him in regard to the national banks. 
We are called Greenbackers. Mr. President, I am a Greenbacker. 
I have never seen the time since I understood what the greenback 
currency was, that I was not in faver of its continuance. I have 
never seen the time that I was willing to put in the hands of the 
national banks the power to expand or contract the currency of this 
country. Iam not, nor is the Senator from Indiana, if he will per- 
mit me to speak for him, a National Labor Reform Greenbacker, as 
they term themselves now in their platform adopted at Chicago upon 
which they nominated for the Presidency Mr. Weaver, of Iowa. 

I remember very well when two years ago abuse was heaped with- 
out stint on the Democratic party because they had formed a coali- 
tion in the State of Maine with what was called the Greenback 
party of that State. I recollect how the Republican papers of the 
country came out with double-leaded articles containing Hancock’s 
dispatches of congratulation to Mr. Plaisted upon his election as 
governor of that State. We were told then that the Greenback 
party had entered into a coalition with the Democratic party, and 
that the party of hard money had contaminated itself by political 
affiliation with the fiat-money party in the State of Maine. Mr. 
President, in the last canvass I fought day and night against the 
coalition of the Republican party and the fiat-money party in the 
State of Missouri. It was an open and notorious affiliation, every 
Republican paper in the State advocating the cause of the Greenback 
candidates. Four members were sent.to the Lower House from the 
State of Missouri who were life-long Republicans. One of them, 
lately the candidate for speaker of the so-called Greenback party, 
upon his first appearance in the House of Representatives, paired 
with a Democrat, Mr. BLAND, from the State of Missouri, upon all 

uestions except those in regard to the finances. He is a Repub- 
lican to all intents and purposes in regard to the theory of this Gov 
ernment, the construction of the Constitution, and the cardinal points 
at issue between the two great parties. Four of these gentlemen 
were sent to the House of Representatives by an open coalition 


I say let these articles pay 
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between the Greenbackers, so called, and the Republican party, and 
to-day in Missouri we are threatened with an attack similar to that 
which succeeded a few weeks ago in the State of Virginia. 

‘To-day the Democratic party stands for silver, gold, paper money 

ayable in coin. To-day that is the policy of our party, declared in 
its platform at Cincinnati; but in Missouri and all the Western States 
the Greenbackers, so called, and the Republicans stand upon a plat- 
form having but one plank, and that political success, without refer- 
ence to principle or honest political sentiment. ’ 

In 1878, when this National Greenback Labor Reform party met in 
the city of Sedalia, inthe State of Missouri, they adopted a platform 
in favor of absolite fiat money, simply “$5, U.8.,” and that should be 
a United States five-dollar bill payable to nobody, at no time, and 
in no thing, and at no place—perpetual financial motion. . 

The Republican party went into the canvass and voted for the fiat- 
money candidates. Anything to beat the Bourbon Democracy and 
to obtain power! 

Duringthe late Presidential canvass, the Labor Greenback Reform 
party met in Chicago, and, besides a platform, adopted resolutions 
declaring for ‘free land, free water, free air, and that no man should 
have more land than he was entitled to;” and they also resolved 
in favor of woman suffrage. All this went down easily with the 
Republicans of Missouri. They supported the Greenback Labor 
Reform candidates for Congress upon these principles, and esteemed 
it a great privilege to camp with such allies. 

In Mississippi the same coalition was made during the last summer, 
but I am glad to say that it has signally failed. 

I can account for the extraordinary affection existing between the 
Republican and Greenback parties upon no other hypothesis than 
their mutual hatred to silver, as exhibited in the dark years between 
1873 and 1878, when the Democratic party was the only friend to the 
silver circulation. 

In the Greenback platform of 1876, upon which Peter Cooper was 
nominated for President, is the following: 

We further protest against the sale of Government bonds for the peeve of 
purchasing silver to be used as a substitute for our more convenient and less fluct- 
uating fractional currency, which, although well calculated to enrich owners of 


silver mines, yet in operation it will still further oppress in taxation an already 
overburdened people. 


Not satisfied with the demonetization of the silver dollar, done in 
1873, this reform party desired also to do away with even fractional 
silver. 

That is my answer to the charge that we coalesced in the State of 
Maine with Greenbackers. As I said before, I am a Greenbacker, in 
favor of the greenback money now in circulation in the country, but 
opposed to the heresies, opposed to the moonshine theories, of the 
alltes of the Republican party in all the Western and Southern States. 

But what, as I said, are the resources of this country, looking again 
to the business aspect of this proposition? According to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the bonded debt of the country is $579,560,050 at 
3} percent. or Windom bonds; $250,000,000 of 44 per cent. bonds pay- 
able in 1891; $738,480,550 of four percents payable in 1907. Every 
dollar of the Windoms can be paid off in four years. We then come 
to 1891, and there is an indebtedness of $250,000,000 of 44 percents, 
and then to 1907, and there is an indebtedness of $738,000,000 of four 
percents. 

What are the resources of the country? The sinking fund, accord- 
ing to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, in 1882 is $43,386,- 
645, and ranging on through the successive years of 1883, 1884, 1885, 
1886, 1887, 1888, 1889, 1890, and gradually increasing, until in 1891 
it reaches the amount of $61,752,724. The aggregate of the sinking 
fund from 1882 to 1891 is $520,904,707. In addition to that theré are 
$135,000,000 of internal-revenue taxes, and a surplus from tke cus- 
toms duties of the country amounting to fifty-odd million dollars a 
year, and still we are in the condition of a people who must fund our 
public debt! 

Who is so blind to-day that he cannot see the object of this or any 
other funding bill? Who does not see to-day that it is not necessity, 
but choice?. ;It is not a disposition to serve the people. I charge 
here to-day before the American people that the object is to perpet- 
uate the national debt, to perpetuate the national banks. That is 
the whole object of it, and gentlemen cannot escape the conclusion. 
Here we are with a surplus next year, according to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, of $105,000,000. Apply $50,000,000 of that to the ar- 
rearages of pensions—apply $75,000,000 to the arrearages of pen- 
sions—and by the increase of the resources and industries of the 
country there will be from $75,000,000 to $80,000,000 in any contin- 
gency to apply to our national indebtedness. Yet we are piling up, 
according to the Secretary of the Treasury, mountains upon mount- 
ains of gold, mountains upon mountains of money, until he comes to 
us pathetically and says, ‘“ What shall I do with it?” Was sucha 
owe ever heard of before? In the language of Saint Paul he asks, 
“Who will deliver me from the body of this death?” Who will re- 
lieve me of this money? Will not Congress do something? I have 
no place to put it. My coffers are full; my vaults are plethoric. 
Yet the Senator from Ohio says fund it. To fund it is the remedy. 
That is the panacea for all our woes. More interest upon the debt, 
more bonds, more national banks, until down through the ages will 
be heard simply the refrain of a national debt and national banks. 
Mr. President, that is the logical and mathematical conclusion. I 








do not choose to go into all the details and specialties of the acts 
passed from time to time in regard to the debt to show how it' has 
come into its present condition. It is enough that we find ourselves 
in this condition, and it is enough that we find the country so pros- 

rous that there is a plethora of money in the National Treasury. 

ut if I could go further and compare the situation as met by us at 
the last spring session of Congress and that of to-day, what is the 
result? If I am asked why did I then vote for a funding bill, my 
answer is simply this: Then the bonds of the Government which we 
were called upon to meet paid an interest of 5 and 6 per cent. We 
were compelled at that time either to allow this abnormal interest— 
because the interest of the country was certainly not above 3} per 
cent. at that time, and it is so conceded on all sides—we were 
compelled to allow these bonds to run at that abnormal interest or 
else to pass a funding bill in order to bring them down to the real 
interest in the maxket. Under the funding bill which we passed 
and which the national banks caused Mr. Teco to veto in their 
interest, we would have saved to the country $15,500,000 of interest 
annually, The Senator from Ohio proposes to-day, putting the most 
favorable construction on his bill, to save this country one million 
dollars annually. His proposition is to fund this debt at 3 per cent. 
It stands to-day in the hands of the bondholders at 34 per cent. The 
funding bill of the Senator from Ohio saves $1,000,000 annually ; 
and in lieu of that million dollars, or rather in consideration of that 
legislation, we give up the privilege of paying $200,000,000 at our 
own option, and we fasten this debt upon the people for seven years 
at least. I say seven years because, while the bill itself makes this 
debt payable at the end of five years, the Senator from Ohio will not 
pretend to say that he proposes to pay $200,000,000 at the end of five 
years. He would not expect to pay more than $100,000,000 a year, 
so that in seven years, and not before, this country will get rid of the 
debt that he proposes to fund. 

I shall not detain the Senate by reading the calculation ; my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will give it to the Senate; but I say that 
the funding bill proposed to-day by the Senator from Ohio will cost 
this country more money by $6,000,000 than if we allow the debt to 
remain as it is at 34 percent. controllable by the Government itself; 
and the calculation will show it. More than $6,000,000 would be lost 
to the people by the passage of this bili. 

The amendment which I have proposed simply says to the national 
banks: ‘‘You are our fiscal agents, and”—I quote from the Senator 
from Ohio—‘‘ you have made in ten years 8.4 per cent. upon money 
which we have allowed youto issue. Itis not our money. We issue to 
you blank bills and you fillthem up with the names of your officers and 
put them in circulation, and we hold the bonds in trust for the pay- 
ment of that circulation. We have enriched you. In dividends 
among stockholders from September 1, 1869, to September 1, 1881, you 
have paid $517,825,392. You have $458,934,485 of capital. And now 
we say to you, come forward and bear your proportion of the public 
burden. Come forward and help us to bear this incubus placed upon 
us by the results of an unfortunate war.” I know what they willsay, 
and I undertake to speak for them this hour and thisminute. They 
will tell you—they have already told you through the columns of the 
New York papers—that if this amendment is passed by Congress they 
will take the Government again by the throat and prostrate the 
financial system of the country. 

Senators of sovereign States, is that a safe power to put in the 
hands of mortal man? Is it a safe power to put in the hands of cor- 
porations, without soul, without blood, without passion, without feel- 
ing—the cold, hard, stubborn slaves of avarice itself? ‘‘Oh,” say gen- 
tlemen, “they will not use it.” When did they fail to use it? When 
have they failed to refuse to come to the assistance of this country 
in its hour of need? The Senator from New Jersey told us that they 
have stood by this country in its hours of dire necessity. Did they 
stand by this country in 1870, when the Senator from Ohio called on 
them to bear their portion of its burdens? Did they stand by the 
country then? They went tothe Halls of Congress, and by influences 
known only there, I presume, they struck down the will of the peo- 
ple and the legislation adopted by their servants. Did they stand 
by thiscountry last spring, when we undertook to say to them, “Fund 
this debt at 3 per cent. and take these bonds?” Did they stand by 
the country in 1873? 

Mr. President, never while I live and have a vote in this or any 
other public body will I be willing to leave this power in the hands 
of any set of men, whether in a corporate capacity or otherwise. 
Never will I be willing to say to the people of the United States that 
the great attribute of sovereignty, the power of making money, the 
power of regulating the money of the country, shall be farmed out to 
national banks for their own profit and their own greed. 

Sir, I cannot better close the remarks I have made than to quote 
from the great man who announced the principles of my party and 
the correct principles of legislation for this country now and for all 
time. Said General Jackson, in his veto message of the United States 
Bank bill: 


It is to be regretted that the rich and powerful too often bend the acts of govern- 
ment to their selfish pu: ses. Distinctions in society will always exist under every 
just government. quality of talents, of education, or of wealth cannot be produced 

y human institutions. In the full enjoyment of the gifts of Heaven and the fruits 
of superior industry, economy, and virtue; every man is equally entitled to protec- 
tion bylaw. But when the laws undertake to add to these natural and just advan- 
tages artificia] distinctions, to grant titles, gratuities, and exclusive privileges; to: 
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make the rich richer and the potent more powerful, the humble members of society, 
the farmers, mechanics, and laborers, who have neither the time nor the means 0 
securing like favors to themselves, have a right to complain of the injustice of their 

overnment. There are no necessary evils in government. Its ¢ exist only in 
its abuses. If it would confine itself to equal protection, and, as Heaven does its 
ae Sree its favors alike on the high and the low, the rich and the poor, it 
would be an unqualified blessing. In the act before me there seems to be a wide 
and unnecessary departure from these just principles. 

Nor is our Government to be maintained, or our Union preserved, by invasions 
of the rights and powers of the several States. In thus attempting to make our 
General Government strong, we make it weak. Its true strength consists in leav- 
ing individuals ana States as much as possible to themselves, in making itself felt, 
not in its power, but in its beneficence ; not in its control, but in its protection; not 
in binding the States more closely to the center, but leaving each to move unob- 
structed in its = r orbit. : 

Experience should teach us wisdom. Most of the difficulties our Government 
now encounters, and most of the dangers which impend over our Union, have 
sprung from an abandonmentof the legitimate objects of government by our national 


Legislature and the adoption of such principles as are embodied in this act. 
Many of our rich men have not been content with equal protection and equal ben- 
efits, but have besought us to make them richer by acts of Congress. By attempt- 
ing to gratify their desires we have, in the results of our legislation arrayed sec- 
tion against section, interest against interest, and man against man, in a fearful 
commotion which threatens to shake the foundations of our Union. It is time 
to pause in our career, to review our came oH] and if possible revive that de- 


voted patriotism and spirit of compromise which distinguished the sages of the 
vevaielien and the fathers of our Union. If we cannot at once, in justice to inter- 
ests vested under improvident legislation, make our Government what it ought to 
be, we can at least take a stand against all new grants of monopolies and exclusive 
privileges, against any prostitution of our Government to the advancement of the 
tew at the expense of the many, and in favor of compromise and gradual reform in 
our code of laws and system of political economy. 

What to-day is the great fundamental principle of our American 
Government? Freedom to all, protection to all, exclusive privileges 
to none. That is the great corner-stone of this American fabric of 
equal rights and constitutional Union. Every man should be free, 
free in the pursuit of happiness, free in the accumulation of wealth, 
without governmental monopoly or interference; as free, under God, 

As the torrents which leap our mountain sides, 
And plow our valleys without asking leave. 

I am now, henceforth, and forever against this and all other mo- 
nopolies. I am against every scheme that puts into the hands of a 
few the power to enrich themselves at the expense of the many, and 
by piling up millions upon millions of corporate wealth at last be 
able to seize the Government itself by the throat, and in the name of 
protection to the capital of the country strike down the liberties of 
the —— oo meron 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GARLAND. Does the Senator prefer to proceed now? It is 
getting late. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer to proceed, because I hope to reach a 
vote on the bill to-day. I shall speak but a very short time. 

I have listened with poet pleasure to the eloquent speech of the 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. VEstT] and would have liked it better had 
more of it related to the bill under consideration. His speech has 
taken a very widerange. The humor in itI enjoyed. The quotations 
that he honored me by reading from an old speech of mine made in 
1870 revived recollections of avery long and trying struggle, which led 
to the passage of the funding act of that year, an act that was not 
very cordially approved by the Democratic party, but an act which, 
by the common judgment of all men, has contributed as much to the 
present financial strength and power of the Government as any other 
act pee the statute-book. I refer to the funding act of 1870. What 
I said upon that act I stand bynow. That measure was very actively 
opposed ; it was only carried after a three years’ contest in both 
Houses of Congress; yet under that act the interest on the debt has 
been reduced from 6 per cent. to 34 per cent., and it is now proposed 
to complete the work by reducing a part of it to 3 per cent. In the 
very speech from which the honorable gentleman quoted I stated 
that if the bill as it passed the Senate should become a law the time 
would come when the debt would melt away rapidly by its gradual 
payment, but still more by the reduction of the interest under the 
pe gente of that law, first to 5, then to 43, then to4 percent. Isaid, 
also, the time would come within oug lives when some of it would be 
reduced to 3 per cent., and I am glad to say that that prophecy of 
mine will be made good if by the passage of this bill the opportunity 
is offered to the people of the United States to take the’ bonds of the 
United States at 3 per cent. 

These funding acts from the beginning have always been opposed 
on various grounds, but there never was one which contemplated the 
reduction of interest on the public debt that was of such benefit to 


the people as the act of 1870, which struck off one-third of the burden 
on the people; and that was the measure upon which I made the 
remarks quoted by the honorable Senator. 

The Senator from Missouri has discussed a great many questions 
that have no connection with this bill. What is the use of reviving 
the controversy of one year ago? This very amendment now offered 
by the Senator from Missouri was urged and forced upon the Senate 
and at once alarmed the national banks, He says that the national 


banks throttled the Government. Did the national banks throttle 
this Government? Never, sir. There is no power in this Govern- 
ment of ours so weak and feeble as that of a bank or a system of 
banks. Capital is always cowardly, and cowardice never won a bat- 


tle. It is very easy to talk against a bank and to abuse a bank. It 
has always been the habitof a portion of the American people to abuse 


a corporation, to strike at a bank. A bank is too weak an enemy for 
the Senate of the United States to attack. Money wherever invested 


is always cowardly. It shrinks from a contest. If a contest is in- 
vited, it runs like a coward. 

So, when an amendment was made to the bill, passed a year ago, 
declaring that the national banks should take 3 per cent. bonds and 
no other, whether they would or not, and that unless they did so 
they must retire their circulation, some of the banks at once became 
alarmed. A few of them, not many, retired their circulation to the 
amount of sixteen millions. They became frightened ; they thought 
that all the threats which had been uttered in this Chamber and the 
other were about to be executed and that they would be deprived 
of their rights and franchises. Only 5 per cent. of them became 
timid and began to draw in their circulation. They ran from the 
first blast of the enemy, as they always do. But what was done to 
counteract that movement? I happened at that time, as the Senator 
said, to be Secretary ofthe Treasury. As rapidly as they retired their 
notes, by depositing United States notes in the Treasury, other notes 
were paid out of the Treasury to an equal amount and mses to the 
purchase of bonds. Thus by the action of the Treasury business was 
not disturbed, except by the groundless fears of men who ran from 
an adversary. 

Theidea that the national banks coerced the President of the United 
States to send in the veto message is a very far-fetched idea, let me 
tell my friend from Missouri. The national banks never coerced 
anybody in anything. The President vetoed that bill for the reason 
stated by him in his veto message, and it was a fortunate thing for 
this country that he did veto it. If that bill had become a law as it 
passed the Senate we would this day be paying 6 per cent. and 5 per 
cent. on $550,000,000 ; there can be no doubt about it. Does the Sena- 
tor deny that? Does he say that these banks which he hates so much 
would have come forward and taken the bonds at 3 per cent. when they 
were retiring their circulation in wild haste because, forsooth, Congress 
threatened that they should takethem? Oh,no,sir. If that bill had 
become a law the result would have been that the funding operations 
would have been suspended,or, to use a favorite expression of my friend, 
throttled, taken by the throat; and we would this day be paying 5 and 
6 per cent. on $550,000,000. by the defeat of that bill, a wise act of 
statesmanship, the late Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. WINDOM, was 
enabled, by the voluntary agency of these very money kings so much 
disliked by my friend from Missouri, by their consent, to reduce the 
interest on the debt from 6 and 5 per cent. down to 34 per cent.; and 


now we are in a position to offer to those who choose—not those who- 


must, but those who choose—our 3 per cent. bonds at par in coin. 

But my friend, with the ingenuity of a lawyer and with a natural 
aptitude to seize wpon some cnenns of inconsistency, says that I pro- 
posed to do the same thing eleven years ago. So I did, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I am glad to see my friends following my precepts, although I 
should prefer a great deal that they would follow me when I acted. 
more wisely than perhaps I did inthat case. I then tried the experi- 
ment here and was defeated. The section that I was then contend- 
ing for with all the vehemence possible was to compel the national 
banks to take what? Not a3 percent. bond, but to take first a 5 per 
cent, bond, then a 44, and then a 4 percent. bond. That was the sub- 
ject then under discussion. It was at atime when our paper money 
was below par, when our bonds were below par; and it was at a time 
when the burden of debt weighed upon the people so greatly that 
many shrewd and anxious men all over the country feared that the 
effort of a certain class to repudiate the debt might succeed, because 
the burdens were heavy. Then it was that pending the passage of 
the funding act of 1870 I desired by the voluntary co-operation of the 
people to reduce the interest, and I said that the banks must come in 
and do their part. 

The circumstances now are greatly changed. We are now under 
no necessity or compulsion to ask any man totake our bonds. They 
are now in a very favorable condition. The magnitude of the ques- 
tion of funding is now small as a mouse; then it was as great as a 
church. We were then dealing with $1,700 000,000, and now we are 
dealing with $200,000,000. We were then dealing with bonds bear- 
ing 6 per cent. interest; now we are dealing with bonds bearing 
34 per cent. interest. The circumstances are widely different ; but 
the arguments I then made and the appeals I then uttered to the 
Senate to stand by this proposition were voted down. The bill went 
to the House and they refused to agree to it; and asa matter of 
course I was somewhat angered because I could not have my own 
way. Well, I uttered what I said then, and I stand by it now. 
These banks are the creatures of ourlaw. They are subject to our 
will. They exercise powers only while we as the representatives of 
the people consent; but when the Senator talks about the banks as 
being a great power that throttles the Government I think of a 
pigmy throttling a giant. A bank is the weakest factor of a party. 
That was known to General Jackson, the brave old man, and it will 
be known to my friend from Missouri. 

Now, sir, let him pummel away (if I may use that word) at the 
banks; let him talk about the money power. It is not the money 
power that rules this country; it is not the banking power that 
rules this country; the railroads have more power in this country 


than all the banks or all the money in banks or banking in the 
United States. There are other powers in this land; there are 


powers of finance and powers of demagogism, and in nine cases out 
of ten demagogism will prevail in the first instance when you are 
dealing with money questions. 

Nor is it necessary to bring into this debate the silver question. 
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My friend from Missouri talks glibly about the act of 1873, which he 
says demonetized silver. What were the circumstances? That was 
an act simply codifying existing laws and making some few changes. 
It was an act that had been debated over for two years, revised, rewrit- 
ten, sent all over the country. It was one of those bulky bills that 
excited no attention. For part of the time it was under my charge 
in the Senate. It was an act embodying many provisions and con- 
taining many pages. But itis said that that act demonetized the 
silver dollar. How did it do that? For twenty-odd years no sil- 
ver dollar had been coined in the United States; only $8,000,000 in 
silver dollars had been coined from the foundation of the Government, 
and not a dollar of silver had been coined since 1853. By the act of 
1853, which was a Democratic measure favored by Tom Benton—ex- 
cuse me for calling the honored predecessor of the Senator by his first 
name, because that was the name he loved to go by—an act that he 
approved, an act that was supported and maintained and advocated 
by Mr. Hunter, of Virginia, silver was for the first time in this coun- 
try so far demonetized that it ceased to bea full legal-tender. It was 
only a legal tender for the limited amount of $5, and it was reduced in 
value so that it could not be exported. The silver dollar did not cir- 
culate and had not been issued for twenty years before the act of 1873. 
Not only that, but in 1873, when the act was passed, the silver dollar 
was worth one hundred and three cents, when the gold dollar was 
worth only one hundred cents. The silver dollar was driven out 
because for fifty years scarce any of them had been issued, and for 
twenty years new coins, half dollars and quarters, had taken their 
place and filled the vacancy. It was by the act of 1853 that the sil- 
ver dollar was demonetized. 

It was urged in 1873 in Congress that the Mexican dollar was more 
valuable than the old silver dollar, and therefore was the standard 
in the China trade, and that it would be wise to provide some coin 
which would take the place of the Mexican dollar in that important 
trade. Thereupon, on the motion and at the urgent request of the 
Senators from California—I do not remember whether it was intro- 
duced in the House or Senate, but at any rate it was on the urgent 
request of the Representatives.of California—what was called the 
trade-dollar was provided for the purpose of supplying a coin to take 
the place of the Mexican dollar. The Mexican dollar contained 4174 
grains. We fixed the trade-dollar at 420 grains, which was worth 
then in money about 105 cents, in order to give to our merchants in 
California some kind of coin or token to be used in the trade with 
China. As this trade-dollar was provided for, the other dollar was 
dropped out. It had not been coined for years and years. 

This act of legislation is called an act demonetizing silver. Well, 
Mr. President, whatever may have been the purpose or motive of 
that act, it is perfectly clear that there never was any intention in 
framing that bill to affect a question that had not arisen for fifty 
years in American politics ; that isthe importance of having a silver 
dollar as a standard of value. 

My friend speaks of the silver dollar as the only standard of value. 
Why, sir, ever since the foundation of the Government the gold 
dollar has been always the standard of value, and for more than forty 
years—yes, ever since 1837—the gold dollar of 254; grains of standard 
gold has been the dollar of account, upon which all accounts have 
been rendered. Silveradvanced above that, and therefore silver was 
not the dollar of account ; it was out of market; out of use, because 
it was more valuable than the gold dollar, and commerce and trade 
rested upon the gold dollar, and all transactions were based upon it. 
When, in 1873, we were dealing with this question of coinage our 
paper dollar was far below par. So then, as to the talk about 
demonetizing silver, there is not a Democrat in either House of Con- 
gress but voted for that act, and voted for it for the same reasons 
and upon the same arguments that Republicans voted for it. It is 
absurd to revive a fallacy that has been so often answered. 

But there are two or three other matters that my friend introduced. 
He talks about opposition to national banks. That is a question that 
may become a political question. I hope it will not. When some 
bill is before the Senate of the United States which will tend to de- 
cide the question as to whether national banks shall be continued as 
the financial agents of the people of the United States, then most of 
the address of the honorable Senator from Missouri would be exactly 
in order. That is a question which we ought to approach slowly and 
deliberately ; and let me tell my Democratic friends that when they 
come to debate that question they will have to debate it before a peo- 
ple who are pretty well informed upon all these questions ; they will 
not go off at a tangent; they know the advantages of the national- 
bank system, they know how it gives them a money of equal value in 
all parts of the United States; they remember the evils of the old cur- 
rency with its depreciated standard, making it necessary to sell it at 
every cross-road, with its innumerable counterfeits, with its insuffi- 
cient security. They know that they have now enjoyed for nearly 
twenty years a system under which no man has ever lost a single dol- 
lar by a bad bill; they know that they have a system under which 
the money issued by that system can be carried anywhere in the 
United States of America without care for what bank issued it, and 
it may now be carried all over the world equal to the best gold coin 
ever issued from any mint; they know that they have a system which 
furnishes money which has not and cannot be counterfeited, because 
all the guards of the law, all the powers of the Government are wound 
aroundaboutit. They know thatevery dollarof that money is secure ; 
they know that its issue is no monopoly. 
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twelve years ago it was a monopoly. I said thenit was a monopoly. 
It was then because the amount of circulation was limited ; now itis 
not. By the act of 1875 banking was made free, and to-day bankin 
is as free as blacksmithing. Any man who has money or bonds anc 
who will yah the requisite security can start a bank in any town of 
the United States, just as easily as he can start a store or any other 
kind of ordinary business. The idea of talking about this thing asa 
monopoly is absurd! 

But it is said they made profit. Sothey did. Soeverybody made 
profits ten or thirteen years ago. During the wild expansions of the 
war, and the years following, in the rapid advance of prices, every- 
body made money ; 10, 20, 30 per cent. profit was common in any kind 
of business in which amanmightembark. Butnow a different state 
of affairs exists. The banks are not making somuch money. They 
cannot make money when they have to buy bonds at 3 or 34 or even 
4 percent. interest. The profits have disappeared. They cannot loan 
their money at such rates as they formerly could, because the reviving 
industries of the people, the wise financial legislation, and careful 
training, not under Democratic administrations, either, have brought 
us back to a position where values have resumed their normal pro- 
portion. 

Mr. President, to denounce this system as a monopoly is a contra- 
diction in terms. What isa monopoly? Itis aright exercised by 
one man that ne other man can exercise upon the same conditions. 
You may say that a blacksmith’s trade is a monopoly because all 
mankind have not the sturdy arm and the power to hammer that is 
necessary for a good blacksmith. You might say that store-keeping 
is a monopoly because every man cannot start a store, because he 
has not money enough or credit enough to start a store upon. And 
so a bank is no more a monopoly than any other business. 

If Senators want to engage in a political discussion about national 
banks, I am ready to meet them. I am not wedded to the system 
particularly. I do not care for it except as it promotes the public 
good; I have no such interest in it that I would be disturbed by its 
overthrow; but I say asa Senator that the national banking system 
as it now stands in the United States of America gives us the wisest 
and best form of paper money that has ever been devised by man. 
I can show you that such is the opinion of economists in Europe. 
French and English and German statesmen are looking to our sys- 
tem as a proper system to be adopted in those great countries. Japan, 
the wisest nation of the East, the islands of the Orient, have adopted 
our national banking system in haec verba. That system which you 
now attack is about to receive the crowning glory of approval by 
every commercial nation of the world. 

Go on, gentlemen. If you want to make the attack you will not 
meet cowardly money-lenders, but you will meet a people who are 
satisfied with what is good and will hold on to that until they can 
find something better; a people who know that as long as they have 
paper money they want it good, and that they have got it now. Gen- 
tlemen, when you want to make that contest, let itcome. Butis that 
the question before us now? If my honorable friend from Missouri 
wanted simply to make a political speech for the benefit of his con- 
stituents, or even to show us how beautifully he can orate, how elo- 
quently he can speak, how humorous he can be, how diversified and 
broad may be the scope of his argument, he succeeded admirably; 
but what has that to do with this case? 

What is the question before us? I for one always like to do that 
which I undertake to do directly and one thing at atime. There 
are $550,000,000 of outstanding 34 per cent. bonds. They are due 
now at our pleasure. The only question is, shall we extend $200,000,- 
000 of these bonds for five years at3 per cent. That is all there is in 


‘this case. The bill has in it nothing about banks, no machinery, 


nothing except an ordinary proffer to the people who desire to take 
this $200,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds. 

But they say we were opposed to 3 per cent. bonds last year, and 
they were all in favor of them. These gentlemen talk about incon- 
sistency, and arraign me because ten or twelve years ago I talked 
one thing and they say I now act another. They last year voted to 
issue $400,000,000 of the very kind of bonds that are proposed by this 
bill; and now when a person on the other side comes and says “‘ Well, 
by our agent, the Secretary of the Treasury, we have reduced a great 
part of this debt, all of it that bore 5 and 6 per cent. interest, to 34; 
but we can still make a little more saving, we can now try without 
danger the experiment that you proposed a year ago.” What is the 
response? It may be that under favoring circumstances, with no 
pressure of debt behind, with good times and a vast accumulation of 
capital in this country, we may be able to sell a portion pf the amount 
that you proposed a year ago at 3 per cent. interest. Let us try it. 

Are we inconsistent when we make that offer? Not at all. We 
travel with the time; we do what can be done. If your bill had 
passed, it is as demonstrable as any proposition in Euelid that it 
would have throttled our public credit and compelled us, forsooth, 
to continue to pay 5 or 6 per cent. interest. But that difficulty has 
been happily disposed of by a Republican Secretary of the Treasury 
without any new law, and now we have only to deal with the ques- 
tion of $200,000,000. Now we come in and say, “Gentlemen, well 
we will try this experiment that you wanted us to try on a whole- 
sale scale last year; we will try it now on $200,000,000 and see how 
it will work.” 

We even come and tell you that we believe now these bonds will 


When I spoke ten or | be taken; we take you at your word and now ask you to vote for a 
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The Senator confounds another thing. He saysabout the operation 
of the 3} percents that if the bill of last session had been approved 
by the President and had been signed it would by its terms have pre- 
vented the operation that was carried out asto the 3} per cent. bonds, 
because—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. It would have actually established a 3 per 
cent. bond, which would have been sold at par, and the debt all 
funded in that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have tried to show to the Senate that by the 
evidence on which we must judge that bond could not be sold at par, 
because there was no time when the 4 per cent. bond bore such a rate 
in the market as would have justified or shown that a3 per cent. 
bond would have sold at par. 

Further than that, the passage of that bill, while it would have 
arrested funding operations, would have prevented the very opera- 
tion that the Secretary of the Treasury did succeed in after the bill 
was defeated. If the law had provided for the issue of a 3 per cent. 
bond and no other, he would have been forbidden by your law from 
doing what he has done without any law, except the old law on the 
statute-book, and you would have throttled him, (to use my friend’s 
phrase,) taken him by the throat, and prevented him from reducin 
this interest from 5 and 6 per cent. toa bond that he could not sell 
on the terms proposed by the law. I think I have made myself 
clear. 

Mr. McPHERSON. As a distinguished financier, one who I think 
perhaps understands all the methods of finance as well as any man 
in the Senate Chamber or out of it in this country, I wish to ask the 
honorable Senator this question: In his opinion which would the 
public prefer, a 3 per cent. bond with a date fixed for payment five 
years from the date of the issue and purchase of the bond, or a 3} 
per cent. bond subject to call? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that here and there there will 
be a good many who would prefer the 3 per cent. bond because it 
gives them five years’ certainty; but I do not think this bond will 
be taken so very rapidly. My impression is—and I have no doubt 
that was the confident expectation of all who voted for the bill of a 
year ago—that the bonds will be taken; and to some extent they 
will be taken now, and they will be taken now more readily at par 
than they would have been a year ago, because all the holders of the 
5 and 6 per cent. bonds would then have struggled in every way pos- 
sible to prevent a state of the money market that would have made 
the 3 per cent. bonds salable at par. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There is another point I wish tomake. I find 
by reference to the financial market of New York that since the first 
day of November last money has borne 6 per cent. interest and a 

remium almost every day. That has been so since the first day of 

ovember in all kinds of financial operations in Wall street, and I sup- 
pose we must take Wall street as our guide in monetary affairs. The 
previous year, from the 1st day of November up to the time and even 
after the time of the passage of the 3 per cent. refunding bill, there 
were not five days when you could realize 3 per cent. upon any sum 
of money, at or small, in Wall street. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On call. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President—— 

oe LOGAN. The Senator does not desire to go on this evening, I 
believe. 

Mr. GARLAND. I am at the disposition of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Arkansas desires to speak to- 
morrow, I have no objection, but I should like to get through with 
this bill as soon as we can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and twenty 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 11, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
LER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

APPOINTMENTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ORTH. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution of in- 
quiry for refergnce, to which I presume there will be no objection. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service is hereby instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of et mode different from the present for 
the appointment of the committees of the House, with leave to report at any time. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 
_Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, I object to the reference of the resolu- 
tion to that committee. It is simply a resolution of instruction to 
the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. But- 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has no discretion in the matter. This 
is a proposition to change the standing rules of the House, and under 
the rules would be referred to the Committee on the Rules. 

Mr. ORTH. I beg pardon; the resolution proposes simply an in- 
quiry by the Committee on Civil Service Reform into the propriety 
of providing a different mode of appointing committees. If that 
committee should report a proposition changing the rules, then I 
grant the report would go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. peed 
ing a reason to the House, we would like to hear him. Over 
do not hear him at all. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House at this time. 

Mr. ORTH. Lobject to the reference of my resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairhas decided that this resolution involves 
a change of the rules of the House and under the rules must be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. But the Chair suggests to the gentle- 
man from Indiana that by a motion to refer to a different committee 
he can take the opinion of the House as to whether the resolution 
refers to the subject-matter ef changing the rules. 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, upon your suggestion I move that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

Mr. ROBESON. I raise the point that it requires a two-thirds 
vote to do that. 

Mr. ORTH. Ireceived the unanimous consent of this House to offer 
this resolution ; it is before the House for its action. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let it be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana which has just been read is a proposition to 
change the standing rules of the House, and therefore under the 
rules should be referred to the Committee on Rules. The gentleman 
from Indiana moves to refer the resolution to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. The Chair understands that such a motion 
simply calls upon the House to determine the question whether the 
resolution relates to the matter of the rules—whether it is not in its 
character a motion to change the rules, Therefore a majority vote 
will determine the reference. The motion to refer simply takes the 
opinion of the House as to whether or not the subject-matter of the 
resolution relates to the rules. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then the question before the House is whether 
the proposition to change the mode of appointment of committees 
under the rules is a proposition to change the rules or not. 

The SPEAKER. The question of reference on a motion of this 
character is not debatable. 

Mr. SPARKS. Is not the question before the House whether or 
not the decision of the Chair referring the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules is correct or not—is not that the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair that is the effect of 
it. However, in all these matters of reference any member may 
make a motion to take the opinion of the House on the subject as to 
whether under the rules the Chair has referred the resolution or the 
bill to the proper committee. 

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
which is that the resolution offered by him shall be referred to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Several members demanded a division. . 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 87. 

Mr. ORTH. In order that this question may be regarded as a test 
question, I demand the yeas and nays on my motion. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let the proposition be again reported. 

Mr. ATKINS. This is simply an inquiry—nothing more than an 
inquiry, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. It is a proposition as the Chair understands it 
from the reading—and the proposition will be again read—to report 
a change in the rules in relation to the matter of appointing com- 
mittees of the House. 

The resolution was again read. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
86, nays 141, not voting 65; as fellows: 


JANUARY 11, 


is giv- 
ere we 


YEAS—86. 
Armfield, Fulkerson, Martin, Shackelford, 
Atkins, Geddes, Matson, Sherwin, 
Beach, Gibson, McCook, Simonton, 
Blanchard, Hall, MeMillin, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Bland, Hardy, Mills, Singleton, Otho R. 
Briggs, Haseltine, Money, Skinner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Hatch, Mesgrove, Smith, A. Herr 
Caldwell, Hawk, Moulton, Springer, 
Chalmers, Hepburn, Neal, Stockslager, 
Clardy, Herbert, Oates, Tillman, 
Clark, Herndon, _ Orth, Turner, Henry G. 
Clements, Hewitt, Abram S. Peelle, Turner, Oscar 
Cobb, Hoge, Pierce, Upson, 
Colerick Holman, Phelps, Van Aernam, 
Cook, House, Phister, ‘Warner, 
Cox, William R. Hubbell, Reagan, Washburn, 
Cravens, Jones, George W. Rice, Theron M. Wellborn, 


Davidson, Jones, James K. 


De Motte, 


tichardson, Jno. S. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 


Whitthorne, 


Blotz, Wise, George D. 


Dibrell, Ladd, Rosecrans, Wood, Benjamin. 
Dunnell, Latham, Scales, 
Flower, Marsh, Scoville, 





Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Buckner, 


Burrows, Julius C. 


Butterworth, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
eee 
Jarpenter, 
Caswell, 
Chapman, 
Converse, 
Cox, Samuel 8. 


Davis, George R. 


Davis, Lowndes H. 


Dawes, 
Deering, 


Aiken, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Atherton, 
ment, 
yne, 
Berry. 


Bragg, 
Cabell, 
Camp, 


Carniisle, 
Cassidy, 
Chace, 


Cornell, 
Covington, 
Curtin, 
Cutts, 


Dingley, 

Dowd, 

Deieht, 

Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Errett, 

Evins, 

Finley, 

Fisher, 
Garrison, 
Grout, 

Gunter, 
Hammond, John 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Harmer, 

Harris, Benj. W. 
Harris, Henry 8. 
Haskell, 
Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Horr, 

Houk, 
Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 

Jadwin, 

Jones, Phineas 
Joyee, 

Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
Knott, 


CONGRESSIONA 


NAYS—141. 


Lacey, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Manning, 
Mason, 


Rice, William W. 
Rich, 

Richardson, D. P. 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 


Ross, 
Russell, 


NOT VOTING—65. 


Darrell, 

Deuster, 
Dezendorf, 
Dunn, 

Farwell, Chas. B. 


Farwell, Sewell S. 


Ford, 
Forney, 
Frost, 
George, 
Godshalk, 
Guenther, 
Hazelton, 
Hill, 
Hooker, 
Hubbs, 
Hutchins, 


Jorgensen, 

Kasson, 

Kenna, 

King, 

Miller, 

Morrison, 

Morse, 

March, 

Nolan, 

Norcross, 

gaa 
Page, 

Paul, 

Randall, 

Rice, John B. 

Robinson, James S. 

Stephens, 


So Mr. OrTH’s motion was disagreed to. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. TALBOTT said: I wish to announce, Mr. Speaker, that my 


Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 


Thompson, P. B. 
Townsend, Amos 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tyler, 

Urner, 

Valentine, 

Vance, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Watson, 

West, 

White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Willits, 

Wilson. 


Stone, 
Strait, 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Updegraft, J.T 

2 n> ie 
a Thomas 
Van orn, 


Wait, 


colleague, Mr. COVINGTON, is absent on account of sickness. 


On motion of Mr. McKINLEY, by unananimous consent, the read- 


ing of the names was dispensed with. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule the announcement of pairs will 


now be read. 


The Clerk read the announcement of pairs, as follows: 


Mr. Wisk, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HAZELTON. 
Mr. RIcHARDSON, of South Carolina, with Mr. RicHarpson, of New York. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. 
sion that I was not paired; but I find I am paired with Mr. Ricu- 


ARDSON, of New York, and I withdraw my vote. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that Mr. RIcHARDsON, of 


New York, is recorded as having voted. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. 


vote stand. 


I voted under the impres- 


Very well, then ; let my 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading of pairs, as follows: 
Mr. Harris, of New Jersey, with Mr. WEst, of New York. 


Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. 


January, and has expired. 


The SPEAKER. 


That pair was until the 10th of 


It will be withdrawn. 


Mr. Evuis with Mr. Harmer, until further notice. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. ERMENTROUT, until further notice. 


Mr. HARMER. That pair has expired, and Mr. ELLs and my- 
self have both voted. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whatever my pair may have been with Mr. Er- 
MENTROUT, it is now out and I have voted. 

The SPEAKER. It will be treated as withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLER. I wish to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it cannot now be done. 

Mr. MILLER. Cannot I have unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done at this time. 

Mr. MILLER. I would have voted “no.” 


Mr. DARRELL, on all political questions, with his colleague, Mr. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I have voted, as the pair with my colleague 
was only during the holidays. 

The SPEAKER. The pairs are read because they do not indicate 
on their face all which may be included in the original-arrangement. 
The pair will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. ROBESON with Mr. CARLISLE on all political questions, until further notice. 


Mr. Nxt, of Ohio, and Mr. PuistEr, of. Kentucky, are paired on all political 
questions until farther notice. 
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Mr. NEAL. That pair is out, and the gentleman from Kentucky 
and myself have voted. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be,considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. Husss, on all political questions, during 
his absence in consequence of domestic affliction. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Hupss. 

Mr. CONVERSE. That pair was filed some two or three weeks 
ago and is now out. 

The SPEAKER. It will be withdrawn, as it appears Mr. Husss 
is paired with two gentlemen. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. The pair is out with the gentleman 
from Ohio as well as with myself. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. Frost. 

Mr. FIsHER with Mr. BELTZHOOVER, on all political questions. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That pair has terminated, and my col- 
league and myself have voted. 

Mr. Walt with Mr. Forney, on all political questions. 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw my vote, asI understand Mr. Warr is 
not present and has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Wair has not voted. 

Mr. NOLAN with Mr. CORNELL. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. Warp, on all questions, for this day. 

Mr. JORGENSEN with Mr. WIsE of Virginia. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia. I do not understand that binds me while 
Mr. JORGENSEN is in the city. It isto bind us while either is absent 
froin the city, and as my colleague is in the city I thought I had the 
right to vote. This is not a political question, and I have voted. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred under the rule to 
the Committee on Rules. 


QUALIFICATIONS OF DELEGATES, 


Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a question of privilege, and send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read a statement of privilege, accompanied by a 
resolution, and move the adoption of the resolution, and on that de- 
mand the previous question. I desire the Clerk to read the article 
which I have marked. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be read for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The article will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas polygamy has been for many years and is now practiced in some of the 
Territories of the United States, in contravention of the laws thereof, (see section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes ;] and 
| Whereas there has been admitted to former Congresses of the United States 


a Delegate from the Territory of Utah, who has served in the House of Represent- 
atives as such while sustaining polygamous marital relations— 


[ere the following testimony in the contested-election case of Cannon vs. Camp- 
bell now on record in this House: 


In the matter of George Q. Cannon contest of Allen G. Campbell's right to a seat 
in the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh Congress of the United 
States, as Delegate from the Territory of Utah. 


I, George Q. Cannon, contestant, protesting that the matter in this paper con- 
tained is not relevant to the issue, do admit, that I am a member of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, commonly called Mormons; that in accordance 
with the tenets ofsaid church I have taken plural wives, who now live with me, and 
have so lived with me for a number of years, and borne mechildren. I also admit 
that in my public addresses as a teacher of my religion in Utah Territory I have 
defended said tenet of said church as being, in my belief, a revelation from God. 

GEORGE Q. CANNON.| 

Now, therefore, 


Be it resolved, (as the fixed and final determination of this House of Representa- 
tives of the Forty-seventh Congress, ) That no person guilty of living in polygamous 
marital relations, or guilty of teaching or inciting others so to do, is entitled to be 
admitted to this House of Representatives as a Delegate from any Territory of the 
United States. 

Mr. HASKELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, upon that resolution I wish to 
say—— 

Mr.RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I submit to the consideration of the 
Chair that this proposition does not come within the range of the rule 
as a matter of privilege. Thatif it ever did so, the House has, in 
effect, parted with the consideration as to who is entitled to the seat 
as a Delegate from the Territory of Utah by its action of yesterday ; 
and that therefore, so far as the House is invelved, it may be consid- 
ered as a question res adjudicata. I submit that the question of privi- 
lege may possibly pertain to this subject in permitting the Commit- 
tee on Elections to report at any time to the House touching the 
right of a Delegate from that Territory to a seat upon the floor. If, 
on the other hand, this be a question of polygamy, then it does not 
apply, I submit, to that committee, but belongs to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HASKELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, upon the point of order (as I 
stated when I sent the paper to the Clerk’s desk to be read) I raise 
for the consideration of this House I have appended a resolution to 
certain preparatory declarations. The resolution itself is a general 
one, and does not refer to Utah in particular, nor to this election, nor 
to the right of the Delegate claiming to hold authority under that 
election. The resolution I ask adopted is a general one concerning 
all Territorial Delegates, and concerning all persons who may be 
guilty of violating the laws of the United States in the manner set 

orth in the question of privilege which I now present. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that this is a question of privilege I think no 
man will deny when Rule No. 9 is read and considered. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I desire to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Kansas to the fact that I propose to make an addi- 
tional point of order, to which I wish to call the attention of the House. 
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the House. But Ido not want any member of this House to be led 
estray by supposing that it is involved in the point of order now 
before the House. 

The fact is, however, that the issue joined as to the right of the 
Delegate from Utah to a seat in this House is as to his citizenship. 
This proposition, even if it was in order, goes further, and proposes 
to establish a qualification or to set up a disqualification not now 
embraced in the laws of the United States, and which can only be 
reached by statute enactment, and therefore has no reference or con- 
nection whatever with the question now before the Committee on 
Elections. 

Mr. MILLS. Every proposition seeking to change the laws of the 
United States must be, under the general rules of the House, referred 
to some committee of this House. This House cannot take juris- 
diction of any measure to change any existing law except it come 
before it by the recommendation of one of its committees or is priv- 
ileged under the rules. ie 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] claims that this prop- 
osition which he has brought before the House is privileged under 
Rule IX, because it pertains to the preservation of the dignity of this 
House. And he recites in his preamble that whereas a certain ob- 
jectionable person has been a member of former Congresses, &c. 
Now, I beg to assure the gentleman from Kansas that this House is 
not charged with the vindication of the dignity of any former House 
of Representatives. Everything pertaining to the rights and priv- 
ileges and dignities of the members, singly or collectively, of a for- 
mer House of Representatives belonged alone to it. It wassovereign 
in that respect to take care of its own dignity, and we are not 
charged to see that its dignity was preserved. 

If it is charged that this House must look to its own dignity, then 
I hold that the fact upon which this resolution is based does not 
exist, because there is no such person now a member of this House. 
There is no person charged with polygamy who is a member of this 
House. This House, therefore, cannot take charge of this question 
as a question of privilege and investigate it, because the party who 
is charged is to-day undergoing investigation before one of the com- 
mittees of this House, and these facts can be brought out only by 
that committee. 

Therefore, upon neither of the grounds presented by the gentle- 
man from Kansas can this House take cognizance of this matter asa 
matter of privilege. The only way it can take cognizance of it is 
first to submit it to the inspection of one of its committees, and upon 
their report this House can then take cognizance of the question and 
change the law through the modes prescribed by its rules. 

Mr. CANNON. Business coming before the Ilouse should come 
under the rules. It is claimed this resolution is a question of priv- 
ilege by the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL, ] and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] makes the point that it 
does not permit a question of privilege. I think the point is well 
taken. The resolution does not come within the ninth rule. When 
a resolution is considered and adopted by the House its adoption 
should bear fruit. No Delegate from Utah has a seat upon this floor. 
If the resolution is held in order and should be adopted, it does not 
unseat any one, and if defeated it does not seat any one. Nor does 
it bind this or any future House, and the fact that if the resolution 
is considered and defeated that we are precisely in the same condi- 
tion as if it was considered and adopted, is conclusive that it is not 
in order. This isa body thatlegislates. This whole question should 
be dealt with by legislation. I am ready to vote for the passage of 
a bill making one guilty of polygamy ineligible to hold the office of 
Delegate or any other office, but see no point to be gained by the 
passage of non-fruitful resolutions. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, just one word in reply to the objec- 
tions which have been urged. No man understands better than my- 
self that it takes a law of Congress to prescribe qualifications. I do 
not propose any law. Ido not propose any qualifications. I sim* 
ply ask this House to express its opinion on this question of polyga- 
iny; thatisall. I do not propose to bind this House in any regard. 

Why, sir, suppose a gentleman rises on this floor to a question of 
privilege—personal privilege—and says, ‘‘I have been denounced as a 
thief.” The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] gets up and says 
that if the man charged with being a thief is not a thief, then there 
is no question of privilege. Why, sir, the very reason he takes the 
floor in self-defense is because he is not a thief. Now this House has 
been charged in the public press of the country with being willing to 
seat polygamists I deny that the House is willing to seat polyga- 
mists; and I want to put upon the records of this House the declara- 
tion of its members that they do not want to seat polygamists. I want 
the House to deny the declaration that it is in favor of seating polyga- 
mists. I want to deny the statement of that newspaper when it de- 
clares that ‘‘ Gentile polygamists are in jail, and Mormon polygamists 
are in Congress.” I want this House on this great question of privi- 
legé to declare that it does not propose to seat either Gentile or Mor- 
mon polygamists. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I call the gentleman from Kansas 
to — He is discussing the merits of the resolution ona point of 
order, 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is discussing polygamy, which is 
not a question of privilege at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY. It always has been a question of privilege 
thus far in this House. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the rule of the House relat-- 
ing to questions of privilege. It is Rule IX: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their representative 
capacity only ; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except.motions to - 
fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is the Chair about to decide the question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to decide. Does the gen- 
tleman from Indiana desire to be heard? 

Mr. CALKINS. I only wanted to say one word on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CALKINS. It occurs to me that if the gentleman from Kansas- 
will examine his resolution for a moment, he himself will agree that 
inits present form it ought not to be adopted by the House, because it 
precludes the committee to which this whole subject has been referred 
from examination and report upon one of the questions necessarily 
coming within the scope and jurisdiction of that committee under the 
reference. This resolution states in terms that it is— 

The fixed and final determination of this House of Representatives of the Forty- 
seventh Con; 8 that no person guilty of living in polygamous marital relations, 
or guilty of teaching or inciting others so to do, is entitled to be admitted to this 
House of Representatives as a Delegate from any Territory of the United States. 

This resolution proposes to pass a judgment upon a supposititious 
case, after we have referred to a committee for investigation a case 
involving the very same question. It does occur to me that when 
the gentleman from Kansas studies the phraseology of his own reso- 
lution he will either withdraw it or will so modify it as to provide that: 
this matter shall be a subject of inquiry by the committee to whom 
the whole subject has been referred. Then certainly it will be 
proper. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman allow me a word in reply? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HASKELL. Precisely what the gentleman says is in the reso- 
lution, precisely what he says is its effect, is precisely what I delib- 
erately wrote there. I want an expression of opinion from this House. 
I do not care whom it cuts or what committee it may preclude, I want 
to know whether the American House of Representatives of the 
Forty-seventh Congress is willing to vote squarely upon the prop- 
osition in that resolution. 2 

Mr. CALKINS. I only rose to get the gentleman from Kansas, if 
I could, to so modify his resolution that the subject would become a 
legitimate subject of inquiry by the committee to whom the whole 
question has been referred. Let them report the facts to the House; 
and let the House then take action; let us not make the battle on 
the skirmish-line. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isubmit that the gentleman who introduces this 
resolution frankly states that his object is to have an expression of 
opinion from the House on a particular subject. Now, surely that 
cannot be embraced within the scope of the rule as read at the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read an extract, not from the 
Rules, but from the Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whenever the Speaker is of the opinion that a question of privilege is involved 
in a proposition, he must entertain it in preference to any other business, such 
opinion, of course, being subject to an go And when a proposition is sub- 
mitted which relates to the privileges of t! re House, it is his duty to entertain it, at 
least to the extent of submitting the question to the House as to whether or not it 
presents a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regards it as its duty to submit this 
question of order to the House. ‘The resolution in form proposes to 
declare the opinion of the House as to the eligibility of any person 
living in polygamy. Whether this is strictly a question of privilege 
involved in the rales or not, the Chair will not undertake to decide. 
It will submit the question of order to the House, which is, whether 
or not the resolution of the gentleman from Kansas involves a ques- 

tion of privilege. 

Mr. BROWNE. I was not present when the resolution was read, 
and I am not prepared to vote on it until I know exactly what it is. 

The SPEAKER. It has been printed in the Recorp this morning, 
but it will be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whether it involves such a question of privilege 
as to bring it within the scope of the rule? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. The question for the House is 
whether it is a question of privilege under the rules of the House. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I regard the pending resolution as a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege. The subject-matter of the resolution, 
to my mind, very clearly relates to ‘‘the rights of the House, its 
safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings” within the scope 
of Rule IX. While I do not claim sufficient knowledge of the rules 
of this body, or experience under them, to presume to instruct others 
touching their duty in the premises, I desire, Mr. Speaker, to state 
briefly the views which will control my vote. I regard the resolu- 
tion simply in the light of an instruction to the Committee on Elec- 

tions, whenever a contest is made by a Territorial Delegate, enabling 
and authorizing that committee to investigate and report whether 
or not any such Delegate is guilty of polygamy or of aiding and abet- 
ting others in the commission of that crime against the laws of the 
United States. The resolution proposes to try nobody in advance, 
nor at all, except before the committee in case of a contest. It un- 
seats nobody, but in effect prescribes a rule for the Elections Com- 
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mittee whereby the Honse upon consideration of a report from that 
committee may by a majority vote prevent a Delegate guilty of felony 
from taking his seat. A Delegate once seated can probably be ex- 
pelled only by a two-thirds vote, the same as a regular member. A 
point of order has been made by the honorable member from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that we ought to proceed regularly by 
statutory enactment to remedy the grievance here complained of ; 
that this resolution, under the rules of the House, is not a privileged 
question. As before suggested, it appears to me to be a question 
of the highest privilege; and judging from past experience and 
from unchallenged statements made by gentlemen on the floor of the 
House, laws of the United States enacted — polygamy in the 
Territories do not seem to amount to much in Utah. A refusal by the 
House to admit a Delegate from any Territory guilty of practicing 
or preaching polygamy in my judgment will certainly tend to discour- 
age the commission of that offense. I am under obligation to my 
friend from Kansas [Mr. HasSKELL] for introducing this resolution, 
and shall cheerfully vote for its adoption if opportunity occurs. 

Mr. HAWK. I demand the regular order of business. ; 

The SPEAKER. The pointismade and the Chair must decide that 
we have not reached the stage of the question when discussion is in 
order. 

Mr. RAY. I wish to inquire whether debate on the question of 
order is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order at the proper time. 

Mr. RAY. I have only a few words to say in addition to the re- 
marks I have already submitted, and hope there will be no objection 
to my doing so—— eae : 

The SPEAKER. Debate is objected to. The Chair will submit 
the question to the House. As many as are of opinion that the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Kansas involves a question of 
privilege under the rules will vote in the affirmative ; those opposed, 
in the negative. s ; 

Mr. HASKELL. I demand the yeas and nays on this question, as 
we might as well settle it at once. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : ; ; 

The question was taken ; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
109, nays 139, not voting 44; as follows: 


YEAS—109. 

Aldrich, Hammond, John Moore, Smith, A. Herr 
Barr, Harmer, Morey, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Bayne, Harris, Benj. W. Neal, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Belford, Haskell, Norcross, Spooner, 
Beltzhoover, Hawk, O'Neill, Steele, 
Bowman, Heilman, Orth, Strait, 

Brewer, Henderson, Pacheco, Thomas, 

Briggs, Hepburn, Page, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Browne, Hil Parker. ‘Townsend, Amos 
Brumm, Hiscock, Payson, Tyler, 

Buck, Horr, Peelle, Updegraff, J. T. 
Burrows, Julius C. Houk, Pierce, Urner, | 

Candler, Humphrey, Pettibone, Valentine, 
Chace, Jacobs, Pound, Van Aernam, 
Crapo, Jadwin, Prescott, Van Horn, 
Cullen, Jorgensen, Ranney, Van Voorhis, 
Davis, George R. Lacey, Ray, Wait, 

Dawes, Lewis, Reed, Walker, 

Deering, Lindsey, Rich, Ward, 

De Motte, Lord, Richardson, D.P. Webber, 
Dezendorf, Marsh, Ro n, West, 

Dingley, Mason, Robinson, Geo. D. White, 

Errett, McClure, Russell, Williams, Chas. G. 
George, McCoid, Ryan, Willits, 
Godshalk, McCook, Scranton, Young. 

Grout, McKinley, Shallenberger, 

Guenther, Miles, Sherwin, 

Hall, Miller, Skinner, 

NAYS—139. 

Aiken, Culberson, Hoge, Ross, 

Anderson, Darrell, Holman, Scales. 

Armfield, Davidson, Hooker, Scoville, 
Atherton, Davis, Lowndes H. House. Shackelford, 
Atkins, Dewster, Jones, George W. Shelley, 
Barbour, Dibble, Jones, James K. Shultz, 

Beach, Dibrell, denes, Phineas Simonton, 
Belmont, Dowd, Joyce, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Berry, Dugro, Kelley, Singleton, Otho R. 
Bingham, Dunn, Klotz, Sparks, 

Black, Dunnell, Knott, Spaulding, 
Blackburn, Dwight, Latham, Speer, 

Blanchard, Ellis, Le Fevre, Springer, 

Bland, Ermentrout, Manning, Stockslager, 
Blount, tvins, Martin. ‘Talbott, 
Buchanan, Farwell, SewellS. Matson, Taylor, 

Buckner, Finley, McLane, Thompson, P. B. 
Butterworth, Flower, MeMillin, ‘Tillman, 
Caldwell, Ford, Mills, Turner, Henry G. 
Calkins, Forney, Morrison. ‘Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, Garrison, Mosgrove, Updegraff, Thomas 
Cannon, Geddes, Moulton, Upson, 
Carpenter, Gibson, Mutchler, Vance, 

Chalmers, Gunter, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Clardy, Hammond, N.J. Phelps, Warner, 

Clark, Hardenbergh, Phister, Washburn, 
Clements, Hardy, Randall, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Harris, Henry S. Reagan, Wheeler, 
Colerick, Haseltine, Rice, Theron M. Whitthorne, 
Converse, Hatch, Rice, William W. Williams, Thomas 
Cook, Herbert. Richardson, Jno. S. Willis, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Herndon, Ritchie, Wilson, 
Cox, William R. Hewitt, Abram S. Robertson, Wise, George D. 
Cravens, Hewitt, G. W. Robinson, Wm. E. Wood, Benjamin. 
Crowley. Hoblitzell, Rosecrans, 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY II, 


NOT VOTING—4. 


Allen, Covington, Kasson, Nolan, 

Bliss, Curtin, Kenna, Paul, 

Bragg, Cutts, Ketcham, Rice, John B. 
Burrows, Jos. H. Farwell, Chas. B. King, Robinson, James 8. 
Cabell, Fisher, Ladd, Stephens, 

Camp, Frost, Leedom, Stone, 

Carlisle, Fulkerson, McKenzie, Townshend, R. W. 
Cassidy, Hazelton, Money, Tucker, 

Caswell Hubbell, Morse, Watson, 
Chapman, Hubbs, Muldrow, Wise, Morgan R 
Cornell, Hutchins, Murch, Wood, Walter A. 


So the question was decided in the negative. 

During the roll-call the announcement of the following additional 
pairs was made: 

Mr. KENNA with Mr. HazELTON, until further notice. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, for this day, with Mr. FARWELL, of 
Tilinois. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. Money, for two days. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. TURNER. As I understand the rules, Mr. Speaker, these pairs 
are only to be announced once during the day. 

The SPEAKER. That isso, but the pairs which have just been 
read are additional pairs, which, under the rule, are to be read at this 
time. 

The House has decided that the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Kansas is not a question of privilege, and it is therefore 
not before the House for consideration. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. NEAL. I demand the regular order of business. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope not. 
Mr. BOWMAN. Yes; we want the regular order of business. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope it will not be demanded 
just now. 
TARIFF. 


Mr. KELLEY. I hope the demand will be so far withdrawn as to 
permit me to submit the customary resolution for printing from the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. KELLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to submit the following resolution for consideration at this 
time: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to have printed 
and bound for the use of said committee any poner or documents which the com- 
mittee may deem necessary in connection with subjects being considered by them 
relating to the public revenues and the public debt. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope that resolution will be again read, as I do 
not see just now its full scope. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is the customary resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

The resolution was adopted. ; 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I desire, Mr. Speaker, to present a privileged reso- 
lution. 

Mr. NEAL. Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania rises to sub- 
mit a privileged resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [have been directed by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads to report back a resolution, which was pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Upson] and referred to 
that committee, and ask for its immediate passage. 

Mr. NEAL. Let us hear if this is a privileged question or not. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be instructed to make out and transmit 
to the House of Representatives, if not incompatible with the pene interest, at 
the earliest day practicable, a list or detailed statement of all mail-routes on which 
transportation service has been discontinued, decreased, curtailed, changed, re- 
stored, increased, expedited, or established since the 4th day of March, 1881, speci- 
fying the time, cause, and extent of the same, and upon whose recommendation, 
— report, or suggestion granted, and the nature thereof, giving the name, 
ength, and termini ef each of said routes, the character, kind, amount, and cost of 


such service on each route, respectively, and the name and residence of each and 
every contractor therefor. 


Mr. BINGHAM. On that resolution I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, but the Chair is of 
opinion that this resolution isin order. It is a report from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads reporting back a resolution 
of inquiry which the committee is required, in pursuance of Rule 
XXIV, to report back within one week after its reference. The com- 
mittee is now executing one of the standing orders of the Heuse. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Before the previous question is insisted upon, I 
wish to suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania a change in the 
resolution, which I think might properly be made; or, if necessary, 
to submit an amendment for that purpose, namely, to strike out the 
words “or established.” The House would not probably desire to 
have a report from the Department of the number of post-routes that 
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have been established during the past year, because they have been 
established by provision of law, and the object of the resolution is 
not at all subserved by requiring a report of all the routes which 
have been established. The gentleman will concede, I am sure, that 
te carry out that portion of the resolution would entail upon the 
Post-Office Department a great amount of,clerical labor, and require 
aconsiderable additional clerical force. If necessary, I make the sug- 
estion as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The appealof the gentleman from Minnesota must 
be to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, charged by the committee 
with the duty of reporting this resolution. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Then I moveit asan amendment. Is it not open 
to amendment? Certainly it is. The resolution is before the House 
for consideration, and the previous question has not been seconded. 
Therefore I move to strike out from the resolution the words “or 
established.” 

Mr. UPSON. Let the resolution be read as it is proposed to be 
modified. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Allow me to ask the gentle- 
man from Minnesota who presents this amendment whether there 
may not be after all, and Isuggest the matter to him, an error in his 
proposed amendment. It strikes me that he has in mind the statute 
establishing post-roads. Of course the language of the resolution, 
as I understand it, would not cover that. The post-roads are not 
established by the Post-Office Department. This resolution refers to 
post-routes, and is an inquiry as to what routes mail service has been 
ordered upon, and in that respect may be a proper subject of inquiry 
for the House. Therefore, I.suggest to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota that perhaps his objection is not well founded, and that it may 
cover more than he really contemplates. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to hear the resolution read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Theresolution, as I understand 
from the reading of it, asks for a statement of those routes upon 

which service was established since the 4th of last March. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to submit an amendment which I think 

* the gentleman will accept, by inserting before the word ‘‘ routes” 
the word “star.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam not authorized or instructed by the com- 
mittee to accept any amendment, but simply to report the resolution 
as it has been read. 

a CANNON. Is not the resolution open to amendment and de- 
bate 

TheSPEAKER. Unless the amendment which the gentleman from 
Tllinois offers be an amendment to the pending amendment, it will not 
be in order at this time. é 

Mr. DUNNELL. In reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
I desire to say that my object in offering the amendment which I 
have presented is to lessen the amount of clerical work that will be 
necessary to carry out that portion of the resolution. I venture to 
say that it will take twenty clerks sixty days to comply with that 
demand. ' 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think not. 

Mr. DUNNELL. And it is not necessary that the House should 
know upon what routes service has been rendered, substantially by 
act of Congress, since the 4th of March. There is no dispute as to the 
propriety of these routes at all, and it will add largely to the work 
of the Department. It is a difficult thing for the Department, now 
crowded, as we all know, with work, to keep up with the demand of 
the office, and with the appropriation less than the demands of the 
service. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota is pending. 

Mr. UPSON. Let the amendment be reported again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now call for the previous question upon the 
original resolution and amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. Before the previous question is called I would like to 
add an amendment to the resolution, calling for a report upon all 
fines imposed for failure to perform service, either upon railroads, 
steamboats, or star routes during that time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [ insist upon the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in charge of the resolution if he will not extend the 
time further back than to the 4th.of March. Why not extend it 
back to embrace the last four years? Will the gentleman entertain 
a motion to that effect? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I must insist upon the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRINT OF BILL. 


Mr. BOWMAN. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask an order of the House for the 
reprinting of a bill. 
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Mr. BOWMAN. If it will give rise to no debate, I shall withhold 
the et for the regular order to enable the gentleman to make that 
request. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that House bill No. 1380, to redeem and re- 
fund portions of the bonded debt of the United States, be reprinted, 
the first print being exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BOWMAN. I now insist on my demand for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER proceeded, as the regular order, to call committees 
for reports. 





FINAL EXPENSES OF TENTH CENSUS. 
Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the payment of the 
oe expenses of the tenth census; which was read a first and second 
ime. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the bill be printed, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ; 
and I give notice that I shall move to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of this bill to-morrow 
morning immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
oriations to take the trouble between now and to-morrow to obtain 
information showing what the taking of former censuses has cost. 
The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. AND ROBERT F. SHUGART. 


Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No, 224) for the 
relief of John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart; and the same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calender, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

KEEPERS OF LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to report back the petitions of certain keepers of life- 
saving stations for increase of pay, and to move that the committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the same, and that 
they be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The SPEAKER. These petitions can be referred to the appropriate 
committee through the Clerk’s box. For the information of the House 
in relation to this matter, the Chair directs the Clerk to read para- 
graph 2 of Rule XXII. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the 
member from whom it was received ; and petitions which have been inappropriately 
referred may, by direction of the committee having possession of the same, be prop- 
erly referred in the manner originally presented. 
The SPEAKER. The petitions will be placed in the box for refer- 
ence to the appropriate committee. 
MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 72) to increase the efficiency of the Marine Hos- 
pital Service; and moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it bereferred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


KE. J. GURLEY. 


Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief 
of E. J. Gurley ; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. 
Mr. BOWMAN also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 699) for the re- 
lief of Theophilus P. Chandler; and the same was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of 
the House of Representatives, referring the memorial in relation to 
the services rendered to the Government by the late Carlile P. 
Patterson to a joint special committee of three members of the Senate 
and five members of the House, and had appointed Mr. PENDLETON, 
Mr. Hate, and Mr. CAMERON of Pennsylvania as such committee 
on the part of the Senate. 

H. V. PHILPOTT. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of 
H. V. Philpott; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SIDNEY P. LUTHER. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 

favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of 
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Sidney P. Luther; and the same was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


JANUARY II, 


side of the Chamber as exhibited in the debate of yesterday, I with- 
draw the bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman has no right at all to speak about 
‘‘the other side.” 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made to its present con- 
sideration, the bill is not before the House. 


Cc. W. COOMBS. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE. When is it in order under the rules to introduce a 
simple House resolution; for instance, a resolution authorizing the 
ene of an additional clerk or page or other employé of the 
House 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the rules make 
no special provision for resolutions of that character. 

Mr. BROWNE. I ask consent to submit a resolution of that kind 
at this time. And as I am admonished that there will be objection 
to its present consideration, I will ask that it be read and referred to 
the Committee on Accounts. * 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of this House is hereby directed to place on his 
roll the name of C. W. Coombs as Department messenger for the members of this 
House, at a salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House, and that he be furnished desk-room in the folding department for his 
use, said Coombs to be in addition to the present force of the Doorkeeper. 

There being no objection, the resolution was received and referred 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
JOHN MOUSLEY. 


Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2776) 
granting a pension to John Mousley ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JOSEPH CONRAD. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 921) for the relief of Joseph Conrad, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWNE. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

The motion of Mr. Hovuk was agreed to. 

JOEL RYAN. 

Mr. HOUK also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2133) for the relief of Joel Ryan, father of 
C. P. Ryan, and moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GARFIELD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL. 

Mr. GARRISON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1278) to incor- 
porate the Garfield Memorial Hospital; and the same was referred 
to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


DISTRICT MUNICIPAL CODE. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 1295) to establish a municipal code 
for the District of Columbia; and the same was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. NEAL. I wish to give notice that as soon as it is in order I 
shall move that the House proceed to the consideration of the bills 
which have been reported this morning from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The call of committees for reports was completed, no further re- 
ports being presented. 

WOOD’S HOLL, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 

following resolution ; which was read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the House any 
information in his Department relating to the construction of a pier and breakwater 
in the great harbor of Wood's Holl, in Massachusetts, including estimates of the 
cost of the work. 


Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 


Mr. WARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 90) providing for a commission to consider and report 
what legislation is needed for the better regulation of commerce 
among the States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CENSUS TABLES—APPORTIONMENT. 
Mr. PRESCOTT. Iask unanimous consent to introduce for consid- 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid eration at this time a resolution to provide for printing additional 
on the table. copies of the tables relating to apportionment which we had printed 


The latter motion was agreed to. | for the use of the last Congress. Upon inquiry I find that there are 
; ae teeta» | no copies to be had for the use of members of this Congress. 
QUALIFICATIONS OF TERRITORIAL DELEGATES. The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. There has been such an ardent | jéesotved, That 600 copies of Tables A and B of Executive Document No. 65, 
wish expressed by our friends on the other side of the Chamber, and | third session Forty-sixth Congress, be printed immediately for the use of the 
by gentlemen on all sides, both in the debate of yesterday and the | House. 
debate of this morning, to support some measure having for its pur-| Mr, SPRINGER. I suggest to the gentleman to modify his reso- 
pose the crippling and the ultimate extinction of polygamy, that I | Jution so as to provide for the reprinting of these tables, which will 
feel constrained to hasten to gratify that desire by asking unanimous | gjve us the usual number. 
consent for the present consideration and passage of the bill which | ° My, PRESCOTT. I will accept the sugg 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. A similar bill has once passed the House | and modify my resolution accordingly. 
of Representatives, and I think there will be no objection to it. The resolution as modified was adopted. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will Mr. PRESCOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
ask forcobjection. tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 





estion of the gentleman, 


The Clerk read as follows: laid on the table. 
A bill defining the qualifications of Territorial Delegates to the House of Repre- The latter motion was agreed to. 
sentatives. 
Be it enacted, éc., That me peneee shall hereafter bea Delegate in the House of IMPROVEMENTS AT FALLS OF OHIO. 
Representatives from any 0 


the Territories of the United States whe shall not Mr. W Ss. S ce j j 
have attained the age of twenty-five years and been seven years a citizen of the fr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration of 


United States, and who shall not when elected be an inhabitant of the Territory in the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. A similar resolution 
which he shall be chosen. And nosuch person who is living in bigamy or polygamy | WaS unanimously passed by the House last week in regard to Saint 
shall be eligible to a seat in the House of Representatives as such Delegate. Mary’s Falls. The necessity for immediate information to go before 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The bill which has just been read | 0ur Committee of Commerce will be seen by the House when I state 


is in the language of one that passed the House in, I think, the Forty- | that during high water the ascending navigation of the river at the 


third Congress. falls is now an impossibility. ae the past summer a wing-dam 
Mr. SPRENGER. What is the time of citizenship ? has been built by the Government which, it is feared, is an obstruc- 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Seven years. tion to navigation by deepening and making more swift and danger- 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then I object to the bill. I do not see why a | 0US the channel oftheriver. The object of t 8 resolution is to secure 
man should be seven years a citizen before he can be a Delegate. an official statement of the facts and a suggestion as to the remedy. 


Mr. McLANE. Move an amendment to the bill; do not objectto it, | This resolution is of vital importance to all the States of the Ohio 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That is the time fixed by the Con- Valley, and I know, if understood, will meet with no opposition. I 
stitution for members of the House. I will yield to the gentleman would say to the Speaker that this is the same resolution which I 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to move an amendment if he desires, | 28ked permission to submit last Monday, but was prevented by the 
Mr. ARMFIELD. Imovethatthe bill be referred tothe Committee | Call of States. 


on the Judiciary. The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] | _ Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. this House what, if any, additional works are necessary at the Falls of the Ohio 
Mr. ARMFIELD. I object. River to complete the improvement thereof in a manner to serve the interests of 


ys the commerce of the Ohio Valley ; and that he state the reasons why such addi- 
Mr. RANDALL. Iasked the gentleman from Michigan to allow the | tional works, if any, are meceeanry, and also submit an estimate of the cost of the 


bill to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with privilege | same. 


to report it back at any time. : There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. If there is objection to its present | adopted. 


consideration, and I have been mistaken in the temper of the other Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
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was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DISEASES OF SWINE, ETC. 
Mr. LE FEVRE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, dc., That there be printed 
100,000 additional copies of special report No. 34 of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, containing the reports of the veterinary surgeons appointed to investigate 
diseases of swine and infectious and contagious diseases incident to other classes 
of domesticated animals; of which 60,600 copies shall be printed for the use of 
members of the House, 24,000 copies for the use of members of the Senate, and 
15,400 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


PROSECUTION OF CLAIMS IN PENSION BUREAU. 

Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish to this House 
at his earliest convenience the names of all business firms and persons, aud the 
name of each member composing said firms, located in the District of Columbia, 
together with the business or occupation each is engaged in who prosecute claims 
in the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EDWARD M. ADAMS. 

Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2777) for the relief of Edward M. Adams; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JACOB S. LOWERY AND GEORGE A. GRAY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2778) for the relief of Jacob S. Lowery and George A, Gray ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a joint res- 
olution for reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows: 

Joint resolution to declare certain lands heretofore granted to railroad companies 
forfeited to the United States, and to restore the same to the public domain and 
open the same to settlers. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection this joint resolution will be 
considered as read a first and second time, will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 



























RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. ATKINS and others called for the reading of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution as printed in a subsequent part 
of the proceedings. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Let the schedule referred to in the joint resolu- 


tion be read. 

Mr. ROBESON. The schedule contains, I believe, the name of 
every railroad that has had a land grant given to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the schedule insisted upon? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it islong, the reading might be waived, as the 
gentleman from New Jersey states that it includes all railroad com- 
panies that have received land grants. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask for the reading of the schedule. 
know to what the resolution refers. 

The SPEAKER. Is it understood that the schedule is part of the 
joint resolution ? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOOKER. The resolution is meaningless unless we under- 
stand to what railroads it refers. 

The SPEAKER. If the object of the gentlemen in calling for the 
reading of the schedule is to have it printed in the RECORD, perhaps 
a request for the printing had better be made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it be in order, I would ask that the committee 
have leave to report this resolution at any time. This is a very im- 
portant measure, and I would not like to see it get into the meshes 
of our new rules, under which it is impossible for committees to make 
reports except at certain times. I would like the committee to have 
the privilege of reporting this resolution at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Inthe absence of objection the schedule, together 
with the joint resolution, will be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. The joint resolution (H. R. No. 91) and 
the accompanying schedule are as follows: 

Joint resolution to declare certain lands heretofore granted to railroad companies 
forfeited to the United States, and to restore the same to the public domain and 
open the same to settlers: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the grants of public lands heretofore made to 
certain railroad companies and to certain States to aid in the construction of roads 
and railroads for the benefit of certain corporations named in the schedule hereto 
appended, so far as the same have not been earned by the fulfillment of the condi- 
tions of said grants, be, and the same are hereby, declared forfeited and shall re- 
vert to the United States and be open to settlement, as are other public lands. 

Src. 2. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, within days 
from and after the passage of this act, to cause public notice to be given by adver- 
tisement that the reservations made for the benefit of said companies, as in the 
said schedule hereunto aflixed, be, and the same are, vacated, withdrawn, and an- 
nulled, and that said lands are open to settlement, and that entries thereof and 
therefor will be received at the land offices in the several districts in which said 
lands are located on the terms and conditions prescribed by law. 


I want to 























| i al 
| Grant by ace— | | Extended by act— - 
| cess AE ee ee | | bee i wt 
| } j Boa 
Statutes. eae ae | | Statutes. | $5 
ee : Alternate | With in- | Ee 
Name of railroad. Sane Swen fem eee Grant to—| sections | demnity | _ _ be 
| Approved— | ‘ within—| within— | Approved— | ¢ 23 
| fig 7 Eig| 48 
o| a co] a n 
| |e | A al ee B 
i idale selenite etn fnirennten | |_| ew net —|—— — 
| | | Acres. 
Gulf and Ship Island................... Mississippi ....... | Aug. 11, 1856 | 11 | 30 | State...... 6 miles...] 15 miles ..| | 652,800.00 
Alabama and Florida..........-..-..--. Alabama and Fla..! May 17, 1856/11) 15] States 6 miles...} 15 miles ..!.. | 419,520.00 
Coosa and Tennessec...............-..- Alabama.......... June 3, 1856/11 | 17} State..... 6 miles...| 15 miles -.|.. 132,480.00 
I I rnsie cnc cewccccces scchanesed Masts scces June 3, 1856} 11; 17 |....do...... 6 miles...| 15 miles .. 840,880.00 
Coosa and Chattanooga. ................|.....- Maa tsdees June 3, 1856 | 11 TF Svcs nance 6 miles...| 15 miles ..| 150,000.00 
Alabama and Chattanooga, formerly 
Northeast and Southwest Alabama, ey 
and Wills Valley Railroads. ..........|..---- . MG AL Gas owreibad June 3, 1856 | 1r inn SDA oss 0 6 miles...| 15 miles -. 897,990.00 
Pensacola and Georgia................. FRIBIG 6 sf csinsin May 17, 1856 | 11 | 15|....do..... 6 miles...| 15 miles .-.! 1,568,729.87 
Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Central.....|.....- ORs. si ye5. May 17, 1856} 11| 15]....do..... 6 miles...| 15 miles ..| 183,153.99 
North Louisiana and Texas, formerly | | 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas | 
 eligcte win inn énanendadheces Louisiana......... | June 3, 1856 | 11 is seb czi 6 miles...| 15 miles -. 610,880.00 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burgh do....... -| Mar. 3, 1871] 16| 579 | Company -.| 20 miles...) 30 miles...|......-......--.]....|.s0--- 3,800,000.00 
: ; July 4, 1866} 14| 83] State......| 10 miles.../ 20 miles...}................[....1....-- 640,000.00 
Arkansas and Mis-1¢ Feb, 9, 1853] 10| 155 | States.....] Gmiles...)15miles...)2 | | <ainainee 
a July 28, 1866] 14 | 338 |....do..... 10 miles. ..} 20 miles...| § Se 
Doteels and Mifareabee ie sap ese -< Michigan ......... June 3,1856|11| 21] State....../ 6 miles...| 15 miles...|................]....)..---. | 355,420.00 
Seon. 80 ee te: June 3,1856/11| 21 |....do..... 6 miles...| 15 miles...| June 18, 1864] 13} 137 seer 
me. ethno of os 7 Saint geet" GO. ..---2-000e 5 Mar. 3, 1865 | 13 | 521 |....do .....| 10 miles...| 20 miles...| May 20,1863] 15| 252 ; 552,515.24 
x ’ 
and Lake Superior and branch to Bay- Si L ‘a ‘ ~~ 
Oe ari aad Sonica en asec Wisconsin......... une 3, 1856} 11) 20 |....do..... 6 miles...) 15 miles...) 2yray 5, 1864/13} 66}  1,408,455.69 
Wisconsin Central, formerly Portage, ; May 5, 1864 | 13 OE lop ccQlh nase 10 miles. ..} 20 miles... § - 
toe - os Pea ocs <iakeati pees 6 Beas cadenawon May 5, 1864 | 13 RA * eee | 10 miles...} 20 miles... .| Apr. 9, 1874 | 18 28 1,800,000.00 
saint Paul and Pacitic, Saint Vineent 
extension, formerly brauch to Red 5 = Nt ‘le i | ¢ 
River of the North................... Minnesota ........ § ae 3; i 2 re ey ; - meee. as z mr oa ae —_ - = 2 po i 2,000,000.00 
Saint Pauland Pacific, Brainerd branch, July 12, 19023 | 19) e298 |. do... Suen. 1 a miles. ... Mar. 3° 1873 |17| 631 
formerly branch to Lake Superior.....|...... Be seers § daly 12, a} G25 /....d0..... miles...| 15 miles...) Mar. 3, 1,475,000.00 
: YMar. 3, 1865/13} 526 tek. 10 miles. ..| 20 miles...| June 22, 1874} 18 | 203 mae 
Hastings and Dakota July 4, 1866 | 14 87 Maas «i WO GN... 1. DON sg hs civ adden dc din dovastias Ae } 550,000.00 
QrePMCMNEERI: =... 5.55. .5.cesc0s sce ...| May 4, 1870] 16| 94] Company .| 20 miles...| 25 miles...|........-.-.-.--|.--.|-..--- | 1,200,000.00 
Atlantic and Pacific... ..-. | Tuly 27, 1866 | 14} 292 |....do ..... Farious ..|............ Lee erat tees | 42,000,000.00 
IES och os yest a sand Sidengs Teese WL” |p --80.-n=--|---- Ws cond caste heapidie cp arec 15 Deantiensa 18,000,000.00 
Northern Pacifio...............00.00.e<{leeess July 2, 18644) 13 | “365 |:...do. ....|.... Wa irvdldeicdesaesSieesmaneccdia ak ean | 47,000,000.00 








*And subsequent acts and resolutions. 
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Mr. DUNNELL. As much of the joint resolution as refers to land- 
grants made to Pacific railroads, it seems to me, should be referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. Such has been the action here- 
tofore. There are resolutionsnow with the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, referred last Monday, forfeiting the grants to those railroads. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts the right of the House to divide 
a joint resolution for reference. As this seems to relate to several 
subjects which might properly go to either of several committees, the 
Chair, as he has usually done, has allowed the gentleman offering it 
to give direction to its reference. Therefore it will be referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands unless some motion is made to the 
contrary. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not desire to have any portion of the 
bill referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads which does not 
properly belong to that committee. The peculiar phraseology of it 
would certainly warrant its reference, or a part of it, to the commit- 
tee designated by the gentleman from New Jersey; but I insist that 
the part which refers to land grants to Pacific railroads shall go to 
that committee, and so I move. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that a motion is not in order to 
refer any portion of a bill or joint resolution to one committee and 
another portion to another committee. 

Mr. ROBESON. It is impossible to divide the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Buta motion is in order to refer it to another 
committee than the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. ROBESON. The Committee on the Public Lands is the only 
comnittee having jurisdiction of the whole subject. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not understand it has been the cus- 
tom of the House to refer bills or joint resolutions of this character 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. Land grants in the main 
have been made to the Pacific railroads, and a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads would certainly be the proper one. I 
therefore move, Mr. Speaker, that it be so referred. 

: Mr. SPRINGER. Was my motion entertained to refer to the Com- 
} mittee on the Judiciary? 
| The SPEAKER. It was. 

| Mr. ROBESON. I desire to make a point of order on that motion; 
and it is that it is impossible to divide the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is clear. 

Mr. ROBESON. Or to divide its reference. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is also clear. 

Mr. ROBESON. It refers to all railroads, and includes questions 
which, under the rules, cannot go to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. Undertherules it can only go, Mr. Speaker, to that committee 
which has jurisdiction of the entire subject-matter—the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. RANDALL. And in addition, as I understand it, this joint res- 
olution relates to forfeited lands. The Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads has no jurisdiction over that subject, and the joint resolution 
should therefore properly be referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, which has such jurisdiction. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. A bill of a like nature was intro- 
duced on last Monday by the gentleman from Nevada and referred 
by the House to the Committee on the Public Lands. I ask whether 
that does not settle the question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chaircannot decide that as a point of order, 
but it will state to the gentleman from New Jersey that it has refused 
to entertain a motion made by the gentleman from Ohio to refer a 
part of the joint resolution to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 
The gentleman from Ohio, however, now makes the motion to refer 
the whole subject involved in the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and that 
the Chair entertains as a proper motion of reference. 

Mr.SPRINGER. My motion, then, is in order toamend by referring 
it to the Committee on the Judiciary, and I make that motion. I 
desire to state that this is a reference of the question—— 

The SPEAKER. The question of reference is not debatable. 

Mr. CRAVENS. If there is any possibility of the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio being adopted, there ought then to be a further 
amendment dissolving the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I desire to move as a substitute for the other 
motion that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, which has jurisdiction of the whole subject- 
matter, for this is not a question in regard to land, but a question in 
regard to the rights of railroads. There can be no reason why it 
should not be referred to that committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is an important legal question involved 
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here. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order on the motion of refer- 
ence, 
_ Mr. HUBBELL. Pending that, I move the House do now ad- 
journ. 











The SPEAKER. The Chair desires before the House adjourns to 
have time to submit some important messages and executive com- 
munications to the House, and if the gentleman insists on his motion 
to adjourn the Chair will ask unanimous consent at this time for 
that purpose. 

Mr. ROBESON. I understand my joint resolution as it now stands 
is referred to the Committee on the Public Lands? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Notat all; but it is now pending on the question 
of reference. 

Mr. ROBESON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is pending, but not referred. The 
action of the Chair in making a reference is merely an expression of 
opinion, which, when acquiesced in, has the effect of reference; but 
whenever a member desires to take the opinion of the House by a 
motion, giving reference to a bill or joint resolution, that leaves the 
question still pending before the House and undisposed of. 

Mr. PAGE. How did the gentleman from Michigan take the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey off the floor? He has not yielded the floor. 
The gentleman from New Jersey holds the floor, and no gentleman 
can take him off by the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I presented a resolution and was about to speak 
upon it when other gentlemen arose, and out of courtesy I allowed 
them to occupy the floor. But I maintain that I still hold the floor 
in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. The question of reference is not debatable. The 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio was a question of reference and 
is not debatable. 

The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman from Michigan isin 
order and will entertain the motion. ‘The Chair asks consent of the 
gentleman from Michigan who makes the motion to adjourn to be 
allowed at this time to submit certain messages and accompanying 
documents and other papers received from the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government to the House for reference to appropriate 
committees. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draught of a bill and accompanying eo in reference to anagreement by the Sho- 
shone and Bannock Indians with the United States for the disposal of certain of 
their lands in the Fort Hall Indian reservation, of Idaho, for the use of the Utah 
and Northern Railway. The matter is commended to the careful consideration of 


Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 11, 1882. ; 
The SPEAKER. The message and accompanying papers will be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of expenditures under 
the appropriation for contingent expenses of the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Willthe document accompanying that letter be 
printed ? 

The SPEAKER. The letter will be referred to the Committee on 
Expendituresin the Treasury Department. The accompanying state- 
ments, the Chair believes, cover a great deal of matter and would 
involve a very large expenditure for printing. The Chair is also 
informed that the subject of the printing of these statements is left 
to be determined by the committee. The accompanying statement, 
therefore, will not be printed in the absence of an order to that 
effect. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is usual to print these documents, and I there- 
fore submit a motion that it be printed. - 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, offllinois. The statement ought to be printed, 
and I move that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that the 
document was a much more lengthy one than it appears to be on 
examination, but will submit the motion to the House that it be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


OUTSTANDING ACCOUNTS, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Treas- 
urer of the United States transmitting copies of accounts immediately 
to be settled with the First Comptroller for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1881. 

The SPEAKER. This is the document which the Chair had refer- 
ence to when he suggested that the printing would involve a large 
amount of money. The letter and document will be referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest, if this be a question of printing, that 
it should be referred to the Committee on Printing to determine that 

roint. 
, The SPEAKER. That is not the question now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move that the matter be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that it will involve 
the expenditure of more than $500, and an order of the House would 
be necessary after the matter had been reported by the Committee 
on Printing. The papers will be referred without printing. The 
question of printing will necessarily have to be determined by the 
Committee on Printing. 

SAINT MARY’sS FALLS CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 

tary of War, relative to the navigation of the Saint Mary’s Falls Canal,. 





1882. 


in the State of Michigan ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the National Board 
of Health for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881 ; which was referred 
tothe Committee on the Public Health, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES OF THE NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the expenditures of 
the National Board of Health for the quarters ending March 31 and 
September 30, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Health, and ordered to be printed. 


A. M. SAWYER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the compensation of A. M. Sawyer for an 
improvement in canister shot; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of expenditures on 
account of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
board of managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLERK HIRE IN POST-OFFICES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, relative to appropriations for clerk hire in post-offices 
in the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

INDIAN SERVICE SUBSISTENCE FUNDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement of the diversion 
of Indian service subsistence funds under the act of March 11, 1880; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GRADE OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a petition for the passage of an act giving 
Army officers up to and including rank of lieutenant-colonel, after 
fifteen years in any one grade, rank and pay of next higher grade; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending that an additional one thousand copies 
of the War of the Rebellion be furnished to the Executive Depart- 
ments; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COLONEL GRIERSON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the correction of the record of Colonel Grier- 
son; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL CLOTHING FOR INDIAN SERVICE. 

. The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting statement of the disposition of addi- 
tional clothing purchased for Indian service under the act of May 11, 
1880; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NEW BUILDINGS AT FORT APACHE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting plans, &c., for new buildings at Fort 
Apache, in Arizona Territory ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE JAMES F. O'NEILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the claim of Private James F. O’Neill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a statement of expenditures, &c., in the 
Springfield armory; which was referred to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF AGRICULTURAL EXHIBITS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Com- 


missioner of Agriculture, asking an appropriation for packing and 
transporting agricultural exhibits presented to the Agricultural 
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Department; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 
POLYGAMY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also has a memorial from the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church of the United States, which 
has been presented to the Chair by a distinguished committee ap- 
2 ign by that body. It is their desire that the memorial be laid 

efore the House, and that it should be read to the House and go into 
the Recorp. In the absence of objection, the memorial will be read 
and will be printed in the REcorp. 

There was no objection, and the memorial was read and ordered to 
lie on the table. It is as follows: 

NEw York, January 7, 1882. 


Extract from the minutes of the general assembly of the Presbyterian Church in) 
the United States of America, in session at Buifalo, New York, May 26, 1881. 


The standing committee on bills and overtures presented a report on overtures 
Nos. 8 and 9 from the presbyteries of Chicago and Logansport, praying the assem- 
bly to take further action on the subject of polygamy. Your committee would 
respectfully offer the following for adoption by the assembly : 

Action condemnatory of polygamy has been taken at several recent meetings of 
the assembly. Yet, as the practice of this vice continues not only unsuppressed, 
but unabated, within the bounds of our national territory, and since a recent decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States makes the attempt to strike it more 
difficult than before, the assembly feels that silence on the subject would now be 
inexcusable. This enormous wickedness has gradually grown through a period of 
years, organizing itself into a government for its own defense, under the eye of the 
national Government, until it has gained sufficient force to defy the legislative 
and executive power of the nation. It now stands more haughty and resolved 
than ever. Its efforts to strengthen itself by immigration of the weak and igno- 
rant from Europe and by despotic suppression of liberty among its votaries and 
victims are systematically exerted. For its own fortification it is forcing its way 
from its original stronghold into adjacent territory, where, unobserved, it may take 
root and fasten on the land by fin ing quiet recognition in local laws. 

Its spirit grows, with age, no less hostile to the law of Christianity, to the in- 
stincts of morality, to the essential principles of civilization, and to the existence 
of liberty for the people. It is condemned alike by the Church, by the State, by 
the family, and by the individual conscience. It is abhorred by G It seems all 
the more detestable because it hides its crime for shelter under the garb of religion. 
It is growing, as slavery grew, from infancy to maturity of grasp upon the national 
life. The terrible conflict required for the extermination of the one should sound 
timely warning as to the latent perils of the other. The Territories in which 
polygamy yet exists are under the control of the President and of Congress, i. ¢., 
of the national Government. The nation, as such, is therefore responsible for its 
continuance. The Christian citizens of the nation bear theiy share in this com- 
mon responsibility, 

Should these Territories become States, with polygamy maintained, the difficulty 
of reachiug it would be vastly heightened. They are rapidly increasing in weal 
and in population, and will soon be knocking for admission as States at the na- 
tional door. Efficient action for its obliteration must then, if taken at all, begin 
without delay. 

1. We, therefore, as an assembly, solemnly protest, before God and before men, 
against this heinous and abominable crime, as a foul blot on the face of our coun- 
try, for the existence of which God will hold the nation to account, and for which 
He will surely call it into judgment, except the evil be speedily abated. 

2. We rejoice in the determination of the President of the United States, as 
expressed in his inaugural address, to deal vigorously with this iniquity. And we 
assure him of our sympathy and support in all lawful and just efforts for its extinc- 
tion, praying him not to withhold his hand. 

3. We reiterate our hearty approval of the stand taken by Governor Murray, of 
Utah, and his counselors, and by the United States courts of the Territory, in hos- 
tility to polygamous marriages. 

4. We respectfully memorialize the national Legislature to enact whatever laws 
may seem most wise and most efticient for the utter obliteration of this vice, 
whether as an organized system or as an individual practice. 

5. And we urge our own members, without respect to party lines, zealously to 
exert their influence, in every lawful method, for the enactment of an amendment 
to the national Constitution that shall forever prohibit the existence of polygamy 
in the nation. 

Your committee would also recommend that a copy of this action be officially 
laid before the President of the United States and the presiding officers of the two 
Houses of Congress, as conveying the unanimous sentiment of the ministry and 
membership of the Presbyterian Church in the United States. 

The recommendations of the committee were adopted. 

A true extract from the minutes. 

EDWIN F. HATFIELD, Stated Clerk. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 


To Mr. CaBELL, for the remainder of the present week; and 
To Mr. Money, for two days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
John Burkhardt, there being no adverse report thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. HvuBBELL,] that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I ask what 
would be the status of the motion to refer my joint resolution if the 
House should now adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. It would come up to-morrow as unfinished busi- 
ness, 

Mr. HUBBELL. 


I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. 


The question now before the House is the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. See eee to refer the joint 
resolution introduced by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. RoBE- 
SON, ] to which motion the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
offered an amendment, and to that amendment the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] offered an amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that in order, being in the third degree ? 
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The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois was 
to amend the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that was to amend the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio was an 
original motion, The gentleman from New Jersey made no motion 
on the subject of reference, but merely made a suggestion, which the 
Chair indicated ; and no motion was pending atthe time the motion 
‘was made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ROBESON. I then move now, as an amendment to the substi- 
tute, that the joint resolution go to the Committee on the Public 
‘Lands under the rule. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The question being taken on Mr. HAZELTON’s motion there were— 
ayes 101, noes 73. 

Mr. FLOWER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 
:17—not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at three 
o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
-the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Samuel Hall, late of the Uni- 
ted States Army, for relief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of Sidney N. Raynor and others, 
-citizens of Suffolk County, New York, for increase of the pay of em- 
ployés of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Peter Pearsall and others, citizens of Queens 
-County, New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Daniel K. Hall, jr.,and others, citizens of Glen 
Cove, Queens County, New York; of J. Frederick Hegeman and 
others, citizens of Hemstead, New York; of John Cook and others, 
citizens of Syosset, New York; of Richard W. Smith and others, of 
Little Neck, New York; of Elbert H. Bogart, of Roslyn, New York; 
‘and of Isaac Hicks and others, citizens ot Old Westbury, New York, 
for the eee or modification of the Revised Statutes so as to permit 
the use of alcholic spirits in manufacturing vinegar—to the Commit- 
‘tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: The petition of sundry citizens, that the alley 
in Washington, District of Columbia, known as O Street northwest, 
be closed—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of Warren L. Fish, for an exten- 
sion of a patent, &c.—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of 300 employés of the Cen- 
-sus Office, for an appropriation to pay for services rendered by them 
since June 15, 1881—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of George Calvert, for compensa- 
tion for damage done his ferry at Nottingham, Maryland, during the 
late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of A. M. Richardson and others, 
citizens of Hunt County; of F. H. Allen and others, citizens of Hop- 
._kins County; of J. G. Hamilton and others, of Hunt County; and of 
James H. Horgun and others, citizens of Hopkins County, State of 
‘Texas, for legislation to control railroad transportation—severally to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of James G. Naylor, for relief—to the Committee 
-on the District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of W. B. Moses, for pay for furnishing room for 
use of the orphan’s court—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alfred H. Brooks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of George W. Rogers—to the 
‘Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the proposition to abandon a portion of 
Rock street in the city of Georgetown—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. DARRELL: The petition of letter-carriers of New Orleans, 
‘Louisiana, for an increase of salary—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Jonas 
Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: One hundred and seventeen petitions, for 
the abolition of the marine-hospital tax—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Colonel William Clift, for services 
rendered and expenses incurred in recruiting—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

_ ByMr.DOWD: Two petitions, for the establishment of post-routes 
in North Carolina—severally to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel M. 
Freeman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of certain citizens of Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. 8.8. FARWELL: The petition of citizens of Jones County, 
Iowa, for repeal of law imposing taxes on banks and stamps on 
bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of sundry citizens, to establish a 
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postal route between Saint Lucie, Brevard County, and Fort Bassin- 
ger, Manatee County, in the State of Florida—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of letter-carriers of Phila- 
delphia, for an increase of pay—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the synod of New Jersey, representing 45,000 
communicants of churches and 150,000 adherents, for the suppression 
of. polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. B. W. HARRIS: The petition of B. C. Sparrow, superintend- 
ent of life-saving stations of the second district of Massachusetts, 
that increased pay be allowed employés of life-saving stations—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Asa Weeks, for compensation for services ren- 
dered and expenditures made in perfecting system of torpedo war- 
fare—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PHINEAS JONES: The petition of citizens of New Jersey, 
for the repeal of taxes imposed on national banks, State banks, trust 
companies, and private bankers of the country—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LADD: Two petitions of citizens of Penobscot County, Maine, 
for legislation to compel railroad corporations to furnish adequate 
facilities for travel and transportation at reasonable rates—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of William True, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the trustees of the Mount 
Savage [ron Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the claim of Henry P. Gor- 
man, Walter Gorman, and Maggie Brown—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of James Raymond and others, for 
an increase of compensation to employés of the Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of the Board of Trade, of ship-own- 
ers and ship-masters, and of citizens of Oswego County, New York, 
for an increase of pay of employés in the Life-Saving Service—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of J. H. Baize, of Ohio County, 
Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: McKINLEY: The petition of sundry citizens, for the estab- 
lishment of a post-road from Canfield to Youngstown, Ohio—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Worthing- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas Worthington—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Thomas Worthing- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEELLE: Papers relating to the claim of Captain Robert 
G. Smither, Tenth United States Cavalry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: The resolutions of the Portsmouth Board of Trade, for 
increase of salaries of the employés of the United States Life-Saving 
Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Samuel Sweetser and 94 others, citi- 
zens of North Yarmouth, Maine, for the regulation of railroad rates 
by law—to the same committee. 

By Mr. D. P. RICHARDSON: Memorial of Hon. Edward Haight 
and 42 others, citizens of New York, for the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion now before the House of Representatives authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to contract for the Harlem River improvement—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers relating to the contested-election 
case of Robertson vs. Nash—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. ROBESON: The petition of citizens of New Jersey, for 
legislation to prevent extortion and discrimination by railroad cor- 
porations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of employés of the Life-Saving Service 
for increased pay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: Two petitions from citizens of New York, for 
the repeal of the law imposing taxes on banks, bankers, and trust 
companies, and stamps on bank checks—severally to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Jabez Marchant, jr., and other em- 
ployés of the Life-Saving Service, for increase of pay—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: The petition of A. M. Templeton, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Jane C. Dyer, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion—to the same committec. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Papers relating to the claim of James N. 
Hill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: The petition of citizens of East Bloom- 
field, New York, for the repeal of taxes on banks and bankers and 
stamps on bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of George W. Wicks & Co., of 
Louisville, Kentucky, for reimbursement for loss sustained by reason 
of‘seizure of tobacco, &c., by United States internal-revenue offi- 
cers—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 8. W. Price, late postmaster at Lexington, 
Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 12, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of March 24,1881, reports of the publications, &c., of the respect- 
ive bureaus of that Department from March 4, 1789, to March 4, 1881; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 229 of the Revised 
Statutes, statements showing the contracts made by the bureaus of 
the War Department on behalf ofthe United States during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Captain James Mercur, Corps of 
Engineers, of a survey of the bar at the mouth of Winyah Bay, near 
Georgetown, South Carolina, made incompliance with the require- 
ments of the river and harbor actof March 3, 1881; which, on motion 
of Mr. BuTLER, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ANNIVERSARY OF DISCOVERY OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from Isaac N. Arnold, president of the Chicago His- 
torical Association, and, as itis short, he will direct the Chief Clerk 
to read it. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States : 

The undersigned represent to your honorable bodies that it is proposed by the 
Historical Associations located in the valleys of the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers 
and their tributaries that there shall be a commemorative celebration in the city 
of New Orleans of the two hundredth anniversary of the discovery of the mouth of 
the Mississippi River by Robert Cavelier De La Salle, on the 9th day of April, 
1882. (The States to-day bordering on the Mississippi River and its tributaries 
are Louisiana, Mississippi, Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky, Ohio, West Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, Missouri, Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin, Kansas, Nebraska, and Minne- 
sota, and they now have an aggregate population of 23,000,000.) In view of the 
historic interest of that great event, and as a tribute to the memory ef one of the 
most remarkable men and one of the greatest discoverers of any age or country, 
this celebration is believed to be eminently worthy of national recognition. Itis 
therefore prayed that the Congress of the United States shall associate itself 
therewith by the passage of a joint resolution, appointing a committee of both 
Houses to attend such celebration, and by taking such other measures as may be 
deemed meet and proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the accompanying paper the 
communication will be referred to the Committee on the Library. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of W. C. Hartsell and others, 
citizens of Hartzell, Alabama, praying for legislation regulating 
charges for freight and passenger transportation on railroads ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Washington County, Ala- 
bama; a petition of citizens of Mobile, Alabama; a petition of citi- 
zens of Winston, Alabama; and a petition of citizens of Hale, Perry 
and Marengo Counties, Alabama, praying the aid of Congress and a 
grant of lands for the benefit of the Gulfand Chicago Air Line Rail- 
road Company ; which were referred to the Committe on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of the Grand 
Lodge of Good Templars of Illinois, officially signed, representing 
15,000 members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor trafiic; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of the Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars of Wisconsin, officially signed, rep- 
resenting 18,000 members, praying for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS presented two petitions of citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for legislation to prevent unjust discriminations by railroad cor- 
porations; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a petition of the officers of the Women’s 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia, praying for an 
appropriation by Congress to meet the increased expenses of that 
association for this season; which was referred to the Committee on 


App oe 
t. FRYE presented a petition of certain soldiers now at the Sol- 
diers’ Home at Togus, Maine, praying that pensions may be given to 
those who suffered in the prisons of the South during the rebellion ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of the State of Maine, officially signed, representing 20,000 members, 
praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 


traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of the Amity Baptist church 
of New York City, officially signed, praying for a commission of in- 
quiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to 
Lie on the table. 


XITI——24 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of Albion Gates and others, of 
Carroll, Penobscot County, Maine, praying Con to take legisla- 
tive action touching railway and other corporations which affect the 
travel and transportation of the people; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Nebraska, oflicially signed, praying for the pro- 
hibition of the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic beverages in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of officers of the Second United States 
Infantry, praying Congress to increase the pension of Augustine Mc- 
Intyre, late second lieutenant of that regiment ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of settlers in Nebraska, praying the 
passage of an act opening to settlement certain lands withdrawn for 
military purposes near Fort Niobrara, Northern Nebraska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of citizens of Kentucky, praying 
for such legislation as will regulate charges for railroad transporta- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. No. 165) granting a pension to Mrs. Rose M. Wood; which, to- 
gether with the papers on file in the case, were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 324) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Samuel H. Moer, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 326) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs 
of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally 
seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, 
Brazil, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 


CLERK TO WOMAN SUFFRAGE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instrueted by the Committee on Rules to report 
a resolution providing for a clerk for the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage, which I ask may be considered at the present time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage is hereby authorized 


to employ a clerk, who shall be paid from the “ miscellaneous items” of the con- 
tingent fund at the usual rate, and for this session. 


By unanimous consent, the resolution was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee ef the Whole. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 308) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
from five to eight miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri, to 
report it with amendments, and I ask that the bill may be now cen- 
sidered. The Saint Louis, Hannibaland Keokuk Railroad Company 
are ready to construct the bridge and are simply awaiting the action 
of Congress in order to go forward with the construction. It is very 
important that the bill shall be disposed of now. A report of the 
Secretary of War approving the bill accompanies it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment reported from the Committee on Commerce 
was, in section 1, line 7, after the word “ point,” to strike out the 
word “from” and insert the word “within ;” and in the same line, 
after the word “five,” to strike out “to eight;” so as ta read : 

That the Saint Louis, Hannibal and Keokuk Railroad Company, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, be, and is hereby, authorized to 
construct and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the Missouri River 
at the most accessible point within five miles above the city of Saint Charles, in 
the county of Saint Charles, and State of Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was, at the end of section 
1, to insert “for such reasonable rates of tolls as may be approved 

rom time to time by the Secretary of War ;” so as to read: 

Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, 
and, at the option of the corporation by which it may be built, may be for the 
passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot- 

assengers, for such reasonable rates of tolls as may be approved from time to time 
y the Secretary of War. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am glad to see that a provision is to be put in 
to regulate tolls, but I suggest to the Senator from Missouri whether 
it would not be better and more convenient to public interests to 
allow the tolls to be regulated by the circuit court of the United 
States for that district, which is on the spot, and knows the condi- 
tion of the thing much better, and which would be much more readily 
accessible by citizens who had complaints tomake? I merely make 
the suggestion. The circuit court is right on the spot, and would be 
oopebte of dealing with the case readily in a summary way. 
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Mr. VEST. The committee did not consider that suggestion, and 
Ido not feel authorized to accept it. The committee merely in- 
structed me to report the amendment now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in section 3, line 18, 
after the word “‘ promptly,” to insert the words ‘‘by said company ;” 
so as to read: 

Provided also, That said draw shall be opened promptly by said company, upon 
reasonable signal, for the passage of boats. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; , 5 ae 

The nextamendment wasin section 4, line 3, after the word ‘‘ trains,” 
to insert the words “or cars;” so as to read: 

Src. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Chief Clerk to read the last section of | 


the bill, in regard to the alteration, amendment, and repeal of this 
measure. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read section 6, as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly re- 
served. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I am afraid of is that that is not quite 
adequate to reach a certain exigency, according to the increasing 
knowledge that we get about the law touching these corporations. 
‘There seems to be an inclination (and probably a correct one in mere 
point of law) in the courts to hold that when a corporation has put 
up a structure, although the right to alter, amend, and repeal is re- 
served, the property right of the corporation in the structure cannot 
be invaded or impaired; and that if you repealed the act, still the 
bridge would belong to the stockholders. If it should turn out that 
the public interest, on account of the effect of the bridge upon the 
navigation of the river, should require changes to be made in it after 
it is entirely finished, or should require it to be absolutely taken 
down and removed, I would be glad to have Congress clearly given 
the power to order and require that thing to be done at the expense 
of the corporation, without its being regarded as taking private 
property for public use; because it is only a sufferance any way at 
the risk of the promoters of this enterprise, and nobody can tell cer- 
tainly in these cases how such a structure is going to affect naviga- 
tion. Therefore I wish to move to add: 


And the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire removal, at 
the expense of the owners thereof, whenever Congress shall decide that the public 
interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

I think that would leave Congress with absolute dominion over the 
matter. te 3 ; < 

Mr. VEST. If the Chief Clerk will read the preceding section I 
think the Senator from Vermont will come to the conclusion that 
his amendment is entirely covered by the provisions of that section. 
We considered that question in the committee ; the bill is very full 
and complete; and the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers 
have passed upon that particular section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read section 
5, the preceding section. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built 
and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe ; and to secure that object the 
said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his exami- 
nation and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the location, 
giving for the spore of one mile above and one mile below the peepee. location the 
topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, the direc- 
tion ot a of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, accurately show- 
ing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or bridges, and shall 
furnish such other information as may be required for a full and satisfactory un- 
derstanding of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are 
approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built; and should an 
change be made in the plan of said bridge Pe hae progress of construction, suc 
change shall be subject to the approval of the retary of War. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not touch the point to which I am 
endeavoring to call the attention of the Senate, so far as it has gone. 
We have had this matter up so many times before the Senator from 
Missouri came here, and have gained light about it every time, that 
on some former occasions-we have inserted in substance, and with 
the consent of the parties in interest, exactly what I have moved to 
add. The point is to preserve to Congress the undoubted right, 
beyond cavil, of controlling the navigation of the river, and the 
right to require, without expense to the United States, if this bridge 
turns out to be a nuisance there, to have it taken away. That is 
what I wish to preserve in terms so that there cannot be any mis- 
take about it. 

Mr. VEST. I have no earthly objection to that being done, and 
intended that it should be a provision of the law, of course, for the 
protection of my own constituents, if for no other reason—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly ; I was not proposing to question that. 

Mr. VEST. But I simply made a mistake in the section which I 
asked the Chief Clerk to read, not having the bill before me at the 
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moment. Here is the provision to which I intended to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont: 

And said ey, or corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sun- 
set till sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House 
Board shall prescribe. 

Now: 

No bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority of this act which 
shail at any time subtantially or materially obstruct the free navigation of said 
river, and if any bridge erected under such authority hall, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War, obstruct such navigation— 

That is the point— 
he is hereby authorized to cause such change or alteration of said bridge to be 
made as will effectually obviate such obstruction— 

Even if it goes to the extent of removing it entirely— 
and all such alterations shall be made and all such obstructions be removed at 
the expense of the owner or owners of said bridge. And in case of any litigation 
arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said 
river, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case may be brought in the 
district court of the United States of the State of Missouri in which any portion 
of said obstruction or bridge may be located. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This provision undoubtedly was intended by the 
committee, and the framers of the bill, to accomplish the objects that 
I had in view in proposing the sweeping provision at the end; but 
Ishould prefer to add even there, after “Secretary of War” the words 
‘‘or Congress,” to which I presume there would be no objection ; and 
secondly, to insert a provision authorizing the absolute removal of 
the bridge. The language of the bill is that the Secretary of War 
shall have authority ‘‘to cause such change or alteration of said 
bridge to be made as will effectually obviate such obstruction.” 
That, fairly considered, would not, I fear, be held to require the thin 
to be razed to the ground and the piers taken up; and if it was foun 
it could not be changed so as to obviate the obstruction, the right of 
the Secretary of War would have been exhausted, and there would 
be your bridge still. Very likely it is a matter that will not occur, 
but the safe time to deal with a corporation is when you have it in 
your hands, and not afterward. 

The section my friend from Missouri has read is a clause which 
authorizes the Secretary of War to make changes and alterations in 
the form of the structure of the bridge in order to obviate injuries to 
navigation which may appear after the bridge is built. I think that 
does not go far enough, although it goes in the right direction ; and 
my proposition was to put into the altering, amending, and repealing 
section of the bill the explicit provision that if in the judgment of 
Congress this thing became a nuisance—that is the substance of it— 
the thing should be absolutely taken away without any claim on the 
United States as for the taking of private property for public use ; 

| and I did it on the ground, as I endeavored to explain, that the words 

| ‘reserving the right to alter, amend, and repeal,” have been found 
in the courts of law not to leave to the State or to Congress the right 
that an unsophisticated man might suppose existed from those words, 
but it still leaves what are called vested rights in the corporation ; 
that is, the right to the ownership of that property ; and if you repeal 
the charter, the ownership of it, where it stands, possibly, would 
raise difficulties, doubts, and lawsuits and resistances. 

If the object of the Senator is as I am sure it ought to be and I 
believe it is, in granting the right to cross this navigable river, to 
preserve to Congress the absolute domination of the whole thing to 
the extent of its complete removal, if the public interest requires it, 
now is the time to say so in language that no court or lawyer can get 
around. That is the object of my sweeping amendment at the end. 
A part of it is covered by what the Senator has read, but not all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point within five miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri.” 

MRS. ISABELLA S. M’RAE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire the action of the Senate on two little 
bills reported by the Committee on Finance that it will take no 
longer time to pass than is required to read them. I should like to 
get them through in the morning hour. I ask that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 546) to restore certain 
articles of silverware to Mrs. Isabella 8S. McRae. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the-bill. It proposes to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to deliver unto Mrs. Isabella 8S. McRae, of Kershaw 
County, South Carolina, certain articles of silverware now in the 
custody of the Treasurer of the United States, which are claimed by 
Mrs. McRae to be her property, and which were captured by the 
United States Army in South Carolina in the month of February, 
1865, and deposited in the United States Treasury, on proof satisfac- 
tory to the Secretary of the Treasury of the ownership by the claim- 
ant and identification of the articles of silverware. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill merely say that these articles belong to an 
old lady in South Carolina. It is found that they cannot be restored 
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troduce a bill (S. No. 827) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. This bill was prepared by the District board. I 
move that the letter of transmission be printed with the bill for the 
use of the Committee, and, with the bill, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 828) for the relief of Eugene B. Allen; which 
bY» read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 829) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Charles E. Hedges, deceased ; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the morning hour be extended until 
the usual call ofroutine business shall have been concluded, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the morn- 
ing hour will be considered as extended until the regular routine 
morning business is through. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 830) granting a pension to 
J. D. Kalbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 831) for the relief of Christian Ruppert, 
William F. Mattingly, and Christian Heurich, trustees, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 832) granting a pension to Simeon Crane; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 833) to amend section 2324 of the Revised. 
Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 834) granting a pension to Louisa Boxley ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 835) to open to settlement and entry cer- 
tain lands in the State of Nebraska withdrawn by executive order 
for military purpose; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 836) for the relief of Theodore C, Hawkins ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 837) for the relief of the Mechanics’ and 
Traders’ Bank of New Orleans, Louisiana; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 838) to grant the right of way for railroad 
omg through the lands of the United States powder depot near 

over, New Jersey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 839) for the relief of William Mickler; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 840) establishing certain post-roads in the 
State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Messrs. MITCHELL and 


PENDLETON as additional members of the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment, under an order heretofore made. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the ponerse relating to the claim of the Sone and Fleming Manu- 
facturing Company, (limited,) of the city of New York, be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Willis N. Arnold may be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate, there having been no adverse report. 

On motion of Mr. CALL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to claim of Herman Ruge be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


to her, although her name is engraved upon most of the articles, 
without an act of Congress. I therefore ask that the bill be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TERM OF INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (8. No. 724) to fix the term of office of collectors of 
internal revenue. It is reported from the Committee on Finance 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which I wish to 
have read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatisa very important bill, fixing the tenure 
of office of all the collectors of internal revenue. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Finance. It merely fixes the term of office of collectors so that 
their accounts may be settled at least once in four years. I take it 
that there cannot be any objection to it on the part of any member 
of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam in favor of the bill of my colleague but I 
want to add to it a good many other officers of the United States so 
as to put them all under one regulation with a four years’ term. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well, I will not press it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over on objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 813) appropriating ground in the city of Phil- 
adelphia for public purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 814) to amend section 673 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the quorum of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 815) to amend section 572 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 816) for the relief of Robert C. Chaney; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No 817) making appropriation for the purchase of 
ground and the erection thereon, in the city of Washington, of a build- 
ing to be used asa hall of records; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 818) to extend the limits of the port of New 
Orleans, and for other purposes, and making an appropriation for tha, 
improvement of the harbor of said port; which wasread twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 819) for the relief of Edward 
Byrne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 820) regulating maritime liens and remedies, 
and to secure uniformity in the enforcement of the rights of mate- 
rial-men in courts of admiralty; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 821) for a public building at 
Rochester, New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intros 
duce a bill (8. No. 822) to credit the surplus of the duties levied by 
the several States for the execution of their inspection laws to the 
parties paying the same; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 823) to authorize the coin- 
age of silver dollars and fractions thereof, of full standard value, 
upon the metric system; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 824) to authorize the coinage of the 
goloid metric dollar, two dollars, and fractions of a dollar, and also 
the coinage of the metric gold double eagle, eagle, half eagle, all of 
standard value; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 825) to authorize a new metric gold 
coin for international use, to be known as the “stella,” and to regu- 
late coinage; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 826) for the relief of Powers & Newman and 
D. & B. Powers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
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On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 
Ordered, That the application of James Garland, of Lynchburgh, Virginia, for a 
ion, and the accompanying papers, be taken from the files and referred to the 

ommittee on Pensions. ie 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Wheeler Hubbell be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Patents. ; 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Jacob Senseney and accompanying 
papers be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the petition of Marshall Parks, president of te Albemarle and 
Chesapeake Canal Company, and accompanying papers, be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 

Ordered, That all the — relating to the claims of the heirs of George McDou- 
gal, deceased, be taken from the files and referred to the Committec on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the p= in the claim of Wetmore and Brother be taken from the 


files and referred to the Committee on Claims to Ee! Senate bill No. 289. 
a 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Thomas B. ace be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, to accompany Senate bill No. 292. 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Thomas Doak be taken from the files 
and Rg oe the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to accompany Sen- 

1 ° fe 
"oak That the papers in the claim of Van B. Bowers be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to accompany Sen- 
ate bill No. 285. 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of George Hollingsworth be taken from 
the files and ref to the Committee on Post-Oilices and Post-Roads, to accom- 
pany Senate bill No. 284. 

Ordered, That ihe papers in the claim of Samuel A. Lowe be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, to accompany Senate bill No. 291. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I was absent from the Senate on 
Tuesday when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK] made his 
speech upon the bill t provide for the appointment of a commission 
to investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws ; 
but upon reading that speech, as it appears in the REcorD, I find the 
following language : 

I would promptly repeai the arrears of pension act. It was conceived in sin and 
brought forth'in iniquity. It is a fraud upon the American people, and a standing 
monument to the ignorance, selfishness, and cowardice of the American Congress. 

Mr. President, as I introduced that measure and was chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions at the time when it was passed, I propose 
to give the Senator from Kentucky the opportunity to prove his alle- 
gations, or to qualify them, or to retract them, as he may think best 
after that matter has been discussed. 

I am prepared to establish the statement that the principle upon 
which that bill rests was just, and that it isa measure which, when 
properly understood, will commend itself to the sense and justice of 
the American people. 

A great deal of clamor has been made upon this floor and in the 
amar of the country in regard to the merits of that measure, and it 

as been stigmatized in language as choice if not as vigorousas that 
employed by the Senator from Kentucky. If it is such a measure as 
he characterizes it to be, then it was his duty to have introduced a 
bill for its repeal. If on the contrary the measure is not open to the 
criticism which he has seen fit to bestow upon it, then there should 
be an end made, and a formal and definite end made, to these accusa- 
tions that are urged both against the propriety of the measure and 
against the motives of those who advocated it and voted for it. 

I offer a resolution, which I will read : 

Resolved, That im the opinion of the Senate the act of January 25, 1879, com- 
monly known as the arrears of pensions act, ought not to be repealed. 

And upon the passage of that resolution I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. BECK. I desire that that resolution shall be printed and lie 
over, and I will endeavor to give some reasons for the remarks that I 
made when the resolution comes up for discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. BECK. All I ask will be a day or two to look up the history 
of that legislation, and then if I have done any injustice I will cor- 
rect it as promptly as any man on this floor. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the Senator 
from Kentucky will do that; but he ought to have satisfied himself 
before he made the accusation, and not ask for time to verify the 
epithets that he has employed ; and I give him notice and I give the 
Senate notice that upon every occasion when I can properly obtain 
the floor I shall ask for a vote upon that resolution. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I am well satisfied that that act was 
passed under ali sorts of misrepresentations, and I only want time to 
get the proofofit. Ido not carry the Record in my pocket. Ihope 
to prove what I say, or a good deal of it, by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. You will have the opportunity. 

Mr. BECK. No doubt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. TELLER. [I offered aresolution of inquiry the other day, which 
was objected to. I understand there is no objection now, and I ask 
that it be taken up and passed. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. TELLER on the 9th instant: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 
Senate the decision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office declaring the 
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land-grant made te the Northern Pacific Railroad Company lapsed, under the oper- 
ation of the law granting the same; and, also, the full text of the decision, order, 
or instructions of his predecessor, Hon. Carl Schurz, overruling the decision of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office and restoring the grant of lands to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, without reference of the subject to the consider- 
ation of Congress; and that he be further directed to communicate all papers, 
orders, correspondence, and memoranda in his Department touching or relating to 
the decision of the Commissioner of the Land Office aforesaid, the order of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior overruling the same, and the decision of the Secretary of the 
Interior restoring and confirming to the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
said grant of land; also, the number of acres for which patents have been issued 
to said company or its assigns since the 4th day of July, 1876. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to modify the resolution by saying ‘‘1877” 
instead of ‘‘1876,” and in that shape I ask for its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the resolution is adopted I merely desire 
to ask the Senator from Colorado if he includes in his request copies 
of any opinions of the the Attorney-General? 

Mr. TELLER. The resolution is broad enough to bring copies of 
any such opinions, if any exist. I do not know that any exist. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know, either. 

Mr. TELLER. It is broad enough to cover it if any such decu- 
ment has been transmitted to the Interior Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely want the resolution to cover any paper 
or opinion of the Attorney-General. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Iowa that he must be the judge of that. The Chair might 
express an opinion, but it would not be proper. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not say anything about the 
Attorney-General. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the resolution by inserting ‘‘in- 
cluding any opinion of the Attorney-General on the subject.” 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ANTONIO PELLETIER. 
Mr. WINDOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, so far as may be compatible with the public interests, a copy of the 
instructions to the minister of the United States in Hayti, of his notes to that 
government, and of his dispatches to the Department of State, not heretofore 


communicated, respecting the claim of Antonio Pelletier, a citizen of the United 
States, against the Government of Hayti. 


COINAGE AND CURRENCY. 
Mr. BROWN. I submit the following resolutions : 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient and unwise to contract the currency by the 
withdrawal from circulation of what are known as silver certificates, or to discon- 
tinue or further restrict the coinage of silver. 

Resolved further, That gold and silver coin, based upon a proper ratio of equiva- 
lence between the two metals, and issues of paper, predicated upon and convert- 
ible into coin on demand, constitute the proper circulating medium of this country. 

I ask that the resolutionslfe on the table and be printed, and at an 
early day I shall ask consent of the Senate to call them up at the end 
of the morning hour, and submit some remarks. 


The resolutions were ordered to be printed. ' 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message fromthe House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House ‘had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
2775) making appropriations for the payment of the final expenses of 
thetenth census, in which itrequested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isit the pleasure of the Senate that 
the several resolutions which are pending be taken up and be consid- 
ered in their order? The resolution in regard to the appointment of 
a select committee on the alcoholic liquor traffic is first in order. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Ohio who has charge of the 
special order is not in his seat, and I think I must call that up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That being in the nature of an ob- 
jection, if there are no further ‘“‘ concurrent or other resolutions” the 
Chair declares the morning at an end and lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the payment of 
the final expenses of the tenth census was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that that bill be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


Mr. PENDLETON. 
on the Census. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. The Committee on Appro- 
pene have enough to do; but appropriation bills usually go to 

em. 
Mr. PENDLETON. Very well; let it go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


I think it should be referred to the Committee 
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THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the reserved 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, to which an amendment 
was proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON. ] 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, it is my purpose to submit some 
reasons to the Senate to-day in favor of the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed to this bill by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEST. ] 
In submitting those reasons I shall not enter into anything like a 
financial discussion, nor shall I enter into anything like a history of 
the finances of the Government; but I will undertake to show by the 
very nature of the organization of the national banks, and by the very 
nature of the relation that these banks bear to the General Govern- 
ment and that the General Government bears to these banks, that the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri is a natural and a logical 
as well as a legal sequence to the funding ee, of three per- 
cents as advocated by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] and 
I believe supported by the entire Finance Committee. 

It has been a little more than nine months, the ordinary period of 
human gestation, since the various Cassandra prophecies were made 
in reference to the evils that would overtake this country if we at- 
tempted to float a 3 per cent. bond, and in that time they have been 
proved to be false, or, to use a less harsh expression, groundless. It 
has been announced now with a marked degree of pleasure, with a 
pleasure that is really medicinal when you come to look at it, by 
gentlemen who nine months ago prophesied all these evils to the 
country if we attempted to float a 3 per cent. bond, that the thing 
can be done, and it is one of the most glorious achievements within 
the authentic annals of the history of man, and it places the Govern- 
ment of the United States in that effort in an ethereal atmosphere, 
in something far removed from and far above the ordinary plane in 
which governments walk and pursue their ordinary avocations. 

In view of this fact we should be very slow in taking the prognosti- 
cation of any person in reference to the workings of financial schemes. 
We should pause and discuss well these questions before we take the 
ipse dizxit of any gentleman, however skilled or however much he may 
pretend to be skilled in these various matters; for, sir, after all, the 
very wisest of us knows but very little about these matters. One 
drought, one freshet, one epidemic may set at naught and destroy 
the prophecies that are made almost by the volume. So, too, upon 
the other hand, one good crop, one prosperous season may set at 
naught and prove false prophecies on the other side. This illustrates 
at last that the craft of legislation should be devoted to the time 
present particularly, and leave future events to take carve of them- 
selves in their natural and proper order. 

Mr. Webster, when he paid that glowing tribute to Alexander 
Hamilton wherein he represented him as with a wand siriking the 
barren rocks and gushing from those rocks came streams of wealth 
to the country, little knew the injury he was perpetrating on the 
country, for since then we have had gentlemen going around with 
wands striking not only the rocks but the bushes, and there is not a 
problem that comes before the country but we have hundreds and 
thousands of pamphlets from gentlemen who can tell you all about 
the thing in a moment. 

So, sir, let us be slow in taking these prophecies of gentlemen and 
m taking the assertions of the President who vetoed a somewhat sim- 
ilar bill a short nine months since. Let us take the actual stubborn 
facts of the case, and upon them predicate the legislation for the time 
being. Now, it is conceded on all sides that a 3 per cent. bond can 
be floated. I do not believe now that there is one who doubts it; at 
least I have not heard any doubt expressed in this discussion, and 
probably none will be heard. 

Mr. President, we have got this to start with, that this great tri- 
wmph for the Government and the people of the country is upon us. 
We stand out, as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] said the 
other day, as the proudest nation in that respect if we can float this 
new bond and establish our credit at this rate, which transcends any- 
thing yet recorded in human history. 

Whom do we ask to float these bonds and take them as an invest- 


ment? We ask the people of the United States and the people else- 
where ; we ask persons who have money toinvest ; we ask the widows, 
the orphans, the trustees of the different funds of the country. We 
say to them, “Here is a good investment, here is a paying investment 
for your surplus money, and we ask you now to come and partake of 
this feast spread before you.” ‘Very well,” a man says; “I havea 
surplus of $10,000 that I should like to invest in something good ; I 
will put it in your three percents.” If you think these bonds good 
for the mass of the people, why do you not compel these children of 
yours, why do you not compel these wards of yours, called national 
banks, to make some of their investments in these same bonds? If 
they are good, do not let us put them forth with one hand with a 
blessing, and keep them back with the other hand with a curse. If 
they are good enough for the beneficiaries of trust funds, why are 
they not good enough for these institutions that we organized under 
an act of Congress during a period of war to carry on the financial 
operations of the Government, to give credit to the securities of the 
Government? Why are they not good enough to compel them to use 
in basing their operations upon? Why should you refrain from re- 
quiring these institutions to hold these bonds, and yet say to the 
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mass of the people that these bonds are good enough for them to 
invest in? 

If any one has cause to complain of this, it is not the banks; it is 
those who have investment funds in hand, the widows and orphans 
and other beneficiaries of the trust funds of the country, and when 
they come and say to you “If these bonds are so good for us, why 
not good for your wards,’ what is your answer? The answer has 
not been made, the answer has not been rendered, and in my humble 
judgment the answer cannot be made successfully. I know the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in vetoing the bill of March last, indulged 
in a good deal of speculation upon this subject; but as he indulged 
in speculation also as to the possibility of floating a3 per cent. bond 
at all, which speculation proved to be untrue, he must give us some- 
thing else, with all due respect, besides his speculation; and when 
the Senator from Ohio indulges in his speculations as to the result 
of this on the national banks, he will pardon me for one if I do not 
choose to accept them in the face of his prophecies of last March. 
When the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] asked him the 
question, where did he get his information on which to base the decla- 
ration that if that bill had then become a law we should be still 
paying 5 or 6 per cent. interest, the Senator from Ohio indulged 
in another disquisition. He then indulged in another effort at show- 
ing by calculation and by conjecture what has been the result. 

But against all this I state one fact, one stubborn, unbending, un- 
yielding fact; and it is facts that Iam after. You talk about your 
schemes of finance; you can draft them the prettiest in the world on 
paper, and you can indulge in all kinds of dreams of what to-morrow 
will bring forth. Down in another jurisdiction only afew years ago 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] and myself and another room- 
mate occupied very pleasant quarters. We had there,I think, the 
prettiest system of finance upon record that ever was known. Adam 
Smith, Ricardo, McCulloch, Necker, Alexander Hamilton, Gallatin, 
and all the rest of them never conceived a better scheme than we had. 
It read well upon paper; it looked well upon paper; and those who 
got it up said it was bound to win; confederate money would be good ; 
there would be little difference between that and the best money in 
the world. -And yet the Senator from Alabama and myself and our 
room-mate, in a spirit of generosity, having just drawn our month’s 
pay in 1864, desiring to compliment our leniledy with a turkey for 
her Thanksgiving dinner, went to the market, and all of us together 
did not have money enough to pay for it,and we returned to our 
landlady and never said “turkey” to her once. [Laughter.] 

How was it with your schemes offinance? Had the result at Vicks- 
burgh, and Gettysburgh, and Antietam been different, where would 
all the splendid schemes of finance hatched by the Senator from Ohio 
and others at that time have gone? How high would have been 
your public securities? Inthe ordeal through which the country was 
passing, that crisis in which its life was at stake, Salmon P. Chase, 
then the head of the Treasury Department, suggested a scheme of 
national banking which he said was for the purpose of making a cer- 
tain demand and a fixed value for the public securities. That was 
the language he used at that time—a certain demand and a fixed 
measure of value for the public securities of the United States. Upon 
that report the first national-bank law was passed. These fiscal 
agencies of the Government, these instrumentalities of the credit of 
the Government, were then for the first time brought into existence 
and had the breath of life breathed into them by act of Congress. 

What relationship, then, was established for these banks toward 
the Government? In McCulloch vs. Maryland (4 Wheaton’s Reports) 
Chief-Justice Marshall, as stated by the Senator from Missouri yes- 
terday, said that the constitutionality of the act there involved 
could be maintained only upon the ground that the bank was an 
agent for the public business of the Government, not for private use, 
not for private speculation, not for private gain, but for the uses 
and purposes of the Government. The Supreme Court as at present 
organized to a certain extent passed upon the same proposition pub- 
lished in the case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno (8 Wall 's Reports) a 
decision from which the present presiding officer of this body dis- 
sented. I do not know whether he still adheres to the views he 
then expressed. I wish to call the attention of the Senate somewhat 
at length to this decision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Arkansas that his individual views on that question remain now 
what they were then. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iam prepared to believe so. By the decision of 
the Supreme Court in this case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, (8 Wallace, ) 
relative to the power of taxation in the States, and the power of Con- 
gress over State banks, numbers of institutions of the States were 
put away, put out of existence, as frostwork melts away under the 
rays of the sun. Why? Because of this guardianship of the Gov- 
ernment over these instrumentalities called the national banks, estab- 
lished for the purpose of securing a certain demand and a fixed value 


for our public securities; and these are the public securities which 
we are now providing a bill for issuing. Chief-Justice Chase deliv- 
ered the opinion of the court, and, coming from him, it bears more 


materially upon the question, because he was the father of the sys- 
tem which we are now discussing. He says: 





The necessity of adequate provision for the financial exigencies created by the 
late rebellion suggested to the administrative and logislative departments of the 
Government important changes in the systems of currency and taxation which had 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


hitherto prevailed. These c! es, more or less distinctly shown in administrative 
recommendations, took form and substancein legislative acts. We have now to 
consider, within a limited range, those which relate to circulating notes and the 


taxation of 
At the of the rebellion the circulating medium consisted almost en- 


tirely of ee notes issued by numerous independent corporations variously organ- 
ized under State legislation, of various degrees of credit and very unequal resources. 


administered often with t, and not infrequently with little skill, prudence, and 
in ity. The acts of 


on: then in force prohibiting the receipt or disburse- 
ment, in the transactions of the national Government, of earthing except gold and 
silver, and the laws of the States requiring the redemption of bank notes in coin on 
demand, prevented the disappearance of gold and silver from circulation. There 
was then no national currency except coin ; there was no general regulation of any 
other by national legislation ; and no national taxation was imposed in any form on 
the State-bank circulation. 

Then he proceeds to review the different acts by which these banks 
came into existence, which I will not detain the Senate by reading. 


Having thus, in the exercise of undisputed constitutional powers, undertaken— 


To do what? To organize private corporations for private pur- 
poses? Not at all, but— 
to provide a currency for the whole country, it cannot be questioned that Congress 
may, constitutionally, secure the benefit of it to the people by appropriate legisla- 
tion. 

That was the first bubbling up of the great doctrine of construc- 
tion (if I may so express myself) in reference to these great institu- 
tions. But further on, in the case of the Farmers and Mechanics’ 
National Bank vs. Dearing, decided in 1875, in 1 Otto’s Reports, Mr. 
Justice Swayne delivered the opinion of the court in this language: 

The constitutionality of the act of 1864 is not questioned. It rests on the same 
principle as the act creating the second Bank of the United States. Thereasoning 
of Secre Hamilton and of the court in McCulloch vs. Maryland (4 Wheat. 316) 
and in Osborne vs. The Bank of the United States (9 id., 708) therefore applies. 
The national banks organized under the act are instruments designed to be used to 
and the Government in the administration of an important branch of the public ser- 
vice. They are means appropriate to that end. Of the degree of the necessity 
which existed for creating them, Congress is the sole judge. 


The power to create carries with it the power to preserve. The latter is a corol- 
lary from the former. 

It was stated in the veto message, and frequently I heard it in other 
quarters, that there was a lack of good faith to the banks in this mat- 
ter; that there was by some means or other an infringement of a con- 
tract; that we were trespassing upon their vested rights, so to speak. 
How? These instrumentalities are just as much in the power of Con- 
_ as the Army of the United States, a great part of which was 

isbanded after the war, and a great many of these too should have 
been disbanded after the war, because they were war machines, war 
engines. Noone can undertake to say that these mere servants at 
the beck and call of Congress can undertake to set up a contract, be- 
cause Congress under the decisions of the Supreme Court is the judge 
of the necessity that brought them into existence, is the judge of the 
noone of continuing them, is the judge of the way and manner in 
which they shall be preserved, if at all. They are the fiscal agents 
of this Government, nothing more and nothing less, and I ask Sena- 
tors to keep in mind the first sentiment that was breathed to bring 
them into existence by their father, and that was Chief-Justice Chase. 
There can be no misunderstanding upon that. 

But, Mr. President, the Supreme Court does not stop even at that 
in reference to the relationship that exists between these banks and 
the Government of the United States. In a still later case (Casey 
vs. Galli, in 94 U. S., or 4 Otto’s Reports, page 673) the court say: 

When a national banking association is insolvent the order of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, declaring to what extent the individual liability of the stockholders 
shall be enforced, is conclusive. z: 

And to sustain this they refer to Kennedy vs. Gibson and others, (8 
Wallace, 498.) So completely, so fully, and so entirely has the Con- 
gress of the United States control over these institutions that it 
makes its Comptroller judge of when insolvency occurs, and his cer- 
tificate is conclusive, absolutely giving him more power than exists 
now in any United States district or circuit court or any other court in 
this country. It is an absolute estoppel to the party, as the court 
goes on to say, and a pleadenying it amounts to nothing atall. The 
certificate of this Comptroller, a mere individual agent himself inthe 
Treasury Department, is conclusive on thestockholders. That isthe 
extent of the authority that the Government has exercised over these 
banking institutions, its mere fiscal agents. 

Now if these bonds are to be floated, if the funds of widows and 
orphans and of other individuals are to be invested in them, let the 
Senator from Ohio, or any other, tell me why these banks should be 
exempt from the duty of helping us to float the bonds. In what 
respect does this requirement go to turn them upside down (if I may 
so express myself) by requiring them to put a portion of their capital 
in these bonds? If it is suggested to me that the effect may be to 
reduce their profits, the answer is that they were not organized for 
making profits. If they make profits legitimately and fairly in their 
business, very well; I make no war on them for that; I make no war 
on them at all, but I am attempting now to define the legal rights 
of the Government and people toward them, and I insist that when 
we are entering upon what was termed an experiment only nine 
months since, but now is an established fact that no man disputes; 
that what we make seasoning for the female aquatic bird shall be | 
seasoning also for the male. You may talk from now till doomsday, | 
and the ordinary businessmen of the country will not understand why | 
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it is that they are invited to take these bonds and national banks are 
not required to touch them. 

Mr. ident, so much on the direct question of the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, which, if my argument is good for any- 
thing at all, establishes beyond doubt that the amendment is a legal 
consequence; it isa financial consequence; itis a logical consequence 
of the funding at all upon the 3 per cent. idea. I do not know that 
I am particularly wedded now to any funding Dill, but I am willin 
to take it as the gentlemen who have these matters specially in han 
have examined and reported it favorably. It is a saving of a million 
of dollars each year, we are told, which will be five millions at the 
end of five years. I am willing to take it for what it is worth. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Arkansas be disturbed if I 
ask him a question in reference to this amendment before he passes 
from it? 

Mr. GARLAND. It will not disturb me at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 
the first clause provides that— 

From and after the ist day of J uly; 1882, the 3 per cent. bonds authorized by this 
act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national-bank circulation, or 
as gan Swed = safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public money deposited 
With suc. 8. 


What I desire to know of the gentleman from Arkansas, who is a 
good lawyer, is whether or not this applies only to banks hereafter 
organized taking circulation or existing banks seeking new circula- 
tion, or whether it will require banks now holding 3} per cent. bonds 
to surrender those and take these new bonds at3 percent. Imerely 
want his construction of that clause of the amendment. 

Mr. GARLAND. It applies after the time mentioned therein, July 
1 next, to every bank, whether organized to-day, to-morrow, or any 
other time, and we have the power to do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have listened very attentively to the argument 
of the Senator with reference to the power, but I want to know 
whether this amendment is intended to compel banks that now have 
on deposit 3} per cent. bonds to surrender those bonds and take these 
new ones. 

Mr. GARLAND. I warit them to doit. I do not know what the 
author of the amendment intended in that regard. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought I understood the Senator to desire that 
to be done; but I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that I do not 
understand this clause to require the banks to surrender bonds which 
they now hold and take these 3 per cent. bonds. 

— GARLAND. We will try to make it broad enough to cover 
that. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ticular point. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now, Mr. President, without going into details 
I ‘may mention that even when you were upon the bench of the 
Supreme Court in a case reported in 3d Wallace it was held by the 
court that the capital of these banks invested in United States securi- 
ties could not be taxed. Many States attempted to impose such taxes; 
but their protest of course was unavailing. Now we have these in- 
stitutions sheltered, cornered in by every conceivable species of legis- 
lation to protect them and with their overshadowing influence and 
power in the country, with the authority given to the Comptroller 
to say on his certificate when they are in default and you shall not 
look beyond that, it is not worth while for the Senator from Iowa or 
anybody else to say that we have not the power to do this; and the 
matter of the propriety of doing it has never yet been answered by 
anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas 
to the fact that I expressed no opinion on the question of power. I 
merely wanted a construction of the language of the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then I make that expression in case the Senator 
from Iowa should conclude to express his opinion hereafter. [Laugh- 
ter. } 

These institutions are the agents of the Government, to repeat what 
I have said so often. The propriety of the action proposed has never 
yet been answered. We put the argument and ask for an answer to 
it: if you interfere with other people’s vested rights, why not com- 
menee at home with these institutions of your own? 

That is all I care to say now on that particular branch, but there is 
another thing I wish to call the attention of the Senate to to-day. I 
find in examining the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, based upon the report of the Comptroller of the Currency to him, 
some things that I think are of very great importance to be now 
brought to the attention ofthe Senate. The Secretary says: 


_The corporate existence of three hundred and ninety-six banks will expire pre- 
viously to February 25, 1883. The Comptroller recommends that an act be p: L 
authorizing any national bank, atany time within two years prior tothe expiration of 
its corporate existence, to extend its period of succession by amending its articles of 
association by the votes of shareholders owning two-thirds of the capital of the asso- 
ciation, if such association, upon an examination of its affairs, shall be found to be 
in a satisfactory condition. ‘The law provides that the Comptroller shall issue his 
certificate authorizing any banking association to commence business if it shall 
conform in all respects to the legal requirements. ‘The banks may therefore, 
under the present law, continue their existence, and, in the absence of prohibitory 
legislation, many of them undoubtedly will, on the expiration of their corporate 
existence, organize new associations, and obtain from the Comptroller authority to 
continue business. 


I only wanted the Senator’s opinion on that par- 


The passage, however, of an act directly authorizing an exten- 


| sion of the corporate existence of the banks, would in many instances save much 
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he may explain, if he desires so to do, precisely what he meant. He 
says, on page 356 of the RECORD: 

My friend speaks of the silver dollar as the only standard of value. Why, sir, 
ever since the foundation of the Government the gold dollar has been always the 
standard of value, and for more than forty years—yes, ever since 1837—the gold 
dollar of 25 grains of standard gold has been the dollar of account, upon which 
all accounts have been rendered. Silveradvanced above that, and therefore silver 
was not the dollar of account ;— 

“Therefore,” that is to say, by reason of the fact that it advanced 
above gold, the silver dollar “was not the dollar of account”— 
it was outof market; out of use, because it was more valuable than the gold dol- 
lar, and all commerce and trade rested upon the gold dollar, and all transactions 
were based upon it. When, in 1873, we were dealing with this question of coinage 
our paper dollar was far below par. 

The reason which the Senator alleges for the fact, as stated by 
him, that the gold dollar was the dollar of account is that the gold 
dollar was below par as compared with silver. I ask him then if that 
is his reasoning as applied to the gold dollar, inasmuch as the silver 
dollar is now below the par of gold, ought not the silver dollar by 
parity of reasoning to be the dollar of account ? 

Mr. President, less than twelve months ago I voted for what was 
called the 3 per cent. bill, and I voted upon a separate motion to 
make a substantive part of the bill what was known as the Carlisle 
amendment. Iso voted, to my regret, against quite a large majority 
of my party associates on this floor. But while I voted for a 3 per 
cent. bill then, I shall vote against the bill of the Senator from Ohio 
for reasons which are satisfactory to me, and which I shall proceed 
to state. 

Those who supported the 3 per cent. bill of last year are now ac- 
cused by the Senator from Ohio with having caused the interposition 
of the Presidential veto by reason of that bill containing the pro- 
vision requiring said circulation to be based on the new bonds. The 
Senator from Missouri exhibited to the Senate on yesterday the rec- 
ord of the Senator from Ohio on a similar question when the act of 
1870 was under consideration, and I only call attention to it now to 
emphasize what the Senator from Missouri so well said. While the 
Carlisle amendment, which the Senator from Ohio so much berates 
now, only attached conditions to currency yet to be issued, his own 
proposition made in 1870 was to compel the banks to sell the bonds 
they had on hand, and on which their circulation was based, and take 
the new bonds in lieu thereof. This was retroactive legislation, 
harsh, and only to be justified in an extreme case. Theo Carlisle 
amendment only dealt with future issues of the currency, and im- 
posed no onerous conditions on the banks. It sought to make a 
market for a portion of the bonds provided for in the bill by making 
them the basis of new circulation. It was justifiable upon every 
ground of principle and policy. But the Senator says that it will 
not do now to go even a short distance in the direction he traveled 
in 1870, because circumstances have so changed that most everybody 
wants the bonds and no compulsion is necessary in placing them. 

Then I ask who is to be hurt? Compelling the banks to take a 
bond everybody wants is no hardship, certainly. 

The veto of the bill of last year was without adequate cause and 
wicked. The justification of that act by the Senator from Ohio is 
fully met by the exposure of his own action in 1870. We are now 
asked to take his dictum as to the effect and operation of this bill 
and acquiesce in his unsupported statement that the 3 per cent. 
bonds provided for in the bill of last year could not have been nego- 
tiated, and we are accused of having in its passage assailed the finan- 
cial interests of the country. In this aspect of the case it is proper 
and pertinent to show that the Senator from Ohio has not always 
been inspired and has made some very serious mistakes of judgment. 

I may say that I have conversed with scores of bankers since the 
defeat of the bill of last year by the Presidential veto, and I have yet 
to find one who did not regret it and who did not express an opinion 
to the effect that the bonds would have readily sold, and that the 
failure of the bill which was universally attributed to the action of 
the banks had done much to arouse public opinion against them, 
which would result in driving out of existence the national system. 
This was especially true of a prominent banker from a large city in 
the Senator’s own State, who stated that on the spur of the moment 
he in connection with about a dozen others had telegraphed to Pres- 
ident Hayes asking him to veto the bill. He was now satisfied that 
a great error had been committed, and regretted very much his own 
hasty action in the premises. An impression was created by publica- 
tions in the newspapers that the bill attacked circulation already 
issued ; and much of the action had was predicated upon that idea. 
It was even stated at the time that General Grant had written to 
President Hayes asking him to veto the bill. Whatever the influ- 
ences were which induced the veto, the effect was most injurious 
and not to be condoned or overlooked on account of the present action 
of the Senator from Ohio, largely responsible as he was for the veto, 
in now favoring a 3 per cent. bill. 

I have before me here some utterances of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at that time, now the Senator from the State of Ohio, upon the 
question of the rate of interest which bonds ought to bear in order 
that they might be sold at par. On the 30th day of January, 1880, 
the Secretary of the Treasury appeared before the Senate Committee 
on Finance and stated as follows: 


1. The 4 per cent. is already a very popular bond both in Europe and in this 
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country, and is largely used in paying balances between bankers and between 
countries, as well as for trust-fund and savings-institution investment. 

2. Experience indicates that the rate of interest is as low as it can be if the bonds 
are to be kept at par. 

Two years ago this was. 

A statement of the issues of all the loans since the organization of the Govern- 
ment is published in the financial report of 1876. 

And he exploited that report for the purpose of showing that the 
4 per cent. bond was aslow as any bond could be floated. In addition 
to that, less than one year ago, January 25, 1881, he appeared before 
the same committee, and he stated upon the question of commis- 
sions: 

Now, I cannot state too strongly the importance of such commissions. 

Referring to the commission provided for in the bill of last year, 
which was one-half of 1 per cent. 

With it we can enlist the active assistance of all these financial agencies. With- 
out it we would have them against us or indifferent. The small fraction paid them 
is insignificant ——— to the saving to the Government of a prompt and rapid sale 
of these bonds. The saving is over $1,125,000 a month. No one familiar with this 
business can doubt but that the aid of banks and bankers will expedite these sales 
several months. When the sales are under full operation we can then deny com- 
missions, as I did with the four percents ; but at the commencement of the loan we 
must offer them some profit or inducement. 

Now, Mr. President, we are asked to believe upon the unsupported 
statement of the Senator from Ohio, as compared with his statement 
of a year ago, that these 3 per cent. bonds can now be floated at par; 
and to punctuate that I will call attention to his statement of yester- 
day in reply to the Senator from New Jersey: 

I wish to make a little clearer that point, and perhaps in oponking. of these mat- 
ters I am sometimes not clear enough in explaining my manne: he equivalent 
between a 3 per cent. payable in five years and a 4 per cent. bond due in 1907 would 
make the 4 per cent. bonds stand in the market at about 119}. by the computations 
made by the most skilled men, and the 3 per cent. at par. If a4 per cent. bond 
was in the market at 119}, that would make a 3 per cent. of the kind described in 
the bill at par. It so happened that never from the time of the veto until now has 
the 4 per cent. bond ever reached that premium, interest off. 

That is true literally, that never have the 4 per cent. bonds of the 
United States reached 119}; yesterday they were quoted in the New 
York market at 1174; and yet in defiance of this declaration of the 
Secretary a year ago, in spite of the declaration of the now Senator 
from Ohio, the late Secretary, on yesterday, we are asked to believe 
that without a commission a 3 per cent. bond can be floated at par. 
Mr. President, I believe a 3 per cent. bond will float at par, notwith- 
standing the declaration of the Senator from Ohio yesterday that the 
bond which we proposed could not float at par because the four per- 
cents were not selling at arate which netted to the purchaser only 
3 per cent. interest. I believe it for reasons which I stated and which 
I will not repeat now at length, when the bill of last year was under 
consideration. In the first place while 4 per cent. bonds were sell- 
ing at 114 when the bill of last year was under consideration, it was 
true then and always has been true that no security drawing a high 
rate of interest ever sells at a corresponding rate compared with a 
security drawing a low rate of interest unless there are other things 
that enter into the calculation. In other words if you have a 6 
per cent. bond which sells at par, a 7 per cent. security of precisely 
the ggme kind will never sell at a rate to represent the difference 
between the interest payments. It is when the price of a security 
gets above par that it fluctuates. You will find it so every day in 
the Stock Exchange in New York in regard to all classes of securities 
there dealt in. So that the test which the Senator from Ohio has 
applied is not the true one. 

In addition to that, last year we proposed to pay one-half of 1 
per cent. commission for selling the bonds; we proposed to give bank- 
ing houses, trust institutions, any person and every person who was 
willing toengage in the sale of the bonds a money inducement to do it, 
and that one-half of 1 per cent. was a very large inducement to en- 
gage in it and counterbalanced nearly in itself the difference in the 
rate of interest between the price the 4 percent. bonds were selling 
at and the par of the 3 per cent. bonds. 

But, Mr. President, for some reason or other the Senator from Ohio, 
who a year ago was against the 3 per cent. bonds, who inspired the 
veto, has become a convert to the doctrine that a3 per cent. bond 
can be soldat par. Weread in the Scriptures that the men who came 
in at the eleventh hour still got their pay, and it may be that even ag 
late a convert as the Senator from Ohio may get some credit for 
coming to the support of a 3 per cent. bond as a matter pertinent to 
the financial interests of this country. 

He puts this measure now on the cold ground of business; it is 
going to save the Government some money, and therefore he says it 
should commend itself to the judgment of the Senate and to the judg- 
ment of the country. I propose to show, as I think I can, conclu- 
sively, that his proposition will lose the country money, and a large 
amount of it, too; much larger than he says it will save. 

For the purpose of justifying this measure the Senator from Ohio 
says that we shall probably be able—his conservatism does not war- 
rant him in saying anything stronger—shall certainly be able—but we 
shall probably be able to pay $50,000,000 a year during the next four 
or five years, and that payment, and that only, requires the passage 
of a funding bill. I have in my hand the report of the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and it shows that, notwithstanding the ex- 
tensive payments we shall make this year and the succeeding year 
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for the arrears of pensions, the excess of revenue over expenditures for 
the fiscal year 1883 is going to be $105,000,000. In the present fiscal 
year, 1882, notwithstanding the gross revenues will be $400,000,000, 
and during the calendar year just closed there has been paid from 
excess of revenues $120,000,000. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury estimates the revenues for 
the next fiscal year at the same amount that they are for the present 
fiscal year. Notwithstanding the fact that the revenues for 1882 have 
so far increased over those of 1881 more than $15,000,000, he esti- 
mates that for 1883 they will be the same as for 1882, or $400,000,000. 
Certainly a most conservative estimate and one which probably will 
be as far exceeded by the results as those which preceded it have been. 

Notwithstanding the fact that during the year 1883 we are to have 
$100,000,000 as the estimate for pensions as against about $50,000,000 
for last year, the Secretary says we shall have a surplus revenue of 
$105, 149,206.57. In addition to that he says in his report that he is 
carrying on the books of the Treasury more than $7,000,000 in the 
item of fractional currency, of which he says only $80,000 was re- 
deemed last year, and he asks us to charge that off, and if we charge 
that off, as we might properly do on his recommendation, it would 
make $112,000,000 that we could apply to the payment of the debt 
in addition to the saving of interest during that year. 

Remember now that while we paid $120,000,000 of the debt last year, 
we have saved nearly $15,000,000 in interest during the same time ; 
and if we could pay $120,000,000 last year upon the same rate of ex- 
penditure and upon the sameratio of increase in regard to the receipts 
of the Government, we can pay at least $135,000,000 this year. It 
is therefore safe to say that we can pay $100,000,000._ And whatever 
amount we get, whether large or small, over and above the actual 
and necessary expenses of the Government, the people have a right 
to expect it will be applied as fast as received in the payment of the 
public debt. It should not be left to accumulate and stimulate the 
greed of the lobby for large appropriations or for the payment of 
claims of doubtful validity. The only place for surplus revenues 
now isin the discharge of the debt. The people will demand the 
strict and prompt application of every dollar available for that pur- 
pose. If we get $100,000,000 surplus next year, there is no room to 
doubt we shall have as much each succeeding year during the next 
five years. The amount will undoubtedly be much greater after the 
first year. 

Mr. President, I have proposed an amendment to the effect that 
woe shall take out of the surplus funds of the Treasury $50,000,000, 
now or within a brief-period, for the purpose of paying that much 
of the principal of the debt. That is a conservative estimate of what 
ought to be done. If I had expressed my own opinion, I would have 
made it $100,000,000; but I did not want to invite controversy. I 
want to put that in the statute which will justify itself to the most 
conservative judgment of this country, and I am glad to know that 
in this view Iam supported by the opinion of the Senator from Ohio. 
I have his statement made to the Finance Committee of the Senate 
when the bill of last year was under consideration, in which he said 
that was a wise provision and ought to be carried out. On page 20 
of the Senate ‘“‘ document concerning the refunding of the national 
debt” he speaks regarding section 4 of that act. Now I will read 
the fourth section of the act that passed the House and was then 
before the commiteee : 


Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is Doueey authorized, if in his i 
it shall become necessary, to use not exceeding $50,000,000 of the standard gold and 


silver coin in the ake the redemption of the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds of the 


United States authorized to be refunded by the provisions of this act. 


That was the bill then under consideration before the committee, 
and the Secretary was asked by Senator BEcK : 
‘ = — 4 as it now reads satisfactory, and does it give you the authority you 
esire 
That is to say, section 4 of the act which came from the House 
just as I have read it. 
“Secretary SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I think that is all right. 
Senator Brcx. That would enable you to take the money out of the Treasury in 
surplus, so as to make this an es by law. 


. Secretary SHERMAN. We can reimburse it by the sale of the bonds. It will tend 
to save interest. 


Senator Ferry. In that section it is provided that you shall use not exceeding 
$50,000,000 of gold and silver coin in the Treasury, and then in another part of the 
section that you may at any time apply the surplus money in the Treasury. 

Secretary SHERMAN. That is over and above. 

Secretary Sherman at another point says, referring to this section: 


He can use $50,000,000 of the resumption fund. 


_ That is what I propose to do. There we have the authority of the 
Secretary a year ago and the author of this bill that $50,000,000 ought 
to be taken out of the resumption fund of the Treasury for the put- 
pose of redeeming outstanding bonds. Now, then, we shall have 
$100,000,000 surplus revenues at least upon a conservative estimate 
during the next calendar year—I speak not now of fiscal years—to 
pay upon this debt, and to that add fifty millions from the funds now 
on hand, and a iong stride is made in the direction of the extinguish- 
ment of the remaining 34 per cent. bonds. As the debt can be paid 
literally from day to day, we can constantly save interest and also 
prevent the accumulation of fundsin the Treasury which are needed 
for the business uses of the country. 

I have made a computation of the amount of money that the Gov- 
ernment would pay in interest, the.discharge of what are known as 
the Windom or 3} per cent. bonds outstanding, provided we fund 
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$200,000,000 under this bill, and a similar computation provided we 
do not fund. I will read the computation as I have made it, and I 
will state that I submitted this to an accountant in the Treasury 
Department; and he sends me this note, returnimg the sheets to me: 

The computations are foand to be correct and the deductions logical from the 
assumptions made. There seem to be no elements in the question warranting the 


surrender of any part of the present option for even five years. The new bond 
should be a two or three ten-year bond, or none. 


That is, the option of the Government to pay within two years and 
not longer than ten years. The opinion I care nothing about, but 
the indorsement of the calculation is worth something. It will be 
borne in mind that there are outstanding of the 34per cent. bonds in. 
round numbers $550,000,000. 

On the basis of funding $200,000,000 under the Sherman bill and pay- 
ing nothing out of the present surplus in the Treasury, the first year 
we would pay interest on $200,000,000 of these 3 per cent. bonds, 
$6,000,000, and we would pay a double interest, $1,500,000. Double 
interest is not a new thing, unfortunately. In 1879 while the re- 
funding operations were going on, while the debt was being largely 
reduced, the Government paid $105,327,949 of interest, while the year 
before, when the debt was greater, it only paid $102,500,874. Irefer 
to that only to show that double interest is not a new thing and the 
double interest would arise in this way: the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury when he receives money by the sale of bonds then, and then only, 
oo notice that he will buy or redeem an equivalent amount of 
bonds. 

For instance, under this bill he is not to take over $25,000,000 at 
one time. Suppose he notifies the public or the public knows in 
some other way that he has $200,000,000 bonds to sell, and the public 
come in and deposit $25,000,000 money in the Treasury for the pur- 
pose of getting 3 per cent. bonds, he gives them the bonds eo instanti, 
of course, on their paying money. Then having got that $25,000,000 
in the Treasury the Secretary issues a notice of ninety days that he 
will take up an equivalent amount of 3} per cent. bonds, and dur- 
ing those ninety days the $25,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds and the 
$25,000,000 of 34 per cent. bonds each draw interest, and that average, 
being three months’ interest on the whole $200,000,000, would be a 
mnillion and a half, and that is paid the first year. Then we should 
have to pay $7,500,000 interest on this transaction the first year. We 
should pay average interest besides during the year on $100,000,000 
at 34 per cent., which would be $1,750,000. Thus the total interest 
on $250,000,000 more would make the payment for the first year 
$18,000,000. The second year the interest on $200,000,000 at 3 per 
cent, we should pay, and the average interest on another $100,000,000 
at 34 per cent.—I amsupposing now that we are going to pay off $100, - 
000,000 a year—and we should pay the gross interest on $150,000,000, 
and the total interest for the year would be $13,000,000. In the 
third year we should pay interest on $200,000,000 at 3 per cent. as 
before; we should pay an average interest on $100,000,000 at 34 per 
cent., and we should pay gross interest on $50,000,000, which would 
make a total of $9,500,000. In the fourth year we should pay inter- 
est on $200,000,000 at 3 per cent., average interest on $50,000,000 at 
34 per cent., which would be $437,500, and the payment for the year 
would be $6,437,500. The fifth year we should pay interest on the 
$200,000,000 at 3 per cent. because these bonds do not mature until 
the expiration of five years. 

The sixth year we should commence to pay them off, and supposing 
our surplus revenues to be as before calculated, the first year’s pay- 
ment would be $100,000,000, with an average interest on that sum of 
$1,500,000 and full interest on the other $100,000,000, making a total 
interest payment of $4,500,000. The seventh year the last $100,000,000 
would be paid off with an average interest of $1,500,000. The debt 
would then be extinguished, and we should have paid in interest alone 
on the 3} per cent. bonds, on which the Government has the option 
of payment at any time, $58,937,500. 

If on the other hand we pay off the debt at the rate of $100,000,000 
a year only, no gross payment of $50,000,000 down, but simply $108, - 
000,000 a year, the most conservative estimate that can be made, com- 
ing here with the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
presuming with him that we shall not get any more revenue in 1883 
than we got in 1882, and we shall pay upon, and while paying off, the 
same debt $52,937,000, or $6,000,000 less than the interest payments 
required to be made if the bill under consideration should pass—a net 
loss to the Government of this sum of $6,000,000. 

[here append the calculations referred to, and also others based upen 
a payment of $50,000,000 out of the surplus funds in the Treasury: 


On basis of funding $200,000,000 under the Sherman bill, and paying 
nothing out of present surplus in Treasury. 
First year : 
Three per cent. interest on $200,000,000 
REE NUN. os acidantssucerscesuceacs se 
Average interest on $100,000,000 at 34 per cen 
Average interest on $250,000, 000 


$6, 000, 000 
1, 500, 000 
1, 750, 000 
8, 750, 000 


18, 000, 000 
Interest on $200,000,000 at 3 per cent 


Average interest on $100,000,000 at 3 per cent 
Average interest on $150,000,000 at 34 per cent 
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Third year: 
Interest on $200,000,000 at 3 per cent. 
A interest on $100,000,000 at 9 per cent 
Average interest on $50,000,000 at 34 per cent 


Fourth year : 


Interest on $200,000,000 at 3 per cent.....-...-.-.----+----2-0-e-eee- eee 
Average interest on $50,000,000 at 34 per cent 


Interest on $200,000,000 at 3 per cent 


Sixth year : 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $100,000,000 


Seventh year : 
Average interest on $100,000,000 


Total of interest 58, 937, 500 


‘On basis of payment of $100,000,000 a year and not funding—no payment 
out of surplus now on hand. 
First year : 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $450,000,000 


Second year : 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $350,000,000 


Third year: 
Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $250,000,000 


Fourth year: 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $150,000,000 


Fifth year : 
Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $50,000,000 


Sixth year: 
Average interest on $50,000,000 


Se IMNNNIND 000555 Stn cs tenckuiciccnsdeiecesccucnsdes 52, 937, 500 


On basis of $200,000,000 funded under Sherman bill, $50,000,000 paid 
out of the present surplus in Treasury. 
First year : 
Interest on $200,000,000 at 3 per cent 
Double interest 
Average interest on $100,000,000 at 3§ per cent 
Average interest on $200,000,000 at 35 per cent 


Second year: 


Interest on $200,000,000 at 34 per cent 
Average interest on $100,000,000 at 34 per cent 
Average interest on $100,000,000 at 34 per cent 


Third year: 
Interest on $200,000,000 
Average interest on $100, 000, 000 


Fourth year: 
Interest on $200,000,000 


Fifth year : 
Tnterest on $200,000,000 


Sixth year : 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $100,000,000 


Seventh year: 
Average interest on $100,000,000 


Total interest 
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On basis of payment of $50,000,000 out of the su 
in funding and payment of $100, 
First year: 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $400,000,000 


lus now in the Treasury— 
,000 per year. 


Second year: 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $300,000,000 


Third year: 


Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $200,000,000 


Fourth year: 
Average interest on $100,000,000 
Average interest on $100,000,000 


Fifth year: 
Average interest on $100,000,000 


PN IN aie 5 51055. Shiwce cd oie dan shacnnebibvedpeepes triad 43, 750, 000 


The saving is clearly and indisputably shown to be on the side 
opposed té funding. The calculation already referred to and com- 
mented on shows a saving of $6,000,000 by pursuing the policy of 
paying without funding, and that bond, upon the payment of 

50,000,000 out of surplus funds now in the Treasury, shows a saving 
by not funding of $9,500,000. , 

These estimates are conservative. They make no account of the 
fact that every year we shall have more revenue; they make no ac- 
count of the fact that every year we shall reduce the interest on our 
debt. Every $100,000,000 we pay off the burden is three and a half 
millions per annum less, and there is that much more to apply to the 
principal. I have made no account of the expense of issuing these 
new bonds, nor of the fact that some time must elapse before these 
bonds can be placed, and during that time you are to compute the 
difference between 3 and 3} per cent. to add to the computation. 
That must be, under any conservative estimate, at least $500,000 more 
to be added to the first year’s interest account. 

The expenditure to which I have referred is small, it is true, but it 
is worth considering. This is a day of small things, and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio said we were considering now the funding of only 
$200,000,000, while in 1870 we were thinking of funding $700,000,000. 
He stated to the committee on the 25th of January, 1881, that the 
expenses of issuing the 4 per cent. bonds of 1907 were $2,645,802.60. 
Of that about $1,900,000 were commissions; the balance of it was the 
expense of engraving and printing and other expenses incidental to 
the preparation and distribution and sale of the loan, irrespective of 
the commission; and that left $695,909 as the expenses proper of 
os and handling the 4 per cent. loan. There were of those a 

ittle over $700,000,000 ; there are $200,000,000 of these; and accord- 

ing to this calculation we would pay at least $200,000, to be added 
to the computation, for the first year, as the expense of handling this 
loan. 

Referring again to the question of funds applicable to the 3} per 
cent. bonds, I feel warranted in saying that before the bonds pro- 
vided for by this bill mature the Government will have realized from 
its loans to the Pacific railroads all or nearly all of the obligations 
which they are to pay. I believe that within five years from this 
time, and perhaps within four years, the Government will realize 
from $40,000,000 to $60,000,000 of that indebtedness, and will thereby 
reduce its annual expenses on account of interest to the extent of 6 
per cent. upon that amount. 

We have found every year that the revenue has outrun the expec- 
tations. Every year the tide has risen higher and higher. As the 
Senator from Ohio said yesterday, there is not a speck in the horizon 
anywhere. Wheneverything betokens peace and prosperity, fulland 
free, to our people, shall we halt in the march toward the payment 
of our debts? We ought to pay it off just as fast as we can get at it. 
I believe people want to pay it. They want to pay for all the reasons 
that urge the payment of debts anywhere. 

The payment which has for years been going on is based upon a 
scale of receipts from taxes to which the people have accustomed 
themselves, which bears unequally, it is true, in some respects, but 
not crushingly upon any industry, upon any class, upon any indi- 
vidual. The people can bear it because they have borne it. They 
have borne it with a generous pride, with a wholesome feeling that 
by bearing it they were paying off the war debt; and to cultivate 
the debt-paying instinct is not a bad thing by any means. When 
the people are in a mood to pay the debt it had better be paid. It 
should be got rid of in order that questions of tariff, of taxation, of 
national banks, and a thousand other things which now vex us and 
which are constantly interrupting the course of legislation may be 
considered fully, fairly, freely upon their merits, and not upon the 
basis of the existence of a debt which is a burden and which must 
be first provided for. There is a rising tide in this country in regard 
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to what should be the action of the Government concerning the 
traffic in intoxicating liquors, and that question ought to be con- 
sidered, as it will be some of these days, disembarrassed by the neces- 
sities of the Government to realize large sums from internal-revenue 
taxation for the purpose of paying the interest on the public debt. 
The debt should be paid now that it may not become chronic. The 
Democrats should want it paid so as to have out of the way a re- 
minder of the rebellion. The Republicans want it paid because they 
created it, and in creating it promised to see it paid. 

It should be paid in order that this country may present to all the 
world the striking contrast which exists between a debt-paying and 
out-of-debt republic, a government resting wholly upon the free cen- 
sent of the governed, and the monarchical countries of the Old World, 
where a national debt is considered a national blessing and where it 
is one of the means whereby class rule is maintained. The debt 
should be paid because it is astanding advertisement of this country 
all over the world, a perpetual and persuasive argument addressed 
to every man with small means and with no means, who has got tired 
ofcarrying a bondholder on his back, to come to this country with 
his labor and with his capital. 

The debt should be paid because we want the capital of the country 
used for the benefit of the country. We want the men whose capital 
is now locked up in this idle investment to be compelled tospend it in 
building new railroads, new ships, new furnaces, and in promoting 
new enterprises everywhere, whereby labor may have employment 
and the country move forward rapidly in the march of development. 
As the country is spending about $200,000,000 each year in building 
new railroads and as much more in other new enterprises, we want 
the Government to take as much as possible out of its surplus revenues 
and give it back to the industries of the country. And we want this 
great sum of money represented by the national debt as fast as pos- 
sible put in a condition to bear its proper proportion of the burden of 
society by becoming subject to taxation. 

Five hundred and fifty million dollars of the debt—more than one- 
third of the total—represented by what is known as the Windom 
bonds, is in the best possible condition to meet this desire and deter- 
mination for payment. It can be paid literally day by day, and thus 
not only save interest but prevent an undue and unwise accumula- 
tion of the money of the country in the Treasury while it is needed in 
the channels of business. Under this happy condition of things the 
debt is disappearing like snow under the shining sun. 

A year ago when this subject was under consideration a 34 per cent. 
wen or rather a 5and6 percent. bond extended at 3} per cent. interest, 
but maturing at-the option of the Government and never at the op- 
tion of the holder, was something that had not entered into the mind 
of any person in this Chamber or elsewhere. Whenthe new admin- 
istration came in it was confronted with this problem: Should it go 
before the people carrying upon its back the legacy of the preceding 
administration that left the country an unnecessary expenditure of 
$1,250,000 a month? The then President of the United States and his 
constitutional advisers felt that it would crush the Republican party 
in every State of this Union if they did so, and something had to be 
done to protect the party and save the country from this enormous 
expense. The question was whether an extra session of Congress 
should be called, and the President halted between two opinions. 
It was the absorbing question. There are a dozen men under my eye 
who earnestly counseled with the President and his constitutional 
advisers as to the policy to be pursued. There was divided counsel. 
An extra session was believed by many to be the only remedy, and 
others believed the remedy to be worse than the disease. But all 
agreed that the disease was bad enough. It looked like defeat in 
either event, and all because of the veto which the Senator from Ohio 
so strongly commends. Mr. Garfield felt that he could not at the 
threshold of his administration afford to have an extra session of 


a if it could possibly be avoided. 

While matters were in this condition the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, now in his accustomed seat as a Senator from Minnesota, 
conceived the idea of extending the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds on which 
the Government then had the option, and at 3} per cent. interest. The 
happy conception was put into an equally happy execution, and all 
the advantages which would have accrued to the country by the 


operation of the 3 per cent. bill were preserved. The necessity for 
an extra session of Congress was averted. The genius of the new 
administration had saved the party and the country from the effect 
of the blundering of the old. 

One other thing and I have done. In referring to the indorsements 
of the Carlisle amendmesst I omitted to state that it has received that 
of the present Secretary of the Treasury in regard to one of its most 
important features. On page 12 of his report, the Secretary says: 

Under existing law, any national bank can at any time, upon a deposit of legal- 
tender notes or coin with the Treasurer of the United States, withdraw the bonds 
held as security therefor, and leave the Treasury to redeem an equal amount of its 
notes. This privilege was given to the batks, evidently for the purpose of secur- 
ing a proper elasticity of the currency ; and in view of the rapid payment of the 
public debt, it would seem that this privilege is necessary for the purpose of facili- 
tating the redemption of bonds held by the banks; but should many of the banks, 
through apprehension of adverse legislation, or from any other cause, desire to re- 
tire their circulation, the deposit of such an amount of money with the Treasurer 
might causo a serious and sudden contraction of the currency and grave embarrass- 
ments in business. That the apprehension of such action is not groundless is 
shown by what took place on the passage of the 3 = cent. refunding bill by Con- 
gress at its last session. If it is thought advisable Congress can enact that national 
banks be prohibited from retiring their currency, except on a previous notice of 
intention so to do; the length of that notice to be fixed by law. 
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The present Secretary of the Treasury therefore recognizes the 
gravity of the situation precipitated by the action of the banks a 
year ago on the passage of the 3 og cent. bill, and he says that Con- 
ome ought to provide against the recurrence of that contingency. 

do not care to discuss the particular measure which he indorses for 
that purpose, but I desire to call attention to the action on the part 
of the national banks last year, not considering it as a threat but 
simply putting it as a matter of self-interest. When they saw that 
a bill which prevented them from retiring their notes in gross and 
provided that they could only redeem their bonds as they should pick 
up their own notes was likely to become a law, they said, “‘ We will 
have the premiwfi on our bonds now and make the profit and be done 
with it.” The merit of this system heretofore has been that it was 
elastic, or claimed to be so, but that procedure by the banks shows 
that it is not elastic in the sense in which that claim has heretofore 
been made. In other words, it does not respond to the wants of the 
country for currency ; it doesnot take out more only when the coun- 
try wants more; it does not retire the currency when the eountry 
wants less. In this instance it was retired because they could make 
a profit for themselves at that particular time irrespective of the 
wants of the country for currency. That was a very proper thing so 
far as they were concerned; they are not to be reproached for it ; 
they are in business for the purpose of making money ; but the coun- 
try wants a currency that responds to the demands of the merchants, 
otf the stock-growers, of the men who use money, and responds to it 
inevitably and always, not only by the enlargement of the currency 
but by a contraction of it if contraction has become necessary. 

This illustrates one of the conspicuous weaknesses of the system. 
The only thing necessary to say about the national-bank system is 
that it depends now upon the national debt. It was intended in its 
inception as an experiment; it was intended merely for the war. 
There is no other case in the history of this Government in which a 
charter for twenty years only has been granted for the performance 
of any great function. It therefore was experimental. It was a war 
measure, and that alone. There are men who attack and men who 
defend the national banks, but all the way through this question, like 
the question of tariff and the question of internal-revenue taxation and 
a hundred other questions, is embarrassed by the question of the 
existence of the national debt. 

Let us take the national debt out of the way, and if the national 
banking system is good enough to stand by itself it is good enough 
to be adopted de novo. If it is good enough to commend itself to the 
judgment of the American people irrespective of the existence of the 
national debt, then I think that the American people as represented 
on this floor and in the other branch of Congress will be able to find 
it out. 

All the way through, whenever we come to discuss economic ques- 
tions, when we come to discuss financial questions, we are embar- 
rassed by the consideration that we have got a national debt press- 
ing upon us and that we must not do certain things because it touches 
the national debt, or we must do it because of the national debt. I 
say that every interest in this land is embarrassed by this question 
of the national debt—the tariff, internal-revenue taxation, questions 
of finance—and until we get rid of that we shall never be able to dis- 
cuss these questions upon a platform which is solely and only for the 
best interests of the country and its people. 

One other thing in regard to the proposition to take $50,000,000 
out of the Treasury. It will be observed that my amendment as now 
proposed keeps the redemption fund in the Treasury at $100,000,000. 
I think that whatever else is done a limit to that fund ought to be 
fixed, beyond which the Secretary of the Treasury should not touch 
it, and at this particular pees we ought to be able to say ‘‘ thus far 
shalt thou go, and no farther.” Why? There is not a day that ru- 
mor as to what the Secretary of the Treasury is going to do is not 
used for depressing the market in New York or of increasing values 
in that market. The Treasury of the United States is spoken of day 
by day in the streets of this city and in Wall street as men would 
speak of a bucket-shop. Men say that the Treasury is going to 
empty upon the market $10,000,000, or $20,000,000, or $50,000,000, 
and there is great dread in the markct because of the existence of 
$140,000,000 redemption fund, which, according to the testimony of 
the predecessor of the present Secretary of the Treasury, embraced 
in the pages before me, can be used at any moment of time, subject 
only to the discretion of the Secretary. 

It is an unwise and dangerous power to have lodged anywhere. 
The fund ought to be limited. The Treasury of the United States 
with reference to the debt, with reference to the volume of the cur- 
rency, ought to perform as involuntary an office as the windmill 
that pumps the water into a tankalong a railroad. When it is full it 
stops pumping, when it is empty it beginsagain. It ought to be re- 
quired by law that every dollar of the money coming into the Treasury 
should be paid out as fast as it comes in. : 

We want certainty and security, we want the interests of this 
country, its railroads, its banks, its manufacturing establishments, 
and all the concerns of this great people to be free irom interruption 
by possibility of danger from fluctuation growing out of anything 
that any of our servants may do. The law, therefore, ought to fix 
the fund atsome sum. I have said $i100,000,000. I know that many 
men on this floor think that $50,000,000 is enough. It is better even 
to fix it at what is in the Treasury, large as it is and greatly in 
excess of what is needed, than to leave the ‘discretion where it is 
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now lodged, because it is a threat to the interests of this country, 
when the Treasury of the United States may be quoted as a tender 
to a bull or bear speculation in the market of New York. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, after having trespassed upon the pa- 
tience of the Senate yesterday, I have no disposition or desire to 

ak further, but I find in the Recorp certain statements made by 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] and I do not choose in the 
interests of legitimate argument to let his position go unchallenged 
tothe world. The general line of, I will not say argument, but of 
animadversion adopted by that Senator was to be expected. The 
defenders of the national-bank system invariably denounce every one 
who criticises their statement in regard to the conduct of those banks 
as one who has made an attack upon the credit of the country, the 
business interests of the country, as being a demagogue appealing to 
the prejudices of the people against money and against capital. Sir, 
there never has been an abuse since the foundation of the world that 
did not intrench itself behind just such charges. Never has there 
been an institution controlled by a few, ostensibly for the benefit of 
the many, in all history which did not accuse those who proposed to 
criticise it with attacking the welfare of the public at large. 

The Senator from Ohio says that there is no earthly necessity for 
the amendment which I have offered. Why did the Senator in 1870 
offer just such a proposition as that amendment? He says that then 
thé finances of the country were unsettled, while now they are per- 
manent and there is no necessity for resorting to any coercive legis- 
tion. Why, he asks, is the bank question brought in here? Why 
did the gentleman bring in the bank question on the funding bill of 
1870? He was the first Senator on this floor who ever originated the 
idea that legislation similar to the amendment I have offered was 
legitimate and pertinent to a funding bill. 

Again, the Senator said that these 3 per cent. bonds could never 
have been funded last spring if the funding bill had become a law, 
and it is a blessing to the country that the bill was vetoed by the 
President. That simply is an assertion; it is simply a conjecture. 
I say that the best financial talent of this country came to the con- 
clusion that the bonds could have been funded under that bill. There 
never was a time in the history of this country when money was so 
abundant, when speculation was so rife, when all sorts of invest- 
ments were at such a premium as immediately after the passage of 
the funding bill through the Senate and House of Representatives in 
1881. Railroad stocks that were said to pay 5 per cent. dividends 
went up to 112, 115, and 120 in the New York market. My own State 
of Missouri, cursed, according to the gentleman and his party, with 
a Democratic majority of 50,000, the rebel State of Missouri, infested 
with jayhawkers and railroad robbers, put upon the market its secu- 
rities, and although there were $8,000,000, and $7,000,000 of them 
were at 3 per cent., we could have floated $20,000,000. Of course 
the Senator will say that is a small amount compared to several hun- 
dred million dollars, and the State of Missouri is but a small portion 
of the domain and represents, of course, but a small part of the 
wealth of the United States. Every dollar of those bonds could have 
been floated ; I have no more doubt of it than that I stand upon the 
floor of this Chamber. 

There was no pretense in the President’s veto message that the rea- 
son alleged by the Senator from Ohio was the reason for vetoing the 
bill. Oh, no; the reason is given distinctly. The reason was be- 
cause it trenched upon the privileges of the national banks. That 
was the reason, and the only reason, why the President of the United 
States then vetoed the bill. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate by reading what in 1880 
the Treasurer of the United States said about the section of the law of 
1870 that I propose now to repeal. The Treasurer of the United States, 
and here is the record, stated then to the country that one single 
bank, the First National Bank of the City of New York, five times 
in two months brought its money to the Treasury, took out its bonds, 
sold them on the market and came back, sometimes the next day, 
and bought more bonds, speculating to the amount of hundreds of 
hotenste of dollars, without reference to the necessities of the coun- 
try in regard to circulation. 

The Senator said that this was no monopoly. He grew facetious. 
He spoke of my rhetoric, of my discursive ability. He asked what 
has that got to do with this discussion? Where is the monopoly, he 
asked ; banking in this country, under the national-bank act, is like 
blacksmithing. Mr. President, that is not an ingenuous argument. 
It is not worthy the high position of the Senator from Ohio. These 
national banks have the exclusive privilege of issuing the money of 
this country. Whoelsehasit? What otherclass of people have it? 
The national banks to-day own exclusively the sovereign privilege 
of issuing paper money to the people of the United States; yet the 
Senator says that is not a monopoly! What is a monopoly, if thisis 
not one? The banks, as long as they have the money to buy bonds, 
can go and deposit their bonds in the Treasury of the United States 
and issue 90 per cent. in papermoney. Nobody else can de it. Itis 
true that anybody who has the money can go and buy the bonds, 
but to issue the paper money is an exclusive privilege of the national 
banks, and is given to those corporations alone. 

We are asked why we passed a bill funding the debt at 3 per cent. 
last spring. On yesterday I attempted to answer that to the satis- 
faction of any disinterested person. We saved by it $15,500,000 in 
interest alone. Besides that we passed the bill with the very amend- 
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ment that I have offered to-day. That is my answer to the Senator. 
Why does he resist this amendment now? Let him put it upon the 
bill and then test us with a vote upon the question. 

Now I come to what I specially rose to say. Yesterday the Senator 
from Ohio, for the first time that I ever heard him, went into an éluci- 
dation of the silver question and the effect of the act of 1873. The 
Senator stated upon this floor four times in his speech yesterday that 
the silver dollar was demonetized, or put out of circulation, in 1853. 
He stated the same thing four times, I believe, in 1876 on the floor of 
the Senate. I quote the Senator’s language. He said in 1876: 

The act of 1873 did not in the slightest degree demonetize silver. * * * 
The right to coin the silver dollar, which is now proposed to be authorized again, 
has always existed in this country, has never been taken away. Itis the legal 
dollar to-day, and the silver dollars that are now outstanding are a legal tender for 
all amounts, unless the legal tender has been taken away by the Revised Statutes. 
* * * ‘The act of 1873 simply leaves the old dollar where the law of 1853 left it. 
It says nothing about it. 

The Senator yesterday proceeded to assert again and again that 
the coinage of the silver dollar terminated in 1853, and he said that 
not one single, solitary silver dollar was coined from 1853 to 1873; 
that the act of 1853 was passed by a Democratic Congress and ap- 
proved by Mr. Pierce. I quote the Senator’s words that I may not 
do him any injustice. He said: 

But it is said that that act— 

The act of 1873— 


demonetized the silver dollar. How did it do that? For twenty-odd years no sil- 
ver dollar had been coined in the United States ; only $8,000,000 in silver dollars 
had been coined from the foundation of the Government, and not a dollar of silver 
had been coined since 1853. By the act of 1853, which was a Democratic measure 
favored by Tom Benton—excuse me for calling the honored predecessor of the Sen- 
ator by his first name, because that was the name he loved to go by—an act that he 
approved, an act that was supported and maintained and advocated by Mr. Hun- 
ter, of Virginia, silver was for the first time in this country so far demonetized that 
it ceased to be afulllegal tender. It-was only alegal tender for the limited amount 
of $5, and it was reduced in value so that it could not be exported. The silverdol- 
lar did not circulate and had not been issued fur twenty years before the act of 1873. 
Not only that, but in 1873, when the act was passed, the silver dollar was worth one 
hundred and three cents, when the gold dollar was worth only one hundred cents. 
The silver dollar was driven out because for fifty years scarce any of them had 
been issued, and for twenty years new coins, half dollars and quarters, had taken 
their place and filled the vacancy. It was by the act of 1853 that the silver dollar 
was demonetized. 

And not satisfied with that the Senator reiterated it again and 
again. He said further: 

We fixed the trade-dollar at 420 grains, which was worth then in money about 
105 cents, in order to give to our merchants in California some kind of coin or token 
to be used in the trade with China. As this trade-dollar was provided for, the 
other dollar was dropped out. It had not been coined for years and years. 

Mr. President, I did not choose to open this question yesterday 
because I was exhausted by what I had said, and I did not want to 
bring this feature of it before the Senate until I could show officially 
that the statement of the Senator from Ohio was without one par- 
ticle of foundation. I assert that of eight million of silver dollars 
coined by this Government nearly six million were coined between 
1853 and 1873. I went this morning to the Director of the Mint and 
here I have the official account of the number of silver dollars coined 
by the United States. Nearly $2,000,000 were coined in 1872, under 
the very shadow of the act passed by the party of the Senator from 
Ohio for the purpose of striking the silver dollar out of the coinage 
of the country. I shall not detain the Senate with the figures, but 
from 1853 to 1873 only one single solitary year did the mints fail to 
coin the silver dollar, and they coined altogether, according to the 
report of the Director of the Mint, from 1853 to 1873, $5,538,948, and 
$2,000,000 of that amount in 1872. 

What did the Senator from Ohio say in support of his argument 
that a Democratic Congress in 1853 struck out the silver dollar from 
the coinage of the country? It was never stricken out until 1873: 
He says the word “ demonetized” makes a false impression in regard 
to the action of Congress. I care not what you call it. By the act 
of 1873, or rather by the Revised Statutes of June, 1874, the silver 
dollar ceased to be a portion of the coined money of the Government 
of these United States, and here is the history of it. I haye not the 
strength to read it, but any one who has interest enough in the sub- 
ject to look at the proceedings of Congress will find in the summary 
that I have stated the exact truth to be that down to 1873 the silver 
dollar continued a portion of the money of the American people. 

That is all I desire to say upon this question. I did not propose 
that the statement should go to the country that the Democratic 
party at any time were responsible for this outrage upon the money 
of the people. It was done in 1873 by the Republican party, and from 
1853 to 1873 more than two-thirds of the silver dollars of the country 
were put in existence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senate is now full enough to 
take a vote, and I shall detain it but a very few moments. I hope 
that Senators who are out of the Chamber will be notified of a proba- 
ble vote, so that we may have them here. I wish to make a few re- 
marks, however, in reply to the observations made by Senators 
to-day. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] made one observation 
of which I entirely approve. He said that a man can talk of but 
one thing atatime. That is very true, and it is equally true that 
in a forum of legislation like this it is well only to attempt to do one 
thing at a time. 

The Senator from Arkansas expressed his approval, if I understood 
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him correctly, of the general features of the bill reported from the 
Committee on Finance; and then he advocated the proposition of 
attaching to the bill the amendment in regard to the banks. Why 
do this? Is it wise todo it? What connection is there between the 
subject-matter of the bill as it now stands and the proposition which 
defeated the funding bill last session? Let me put the case to him, 
as he is conceded to be a fair man. If the bill should pass with this 
amendment, and any turn should be taken in our financial affairs, not 
a bank could be started, not a bank could increase its circulation, not 
an old bank could, upon the surrender of its existing bonds, issue cir- 
culation, but it must retire its circulation, unless it will take these 3 
per cent. bonds at parin coin. The least fluctuation in the money 
market in this country would in all human probability, tested by the 
experience of the past, reduce the market value of these 3 per cent. 
bonds below parincoin. The slighest revulsion, we all admit, in the 
money market, such a change as occurred in 1857, such a change as 
occurred in 1873, any disturbance of the money market would proba- 
bly reduce the bonds, even if they were outstanding, below par in 
coin. And yet under these circumstances no bank could be started, 
no new notes could be issued to supply a sudden demand for money 
at an extreme time, unless the banks should go to the Treasury to 
buy a bond which is below par and yet pay to the Treasury par for 
that bond. 

These two propositions have ne natural connection with each other. 
There will be questions brought before the Senate in regard to the 
national banks, and they ought to be discussed. In respect to some 
of them I agree with the Senator from Arkansas. The question is 
now pending inthe financial committees of both Houses asto whether 
banks can be revived or continued under the present law, and as to 
what is the best mode of continuing an existing bank. That is a 
difficult question. The Comptroller of the Currency has submitted 
his idea upon the subject and it isnow being considered. His idea is 
that Congress ought to authorize a continuance of banks, and ought 
to authorize a certain portion of the stockholders to meet together 
and continue a corporation that would otherwise expire and be as dead, 
asI said before, as Julius Ciesar at the termination of its present 
charter. The question arises whether that can be done; whether 
Congress may authorize two-thirds of the stockholders to continue a 
bank; and the next question is whether that ought to be done even 
if Congress had the power, or whether every bank ought not to be 
wound up. A few banks may be started, if you please, by the same 
stockholders. But this is a question for debate, a question for grave 
consideration, which I am very willing to take up in the Senate and 
discuss by itself when we have such a bill reported, as I have no 
doubt one will be upon this particular subject to meet the difficulty 
that will arise in the cdse of banks expiring during this year. 

Why attach that controversy to this bill? Why attach any con- 
troversy in regard to the national banks to it? I know no argu- 
ment for it, and none has been given here, except the one made by 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEstT,] that eleven years ago I pro- 
posed to do it and was voted down in the Senate and was voted 
down in the House, so that I failed in that effort. Now, because the 
Democratic party find that that was attempted and defeated eleven 
years ago they propose, upon a bill on which we all practically now 
agree, to attach this provision in order to create embarrassment and 
delay. Even if Senators believe in the principle that the banks 
should be confined to a limited kind of bonds and net be allowed to 
choose from the national bonds in the market, I say that this is not 
the occasion and this is not the bill on which to attach that propo- 
sition. 

In regard to the remarks made by my friend from Kansas, [Mr. 
PiLuMB, | I know how earnest and enthusiastic he is upon these ques- 
tions. He voted for this proposition a year ago, and perhaps he thinks 
his duty requires him to vote for it now. I have no complaint to 
make about that; but there are many calculations made by him that 
would prove erroneous. The clerk who furnished him the computa- 
tion said, “‘if I assume your proposition.” If I assume your predi- 
cate, as a matter of course your computations are right. What is 
the assumption upon which all the calculations of the Senator from 
Kansas aré based? Itis that a3 per cent. bond can be sold at par 
at the present time in large amounts. It may be the case now; but 
it could not have been done a year ago. ' A year ago the 3 per cent. 
bonds would have been sepees by all the holders of the 5 and 6 per 
cent. bonds, for it would be their interest to prevent a state of the 
money market which would enable the Government to sell a 3 per 
cent. bond at par. A powerful concentration of financial interests, 
selfish interests, it is true, would probably have prevented the sale 
of a 3 percent. bond. Therefore, if your bill had become a law at 
the last session, these bonds probably would not have been sold at 
par, and your refunding operations would have been defeated and 
at , because in the face of the new law Ley oes Secretary 

indom could not have gone on and done what he did do under the 
old law ; lie would have been resisted at once. 

But it is said, and my friends from Missouri and Kansas both remark, 
that these 3 per cent. bonds would have sold at par. How do they 
know it? Some banker told them ; some broker told them. Thatis 
not the way to test the question. The real way to test it is to look at 
the money market, and see at what rate other bonds of the Govern- 
ment have been sold from last winter up to this time. If you give to 
a scientist a few bones of a human body, or even of an animal, of a 


past age, giving him the certain proportions, he will build a structure 
and make it complete. These national bonds all bear certain propor- 
tions to each other. If you give a banker the market value of a 4 
per cent. bond running a certain number of years, he will tell you 
the precise market value ofa 3 per cent. bond running a certain num- 
ber of years. They bear certain relations to each other that are easily 
ascertained and definable. That is the only way by which we can 
test whether 3 per cent. bonds would have been sold at par; and, 
judging by that criterion, there never was a time from the veto of 
the funding bill that a 3 per cent. bond could have been sold at par 
in coin to any considerable amount. Why? Because the equivalent 
of a 3 per cent. bond at par and a4 per cent. bond would be that the 
4 per cent. bond should bear a premium of 19} per cent. That is a 
simple computation, made upon ascertained conditions. Conse- 
quently, as long as the 4 per cent. bonds could be bought, even at the 
present market rate, 117%, the 3 per cent. bonds would not be sold to 
any considerable amount in opposition to the 4 percent. bonds. That 
may be ascertained from the fact that every man will go to market 
and buy that which he considers the cheapest. It is true that a few 
persons here and there who desire a security for five years may pur- 
chase a 3 per cent. bond at par, when the general market would prob- 
ably not reach par. 

I have no doubt some of these bonds would be sold and taken en 
the ground that banks and private persons may desire a security 
running for five years without the privilege of payment meanwhile. 
Some of them may be sold. The money market to-day is more favor- 
able for the sale ot 3 per cent. bonds than it has ever been since the 
defeat of that bill. The price of four percents now is higher, I be- 
lieve, than it has ever reached, and as there is no amount of bonds 
outstanding bearing 5 and 6 per cent. interest, no interest against the 
3 per cent. bonds, I believe in common with a great many other peo- 
ple that a large number of 3 per cent. bonds would be taken for the 
reason that I have stated. 

But, sir, there isno ground or basis for the computation of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him to say 
that I would be very glad if he would show wherein it is erroneous? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have already stated that, if my friend under- 
stands me. I say that 3 per cent. bonds to any large amount could 
not have been sold at par at any time since the defeat of that bill, 
because from the analogies of the money markets known to every 
banker the 4 per cent. bonds at 117% would be cheaper than 3 per 
cent. bonds at par. 

Mr. PLUMB. What the Senator states is entirely apart from my 
computation of the expenses of taking care of the debt. Lhave made 
certain figures showing the amount of interest that the Government 
would pay for the purpose of discharging the 3} per cent. bonds by 
the Senator’s plan, and for the purpose of discharging the publie debt 
upon the plan now carried on. It is a question, as he says, of cold 
business. Now I want him to say just where the computation which 
Imade upon the basis of these two methods of paying the debt is 
erroneous, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very thing 1 have been trying to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. That does not have anything to do with the price 
of 34 per cent. bonds at all. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I commenced by showing that these 3 per cent. 
bonds could not have been sold; but let me go further. The Sen- 
ator assumes that the Government of the United States will be able 
to pay off $100,000,000 or $120,000,000 of the debt annually for the 
next five years. I showed him that there was no ground for believ- 
ing that this probably could be done. He differs with me. Then 
the Senate must decide upon that matter. When we remember the 
probable increase of demands for arrears of pension; when we re- 
member the fact that there is a general demand for the reduction of 

me kinds of taxes, that there is a feeling that a great variety of 

xes imposed by the internal-revenue laws should be repealed ; 
when there are probabilities that the revenues will not be so large 
in coming years as they have been in the last two or three years, and 
with a certainty that our expenditures will be increased, it is not 
wise for us te contemplate the payment of more than $350,000,000 in 
the next five years. That is at the rate of about $70,000,000 a year. 
The Senator’s whole argument is based upon the idea that we are to 
have an overflowing surplus revenue of more than $100,000,000 a 
year to be applied to the payment of the public debt. 

Another assumption that is entirely wrong, upon which the Sen- 
ator bases his argument, is that we must take $50,000,000 of the fands 
set aside by law to pay tho United States notes, to maintain them at 
par, and reduce the amount of the redemption fund to $100,000,000. 
Sometimes that fund varies somewhat, according to the policy of the 
Treasury Department. It has been supposed that 40 percent. is about 
the proper fund for the payment of United States notes, and $140,- 
000,000 have been set aside for that purpose. Sometimes there is a 
little more than that, because bonds may not be called in,or called 
bonds may be outstanding. The present amount, it seems to me, is 
rather large; it was about $156,000,000 the first of January. The 
Senator assumed that in order to carry out his financial programme 
the fund for the redemption of United States notes should be reduced 
to $100,000,000. In this way he would endanger the very foundation 
of our whole system of money. ~ Our money now is founded upon the 
idea that at any time the Government of this United States may 
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redeem every dollar of itin coin. The whole mass of our circulation ; 
yea, a large part of the prosperity of this country, rests upon the fact 
that this reserve will be maintained ; so that in no possible circum- 
stances shall there be any danger that the United States notes may 
not be redeemed in coin. 

The Senator thinks $100,000,000 is enough. Upon what ground 
does he base this opinion? Is that the experience of bankers in other 
countries and in other times in our own country? On the contrary, 
they have generally agreed upon the idea that 40 per cent. is about 
the amount that should be maintained, and we have maintained it. 
Therefore the proposition to withdraw $50,000,000 from the funds for 
this purpose might endanger the whole fabric. TheSenatorsays that 
I, on being examined before the Committee on Finance last winter, said 
that this $50,000,000 might beused. Buthow? What he read shows 
plainly that it was to be used in the way of refunding, that is, when 
the Secretary was authorized to sell bonds and was in process of sell- 
ing them, that he might anticipate to a limited extent and use a por- 
tion in view of the return and sale of bonds. That could be done; 
it might bedone. It ought only to be done, however, when the bonds 
are selling readily and freely. Therefore the whole basis of that 
argument falls. 

do not care to pursue the subject further; but one point more I 
wish to notice. ‘The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] quotes from 
me in regard to the amount of silver dollars. If he had been a little 
more familiar with the whole subject he would have known that the 
silver dollars coined in the two or three years immediately before the 
act of 1873 were coined for California at the mints for exportation, 
and mainly for the China trade. They were not for circulation here. 
I again repeat that although the aggregate amount of silver dollars 
issued by the Government prior to 1873 was about eight million, if Iam 
correct in that amount, the great body of them, as the Senator shows, 
were issued just before the act of 1873, but they were used for exporta- 
tion in the China trade and were exported, and the silver dollar did 
not circulate among the people of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Does not the Senator refer to the trade-dollars when 
he says they were used for the China trade? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No,sir. I understand the difference between the 
old silver dollar and the trade-dollar. I think the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will know what I say when I state that for two or three years 
before the trade-dollar was provided for, under the then existing 
law, they had the old dollar coined with a view to exportation in the 
China trade. Our silver dollar, the very dollar that is now suggested 
by the Senator, was found to be less valuable than the Mexican dol- 
lar. The old dollar contained 412} grains; the Mexican dollar con- 
tained 417 grains. It was found that the Mexican dollar superseded 
this dollar that had been coined for the benefit of the Pacitic coast. 
Their merchants came here with their petitions and asked us to pro- 
vide a trade-dollar of 420 grains, and that trade-dollar was provided 
for them at their request to supersede the dollar of 4124 grains, 
which after that was not coined. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I take his own state- 
ment that the six million silver dollars coined, according to the 
report of the Director of the Mint between 1853 and 1873, were in- 
tended for exportation alone. Is that his statement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do say that they were used for that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. Then1 would beg the honorable Senator to explain why 
the record of the Director of the Mint shows that those $6,000,000 
were issued year by year for every year, except one, from 1853 to 1873, 
and the trade-dollar, too, was issued at the same time in the latter 
part of that period. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not a table before me of the total amount 
of silver dollars issued by the Government prior to 1873. I think 
it was about eight million. I state it roundly at $8,000,000. I donot 
remember the precise amount. 

Mr. LOGAN. It was $8,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole amount of silver dollars issued from 
the foundation of the Government to 1873 was about eight million, 
Iam told. A large portion of these, it seems from the table read 
by the Senator, were the dollars issued before the act of 1873; and 
the reason why they were superseded by the act of 1873 was upon the 
petition of the very men who had the dollars issued. The dollars did 
not circulate in the United States. Why? Because those dollars 
were worth 103 instead of par. They would notcirculate. Gold was 
relatively cheaper thansilveratthattime. Thesilverwasovervalued, 
we valuing our silver 16 of silver to 1 of gold, while in France the 
ratio was 15} to 1. The silver dollar provided for in the old act, and 
which was coined for the benefit of the California merchants, was 
worth more than par, and did not and would not circulate in this 
country. Therefore the trade-dollar superseded it. 

But the Senator says that the act of 1873 demonetized silver. The 
very tables that he has before him show that nearly threefold more 
silver dollars were issued under the act of 1873 than were issued be- 
fore the act of 1873. The matter has not been called to my atten- 
tion recently, but the number of trade-dollars, if I remember, was 
twenty-two million or thereabout—the Senators from California may 
remember perhaps; I am only speaking now at random—so that 
nearly three times as many dollars, called trade-dollars, were issued 
under the act of 1873, that the Senator says demonetized silver, than 


were issued in the whole history of the Government before 1873. Am 
I correct ? 
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Mr. TELLER. Thirty-five million trade-dollars were issued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was far below it. More than four times as 
many silver dollars were issued under the act of 1873, which the 
Senator said demonetized silver, as had ever been issued before in 
the history of the Government. 

But now I ask, what has that to do with the history of this case ? 
We shall have the question of silver up. We are now negotiating 
with foreign nations to make a ratio about silver; and if we fail in 
that negotiation there is but one remedy for the silver question, and 
that is that we must put enough grains of silver in the silver dollar 
to make it of equal value with the grains of gold in the gold dollar. 
But I shall not discuss that question; and it is one about which men 
willdifter. The question is whether we will encumber a law intended 
to give an opportunity to try the virtue of a3 per cent. bond by a 
provision that only creates antagonism, dispute, doubt, and difficulty, 
and upon that question I am perfectly willing to take the vote of the 
Senate at any time and abide by their judgment. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator says he does not want to discuss this 
question, yet he makes statements in regard to the responsibility of 
striking out the silver dollar directly in contradiction with the record 
of the Mint. I ask the Chief Clerk to read, for I have not the voice 
to read it, the true account of what is called the demonetization of 
the silver dollar. The Senator may call it striking the dollar out of 
the coinage; I care nothing about terms. I have stated facts taken 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and this is from Weston upon 
the Silver Question, one of the most reliable authorities ever published 
in this country, as well as one of the clearest and most distinct, and 
it is without partisan bias. I ask the Chief Clerk to read the his- 
tory of that transaction, and then I ask the Senator from Ohio to 
find any flaw in that statement or any place where it is not substan- 
tiated by the records of the proceedings of Cougress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter sent to the desk by the 
Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


This act was debated, but by whom and upon what points? It was fought 
over in the Senate two long days, but the contest was between the Pacific Sena- 
tors and the chairman of the Finance Committee, on the question of seigniorage 
on the gold coins—a matter of importance to the mining interests. Not one word 
about demonetizing silver or abrogating the double standard was uttered by any 
Senator. 

But how did this act ‘‘ demonetize ” or “abolish” the old silver dollar? 

It did not demonetize the old silver dollar at all. Every coin struck at the Mint 
as full legal tender, including all pieces less than a dollar, of full weight, struck 
prior to 1853, remained a full legal tender as before. What the act of February 
12, 1873, did and all that it did was to demonetize the special silver coins defined in 
it. The demonetizing of the old silver dollar was accomplished, as we shall pres- 
ently see, not by the act of February 12, 1873, but by a clause in the Revised Stat- 
utes oo in June, 1874. 

If the February 12, 1873, act did not demonetize the old silver, so itdid notabolish 
it in any way calculated to attract attention. It contains no clause or word spe- 
cially naming or referring to the old silver dollar. What it contains, after the 
section specifying the different coins of gold, silver, and nickel, which it author- 
izes and regulates, is a general clause prohibiting the issue of any coins not speci- 
fied in the act. This general clause, of course, includes the old silver dollar, and 
in that way prevented its further coinage, and practically abolished it for the future, 
until there should be new legislation. Butit is easy enough to comprehend how 
this might have escaped attention. ; 

The act of February 12, 1873, originated in the House, to which it was reported 
by Mr. Hooper. As he prepared it, and as the House passed it, it provided for a 
silver dollar of the exact value of a French five-franc piece, and conformed the 
smaller silver coins to the same proportionate value. As the law then existed, and 
had existed since 1853, the silver coins below one dollar were under weight, and 
therefore a mere token currency, and a tender for only five dollars. The new feat- 
ure introduced by Mr. Hooper was an under-weight dollar, and this being a mere 
token, he limited its legal-tender power to five dollars. In point of principle there 
was nothing new in that. There was no demonetizing of the old silver dollar in 
Mr. Hooper's bill, and no assertion in any form, direct or implied, of an authority 
in Congress to demonetize any gold or silver coin of full weight and standard. 

In the Senate, among other amendments, one was adopted, without a single word 
of discussion, striking out Mr. Hooper’s underweighted dollar, and substituting 
the trade-dollar, slightly exceeding the old dollar in weight, and at the same time 
limiting its legal-tender capacity to five dollars. This was undoubtedly an asser- 
tion of a power in Congress to demonetize silver of full weight, but that was added 
at the end of the legislative proceedings in relation to the matter. It formed no 
ed of the bill, the printing of which eleven times, and the consideration of which 

uring successive sessions, are now so ostentatiously paraded. It was one of those 
things so often sli on into laws at the very last moment, and essentially changing 
their character. e Senate adopted it without observation, and the House never 
acted upon it at all, except to reject it pro forma and send the bill to a conference 
committee. 

The act of February 12, 1873, did not demonetize the old silver dollar, and the 
fact that the prohibition of its coinage was effected by a general clause attracted 
no attention in or outof Congress. The actual currency of the country was paper. 
The Pacific coast, which produced silver, had in the trade-dollar just what it 
wanted for export to China and India, and it was to nobody a matter of practical 
importance, for the time being, that the coinage of the old silver dollar was no 
longer demandable at the Mint. Substantially nobedy, except the few who were 
in the secret, knew what had been done or anticipated what was soon after planned 
and executed by a falsification of the Revised Statutes.—The Silver Question, by 
Weston, pages 183 and 184. 


Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, the records of the Mint show that 
the following silver dollars were coined from 1853 to 1873: 
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1882. 


Now the Senator asks, as he isin the habit of doing, what has that 
to do with the question before the Senate? It is beyond my com- 
prehension that all these dollars were for exportation. Were they 
issued under the terms of the law for exportation? They were issued 
as money of the United States. Whether they went abroad or 
whether they staid at home, they were made for the use of the peo- 
ple of the United States. What does the Senator mean when he says 
that they were taken out of the country? Thatis not the question. 
That is no argument. If they were issued for the benefit of the peo- 

le, to be used by the people either for exportation or for business at 
coe they were the money of the people. They were the money of 
the people from 1853 to 1873. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has asked me a question and I feel 
bound to answer it. Under the law as it stood silver bullion was 
deposited in the Mint by private parties, and the silver dollars were 
issued to them on the ground that they were to be exported. Asa 
matter of course, anybody could deposit silver bullion under the old 
law and receive silver dollars, and for the Chinese trade they were 
found to be useful. To the extent that is disclosed by the report of 
the Director of the Mint, they were coined out of bullion deposited 
by private parties with the Mint and put in that form. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that they were only 
issued by the Mint for exportation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were not issued for exportation as a matter 
of course, but in fact they were exported and were not in circulation. 
I will ask the Senator if before 1873 he ever saw in circulation a silver 
dollar in Missouri ? 

Mr. VEST. I have forgotten about it. IfI did, Ido not recollect 
now. As suggested to me, Ido not suppose that there were any gold 
dollars at that time, in 1873. Did the Senator see any gold dollars 
then? Andyetthey wereissued. It comesdown to this, that now the 
Senator from Ohio, driven by the records of the mint to the last extrem- 
ity, after he has repeatedly asserted upon eight separate occasions, 
from 1876 to this time, as I findin the records of Congress, that not 
one silver dollar was ever issued by the United States for any pur- 
pose between 1853 and 1873, now when he cannot deny the records, 
says they were issued forexportation. Under what law, under what 
act of Congress, were they limited to exportation? They were issued 
for the benefit of the people of the United States to be used by the 

veople, and I simply deny, for I can do nothing else, that every dol- 

ts of that money went out of this country. I deny it. Does the 
Senator pretend to say that every dollar was taken immediately by 
the men who got it and carried off and sent to China? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Can we not have a vote now? 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want a vote? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have a vote. 


Mr. ALLISON. Then I have a word or two to say betore the vote | 


is taken. I think it is due to history at least that some further state- 
ment should be made with reference to the silver dollar. 

What has been stated by the Senator from Ohio is true that the 
silver coinage of the 412} grains dollar, up to 1873, amounted to 
about eight million dollars. That statement taken by itself is an 
implication that from the foundation of this Government up to 1873 
the silver dollar was a disgraced currency. That is an untrue infer- 
ence. When we come to understand why a small number of silver 
dollars was coined we find that it is no discredit to the silver dollar. 
When Alexander Hamilton and his confreres in 1792 fixed the stand- 
ard of relation between silver and gold at 15 to 1, they fixed a rela- 
tion which drove all the gold out of the United States practically 
until 1834; and in order to provide a metallic money in this country 
the Congress of the United States from 1795, if I mistake not the 
date, up to 1832 provided that the silver and gold coins of other 
countries should be a legal tender in this country ; and therefore the 
Spanish dollars and the Mexican dollars were in abundance in this 
country from 1795 to the time of the legislation of 1834, and those 
coins were made by your laws legal tender; they were deposited in 
all your banks; they formed the basis of all the circulating paper 
currency of the country during all that period of time. Therefore 
it is unfair to say, if anybody does say, either by implication or by 
direct statement, that the silver dollar was disgraced from the foun- 
dation of the Government until 1873. 

What happened in 1834? So great was the circulation of foreign 
coins and so certain was the fact that because we overvalued gold 
all the gold of this country went regularly to foreign countries, 
because a man could export gold to the French mints and make 3 per 
cent., that the result was that we had nothing but a silver circula- 
tion in 1834. Then we turned the table, and instead of having the 
relation of 15 to 1 we established a relation of 16 to 1, which made 
all the silver of this country so valuable that it went to the French 
mints at a profit of 3 per cent., the ratio there being 154 tol. That was 
the condition of our currency from 1834, if I do not mistake the date, 
up to 1853, when the legislation which has been spoken of took place 
in reference to silver. hat was that? It was not a demonetization 
of thesilver dollar ; it was only an operation for the purpose of keep- 
ing in this country small ne and enabling us to have fractional 
money, and so we fixed the relation of the half-dollars and quarter- 
dollars and dime pieces, which we authorized to be issued, at a rate 
far less than 15 or 16 to 1, a relation.of about 13} or 14 to 1; I do not 
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remember what it was exactly. We debased the half-dollars and 
quarter-dollars for the very purpose of keeping silver in this country, 
in order to have the means for ordinary small transactions in human 
affairs, and the silver was a legal tender; it was a dollar of account; 
it was the monetary unit until 1873, nay, until the Revised Statutes 
of 1874 were passed, because the revision of the Mint laws in 1873 
did no more or less than say that from that date no more silver dol- 
lars should be coined at the Mint. That was all. Before 1873 I had 
the right as a citizen of the United States to go to the Mint and pre- 
sent my silver bullion and demand for it silver dollars. The law of 
1873 did not change that provision except in so far as it provided 
that no more such dollars should be coined. It left all the silver 
dollars of the United States still a legal tender. They had the same 
qualities that they always had except that no more dollars could be 
coined at the Mint. When the Revised Statutes of 1874 were pre- 
pared, then it was that the monetary quality which had always 
existed before was taken from the silver dollar. 

Now, as to the coining of silver dollars between 1853 and 1873, of 
course the coinage was small. Why? Nobody would carry bullion 
to the American mints and have it coined when ‘he could carry that 
same bullion to the French mints and make 3 per cent. by having it 
coined there. Therefore there was no reason why anybody would 
coin silver dollars here. Of course there were a few of them coined 
for the convenience of our people, probably mostly in California. 
Senators must bear in mind that during all the period of inflation 
and of paper currency in the Eastern States the Pacific coast had a 
specie currency only. Therefore I have no doubt many of these dol- 
lars were coined for local use in California, for small change, and, 
as the Senator from Ohio has said, doubtless many of them were ex- 
ported to China, for the convenience of trade there. But it was 
found that these silver dollars of 4124 grains came in conflict with 
the Mexican dollars of 416 grains in the China trade; and the China- 
man, being vigilant and active with reference to his own interests, 
when he saw an American dollar knew perfectly well that it was a 
dollar which contained four grains less of silver than the Mexican 
dollar. Soit came to pass that our dollars would not circulate there ; 
and upon that statement of the Senator from Ohio that the American 
dollar would not go to China in competition with the Mexican dol- 
lar, our Pacific coast friends came to the House of ‘Representatives 
and to the Senate and insisted that they should have a dollar which 
would pass current in China; and upon that, as has been stated by 
the Senator from Ohio, we made a cart-wheel dollar of 420 grains. 
We did not make it a legal tender, because it was intended really, 
as the Senator from Ohio says, for export. 

When that matter was decided there was no agitation of either the 
silver question or the gold question in this country; we had no specie 
payments, and those were regarded as visionary men who looked for- 
ward even to a return to specie payments as early as the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1879. It was not a practical question in American politics in 
1873 whether we coined silver free at the mints or coined gold there, 
because neither was in practical circulation except on the Pacific 
coast. Both the gold and the silver that appeared in the Eastern 
States of this Union and in the great marts of our commerce were either 
hoarded in bank vaults or were exported to England and the rest of 
Europe to keep up the balance of trade, which was then running rap- 
idly against us, and so continued to 1875. 

So, Mr. President, I do not care to discuss the silver question. I 
know it has no particular relation to this bill, but when I see it taken 
up and discussed here I feel bound as one having some interest in it 
to state the truth of history with reference to it. , 

Now, as a vote is apparently about to be taken, I wish to say one 
word further upon the amendment of the Senator from Missouri; 
and I, having the floor now in my own right, desire very much to 
have answered the question that I desired the Senator from Arkan- 
sas to answer when he was upon the floor; and as the Senator from 
Arkansas did not choose to answer me, I will now ask the Senator 
from Missouri whether in terms he intends his amendment to require 
national banks that now hold 34 per cent. bonds to surrender those 
bonds by the Istof July and to compel them to take 3 per cent. bonds; 
or whether the object of his amendment is merely to require national 
banks now in existence or that may hereafter be organized, if they 
hereafter buy United States bonds, to purchase the bonds authorized 
by this act, becanse that, I think, is a very material question in the 
consideration of the amendment. I asked the Senator from Arkan- 
sas in good faith to answer it, but he did not seem to think it worth 
while to pay any attention to my question. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
I certainly misunderstood him, Not being the author of the amend- 
ment I supposed he wanted to get my opinion. I said if the amend- 
ment was not broad enough to meet the purpose, we would have it 
amended. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I think the terms of 
the amendment fully answer the question of the Senator from Iowa. 
The amendment applies to all the national banks that seek to increase 
their capital and to new national banks organizing as corporations, 
until the $200,000,000 provided in the bill are exhaust An old 
bank seeking an increase of its capital must for such increase and a 
new bank for its whole capital must take the 3 per cent. bonds; but 
it dogs not apply to the bonds held by the banks now. That is my 
construction of it, and I never heard any other. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to hear the Senator from Missouri 
state his construction of the provision. What is the object, then, if 
I may ask the Senator, of this provision beginning in line 9? 

provided md upon which interest has ceased shall be ac- 
onl or shall ee ere rede security for circulation or for the safe 
‘keeping of the public money. 

That provision had a significance, a year ago when we were legis- 
lating upon this question, because we had a large number of 5 and 6 
per cent. bonds. Those bonds maturing, of course it was intended 
that they should not bear interest, but they have now been continued 
at 34 per cent., and this does not seem to me to be a sensible pro- 
vision now. : sae 

Mr. VEST. I will say to the Senator frankly that in submitting 
the amendment I paid very little attention to the details; and I can 
see that the provision he has just read may not be so well adapted to 
this bill of the Senator from Ohio as it was to the bill of last year. I 
will state to him frankly that my main object in offering the amend- 
ment is to repeal section 4 of the act of 1874, to take away from the 
national henke the power to bring in money, take out their bonds, 
put them upon the market, and sell them the next day and buy other 
bonds, and by this process to expand or contract the currency of the 
country at their own pleasure. That is the salient object of the 
amendment, and that is what I take especial interest in. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not want this vote to be taken 
without saying a word or two in reply to the Senator from Ohio. So 
far as his remarks related to the redemption fund now held in the 
‘Treasury, I might perhaps stand upon his statement of a year ago as 
to what would be the proper thing to do, but I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to the report of the Treasurer of the United 
States in regard to the operations of redemption under the resump- 
tion act. : 

On page 15 of the report of the Treasurer for the present year is a 
statement of all the redemptions that have been made since resump- 
tion took effect, from which it appears that the entire amount of 
legal-tender notes under the resumption act presented for redemp- 
tion was $12,029,086, and that since February, 1881, not one single 
dellar has been presented. The most that was ever presented in any 
month was in June, 1879, $2,503,302. I know it to be a fact that the 
banks of New York City that presented most of their own notes for 
redemption to the Treasury got into a serious difficulty with the 

‘Treasurer of the United States because of the fact that they had 
deposited greenbacks for the redemption of their own notes, the law 
requiring him to pay out greenbacks in exchange for notes presented 
for redemption under the national-bank act. They insisted they 
ought to have a right to deposit lawful money, gold or silver, and 
they made so much trouble about it, and it was of so much conse- 
quence to them, that they went to the pains of getting an opinion 
from the Attorney-General of the United States that instead of being 
required to deposit greenbacks to redeem their own circulation they 
might — gold. In other words, greenbacks were worth so much 
more to them than gold was that they got the Attorney-General of 
the United States to declare that the law was that they might de- 
posit gold in redemption of their notes, and not greenbacks. 

Mr. HOAR. Might deposit any lawful money. 

Mr. PLUMB. That they might deposit lawful money other than 
‘greenbacks. Here is the operation of the resumption law, and we 
are keeping in the Treasury of the United States a sum that fluctu- 
ates as the Secretary himself says from 36to 40 per cent., a fluctuation 
which may have serious consequences in regard to the business inter- 
ests of this country for the redemption of United States notes that 
the ple are pleading to have the privilege of retaining. 

What is the sense of that? Every dollar of this money that is 
locked up draws 3} per cent. interest, and every dollar, therefore, that 
can be spared from that fund ought to be taken out in order to savé 
that interest. One hundred million dollars is ample for the purposes 
of such a fund. I am told by an officer of the Treasury Department 
that $100,000,000 of that money could not be paid in, that is, the gold 
paid in and the greenbacks paid out, during one whole period of 
twelve months. In other words, that the depositing of the gold, the 
testing of its accuracy, its genuineness, and its weight, and the de- 
positing of the greenbacks and the examination of them and the 
assorting and paying of gold for them would take more than one year 
actually of the manual occupation of the force of the Department. 
‘Who is going to do it? 

The Secretary of the Treasury a year ago said that our paper was 
at a premium above gold in New York City. He did not state any- 
thing new; he did not state anything that everybody else did not 
know as well. It is an actual fact that this is true, and one of the 
troubles of this country to-day is that the gold of the country is re- 
ayuired to be used as a currency and costs more than the profit on the 
business which is done by it. The Merchants’ Bank of Saint Louis, 
for illustration, will submit to a congestion of currency, to the incon- 
venience of the lack of currency, rather than pay the cost of express- 
age on gold from New York to Saint Louis in order to meet the con- 
tingencies that may happen to be upon them just as long as they can 

ssibly avoidthatcharge. Itis the greenback that the people want ; 
it is the bank note that they want; it is the draught that they want; 
it is the check that they want; it is the short-cut to all kinds of bus- 
thess ; it is the cheapest and most economical means of transacting 
business that the people of the country are constantly aiming at, 
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and neither gold nor silver performs that office, and they do not want 
either as currency. 

At the time when the Secretary of the Treasury, now the Senator 
from Ohio, was providing for resumption an abnormal condition of 
things prevailed. -I do not blame him for the great caution he ob- 
served. Men publicly offered $10,000 to be the first in that line which 
would besiege the Treasury for the gold dollar which he was accum- 
ulating; and so much was said about the imposibility of resumption 
that it was wise to hedge by accumulating more than was necessary 
in order to establish beyond controversy the impossibility of break- 
ing the Treasury of the United States. But that is gone; and now 
the people want not gold, not silver, but they want greenbacks and 
silver certificates, they want paper money, national-bank notes, and 
all other forms of it, and not the coin itself. 

Suppose it were possible for a half dozen men to get together in 
the city of New York or elsewhere—and it can only be done there 
because nowhere else is so large an amount of money accumulated— 
what the Senator from Ohio seems to apprehend? Who conld doit? 
Mr. Jay Gould, Mr. Vanderbilt, and somebody else might doit per- 
haps, but no man or set of men could get together $25,000,000 of 
greenbacks for the purpose of bringing them here to the Treasury 
without destroying of their own property more than the entire sum 
thus accumulated. 

It would be regarded as a crime against the business interests of the 
county; it would be regarded as a conspiracy against the country ; 
no man is going to engage init. There is no profit in it; there is 
everything else but profit. One hundred million dollars in the Treas- 
ury are just as ample not only for the purpose of preventing the pre- 
sentation of the bills, but for the redemption of all that will be pre- 
sented as $500,000,000 would be, and meanwhile upon the industries 
of this country is being put the burden of this large interest account, 
made larger by holding this unwise and unnecessary redemption fund 
in the Treasury. 

The Senator from Ohio says that I assume something in saying that 
we can pay $100,000,000 of the public debt every year. Why do I 
assume it? He was authority for that statement when Secretary of 
the Treasury, and his successor tells us we shall have a surplus fund. 
We gauge our expenditure by that; we gauge our legislation in re- 
gard to the public debt by that. 

But, Mr. President, I have here a statement of what will be actu- 
ally realized. We shall appropriate this year 3100,000,000 for arrears 
of pensions; next year we shall appropriate say as much more, and 
then the payments on that account will begin te fall off, and after 
two years from now, at the beginning of the third fiscal year from 
this time, the expenses of this Government on account of pensions 
will be $40,000,000 less than they will be during this year. Now I 
take into the computation nothing on account of any excess of re- 
ceipts in any succeeding year over the present; the Secretary of the 
Treasury does not; and yet the population of this country isincreas- 
ing at the rate of nearly two million souls per annum and the busi- 
ness of the country and everything that goes to make revenue in- 
crease in proportion. The history of the last year shows it, and 
there is not any likelihood of any diminution of it; but if there should 
be, remember that the country will have paid $100,000,000 this year, 
and we certainly can do as well next year, knowing as we do what 
revenue we are going to get. Weare $3,500,000 better off by having to 
pay interest on $100,000,000 less, and we have $7,000,000 besides in 
the Treasury from another fund that we can use, and $5,000,000 more 
of excess of revenue, according to the report of the Secretary, taking 
no account whatever of any increase in the receipts. 

One thing I want to say about the silver business. There has been 
something said about the unit of value. I speak about it because it 
has been a part of the tactics that has been applied in regard to this 
bill as it was in regard to the silver bill, to denounce as cranks, as 
lunatics on the financial question people who do not agree to a cer- 
tain hide-bound policy. The men who voted in this Chamber and in 
the other House for the silver bill were denounced in the press of this 
country as criminals. There was never anything like the abuse that 
was heaped on the men who voted for the silver bill, and we are now 
charged with having attacked the public credit last year in that we 
voted for a 3 per cent. funding bill which the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, now Senator from Ohio, says would not have accomplished 
the purpose. Now he says the gold dollar is the unit of value. 

I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to the statutes of the 
United States on that question. The first one was passed in 1792, and 
in section 9 of that act it is expressly stated that the silver dollar 
shall be the unit of value, and until 1849 the aes dollar never had any 
status, never occupied any relation to the silver dollar except that 5 
was provided it should be a dollar; that is to say, the amount o 
gold to go into the coinage should be a dollar. That wasall. At 
that time in 1849, while it was provided that a gold dollar should be 
coined, it said that it should be of the value of one dollar of the unit, 
referring to the act of 1792 in which the silver dollar was established 
as the unit of value. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Kansas will 
yield to me a moment, I desire to say that while I do not expect to 
participate in this debate I very much desire to have an opportunity 
of looking carefully over the debate as far as it has a ame and I 

refer that it should now cease for the evening ; and unless it woulp 
interrupt the Senator I would move an adjournment. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 


be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
move an adjournment ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I proposed to do that, but I will withdraw it for 
a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to move an amendment that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. I give 
notice that I will make that motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I offer an amendment to the bill, 


I desire to offer an amendment to 


and ask that it be printed. It can be read now for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 


The acting Secretary read as follows: 

Strike out on page 2, lines 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22 as far as and including the 
word ‘ Treasury,” and insert: : 

Provided, The bonds herein authorized shall not be called in and paid as long 
as any bonds of the United States bearing a higher rate of interest than 3 per cent. 
and which are redeemable at the pleasure of the United States shall be outstand- 
~— The last of the said bonds issued under this act shall be first called in, and 

order of payment shall be followed until all shall have been paid. 

Also add as an additional section : 

Src. 2. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to authorize an increase 
of the public debt. 


Mr. PLUMB. I have some amendments that I desire to offer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish to express a desire, if the Senate 
cannot vote on this bill this evening, that it may be postponed until 
Monday. That will lose but one working day. I am compelled by 
some engagements, made already, to be absent to-morrow and next 
day if ible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
arrangement can be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the bill to resume its place as unfinished 
business on Monday, if that is the pleasure of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be done by general under- 
standing. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer several amendments of which I gave 
notice and ask that they be read for information and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments will be 
read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

That whenever the volume of the national-bank circulation is diminished by the 
failure or liquidation of any of the national banks, or otherwise, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall issue an amount of Treas notes equal to the amount of such 
diminution of volume in the national-bank circulation, which shall be repeated from 
time to time, and such Treas notes shall be printed in the similitude of the ex- 
isting Treasury notes, and shall be receivable for all debts due the Government, 
including custom dues: Provided, That the amount of national-bank currency as 
existing at the date of each such diminution shall never be increased. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time pay in discharge of 
the debt of the United States drawing 3} per cent. interest all funds in the Treas- 
ury, save $100,000,000 needed for redemption of United States notes, and such 
moneys as are held for special purposes, and such as may be necessary to meet the 
current expenses of the Government, including interest on the public debt; and he 
shall, so far as may be practicable for the purposes of calls for the payment of 
bonds, anticipate the revenues of the Government. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Alabama has indicated a purpose 
tomove that the Senate now adjourn, and I discover thatit is pecpened 
that when the Senate adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
I suggest that instead of adjourning now we proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, and close up the business on the exec- 
utive calender before we adjourn until Monday. : 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Michigan will pardon me, I 
will now make my motion in order to have that matter determined 
first as to whether or not we shall adjourn untilMonday. I therefore, 
with the Senator’s permission—— 

Mr. FERRY. I withdraw my motion until that is settled. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to offer an amendment to the pending bill 
to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ang ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. It is to come in after the words ‘‘ Treasurer of the 
United States,” in the fifth line, and proposes to insert: 

And at one national bank, to be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, in 


each city having by the last census a population of 10,000 inhabitants or more in 
each State in the Union. 


So that the clause will read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to receive at the Treas- 
ary and at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and at one 
national bank, to be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, in each city 
having by the last census a population of 10,000 inhabitants or more in each State 
in the Union, lawful money of the United States to the amount of fifty dollars or 
any multiple of that sum. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from South Carolina, that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be until Monday next. 

he motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. : 

Mr. FERRY. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 


XITI——25 


By general understanding that 


The amendment will be received 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and - four o’clock and thirty- 
three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjo ; 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 12, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. PowER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be objection, the Journal as read 
will stand approved. 

Mr. GARRISON. As I heard the Journal read, it states that the 
bill which I reported yesterday from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was reported without amendment, the bill to incorporate 
the Garfield Memorial Hospital. There were two verbal amendments 
recommended by the committee, and I think the Journal should be 
corrected in that respect. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that the amend- 
ments were not stated in the bill. 
wae GARRISON. They are stated in the report accompanying the 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill itself, however, does not indicate any 
change. 

Mr. GARRISON. The committee suggests the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. They are not incorporated into the bill, The bill 
was reported without containing any amendments. The report may 
have recommended the amendments. The correction will be made 
as suggested. 

The Journal was then approved. 


OFFICIAL REGISTER OF 1881. 


Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following ; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing : 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 2,000 addi- 


tional copies of the first volume of the official register of 1881 be printed and bound 
in cloth for the use of the House. 


WITHDRAWAL OF BILL. 


Mr. BUCKNER. I ask consent to withdraw from the Committee 
on Commerce the bill (H. R. No. 990) to incorporate the Interoceanic 
Ship Railway Company, and for other purposes 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman want 
reference ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Not at present. Ido not want to have the bill 
referred to a committee at present, until I can make some changes 
in it. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. TAYLOR. Iam directed by the special committee of which 
I am chairman to submit at this time a resolution for the employment 
of a temporary clerk, whose services are now needed by our com- 
mittee, and to ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee charged with the auditing of claims grow- 
ing out of the illness and burial of James A. Garfield, late President of the United 
States, be authorized to employ a clerk during such time as may be necessary, with 
the usual compensation, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that resolution should go to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The committee requesting the clerk is one for the 
purpose of auditing the accounts of expenditures arising out of the 
sickness and burial of the late President. It is a temporary com- 
mittee, and will get through all its duties in a very few days. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will not insist upon it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. HILL. I desire to make a personal explanation. I was un- 
avoidably detained from the House on account of business at the 
opening of the session yesterday, and was not present when the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] was sub- 
mitted and voted upon. If I had been present, I should have voted 


“no.” 


to have a change of 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a privfleged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I send to the Clerk’s desk a report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, which I ask to have read, after which, unless there be 


‘| objection, I will move its present consideration. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Penn- 


The SPEAKER. The report will be read. : 
sylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ] 


The Clerk read as follows: 5 ; 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred sundry amendments to the rules Mr. RANDALL. I do not want any understanding that this sub- 


of the House, having had the same under consideration, submit the following | ject shall be taken up to-morrow; and I will state why. Friday is 
private bill day; and, under the operation of the new rules thus far, 


the formation of calendars has not had its fairoperation. Therefore 
I do not want to see private bills interfered with to-morrow by other 
business. I hope that onevery Friday we shall take up the Private 
Calendar and dispose of bills upon it. If we commence at once, and 
on each Friday dispose of bills on that Calendar, we shall not at 
the end of this session, as we did at the close of the last session, have 
many hundreds of bills unconsidered. 
A MeMBER. Is there anything on the Private Calendar ? 










report: 

The committee recommend the amendment of Rule X so as to read as follows, 
namely : 

“On Ways and Means, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Judiciary, to consist of nineteen members. 

“On Banking and Currency, to consist of fifteen members. 

«On Commerce, to consist of nineteen members. 

“On Agriculture, to consist of nineteen members. 

‘On Foreign Affairs, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘‘On Military Affairs, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members. 












“On the Public Lands, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘‘On Pacific Railroads, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Improvement of the Misstentors River, to consist of fifteen members. 

**On Invalid Pensions, to consist of nineteen members 

‘On War Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

““On Accounts, to consist of eleven members.” 

The committee also recommend the appointmen t of the following standing com- 


mittee, namely : 

Committee on Interoceaaic Canal and Foreign Inland Transportation, to consist 
of thirteen members. 

And amend Rule XT by inserting the following words : 

“To the interoceanic canal or other public highway connecting the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans by the nearest practicable route, and also subjects relating to for- 
eign inland transportation routes, to the Committee on Interoceanic Canal and 
Foreign Inland Transportation.” 

Amend paragraph 21, Rule XI, so as to read as follows, namely: 

“To the navigation of the Mississippi, to the Committee on Luprovement of the 
Navigation of the Mississippi River.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
ROBESON] whether he desires a vote on this report at this time; 
whether he is not willing to have the report printed and taken up 
to-morrow, so that we can see the force of the amendments recom- 
mended ? 

Mr. ROBESON. 
ask for the present consideration of this report. It is the nnanimous 
report of the committee, with a single exception. The committee 
are unanimous upon every point except one. Upon that one point, 
as to the establishment of the interoceanic canal committee, one 
member of the committee does not agree to the report. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, and Mr. SPRINGER addressed the 
Chair. 

Mr. ROBESON. I thoroughly understand that if the House de- 
sires to have this report go over until to-morrow, the power is in the 
hands of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does it not go over anyhow under the rule if 
there be objection, this being a proposition to amend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks for the pres- 
ent consideration of the report. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will an objection carry the report over ? 
I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
BLACKBURN. ] 

Mr. HUBBELL. I object to the present consideration of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects tothe pres- 
ent consideration of the report. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I was not able to hear it read; and I want an 
opportunity to examine it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the report will go over for 
one day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from New Jersey had yielded 
to me for a suggestion, which I think will meet all objections. Asa 
member of the Committee on Rules, I am sure the committee will sup- 
port the gentleman from New Jersey in his action if he shall now con- 
sent, without any objection being interposed, to let the report go over 
and be printed, so that it may be fully considered and fairly disposed 
of when it comes up to-morrow. 

Mr. ROBESON. I am perfectly willing to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis of opinion that objection being made, 
the report must go over for one day under the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer this amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. ROBESON. One moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to say one thing in this connection. We 
are perfectly aware that this report must go over on a single objec- 
tion, because under the rules one day’s notice of any proposition to 
change the rules is required. If any gentleman desires to have it go 
over we consent, but I ask that the report be printed in the REcoRD 

for the information of members. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. That is what everybody wants. 

Mr. ROBESON. And what we cheerfully agree to. 

The SPEAKER. Having been read, the report will be printed in 
the REecorpD without any special order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to say a word. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to submit an amendment to the rules, to 
be considered in connection with this report. 

The SPEAKER. The report is not before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that this amendment shall be printed 
and go over, that the Honse may be informed of it. 

































If so, 
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Mr. RANDALL. There is already much on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey a question in reference to thisrepart. I wish to know what oppor- 
tunity will be given for amendment or discussion ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Full opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The report is not before the House. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask to have my proposition for amendment of 
the rules printed in the REcoRD in connection with the other. 

Mr. ROBESON. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I have a right, I presume, to submit an amend- 
ment to the rules at any time. b 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Has not the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules been disposed of for the present ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not now before the House. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. ‘Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees. 

Mr. ROBESON. Did the gentleman from Georgia ask me a ques- 
tion? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize the gentleman from 


I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to | Minois, [Mr. SPRINGER,] but objection is made. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Have I not a right to offer this now? 

Mr. ROBESON. For reference, yes. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can be offered now for 
reference to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [offer it, then, for reference to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to printing the proposition 
of the gentleman from Illinois in the REcoRD? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. PAGE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the regular order is called 


or. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The regular order, as I understand, is the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday. 
TheSPEAKER. Theregular order is the morning hour for the call 
of committees. 

ENLARGEMENT OF HOUSE RESTAURANT. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Before the regular order is insisted upon 
I desire to make a request. I hold in my hand a resolution which 
has been unanimously agreed to by a committee of this House—the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Se ask the 
gentleman from Michigan to withhold his call for the regular order 
until I can introduce this resolution. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will it not come in under the call 
of committees ? 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 
way. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHaL- 
LENBERGER ] asks consent to submit a resolution which he is directed 
to report from his committee. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I understand that this resolution 
relates to the House restaurant ; and as that concerns the ‘“ dignity 
of the House,” I waive the call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the reporting of 
the resolution. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let it be read, the right to object being reserved. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, after which 
there will be opportunity for objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to remove the bath-rooms from their present position adjoining the House 
restaurant to the rooms in the southeast corner of the basement, at the foot of the 
elevator, and to make needful alterations and repairs necessitated by such remov1, 
under the direction of theSpeaker ; and the space now used as bath-rooms shall be 
added to the restaurant, ane reserved exclusively for members of the House. The 


necessary expense attending the same, not to exceed in the aggregate $3,000, shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. One word, Mr. Speaker. 1 freely admit 
an objection will prevent the introduction of the resolution. 
Several MemBeRS. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I request but one moment to make an 
explanation of the action of the committee in reporting this resolu- 
tion. 


We do not desire it to come in in that 





























The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by several 
members. The resolution will be withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask, then, if the 
regular order be demanded, that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Accounts ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object toits going to the Committee on Accounts. 
The proper committee is the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. RANDALL. It comes from that committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwas in the rear of the Hall when the matter was 
brought forward, and did not hear that statement. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. It is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let it come in, then, in the regular order and take 
its place upon the Calendar at the proper time. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I do not often intrude, and hope I may 
be permitted to say one word of explanation. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I withdraw the resolution, then, for the 
present. 









PROTECTION OF RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 


Mr. UPSON. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution 
of inquiry. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the House of 
Representatives, if not incompatible with the public interest, a copy of all corre- 
spondence, indorsements, and recommendations in his office relating to the use 
or expenditure of the appropriations, or any part thereof, made under an act of 
Congress entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for ongeene sites and the 
erection of suitable posts for the yorinees of the Rio Grande frontier,” approved 
April 16, 1880, together with such suggestions or recommendations in reference 
thereto and the use or expenditure of said sa a ge as he may deem to the 
best interests of the public service and best adapted to give adequate protection 
to said frontier. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Let it go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. UPSON. It is simply a resolution calling for information. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. UPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

. The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL REORGANIZATION, 


Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
277Y) to reorganize the judicial system of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I rise for the purpose of moving a change of 
reference. When I introduced the bill (H. R. No, 2324) for the relief 
of Drusilla H. Swanger, I moved its reference to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs; but at the moment my attention was diverted and it 
went to the Committee on Claims. ‘It is a claim; but, inasmuch as 
it proposes to take the money to pay the claim from the annuities of 
the Indians, it should be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
I move a change of reference—that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would have referred the bill to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs if it had understood that the appropria- 
tion was to pay money out of the Indian fund and not out of the gen- 
eral funds of the Treasury. In the absence of objection, the change 
of reference will be ordered as indicated by the gentleman from Iowa. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MASSACHUSETTS WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the Committee on Claims, 
I wish to submit a report from that committee on a bill (H. R. No. 
686) to reimburse the State of Massachusetts for certain expenditures 
for coast defense, for the purpose of having it printed andrecommitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not to come back on a motion to reconsider. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN P. PHELPS. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2780) for the relief of John P. Phelps; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 















































Is there objection to the present consideration of 









































LOUISA GASSAWAY, 

Mr. CHAPMAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2781) granting a pension to Louisa Gassaway; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. WILLIS. Wheml introduced the bill (H. R. No. 519) to regu- 
late and improve the civil service of the United States; and a bill 
(H. R. No. 520) to prevent extortions from persons in the public serv- 
ice and bribery and coercion of such persons, they were referred to 
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the Committee on the Judiciary, as there was no committee on the 



















special subject created at that time. Since then a Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service has been appointed, and I now ask, by 
unanimous consent, that the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of those two bills and they 
be referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, ask unanimous consent that House 
bill No. 2447, which was introduced by myself on Monday last and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. What is the subject-matter of the bill? 

Mr. DUNNELL. The bill in the last Congress was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and that would seem to be the proper 
reference for it. 

The SPEAKER. What is the subject-matter? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It refers to a question concerning the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims. The bill proposes to grant jurisdiction 
and authority to the Court of Claims in the case of the steamer De 
Soto. All papers relating to it are in the Navy Department, and 
the report which was made in the last Congress was made on docu- 
ments received from that Department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion, from the statement of 
the gentleman, that it belongs to the Judiciary Committee. The 
Chair, however, has no wish whatever in the matter, and will submit 
the question, if the gentleman desires to make a motion to that effect, 
to the judgment of the House. The Chair will state, simply, that all 
matters pertaining to the jurisdiction of the ceurts of the United 
States—no matter what may be the origin of the claim to which they 
relate—are proper subjects for reference, under the rule, to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Does the gentleman desire to submit a 
motion ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the Committee on the Judiciary be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. REED. I would like to know from the gentleman, as I have 
been unable to hear his remarks, what the nature of the bill is. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill had better be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2447) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of Claims 
in the case of the steamer De Soto. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Minnesota is 
to discharge the Committee on the Judiciary from the further consid- 
eration of this bill, and that the same be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

EXTENSION OF PUBLIC BUILDING, BUFFALO, NEW YORK. 

Mr. CROWLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2782) to provide for the repair and extension of the public build- 
ing owned by the Government at Buffalo, New York; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SEMINARY OF QUEBEC. 

Mr. THOMAS, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2783) concerning certain lands in the State of Illinois 
ceded by France to the Seminary of Quebec, and to indemnify the 
grantee thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT HURD. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2784) to increase the pension of Albert Hurd; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA M. KEITH. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2785) to increase the pension of Eliza M. Keith; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GOTTLIEB OESTERB. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2786) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Gottlieb Oesterb; which wae read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. EBERWEIN. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2787) to remove the charge of desertion from the rolls of the 
Adjutant-General’s Office against William F. Eberwein ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTONIO PELLETIER. 

Mr. PACHECO. I ask leave at this time to present a resolution of 

inquiry for immediate action. 
he SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to communicate 
to this House, so far as may be compatible with the public interests, a copy of the. 
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i ministerof the United States in Hayti, of his notes to that gov- 
pence are oe ent of State, not heretofore commu- 


Departm: 
eat ae Stine the’ Beene Antonie Pelletier, a citizen of the United States, 
against the Government of Hayti. 

Mr. PACHECO. Iask the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I do not know that I want to 
offer objection to the resolution, but there is so much confusion that 
I have been unable from the reading of the resolution to learn what 
it refers to. 

The SPEAKER. The objection made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is well taken. The Chair thinks that it is in the in- 
terest of the members of the House themselves, as well as in the 
interest of the public business, that order shall be preserved. : 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let the resolution be again 
reported. 

The resolution was again read. ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution, 
there being no objection to its present consideration. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PACHECO moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, by unanimous consent, presented 
‘a joint resolution (H. R. No. 92) to print 25,000 copies of each of the 
second and third annual reports of the Director of the United States 
Geological Suryey ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


HALL OF RECORDS. 


Mr. COOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2788) 
making an appropriation for the purchase of ground and the erec- 
tion thereon in the city of Washington of a building to be used as 
a hall of records; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
2 SOUTHERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. 


Mr. NEAL. On Monday last a bill (H. R. No. 2388) to authorize the 
Southern Maryland Railroad Company to extend its line into and 
within the District of Columbia was referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. That reference, in my opinion, was an im- 
proper one, since this bill has reference to a matter concerning solely 
the District of Columbia. The object of the bill is to permit this 
railroad company to extend its line into and within the District of 
Columbia; and it should have been referred to that committee. I 
move, therefore, that the Committee on Railways and Canals be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of that bill and that it be 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers that after some discussion 
this bill was referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, the 
Chair then being of opinion that it did not relate in its terms solely 
to a matter connected with the District of Columbia. The motion 
of the 

Mr. 
pro 


ntleman from Ohio is to change that reference. 
OWNSEND, of Ohio. I fail to discover any reason for this 
ition. 
r. NEAL. This is a railroad company which has been char- 
tered—— 
Mr. CALKINS. Is this question debatable? 
The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 
‘The question being taken on Mr. NEAL’s motion, there were—ayes 
‘37, noes 47, ; 
So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 


JAMES REA. 


Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimousconsent, introduced a joint resolution 
((H. R. No. 93) to authorize the Secretary of State to allow for expend- 
itures within named to James Rea, late consul at Belfast, Ireland ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE OF FRACTIONAL NOTES. 


Mr. BROWNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2789) providing for the issue and exchange of fractional Treasury 
notes of the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. What reference does the gentleman desire for 
‘this bill? 

Mr. BROWNE. The bill contains a provision for an appropriation 
‘of $10,000 to execute it, and may go either to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency or to the Committee on Appropriations. It author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare for issue ten millions of 
fractional currency, and it provides that there be an appropriation 
‘of $10,000 to enable him to execute the act. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to determine where a bill of 
that kind belongs, which in some of its features belongs to one com- 
mittee and in some of its features belongstoanother. ‘To which com- 
mittee does the gentleman desire to have this bill referred ? 

Mr. BROWNE. I think it should go tothe Committee on Banking 
sand Currency. 


The. SPEAR It will be so referred in the absence of objection. 
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There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON BANK DEPOSITS, CHECKS, ETC. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2790) to abolish taxes on bank deposits and the stamp tax on bank 
checks and drafts, and to reduce the tax on circulating notes of 
national banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. PRESCOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2791) making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress 
among the several States under the tenth census; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Census, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT TRAVILLA. 


Mr. PRESCOTT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2792) for the relief of Robert Travilla; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EMILY H. DRURY. 


Mr. PRESCOTT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2793) granting a pension to Emily H. Drury; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH REESE. 


Mr. PRESCOTT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2794) granting arrears of pension to Elizabeth Reese; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED H. LOWE. 


Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2795) for the relief of Alfred H. Lowe; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONDITION OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I desire to present a resolution of 
inquiry for reference to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I give notice that after this I shall call for the 
regular order. 

r. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted a 
resolution asking the Secretary of the Navy to furnish certain infor- 
mation in regard to the condition of the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MINERAL SPECIMENS. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to presenta report from the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been notified by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the regular order is now insisted on. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I believe I have a privileged report. I am 
instructed by the Committee on Agriculture to report the bill which 
I send to the desk that it may be read a first and second time, and te 
ask that it be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER, How does this become a privileged report? 

Mr. VALENTINE. It is an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that that is 
necessarily a privileged report, although certain bills from the 
Appropriations Committee are privileged. 

r. VALENTINE. The Committee on Agriculture has the priv- 
ilege of reporting its own appropriations. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair understands that perfectly well. The 
Chair will direct the Clerk to read, as bearing on this question, para- 
graph 47 of Rule XI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on the 
matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Elections, on the right of a member 
tohis seat ; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising revenue ; the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the general appropriation bills; the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills; the Committee on Printing, all matters referred to 
them of printing for the use of the House or two Houses; and the Committee on 
Accounts, on aefuustere of expenditure of the contingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that the report 
of an appropriation bill from the Committee on Agriculture, although 
that Committee reports its own appropriations, is privileged under 
the rule which has just been read. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Then I ask unanimous consent to report the 
bill at this time. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 2796) to appropriate 
$5,000 for packing, transporting, and arranging certain agricultural 
and mineral specimens was reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] calls 


for the regular order, which is the call of committees for reports. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will withdraw my call for the regular order now, 
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but after to-day I shall insist upon the regular order of proceedings 
being pursued. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUFFALO. 


Mr. SCOVILLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2797) to authorize the construction of a public building in the city 
of Buffalo, New York; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOLOMON YEWELL. 

Mr. PEELLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2798) granting a pension to Solomon Yewell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MELVIN SEWARD. 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2799) for the relief of Melvin Seward; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DIGEST OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. McCOID, by unanimous consent, submitted the following ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed for distribution by Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
10,000 copies of the digest of the laws of the United States governing the granting 
of Army and Navy pensions and bounty land warrants, the decisions of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and of the Attorney-General, and rulings and orders of the 
Commissioner of Pensions thereunder. 

UNITED STATES POWDER DEPOT, DOVER, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2800) 
to grant the right of way for railrdhd purposes through the lands of 
the United States powder depot near Dover, New Jersey ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


APPRAISERS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2801) to increase the compensation of the local appraisers 
of customs at the port of New York and other places ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM 8. DAVIS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2802) granting arrears of pensions to Williai 8. Davis; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Co-umittee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPUTY SERGEANTS-AT-ARMS, 


Mr. URNER, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow ing; which 
was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Peapeebet.Aemne be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, 
to be employed during the sessions of the Forty-seventh Congress, an assistant 
bookkeeper and two deputy sergeants-at-arms, to be paid the same compensation 
as is now paid to clerks of committees employed during the session. 


BOUNTY LAND. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2803) to pay bounty to the soldiers of the One hundred and 
eighty-sixth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


J. AND E. SENER. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of Jacob Sener and Elizabeth 
Sener; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ENTRIES OF LAND IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2805) to ratify and confirm certain entries of lands in 
the State of Alabama since June 15, 1880; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, HISCOCK. I move that the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees for reports be dispensed with. If that motion shall prevail, 
I will move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering the census deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will require a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. The unfinished business of yesterday will come 
up after the morning hour. 

The motion of Mr. Hiscock was then agreed to, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. i 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has been dispensed with for 


to-day. 
Mr. ROBESON. I believe the unfinished business of yesterday is 
the joint resolution which I introduced. I do not wish to antago- 
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nize the Committee on Appropriations in the consideration of an | 
urgent appropriation bill. 
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up as unfinished business at the next meeting of the House, I will 
consent that it be passed over now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that if the joint resolu- 
tion is passed over informally at this time it will retain its present 
position as unfinished business. 

Mr. ROBESON. Very well; let it be passed over. 

Mr. RANDALL. The question of consideration can be raised 
against the unfinished business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The unfinished business will come up immedi- 
ately after the appropriation bill is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. It will then be in order. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. ROBESON. I desire to submit a privileged motion. I move 
that when this House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
[Cries of “Thatisright.” ‘“No.” ‘“No.”] To-morrow is private bill 
day, and there are no private bills to be considered by the House. I 
desire the members of this House and the people of the country, if 
they choose to take notice of it, to understand that true economy of 
time consists in the preparation of business. Our business here must 
be prepared by committees. You must make up the train before you 
ride on the cars. You must mass your columns before you make your 
attack. Itisan economy of time and a facilitation of public business 
for this House to adjourn from to-day until Monday next. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. ROBESON ; and upon 
division there were—ayes 136, noes 50. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question having been taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 
The SPEAKER said: Twenty-four members have risen, not a suf- 
ficient number in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only nineteen members voting in favor 
thereof. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. 
ROBESON was agreed to. 

FINAL EXPENSES OF TENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering the bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for 
the payment of the final expenses of the tenth census. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. CALKINS in the chair) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No, 2775) making 
appropriations for the payment of the final expenses of the tenth 
census. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the sum of $540,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, for the completion of the work of the tenth census ; and the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized to compensate those persons who have rendered 
services as volunteers in connection therewith since the 15th of June, 1881, at the 
rates of compensation received by such persons severally prior to said date. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I will state briefly the circum- 
stances which have rendered necessary the pending bill. In May 
last, the Superintendent of the Census discovered for the first time 
that he had not sufficient funds at his disposal for the purpose of 
completing the tenth census. The reason of the delay in his being 
apprised of the fact was the late return to him of the amount of ac- 
counts of special agents and for extraordinary services which had 
been performed in procuring and tabulating social statistics, but 
which services were contemplated by law. He was then confronted 
with the alternative, either the completion of the census must be 
deferred or some plan must be adopted by which the work could 
be completed otherwise than by payment for the services of the 
employés in his bureau. The suspension of the work would have 
resulted in delaying the completion of the census for at least a year. 
This delay would have caused some additional expense in the renting 
of buildings and the preservation of papers, not perhaps enough to 
have warranted the creation of a deticiency ; but if the work was 
suspended his force would be scattered and would have to be subse- 
quently reorganized, so that in this way large expenses must be in- 
curred by the Government, and it was emphatically necessary that 
the census should be completed, and I ask to have read now a com- 
munication from the Superintendent of Census. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A. The statistics of age and sex.—This is the great compilation of the census, in- 
volving the labor of hundreds of clerks for hundreds of days. From the results are 
obtained the numbers of persons of voting, military, and school ages. These sta- 
tistics are in urgent demand for a great variet; f political and fiscal purposes. 
One illustration will suffice. The amount of school funds raised by taxation for 
the United States amounts to $70,000,000 a year. 

This enormous sum is to be distributed by the States among the counties, and b 
the counties among the townships, election and magisterial districts, &c., accord- 
ing to the number of children of schoolage. Each State has its own school year, 
with differences existing between the periods during which attendance at school is 
compulsory or is permitted. In some States the se year is from five to four- 
teen, in others from six to fourteen, in others from six to eighteen, &c. 

All the States, except a very few that took an intermediate census in 1875, have 
continued to distribute the school funds on the basis of the school children as re- 
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Therefore if my joint resolution can come | ported in the censns of 1870. Yet in the ten years some counties of a State may 
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have increased 50, 75. or 100 per cent., while others have increased only 20 or 10 per 
cent., or have even retro; ed. 

The same is true, in é d ot! 
of the county. ‘To continue for a single year unnecessarily the distribution upon 
the basis of 1870, in such case is to deprive certain counties and portions of coun- 
ties of 10, 20, or 30 per cent. of their equitable share of the school funds. 

When it is considered that 1 per cent. only upon the total amount so distributed 
would be $700,000 per annum, the hardship involved herein cannot fail to be appre- 
ciated. 

The Census Office has been for months in receipt of most urgent appeals from the 
school officials, State auditors, &c., of many States for the utmost expedition in 
the preparation of these statistics. ‘The above is merely one of the several practi- 
cal fiseal or political uses to which the statistics of age and sex are put. 

B.—The statistics of manufactures have been in a greater demand ever since the 
close of the census from members of Congress, representatives of the press, and 
from the country generally, and the work of compilation has been strongly pressed 
with a view to meet this demand. 

The importance of correct and comprehensive statistics of manufactures cannot 
be overestimated in view of the questions pending in Congress and before the 
country which affect manufacturing interests. 

C.—The decennial census statistics of agriculture form the basis for the estimates 
of the Department of Agriculture during the entire intervals between two censuses. 
The Department estimates the crops by percentages of increase and decrease from 
the ascertained crops of the last census. The agricultural report of 1871 was held 
back for along time to await the completion of the agricultural returns of the 
census and had the work of oe for the tenth census been put off for a year 
at least one report of the Department of Agriculture would have necessarily been 
postponed for a corresponding period of time or else the estimates made at the in- 
creasing disadvantage which accompanies the reference of statistical estimates to 
a period so remote as ten years before. 

.—The agricultural statisties of the census are further made use of to a very 
great extent by commercial bodies and individuals engaged in trade and transpor- 
tation, especially in the export trade, with reference to their general business ar- 
rangements, and tocontracts to be made for saleorcarriage. The greatesteagerness 
has been manifested during the past twelve months by newspapers and commercial 
bodies representing these interests to secure the earliest possible publication of 
the statistics of agriculture. Itis evident that the least appreciable advantage 
afforded to these interests by the publication of better and earlier information, to 
govern transactions of such enormous magnitude, must have a money value diffi- 
cult to express. 

E.—Application has been made to the Census Office for special advance informa- 
tion regarding the manufactures and agricultural productions of counties and sec- 
tions of States, as a matter of practical business moment, by persons engaged in 

rojecting new railroads. So far as the urgency of the appeals made to the Census 
Ditice affords an indication, it would appear that the expediency of constructing 
thousands of miles of new road had been made to depend, during the past year, 
in no small degree upon the results of the census, as indicating the amount and 
character of traffic to be anticipated. 


These considerations, Mr. Chairman, with others of equal impor- 
tance, but which at this stage of the discussion I do not deem it ne- 
cessary to detail, determined the Superintendent to adopt if possible 
some plan by which the census might be completed without delay. 
He conferred with the Secretary of the Interior and the Attorney- 
General. The result was the adoption of a volunteer system for the 
continuation of the work by such employés of that bureau as were 
willing to work without compensation, without any legal obligation 
on the part of the Government to pay them, trusting that if they did 
their work, and it was approved, Congress would recognize an equi- 
table obligation and compensate them. The result is there has been 
no delay in the completion of the work. And the Government is to- 
day equitably indebted to the employés in the Census Bureau in the 
sum of $383,778.14 for services that they have rendered it, and which 
should be compensated for. No deficiency has been created; the 
only obligation to appropriate and pay the sum named is an equi- 
table one. The work has been done, and the question presented is 
whether the equitable obligation shall be recognized and the volun- 
teers be paid. 

After careful investigation the Superintendent of the Census has 
come to the conclusion that a still further sum will be needed for the 
purpose of defraying the further expenses of the census, and, in the 
aggregate, the sum of $540,000 is asked. This includes the sum of 
$383,778.14, which has been actually earned by the employés engaged 
upon the work. The Committee on Appropriations, I think I may say 
unanimously, came to the conclusion that this bill was entitled to re- 
ceive the approval of the House, and directed its presentation. I do 
not know, Mr. Chairman, that I have any further explanations to 
make. I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter of the Superintendent of 
the Census, and ask it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERION, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 7, 1882. 

Dear Siz: Your letter of the6th instant, proposing certain interrogatories with 
reference to the additional appropriation asked for to complete the work of the 
tenth census, is received. In reply I have the honor to state as follows: 

First. Had the force engaged in the prosecution of the work been disbanded at 
the time the appropriation ran out, the additional expense involved in the recol- 
lecting and reappointment of the same, or other force for the purpose of complet- 
ing the work, would have been very great; and yet it is difficult to afford a numeri- 
cal measure thereof. 

In the first instance, there would have been the expense of retaining, for the 
interval of eight months, the buildings occupied by the Census Office, awaiting the 
resumption of the work—an expense of $1,083.334'a month, with a competent force 
of watchmen by day and night to preserve the property and prevent waste. The 
enormous volume of the census records and files, which cover every floor and fill 
the extensive vaults of the buildings in use, would have rendered it impossible to 


remove them during this interval without a danger of loss and misplacement > 
value of which id hardly be estimated. aes eee ee ee 
The expense of ee | up the above service at a minimum, with the salaries of 
the Superintendent, chief clerk, and atleast two or three clerks to preserve the con- 
tinuity of the service, could scarcely be set at less than $20,000. 
_ This, however, is a trifle to the real cost of such discontinuance of the work as 
is suggested in the interrogatory of the committee. So far as new clerks should be 
assumed to be appointed on the recommencement of the work, the loss of force 
during the term of eight months of office work thereafter could not be taken at less 
than one-third, and might easily have reached one-half. 


r or less degree, of the township and other divisions 
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This statement could be substantiated to the satisfaction of your committee by 
an examination of the records of work done in successive months by the existing 
force of the office. 

If, on the other hand, the same clerks were in all cases to be eapenanes. avery 
great loss of force would still result, but one of which it is difficult to give a meas- 
ure. The clerks who are now doing one hundred pages a day of a certain kind of 
work, did not, at the Cogianing, & year ago, accomplish more than thirty or forty 
pages ata maximum. The addition ppecnts the steady gain of force throug 
training and practice and continuous labor on the same kind of work. 

An interruption of eight months would, in the case even of the best of these 
clerks, result in so great a loss of the habits of mind and eye and hand involved 
in the so-called ‘ tallying” process as to require them, to a very great extent, to 
begin a new apprenticeship. I do not believe that the loss on this account could 
be estimated at less than two months out of the supposed term of eight months 
thereafter. 

I desire to add, however, that the consideration of loss in money on account of 
the discontinuance of the work was far less influential in promoting the recom- 
mendation to the Department for the employment of the volunteer force than was 
the consideration that such a discontinuance would involve a delay of nearly a year 
in the compilation and publication of the census reports. 

The census is to cost three and one-half to four millions of dollars. Its greatest 
use is its immediate use in giving information of which the whole country stands 
in pressing need for an infinite variety of purposes. Every month saved in com- 

ilation or publication is, in my view, again to the country for which it is difficult 
© fix a money value ; and it was this view of the case to which the Department 
most quickly responded, as presented in the recommendation referred to. 

Secondly. At the time the appropriation was exhausted the state of the work of 
the office may be described by saying that the compilations in nearly all the prin- 
cipal divisions of the office were nearly abreast; not a single class of work, except 
that relating to foreign parentage, but had been begun; and while some differences 
had been found in the degree of obstruction encountered in the several classes of 
work, it had been the aim of the office so to arrange the clerical force in the first 
instance, and so to re-enforce divisions that might be found falling behind, by 
transfers or by new appointments, as to secure the substantial completion of the 
work in all its departments at the same time. 

The most marked exception to this general statement would be in regard to the 
statistics of schools and churches, which, by reason of the long summer vacation 
of the schools and in a less degree of the churches, was not begun in 1880 at so 
early a date by some months as was the collection of the statistics of population, 
agriculture, mortality, wealth, debt, and taxation, &c. 

Third. At the time the premature exhaustion of the appropriation was made cer- 
tain to the mind of my predecessor, who was, as I know from almost daily inter- 
views, exceedingly reluctant to accept that conclusion, the scope of the work could 
not have been contracted to the extent necessary to secure its completion without 
a deficiency of some extent, except by cutting off parts on which a considerable 
amount of labor and means had already been expended, and mutilating in a pain- 
ful degree the completeness and symmetry of the census. This question was 
raised in conference with the Department, and it was the view of the honorable 
Secretary that nothing which promised with certainty valuable results, and upon 
which a considerable portion of the total amount of labor and means necessary to 
its satisfactory completion had already been expended, should be sacrificed. 

In this connection I might perhaps not inappropriately add that the difficulty of 
estimating the final total of erecting a building for public or private uses is as noth- 
ing compared with the difficulty of estimating in advance the cost of taking and 
compiling a census of the population, wealth, and industry of a country like the 
United States; yet the uncertainty of architectural estimates when made in per- 
fectly good faith by fully competent persons is a matter perers notorious. 

The origin of the present difficulty, in my judgment, lies in the attempt to too 
closely calculate the cost of each part of the census service without a sufficient 
estimate of the cost of co-ordinating those parts into a thoroughly satisfactory 
whole, and of making the extensive revisions and corrections for which a necessity 
might arise in the progress of the work, and without a sufficiently large allowance 
for contingencies involving delay and additional work and expense. 

Fourth. The question whether the expenses of imperative enumeration and of 
matters deemed more important and pressing might not have been met and covered 
by the amount unexpended at the date referred to, while other matters, desirable, 
but not absolutely necessary, should have been postponed, has been partly answered 
under the second head, where it is stated that the various sections of the work of 
the office were closely abreast as regarded their progress toward publication. It 
may further be added, bearing on this point, that at the time referred to by far the 
greater part of the field work of the census, in all departments, had been done, and 
the expense involved therein had been incurred and to a considerable extent met. 
The question thus confronting the office was, whether the material so gathered at 
great expense should be put to use. To discriminate between the several classes 
of facts reported in the census, as to their supposed importance, is a matter of 
great nicety and difficulty. ‘There is scarcely a point covered by the enumeration 
respecting which frequent and most pressing applications are not made te the 
office. What one person regards as all-important may be deemed by others of little 
moment; some are interested in the statistics of agriculture; some in those of man- 
ufacture; others in those relating to the defective, dependent, and delinquent 
classes; others in those relating to wealth, debt, and taxation. Those who are 
clamorous for one class of statistics are not to be put off with any other. 

Again, the facts relating to each general subject are so interwoven as to render 
it very difficult to separate them in tabulation. They are contained on the same 
schedule and are to be abstracted on the same sheets. To carry on one part with- 
out the other would not always be possible, as the parts fit into and mutually sup- 

ort each other. In other cases one might, indeed, be carried on without the other, 
put at a certain loss of force, since all the facts could be taken off in less than twice 
the time in which one-half of them could be. The further consideration is pertinent, 
that to transfer in considerable numbers clerks engaged on one class of work to 
another, on account of the supposed superior importance of the latter, would have 
been to make them for a time apprentices. 

Fifth. The cost of the ninth census was $3,336,000; in round numbers, three and 
one-third millions dollars. This is entirely exclusive of the cost of printing and 
engraving, except perhaps that about one-half of the sum of $33,000 expended un- 
der a special appropriation (act of March 3, 1873) for compiling and publishing the 
Statistical Atlas of the United States, 1874, should be deducted for purposes of com- 
parison, inasmuch as the engraving and printing for this atlas was by special pro- 
vision of law done outside of the Government Printing Office, and is therefore 
included in the gross sum of $3,336,000 mentioned above. 

The population of the United States has, in the interval, increased 30 per cent. 
An increase of 30 per cent. on the cost of the ninth census would make the propor- 
tional cost of the tenth census, as nearly as possible, four and one-third million dol- 
lars. For the purposes of the act of March 3, 1879, the sum of three and one-half 
million dollars has been appropriated. For the pu ses of the act of April 20, 
1880, which imposed duties upon the enumerators altogether in addition to those 
contemplated by the provisions of the organic census law, and irrespective of any 
recommendation from this office, the sum of $210,000 was added to the above appro- 

riation. For the cost of printing and engraving, $250,000 have been appropriated. 
These make the sum of $3,960,000 appropriated forthe purposes of the tenth census, 
but of this only the amount of $3,500,000 should be taken fora comparison with the 
ninth census, as to cost, for the reasons heretofore stated. 

The appropriation now asked for would raise this amount to $4,040,000, being 
nearly $300,000 less than the proportional cost of the censuson the basis of 1870. 
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This is irrespective of any increase whatever in the scopeof the tenth census or 
of any enlargement of the plan of compilation and publication. 

I find it ditticult to estimate the addition to the cost of the tenth census involved 
in the increase of its scope. At every point questions equal in importance to those 
of previous censuses have been inserted in the schedules, causing a correspondin, 
increase in the cost of enumeration. Thus, for example, the questions on the agtt 
cultural schedule have been doubled. the additions covering the acreage of nine- 
teen of the more important crops of the country, the cost of fences, the cost of 
fertilizers, more detailed information respecting orchards, nurseries, and vine- 


yards, &c., all of which are believed to be of vital importance to the agricultural | 


interests of the United States. 

The increase of material thus brought into the Census Office has again involved 
an increase in the cost of compilation, even upon the same forms as those of 1870, 
while, in fact, the compilations for the tenth census have been made far more 
minute and comprehensive than those heretofore undertaken. 

It may be proper to add that in every case where enlargement in the scope of 
compiiation has been made it has been after full conference and consultation with 
the highest authorities in the several departments of statistics throughout the 
United States known to this office. In many instances the changes have beenmade 
= the urgent appeal of educational and industrial associations and commercial 

es. 


It is believed that in not a single case has such enlargement taken place where 
the result will not fully justify the addition to the cost of the work when the sta- 
tistics shall be published. 

Sixth. Iregret that there will not be time for me to obtain, from the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, an official statement of the cost of each successive census 
of the United States in season to enable me to insert it in this letter by the time 
it should be placed in your hands. It will be furnished in manuscript hereafter. 

Seventh. The chief points of difference between the provisions of the law under 
which the seventh, eighth, and nine censuses were taken, viz, the act of May 23, 
1850, and of that under which the tenth census was taken (act of March 3, 1879) are— 

A. In the supervision of the enumeration. The act of 1850 intrusted that super- 
vision tothe marshals of the several judicial districts who were in 1870 sixty-four 
in number, while the act of 1879 intrusted that duty to officers called supervisors 
of census, appointed for the purpose, not to exceed one hundred and fifty in number, 
such supervision to be exercised within their respective districts, which are to be 
erected, not less than one for each State and Territory, by the Secretary of the 
Interior, in anticipation of each successive census under said act. 

B. In the requirement of smaller enumeration districts by the act of 1879 than 
by that of 1850, the latter permitting enumeration districts to be created not exceed- 
ing twenty thousand inhabitants, the former fixing the maximum at four thousand. 
As a matter of fact the number of enumeration districts in 1870 was about 6,500, the 
number in 1880, over 31,000. 

This is regarded by the Census Office as a provision of vital importance, securing 
a minute local canvass by enumerators familiar with persons and places within 
their closely restricted districts. 

C. The provision by the actof 1879 that the rates of compensation of the enumera- 
tors shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior with reference to the difficulties 
and needs of each enumeration district, in lieu of the single fixed rate of compen- 
sation provided by the act of 1850. 

D. The provision in the act of 1879 for the appointment of experts and special 
agents for the collection of certain classes of statistics, notably the statistics of the 
manufacturing, fishing, and mining industries, and of those statistics known as 
social statistics, including those relating to pauperism and crime, to education and 
labor, to churches, newspapers and periodicals, to wealth, debt, taxation, &c. 

The schedules of enumeration are, in general form, those of the previous act, 
but, as heretofore mentioned, considerable additions have been made to the subject 
matter by and under authority of the act of 1879. In addition to the subjects of 
previous cnumerations the act of 1879 also provides for the collection of the statis- 
tics of railroads, telegraph and express companies, and of fire, marine, and life 
insurance. 

Eighth. The amount required to pay the members of the volunteer force, clerks, 
special agents, and other assistants for the labor done by them, according to the 
rates of compensation received by them prior to the 15th of June, 1881, and to dis- 
charge all the liabilities of the office, including rent and unpaid railroad accounts, 
would be $383,778.14. ‘To do this and to complete the work will, it is estimated, 
require the amount of $540,000. 

Very respectfully, 
C. W. SEATON, 
Hon. FRANK Hiscock, Superintendent of Census. 
Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. HASKELL. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HASKELL. I notice a provision at the ens of this bill that 
these volunteers shall be paid “ at the rates of compensation received 
by such persons severally prior to said date;” that is, the 15th of 
June, 1881. Now, in order to keep up the ferce of the Department, 
to preserve its organization, it has been necessary since the 15th of 
June last, as I understand, to promote men, to put them in positions 
more important than those they occupied on the 15th of June, posi- 
tions commanding additional salary, and to issue to them certificates 
of indebtedness based upon the advanced rate of payment. Now I 
wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations whether 
he does not wish to provide for paying to men who have thus been 
promoted for efficiency, who have been assigned more onerous duties 
since the 15th of June, the amount they would have received had 
they been regularly in the employ of the Department ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the question and sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Kansas, I have only to say that the 
clause which he has read was carefully scanned by the late Superin- 
tendent of Census, General Walker, and received his approval. The 
question was asked of him whether there had not been new volun- 
teer employés, and if the language of the bill in its present form would 
provide for their payment, and after consideration of the bill he ex- 
pressed himself satisfied with it. The Committee on Appropriations 
thought it was the better course to adopt the form which was thus 
satisiactory to the Superintendent on the Census. 

Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman will allow me just a word—— 


Mr. HISCOCK. I will, but I wish to add that I am unwilling in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to con- 


sent to an amendment of the sort indicated without fall consultation 
with the head of the Census Bureau, trusting rather to providing a 
remedy at some future time if it shall be found to exist. 


Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
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Mr. HASKELL. Ifthe gentleman will allow me just a word, I will 
say the language here is so explicit that in my judgment the gentle- 
man from New York when he reads it over carefully, as I have no 
doubt he has already done, but when he reads it over again in the 
light of the idea I have suggested, he will agree with me it does not 
cover cases of promotion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It does not. 

Mr. HASKELL. It says ‘‘ those persons who have rendered serv- 
ices as volunteers in connection therewith since the 15th of June, 1881, 
at the rates of compensation received by such persons severally prior toe 
said date.” Now, some of these men have been put in charge of divis- 
ions since then, performing onerous and responsible duties, whereas 
on the 15th day of June they were receiving only minor compensa- 
tion for minor places. I will not offer an amendment to the gentle- 
man’s bill, but will merely call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations to that consideration in order to see 
whether he would not himself make such modification as would cover 
those cases. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Minnesota desires to ask 
some question, and I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I intended to ask a question which 
has been in part covered by the gentleman from Kansas, and that is 
whether the word “immediately” ought not to be inserted before 
the word ‘prior ” in the last line, so it will read “immediately prior 
to said date.” A question might arise whether this compensation 
should be rated from that received immediately prior to the date 
fixed or from some other time. For instance, a clerk might have had 
$50 a year ago, $60 amonth six months later, and then $70a month; and 
the question might be raised whether the new compensation was to 
be rated from the compensation immediately prior to the date fixed 
or not, because all the rates would be prior to that date. It is simply 
a verbal change which will do no harm if it is agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe, Mr. Chairman, the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from Minnesota is somewhat critical, because I think 
if an employé had received two rates of compensation previous to 
the 15th of June, that the fair construction of the bill would be the 
rate of compensation which he was receiving at that particular date. 
That certainly is the construction which I put upon the bill, and I 
believe it is the just and fair one. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have no motion to make, but simply rose for 





the purpose of making the suggestion to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
chusetts. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I wish to call attention to the 
language particularly of that last clause, and to suggest whether or 
not persons who were not in the employ of the bureau prior to the 
15th of June have become volunteers since that date. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand not; and that was one of the ques- 
tions which was asked by the committee, and the late Superinten- 
dent of the Census said that the language was explicit enough. It 
was, in fact, framed by him. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It is the fact, then, that no 
such new volunteers have since been employed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield now to my colleague, [Mr. Cox. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, when the act of 1879 for 
the taking of the new census was reported to this House from the 
committee of which I was then chairman there was a provision in it 
“that the sum of $3,000,000 is hereby fixed and limited as the maxi- 
mum cost of the census herein Cee for, exclusive of printing and 
engraving; andit shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Superintendent of the Census to incur any expense or obliga- 
tion in respect to said census in excess of that sum.” 

When that bill first came to the committee the amount was left in 
blank. The Superintendent of the Census and the Secretary of the 
Interior did not propose to fill it with any specific sum. On inquiry, 
however, I felt authorized, in the line of caution and economy, to so 
fill up the blank as to limit the amount to $3,000,000. That was a 
salutary limitation. It has tended to economy. 

But in the progress of the taking of the census or securing its 
results—somewhere about May last—it was found that more money 
would be required. The census, as proposed by the new law of 1879, 
was more thorough and more careful—more experts to be employed— 
more special lines of inquiry, tabulation, and tallying ; and therefore 
a larger sum was required. It was very properly required by the 
Department. That sum was increased $500,000. The Secretary of 
the Interior states the matter succinctly when he says: 

From the causes indicated, namely, first, the unexpected cost of completing the 
field-work in the departments of mining, manufacture, and social statistics ; second, 
the weight of the new compilations and tabulations undertaken, for the first time, 
at this office, greatly exceeding the Superintendent's estimate; and, third, the 
labor involved in bringing the statistical material of the census up to a higher point 
of socaplotenane and accuracy, the expenditures of this office were so enhanced 
that it became manifest, during the month of May, that the appropriation would not 
be sufficient to complete the service. 

In this emergency two courses were open: First, to disband the office force, 
retaining only a small number of clerks to prepare for publication whatever statis- 
tical matter had already been compiled, and for the rest to await the action of Con- 

ress upon the recommendation of a new appropriation when it should meetin the 
ecember following ; or, second, to accept the service of volunteers, upon the con- 
dition of their expressly disavowing any claim against the Government being 


created by their services, and with their aid to carry forward the compilations of 
| the census as rapidly as possible toward completion. 


I will now yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
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Not one dollar, sir, has been expended for which there has not 
been to the people a quantum meruit—not one dollar. Thecare taken 
is in great contrast to that under the old law of 1850, which was 
shambling and rambling. It was taken by United States deputy 
marshals in such a slovenly way, and especially in 1870, that the 
Superintendent of the Census himself, in publishing the reports, was 
compelled in annotations to protest against the returns, 

Gentlemen from the South will remember that at least six hun- 
dred thousand names were added, and properly added, from their 
locality. This was not because of any abnormal increase in the 
population, but because the enumeration was honestly made in 1880, 
and it had not been taken thoroughly and completely—I will not say 
dishonestly—in 1870. 

I do not propose to show in detail why this deficiency exists at this 
time. That appears from the report of the Secretary of the Interior 
for the year ending June, 1881. It appears also from the report of the 
Superintendent of the Census and from documents on file. One 
thing can be ascertained: there has been no increase in the cost of 
taking the census of 1880 as compared with the cost of that of 1870. 

The census of 1870 cost the people $3,336,000. Since the census of 
1870 there has been an increase of population of 30 per cent. If 
this additional population be counted, the cost of the present census 
will even then be less proportionately than that of 1870. So that it 
cannot be claimed that there has been any lack of economy in this 
work. 

When the Superintendent of the Census came before our committee 
and asked for the original appropriation he in good faith believed 
that it was nearly a fair estimate. Then skilled labor was out of 
employment, and he would have to pay a less price for competent 
imen. But as the time came for taking the census capable men be- 
came searce. They were engaged in otheremployments. The paral- 
ysis of industry began to be removed, and it necessarily cost more 
to take the census than he estimated ; a much larger sum was neces- 
sarily expended. A large increase of wages had taken place over 
the amount estimated to secure proper persons. 

Mr. Chairman, although the Superintendent of the Census might 
not have been prescient enough to take in all the vicissitudes of our 
crises in this changeful land, and could not be assured of all the items 
in estimating the cost of the census which had to be taken thereafter, 
nevertheless we have this result: we will have at the same or less 
cost than in 1870 a census taken more rigidly and exhaustively ; 
more valuable and authentic as to the ramifications of our resources— 
resources of health in the air; in the mines of the earth; of the soil 
upon the earth; of the human and physical nature of our land—all, 
sir, that makes up a great and growing, industrious, enterprising, 
and restless people. These will now be presented in such tabular 
and graphic, I may say pictorial, phases as will show to the world 
the greatness of our country, of which we vaunt so much, and its 
marvelous. growth in the last decade. 

Now let me show why it is that there isno unpleasant or malfeasant 
responsibility on the Superintendent of the Census as to any item in 
this increase of cost. The bill of 1880 came from the Senate. We 
did not originate it. It proposed several new features not contem- 
plated in the original bill. Among other things it proposed unneces- 
sary copies of returns for filing and a sort of county court. It was 
to be a quasi assembly of enumerators for the revision of their work. 
It was idle, and, as it turned out, expensively so. 

In that tribunal, after the census was taken, the enumerators were 
ordered to come together at the county seat. There they would revise 
all that had been done and make such corrections as might be neces- 
sary. That idea originated, I think, onthisside ofthe House. Iheld 
then, and stated to the House again and again, that, inmy judgment, 
there was no necessity for such a court ; and thatif it was important, 
or if in the opinion of any six responsible people in the county or dis- 
trict who should claim that mistakes had been made in taking the 
census, they might add this provision providing for a revision atthe 
county seat. 

The Senate, however, had passed theirlaw. The House authorized 
acommitteeofconference. Of that committee I was amember, as well 
asmy friend from Kentucky,[Mr. THOMPSON.] Wewent to the Sen- 
ate committee. We insisted that we should cut down the aggregate 
of their bill at least $200,000. We did cut them down $275,000; but 
there still remained in the Senate bill such clauses as added to the 
total at least $125,000, if not $210,000, more than was contemplated 
in the original bill of 1879 as it passed the House. So that, sir, nearly 
one-half of the amount here proposed to be appropriated might have 
been saved had Congress followed the advice of the Superintendent 
of the Census, or followed the advice of even sohumble a member as 
myself, placed in charge of thissubject. Congressinsisted upon add- 
ing another law to that of 1879, so as to make more onerous and ex- 
pensive the duties. The Secretary of the Interior says that the act 
of April 20, 1880, aepeneiesns $210,000, imposed duties on the enumer- 
ators altogether additional to those required by the previous census 
or provided for in the act of 1879. He says properly that this sum 
should not be included in making any comparison as to the economy 
between the cost of the census of 1870 and the cost of that of 1880. 
He is right. 

What, sir,did wedo? I am placing the responsibility on the proper 
shoulders for the error or the wrong, if it be called a wrong. The Sen- 
ate insisted upon their original bill; and we upon our part insisted | 
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unanimously upon the action of the House. What was the result? 
I hold in my hand a statement which I desire to have the Clerk read 
for the House, but before doing so, and since it shows what I desire 
to say upon these various items, I wish to remind members that the 
House is not altogether responsible ; that General Walker is not at 
all responsible for the large increase in the bill under consideration. 
The Senate is, or rather Congress is. The Senate in passing that new 
measure, and because the conferees of the House could not get a full 
reduction, as they desired, the responsibility for $210,000 is fixed 
where it belongs. For one, I bear none of it, as the record shows. 

I afterward came before this House and made a full explanation 
of this matter. I moved an amendment to the appropriation bill, 
and asked that the House should make a restriction in accordance 
with the request of the Superintendent, General Walker. And when 
I offered that amendment I will say that the members of the Appro- 
priations Committee, the gentleman from Tennessee, who now sits 
before me, [Mr. ATKINS,] and the gentleman from Georgia, on my 
right, [Mr. BLOUNT, }] gave me their attention and allowed the amend- 
ment to come in, in the line of economy. They did not raise the 
point of order on me as perhaps they might have done. They allowed 
me at least to explain the situation so as to fix upon the proper per- 
sons the responsibility for this increase. When I offered that amend- 
ment I went over the greund is a brief speech under much inter- 
ruption. This I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follews: 

‘TENTH CENSUS. 

‘To meet the expenses of enumeration and compilation attendant upon the tak- 
ing of the tenth census, (including printing and engraving, $125,000,) to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $2,875,000.” 

Mr. Cox. I move to amend by inserting after the clause just read the following : 

‘* Provided, That the public exhibition and correction of the schedules of pepe- 
lation provided by the sixth section of the act approved April 20, 1880, shall only 
take place when the enumerator shall be requested thereto in writing by five repu- 
table citizens resident in the enumeration district.” 

Mr. Keirrnr. I desire to reserve a point of order on this amendment. I do not 
understand its object. 

Mr. Cox. The object is to save about $200,000 without destroying the efficiency 
of the census service in any particular. This amendment has the sanction of Gen- 
eral Walker, the Superintendent of the Census; and I can show to the gentleman 
in five minutes or less just how this saving will be made. 

. Mr. KEIrer. Reserving the point of order, I have no objection to hearing the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. Cox. By the census act of the last Congress the sum of $3,000,000 was the 
limitation to the expense of taking the tenth census. The Senate, however, passed 
at the present session a bill apecresating for this purpose the additional sum of 
$375,000. Upon a conference between the House and the Senate we struck out all 
of this increase except $125,000, which was intended to carry out the sixth section 
of the act of April 20, 1880. That sixth section provided in the first place for the 
filing in the county clerk's office of the name, age, sex, and color of the persons 
enumerated. In the second place, it required there should be a sort of census court 
of correction at the county seat. The first provision required a cost of ten cents 
per hundred words, and at fifty millions of people it would cost $50,000. The sec- 
ond part required two days’ session of these enumerators at the county seat, at the 
cost of $2.50 a day each, or $5 for the two days, making $140,000. The two together 
amount to $190,000. We propose to get rid of that large cost. How? By requiring 
no such court of correction shall be held at the county seats except when_five 
reputable people call for it. For it was the opinion of the Superintendent and the 
opinion of those who considered it that in very few places, papers a dozen in the 
South, none in New England, none in the North, none in the West—that in very 
few places would there be a demand for a correction of the list of population, age, 
sex, name, &c. So until this demand is made this enormous expense will not accrue 
to the Government. 

And I therefore ask my friend from Ohio, although his point of order is not well 
taken as I can show, not to insist upon it, for there is no other mode to make this 
retrenchment, no other mode to give so much efficiency to the taking of the census. 
I will now answer any question any gentleman may wish to ask me. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. Keirer. I still reserve my point of order. 

Mr. Cox. Then he wants to add $200,000 to taking the census without giving it 
any additional efficiency. 

Mr. Krirer. I am not satisfied that is the fact. 

+ Mr. Cox. General Walker, the Superintendent of Census, says so. 

Mr. ConcrEr. This is an afterthought. It has an object. I think the correc- 
tion of any waren, enumerations should be made at the time and in the counties 
where it occurred. If this was too expensive to be put in the original bill, itshould 
have been thought of then. , 

Mr. Cox. It was not in the original bill. 

Mr. CoNGER. It was put in the Senate. 

Mr. Cox. Yes; it was put in the Senate and we opposed it, and our conference 
opposedit. We cut off $250,000, but this was retained. Wedid our bestin ene 4 
it down $250,000. We proposed, by a wise revision, to get rid of this expense, whi 
is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. Concern, I think this is one of the best safeguards in the Dill. 

Mr. Cox. Who said so? 

Mr. ConGER. It provides for a correct return of the enumeration. 

Mr. Cox. You can have the same thing precisely—— 

Mr. Concer. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will insist on his point of order. 

Mr. Cox. You can have the same safeguard when it shall be demanded by five 
reputable citizens. 

r. DWIGHT. Suppose they do not know it? 

Mr. Cox. That is prima facie evidence there is no call for it. 

Mr. Dwicut. Suppose they do not know it? 

Mr. Cox. I am willing to trust something to the honor and efficiency of the men 
who are to take our census. 

Mr. KEIFER. I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear from the gentleman from New 
York on the — of whether it retrenches expenditure. 

Le ea have already stated that: that it does save to the Government 
$200,000. 

The amendment was again read. / 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of order? 

Mr, Keirrr. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order for this reason—— 

Mr. Cox. I thought the Chair wanted to hear me on the question of retrench- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New York, 
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riated shall be expended. 


Mr. Cox. This directs how the money appro 
order; that, after the decision of the 


Mr. Keirsr. There is a further point o 
Chair has been made, debate is not in order. 

Mr. Cox. When I was in the chair I allowed the gentleman from Ohio to speak 
on a point of order forty minutes; and now he proposes to cut me off. Oh, the 
generosity of such ple! 

The CnarmMAaN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. Krirer. Very well, if the Chair desires to hear him. 

Mr. Cox. I say by the sixth section of the act of 1880 there are two requisites. 
In the first place, that the enumerator shall make and file at the office of the clerk 
of the county or the office of the clerk of a court of record, or board administering 
the affairs of a county, alist of the name, age, sex, and coler of the persons enu- 
merated by him. As I have shown, this will cost $50,000 if our population turns 
out to be fifty millions. We save that amount by this proviso. In the next place, 
it is requi the enumerators shall attend two days at the county court-house of 
the county for correcting all omissions or mistakes in the enumeration, for which 
service they are paid $2.50 a day each, or $5 for the two days. Thatsaves $140,000. 

So this bill will practically save $190,000 minus the sum which may be expended 
where there are districts demanding through five reputable citizens a correction. 
In that case of course the law will be complied with. Therefore the whole saving 
in this bill will be something near $200,000, minus some five or six thousand dol- 
lars. That is the opinion and estimate of General Walker, and I have the estimate 
here, which I wish to print with my remarks, directing how the money shall go in 
the line of economy. 

The CHatrMAN. The Chair will decide the question of order. This amend- 
ment proposes that the public exhibition and correction of the schedules of popu- 
lation provided by the sixth section of the act, and so on, shall only take place under 
certain contingencies. It is therefore a proposition as to how this money shall be 
expended, and therefore yb me acre to change existing law. It is provided that 
this correction of the schedule shall only take place when the enumerator shall be 

uested thereto in writing by five reputable citizens. The law provides that 
this shall be done in every case. 

Mr. Cox. This, then, does not add to the expenses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But it will be no saving. 

The CuarmMan. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have had that read for the purpose of 
showing that sometimes even the best-intentioned men are ignorant 
of some matters in this House on which they undertake to speak; and 
that we ought to guard ourselves sometimes against too hurried an 
action as to certain measures until we are thoroughly informed. ‘This 
is as gently as I can put it. 

The proposition in that amendment would have saved large sums 
of money, nearly one-half of the amount called for in this present 
bill. Why was itnot adopted? I will not say that the point of order 
was not well taken, but I will say that some gentlemen waived it for 
the purpose of saving this large sum. Some gentlemen did; but the 
point of order being made, the Chair sustained it, and so the economy 
wasnot practiced. Hencethisbill. Hencethisexplanation. Hence 
this vindication of the action of the Census Committee and General 
Walker. Hence this vindication of the lower House—in a little meas- 
ure, 

This House, however, was not so much responsible as the Senate for 
adding this large sum, a great proportion of which we cut down in 
our conference. It was the Senate which made the new bill. In it 
they proposed certain things which, as the events have shown since, 
have not added one iota to the efficiency or accuracy of the census. 
It was a burden without a recompense. The filing of this big list of 
fifty millions of people in the county clerks’ offices was all nonsense. 
It adds nothing at all to the strength or to the publication of the cen- 
sus. Ifit did anything, it gave rise to that little malicious gossip 
about age and wealth which is at best a local grievance. The Sen- 
ate therefore acted, I think—and I am speaking of a former Senate— 
improvidently in burdening the original bill with these new duties 
and exactions upon the officers of the census. 

Nevertheless the attempt was made to have the county-seat revis- 
ion and the filing of one copy. It was a greatfailure. Although we 
cut down the number of copies to be made to one only by our con- 
ference, and thus saved some $250,000 by the order of this House 
against that of the Senate, still there remained a sum equivalent to 
$210,000, as the Secretary of the Interior reports, which was added 
because of the suspicious ignorance or something else of members 
upon this floor, in the last Congress. 

Now, sir, [have already shown that with this sum added there will 
not be any proportionate increase in the cost of taking the census of 
1880 over that of 1870. 

The various reports are already made. They are waiting to be 
printed. If we do not pass this deficiency bill, we will lose much of 
the virtue of the act of 1880. It required in spirit and in letter not 
only a quicker return of population and resources of the country, 
but also a speedier publication of the returns. 

Our country is growing. We grow fast. By the act of 1880 the 
States, with a subvention from the Federal Government, take a cen- 
sus between the two decennial periods. Three years only remain 
until the States, with the same schedules we provide in the Federal 
census, will take their censuses. This money should be voted at 
once so that the work may goon atonce. We have all ready or nearly 
ready in the office of the Printer reports on population, on fisheries, 
on power and machinery used in manufactures, interchangeable 
mechanism, water supply of cities, milling and flouring industry, 
water-power of the Southern Atlantic coast, water-power of the North 
and West, water-power of the Missouri River Basin, pumps and 
pumping engines, shop tools, production of cereals in the United 
States, newspaper press, manufacture of iron and steel, manufacture 
of silk goods, debt and taxation, public debts of the United States, 
cattle and an industry, social statistics of cities, tobacco culture, 
production of the precious metals. 


Whe can estimate the value of such a photograph of our marvels 
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of empire and industry? Is it in population? Was not the return 
absolutely verified wherever questioned, as in Saint Louis and in 
South Carolina? Who doubts the data for our representation? Is 
it in geology? The returns notify the world of our resources amidst 
the rocks of ages. A billion of dollars of values annually in a near 
prospect, from mining ouriron, gold, and silver! Is it in steam, with 
its craft and transportation, its factories and fabrics? The result 
will show wonders beyond Aladdin’s dreamiest vision of the lamp! 
Is it in petroleum, coal, ship-building? Is it a return of debts and 
taxation? Isitin cereals—trade, carrying—forests of timber and fishes 
without number? All will be revealed to the world for its reflection, 
admiration, and philosophy! There are objections regarding the 
scientific quality of this work. These objections go to the matter of 
expense. 

Let me inform the committee that in the collection of the statistics 
of the mining industry, of the fisheries, and of the quarrying indus- 
try, and others, that the expense of the work was divided between 
the Census Office and the Geological Survey, the Fish Commission, 
and the Smithsonian. In no one case did the statistics cost the Cen- 
sus Office more than they would if collected by men who were not 
scientists, but only expert in statistical work. The advantage of 
the association entered into with the several scientific bodies men- 
tioned was that, at a cost little or no greater than would have been 
needed to canvass the field on either the scientific or the economic 
side, the work has been thoreughly done in both its economic and 
its scientific relations. 

It follows, Mr. Chairman, as I am informed, that we have got good 
statistics. They are good, for the first time, in regard to mining, 
fishing, and quarrying, while the Geological Survey has collected a 
vast body of geological and technical information of indefinite value 
to an industry which in a few years will compass, as I have hinted, 
anannual produet of $1,000,000,000. The Fish Commission has largely 
increased the body of knowledge relating to the habits, &c., of the 
food-fishes of the country. The Smithsonian has secured a superb 
collection of building-stones, and been enabled to prosecute extensive 
investigations into their properties and uses. But it wants to be 
understood that this scientific work was done under the direction 
and at the expense of one or another of the scientific bureaus of the 
Government. 

Thus saying, the work did go on. It is going on to completion, 
that it may have prompt publication. And that, sir, is the condition 
now, so far as a large portion of the sum hereby intended to be ap- 
propriated is concerned. 

These reports are all ready for printing, and there is no necessity 
for further work on them except certain corrections of the tabula- 
tion. The great bulk of this work has been done by those who are 
called volunteers. They are called so because they were not form- 
ally employed under the law, the appropriation having run out. 
Why are they called volunteers? The chairman of the Appropria- 
tions Committee told you something of that. The appropriation ran 
out—the emergency came. Shall this office now stop in the midst of 
their good work? Shall we run this office with its important work 
into chaos? 

Its conductors said: ‘‘No; we will not violate the law. We will 
endeavor to provide that if these clerks will voluntarily go on with 
this work, the work shall be well guarded by the same old super- 
vision. We will trust to Congress to compensate them without any 
claim or contract; we will trust to its voluntary equity.” There is, 
as our committee is informed, a great call for the results of this cen- 
sus. Age and sex are called for by school boards, who have and must 
inake the dispensation of seventy millions according to these Federal 
returns. For voting, militia, and taxation calls are‘made long and 
loud for the population of localities, great and small. Manufactures 
call for productive results, and statesmen, scholars, and editors would 
have them authentic, for taxing and learned purposes. Agriculture— 
the basis of our grandest prosperity—ealls for results, that it may 
sow and reap discreetly, and its department needs the authentic re- 
sults for its guidance. Commerce must have its trade and its carry- 
ing. It calls for the information hereby collected and tabulated, that 
it may find newlines of transit and improve the old. The enterprise 
and capital of the country wish to know where health is, where the 
appropriate soil for peculiar production is, where the right kind of 
timber grows, and where, in the sunless temples of the earth, the 
precious ingots rear their dark altars. 

These reports must be printed to be useful, and printed soon. 

I know of no complaint being made, and we may be anticipating 
what will not occur, but it has been hinted in the press that certaim 
matters in this census should not have been taken. I have heard 
that we are by this census elaborating ideas, doing mere doctrinaire 
work. Itisnotso. We are collecting by experts, by the very best 
men cognizant of pertinent facts, the data, the elements of our wealth. 
It is information needed in our daily public discussions here, and by 
an intelligent and even by a prejudiced press; information needed 
for social science, not only in this country but throughout the world ; 
facts by which to compare thie censuses to be taken by the States 
three years from now so that we may deduce conclusions and crys- 
tallize them into legislation and philosophy. We are pursuing in- 
ductive methods—the true genius of all research and wisdom; we 
are collecting data for the illustration and deduction of principles. 

I think this census will shine in history as the best one ever taken 
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by any government since censuses began. In drafting the law under 
which this census has been taken we had the advantage of the able 
work ten years before of General Garfield, who then took charge of 
the subject. The bill passed this House after two month’s discus- 
sion. It went to the Senate and was killed there, for some reason 
not now to be discussed. 

When I was placed at the head of the Census Committee, I gave 
the subject all the attention which my health would allow. I hap- 
pened at that time, by the kindness of the then Speaker of this 
House, to be placed on the Committee on the Library, and had some 
relief from the labor of distributing flowers among members by do- 
ing this kind of festive work. [Laughter.] I became interested in 
it, and I am satisfied that the law of 1880, based on the experience of 
the census of nine years before in England, and of the valuable cen- 
sus taken in Massachusetts in 1875, based on progressive science and 
the need in our progressive era of a full statement of all of the fruits 
of our industries, was the best law and its result the best census as 
to these elements of American energy ever taken by any Government 
since the world began its social organization. 

If any one will look over this published bill of particulars, show- 
ing these various expenditures from beginning to end, he will com- 
plain, if of anything, of a too rigid economy. The complaint made 
by some gentlemen is that the superintendents and subordinates 
were not paid enough, and perhaps they were not. Already com- 
plaints arise. In 1871 the additional sum of $685,000 was paid for 
compensation. 

As I have said, in the law passed we limited the amount to be paid 
them because labor of that kind was not then so high as it was after- 
ward. Nevertheless it will be found on reading the details of all 
these expenditures and the reports of these agents, and the discus- 
sions heretofore as to the extra onerous work placed on this office, 
that this bill should receive the unanimous sanction of the econo- 
mists as well as of every liberal-minded man. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
desire ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. About ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
twelve minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not now desire to move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We will do that in due time. 

Mr. ROBESON. Gentleman can goon by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield the floor now. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 
allow me two or three minutes, I will say all I desire to say, so that 
he can have the remainder of the time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield to the gentleman, ashe is on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire tosay but a word or two in connection with 
this bill. I do not suppose there will be any opposition to it; I do 
not think there ought to be. But I donot desire that the action of 
the Interior Department and of the Census Bureau should be accepted 
- this House or by Congress as a precedent to be followed hereafter. 
They have gone on without law, without any authority from this 
Government, and employed a clerical force to cemplete the census 
work. The reason why they so did has been given you by the gentle- 
man from New York on my left [Mr. Cox] and by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, [ Mr. Hiscock, ] that there was not suf- 
ficient money, the appropriation having given out, to pay the cler- 
ical force. And in view of the importance of the work, of the singu- 
larity of the work, (for there is no other work under the Government 
like it, it occurs but once in ten years,) they felt that the country and 
Congress would justify the action of the Interior Department and of 
the Census Bureau in allowing this volunteer force to come forward 
and complete this work, trusting to Congress to ratify their action. 
Now, all I wish to say is that I do not desire that action to be taken 
as a precedent by the other Departments of the Government, as jus- 
tifying them in employing clerical force without authority. But I 
excuse the Interior Department, and I believe this House will excuse 
it, I believe the country will excuse it, in view of the importance of 
having the results of the census published so many months sooner by 
the action taken than would have been the case had they waited for 
an appropriation to be made. 

One word more. As to the cost of this census, so far as I am ad- 
vised, the Committee on Appropriations have not learned what has 
been the cost of any census except the census of 1870. If Iam incor- 
rect in that statement, my friend, the chairman of the committee, can 
correct me, for he probably has a table which he has received within 
the last day or two which has not been furnished to the other mem- 
bers of the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I received a statement this morning which I will 
have read by the Clerk. 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not ask it now; the gentleman can have it done 
hereafter. This census will be found to be cheaper than the census 
of 1870. IfIam not mistaken that census cost 11.07 cents per capita. 

Now, assume the amount which will be required for this census to 
be $5,000,000, and I have no doubt it will amount to that sum, for this 
is not the only deficiency bill that willcomein. The expensesalready 
amount to $4,500,000, and if you get of with another half million you 
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will do well, in my opinion. But assuming the amount as five mill- 
ions, it will be a fraction less than ten cents per capita for the people 
of the United States, and I agree that as the result of the efforts of the 
last Superintendent, General Walker, and also of my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Cox,] who has given great attention to this subject, and 
who, I believe, prides himself more upon his efforts in this direction 
than on any other part of his legislative action, this census will be 
taken more cheaply per capita than the census of 1870. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iwish to say to my friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. ATKINS] only one word. It is computed that there will be no 
further requisition for money for the expenses of the census. The 
sum appropriated in this bill will no doubt amply reach every possi- 
ble demand. The Census Bureau has taken great precaution against 
the necessity for any future application. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have no purpose to resist the ap- 
propriation recommended by the Committee on Appropriations in 
this bill. I have no doubt that they have come to a correct conclu- 
sion in recommending this expenditure. I concur, however, with 
my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS, ] from whom my friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox] seems to dissent, that the cost of this census is 
a matter not yet ascertained. As I remember quite well, we were 
first promised that $3,000,000 would meet all the financial demands 
for this purpose. In the last Congress $625,000 additional was voted 
without question; yet in less than three months’ time the officer in 
charge of the census found himself without funds. I have no doubt 
it was an honest mistake on his part. He was doubtless in accord 
with the feeling of gentlemen on either side of the House and of the 
whole country in desiring to gather all information that could be 
had in regard to our resources. I am not here, therefore, to raise any 
question as to economy in reference to this matter. But I do object 
seriously to the attempt to escape from the operation of a statute 
which is most wholesome in its purposes and ought always to be re- 
garded. Any supposed necessity for its violation should always be 
most thoroughly scrutinized. 

My purpose in rising now is to dissent from the doctrine laid down 
by the Superintendent of the Census and by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, [ Mr. H1scock, ] who seems 
to adopt his view, that the arrangement of the Superintendent with 
reference to the continuation of this work was entirely in accordance 
with law. Section 3732 of the Revised Statutes reads thus: 

No contract or purchase on behalf of the United States shall be made, unless the 
same is authorized by law or is under an appropriation adequate to its fulfillment, 
except in the War and Navy Departments, for clothing, subsistence, forage, fuel, 
quarters, or transportation, which, however, shall not exceed the necessities of the 
current year. 

Now, here we have a contract to the amount of three hundred or 
four hundred thousand dollars, with male and female employés to do 
thiswork. It is said by the officer in charge of this service, ‘‘I have 
not violated or evaded the law; I have made no contract with these 
people; I have simply said to them if you are willing to come here 
and do this work, disavowing any contract, relying upon the gener- 
osity of Congress to pay you, then go on with the work.” 

But this work has, in fact, been done under a contract. The con- 
sideration with these employés for the rendering of this service was 
undoubtedly the expectation of payment. It was their understand- 
ing that it would be a piece of meanness on the part of Congress 
to refuse to pay for the work. The chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations begs the question when he tells us that this is an 
equitable demand against the Government of the United States. 

I am willing to vote for this appropriation. I am willing to vote 
for it because it is not a matter of current expenditure. It relates 
to the censug; it comes but once in a decade. The urgency is great. 
I am willing to excuse the action of the Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus; but I will not do so without protesting against the doctrine laid 
down in the report and insisted upon here by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. The Government has in the past been 
involved in the expenditure of millions upon millions of dollars by 
the assumption that the heads of Departments—the Secretary of War, 
the Secretary of the Navy, and other officials of the Government— 
may go on and make whatever contracts they please, for the build- 
ing of ships, for the purchase of materials, for the employment of 
men, the Government receiving these supplies or services, and the 
contractors being told, ‘‘You submit yourselves to the judgment of 
the Congress of the United States for reimbursement.” I say, sir, 
that this is an improper policy; it is an outrageous policy; and for 
one I am not willing to consent to it now or at any time. I shall 
vote for this appropriation, not for the reason given by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, but because I in common, I 
believe, with every citizen of the country want all the information 
that a thorough census can afford. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, asingle word in reply to the gentie- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. BLount.] The Superintendent of the Census 
consulted with the highest law officer of the United States before he 
decided to adopt the volunteer system. He was advised by that legal 
authority that the plan subsequently pursued would not violate either 
the letter or the spirit of the law. The stipulation every employé 
engaged in the service was required to assent to was as follows: 

Sir: Your resignation as a clerk of class ——in the Census Office has been re- 
ceived, and is hereby accepted to take effect on the 15th instant. In compliance 


with the request contained in your letter of resignation you will be permitted to 
continue at work forsuch timeas in the judgment of the Superintendent may seem 
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oe, upon the conditions indicated in your said letter, viz: that the services to 
rendered by you shall create no claim against the United States, either express 
or implied. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe we are giving to any Department 
of the Government authority to create deficiencies; I do not believe 
we are setting a bad precedent when, under circumstances like those 
that have been presented in connection with this billand under the 
stipulations adopted in this case, persons are permitted to render 
voluntary service tothe Government, trusting to this Congress, trust- 
ing to any Congress, trusting among others tothe critical gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. BLount, ] to give them pay for their services, if 
in the judgment of Congress those services are meritorious and ought 
to receive compensation. 

Mr. Chairman, I am as loath as any one to establish a precedent in 
favor of the creation of deficiencies; and, after examination of the 
statutes, I have come to the conclusion that the highest law officer 
of the Government and the Superintendent of the Census might well 
put upon this stipulation made in connection with the statute the 
construction which they did. And I believe, sir, that if we vote the 
sum which is asked for in this bill we willonly recognize an equitable 
obligation in making compensation for services which have been faith- 
fully rendered and which were necessary to the Government. 

I was glad, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ATKINS] said what he did in reference to the appropriation now asked 
for, and I desire to say about the same thing for myself; for, sir, I 
do not care to be committed by this bill on the point that the sum 
specified in it shall be the limit for the completion of the taking of 
the tenth census; and I believe when that census shall have been 
completed it will be found to have been as cheaply taken as the pre- 
vious ones, when we take into consideration the vast amount of addi- 
tional information which has been collected. 

I believe the information collected by the Census Bureau will be 
worth all it will cost, and that the citizens and the Government can- 
not afford to do without it. Therefore, as long as I find the money has 
been honestly and properly expended, for one I shall be in favor of 
voting the supplies necessary until the final completion of the work. 

I know it is said in this communication that has been referred to 
this appropriation will complete the work. I hope it will complete 
it. But if not I shall vote for a further appropriation. I do not 
choose to be committed to the sum named in the bill under consid- 
eration. 

I move that the committee rise for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Before the gentleman submits that motion, 
I hope he will allow me to be heard. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iprefer to limit debate, because there are so many 
gentlemen asking the same favor; then they can all be heard under 
the five-minute debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration a bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the 
payment of the final expenses of the tenth census, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Inow move the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
resuming the further consideration of the census deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; and pending that motion I move that all general debate 
be closed in ten minutes after its consideration shall be resumed. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does that include the five-minute debate ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, but merely provides that the general 
debate on the bill shall be closed in ten minutes, after which the five- 
minute debate on amendments will be in order. 

Mr. PAGE, That being so, I move to limit the general debate to 
one minute instead of to ten minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In view of the statement of the Speaker, I will 
aceept the amendment of the gentleman from California to limit the 
géneral debate to one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York to go into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, Mr. CALKINS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
census deficiency appropriation bill, and by order of the House all 
general debate is limited to one minute. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, I will consume that one min- 
ute, so that at its expiration I may be in condition to move an amend- 
ment on which I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The one minute to which the general debate has 
been limited has expired. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I now move, Mr. Chairman, to strike out 
“five hundred” and insert ‘‘seven hundred ;” so it will read: 

That the sum of $740,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the com- 
pletion of the work of the tenth census; and the Secretary of the Interioris hereby 
authorized to compensate those persons who have rendered services as volunteers 


in connection therewith since the 15th of June, 1881, at the rates of compensation 
received by such persons severally prior to said date. 
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Mr. Chairman, I infer from the remarks of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations as well as from those of my colleague 
(Mr. ATKINS] that the sum now appropriated will be sufficient to 
complete the taking of the tenth census. With this intimation and 
in connection with the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
BLOUNT,] I submit to the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, as well as to this House, that it is the duty of the committee 
to report what in their judgment is the amount which will complete 
the work of that census. To take the action now proposed is only to 
invite another deficiency bill on this same subject to be submitted 
to the House. Let the Committee on Appropriations at all times 
report to the House and to the country what in their judgment is 
an amount necessary to complete any work that is incomplete and 
which is legal and proper. 

We are confronted, I believe, with the second deficiency bill to 
cover the expenses of taking the census of 1880. When, sir, are these 
deficiency bills to cease in the legislation ofthiscountry? The learned 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] saysnever. Then hemust 
mean to say that the statutes of this country are never to be obeyed 
or respected. 

Why, then, build your court-houses and jails? Why talk about 
“star-route thieves” or other thieves, about public printers and 
delinquent officers in all parts of the country, if the laws are never 
to be obeyed and never to be enforced? Year after year, as my 
friend from Georgia on my right asserts, and as we all know from 
our own experiences in this House, the laws are being constantly 
trampled upon and disregarded by public officers. Shall we never 
insist upon their enforcement? My friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
and my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] have amply referred 
to these facts. 

I have no complaint to make against the census. I have none to 
make against General Walker, the late superintendent. I wish to 
repeat here my full confidence in his integrity and ability. But, 
Mr. Chairman, it is time that this House should awaken to a sense 
of its duty. It is time that we should insist—if we have a govern- 
ment of law instead of a government of thieves and assassins—and 
let it be known and understood that it is the will of the law-making 
power of this Government and their absolute purpose to see that 
wherever at least they have jurisdiction the laws shall be faith- 
fully executed and fully enforced. , 

I have risen, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of saying that I con- 
cur fully in the remarks and in the protest of my friend from Georgia. 
But I wish also to call the attention of the committee and of the 
country to these repeated violations of law which have gone on 
unchallenged and unpunished for so many years, and to the intima- 
tion given by gentlemen upon the other side that the end is not yet, 
but that they are to go on again and again as long as we are a gov- 
ernment without protest and without punishment. Sir, I enter my 
earnest protest against it. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] need to get so much excited about this 
question, or to become so very anxious because of the fact that I 
replied “never” when he asked if the time would ever come in the 
history of this country when there would be no more deficiencies. 
I do not know, sir, if it has ever happened in the history of any Con- 

yress, certainly it has not since I have been a member, when there 
as not arisen occasion, and proper occasion, for passing deficiency 
bills. The statutes allow them in certain cases. 

Take, if you choose, the pension appropriation bill which comes in 
here every year with a deficiency. Because, forsooth, there is a de- 
ficiency to be provided for under the operation of that law, ought we 
to fill our jails? We pass deficiency bills for that purpose again and 
again, and for other deficiencies with equal propriety. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michigan 
a question. 

- Mr. HUBBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does not 
make a distinction between statute deficiencies, which may arise 
under contracts, and those where there is no contract at all. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Certainly I do. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘Then the pension bill is a very different thing. 

Mr. HUBBELL. But my proposition was that the time would 
never come when there would cease to be deficiencies. That was the 
response I made to the gentleman. They will necessarily arise, and 
must be met. Why, Mr. Chairman, there may be deficiencies when 
the law is absolutely carried out in accordance with its letter. Take 
this very case now before us—the census appropriation bill. Nobody 
could tell, no man could accurately calculate, what it would cost, 
exactly, to take the tenth census. Nobody could precisely estimate 
what would be the expense of gathering all the data necessary to 
complete that great work; and a deficiency necessarily comes up. 
The law is being executed, and in the execution of that law the de- 
ficiencies arise. Is that acrime? I take it not; and I do not see, 
therefore, why the gentleman from Tennessee need get so anxious or 
feel so troubled because there is a deficiency, or because members 
who have spent some time in Congress are able to respond to him 
that the time can never come when there will be no deficiency. 
Deficiencies have always occurred, and will always occur. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upen the amendment is exhausted, 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike ont the last word. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. DoI understand that the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Tennessee has been withdrawn ? 
The CHAIRMAN. No, the amendment is still pending. Debate 
has been exhausted upon it, and the gentleman from Mississippi now 
moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HOOKER. I did not expect, Mr. Chairman, to say anything 
on this bill in this debate. It was my fortune in the last Congress 
to be connected with the Committee on the Census, and therefore, as 
a member of that committee, to know somewhat intimately the gen- 
tleman who stood at the head of the bureau for the purpose of con- 
ducting the work—General Walker—and all the methods which were 
adopted, and of the interest and the extent of the census thereby to 
be taken. 

By a motion of my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. MANNING] this 
census was extended to take in the enumeration of the products of 
the soil of the country, particularly in the Southern country, those 
products which are alone raised there ; to embrace not only that great 
industry of the South, but all of our industries, beginning with that 
primordial industry, agriculture, which lies at the very foundation 
of the prosperity of our country, and extending the census to embrace 
also our vast mining interests, our manufacturing interests, and all 
of the great industries of our land. There probably has never been 
so extensive a census as that just taken; and I imagine that I am 
not alone when I say that I am in constant receipt of applications to 
send census reports to my constituents, for I do not doubt that simi- 
lar applications have come to other members on this floor. We are 
unable to send them, and would have been unable for yet many 
months to come, had not the corps of workers in the Census Bureau, 
when the appropriations which were made at the last session of Con- 
gress for this work were exhausted, came up promptly and tendered 
their services to the Government to continue the work, trusting to 
the sense of justice, not merely to the charity of the House, but 
trusting to its sense of justice, to compensate them for the labor they 
were rendering without: payment, or if paid at all, paid with cer- 
tificates which did not represent money, and which were razeed by 
having them cashed outside of the Treasury of the United States. 

I commend these citizens who were engaged in this service, the 
men and the women who came up and tendered their services with- 
out pay. I believe in the theory advanced by the gentleman from 
Georgia who spoke on my right, that the ordinary officers of the 
Government and the ordinary heads of the Departments ought not 
to be in possession of the power to create deficiencies at will. But 
it must be remembered that the positions of census enumerator and 
census taker occur only once in a decade, and when they have fin- 
ished their work the whole establishment, the Superintendent alike 
with the clerk and the enumerator, when the work is done, become 
functus officio until the next census is taken a decade afterward. 

I think, therefore, that the argument of my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BLounT] and the suggestion of my intelligent friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE ] have no bearing on this case; for certainly 
these hard-working employés of the Census Bureau have committed 
no frauds upon the Treasury. They have made no exactions. And 
as I understand this bill, its main purpose and object is to do simply 
what is a tardy act of justice on the part of the Government, and 
which indeed ought to have been performed on an earlier day of this 
session. The main purpose of this bill is simply, as I understand, to 
pay these employés who have been engaged in this service. My con- 
tidence in the Superintendent, General Walker, is such that when 
he indicated at the last session that before another session should 
convene there would be a deficiency and probably a termination of 
the work—my confidence in him was so great that I said to him then 
I had no doubt the Congress of the United States would instantly on 
its assemblage respond to the necessity of the case, and promptly re- 
munerate the corps of employés who should labor forso many months 
without compensation. I trust the committee will pass the bill with- 
out a single dissenting voice. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman from Tennessee insist on his 
amendment increasing the amount? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the pro forma amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER. } 

Mr. HOOKER. I withdraw it; and if permitted to add a word I 
will say, in reference to the amendment of my friend from Tennessee, 
I think when the necessity arises for an additional appropriation that 
will be indicated. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to say my colleague [Mr. WHITTHORNE] is 
very much mistaken if he supposes the suggestion I made that this 
possibly would not be the only deficiency in connection with the pres- 
ent census was an invitation to the Department to send in another 
deficiency. My colleague ought to know I am not so fond of defi- 
ciencies as that, and besides I do not think a suggestion from me 
would induce any of the Departments to send in a deficiency unless 
it was needed. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I offer a pro forma amendment 
to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert “ fifty.” 

_It appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that this whole subject is a very 
simple one. There are only three questions in my judgment to be 
answered, and upon the answers to those questions depends, or ought 
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to depend, the action of this House. In the first place, was it neces- 
sary to takethe census? The Constitution of the United States gives 
us no discretion in that matter. We are required to take the census 
once in every ten years, and we have to take it no matter what it costs 
the Government. It is, indeed, necessary in order to keep up the 
eee apportionment of Representatives among the several States. 

The next question is, has this work been done properly? I have 
heard no objection made by any one to the manner in which the cen- 
sus has been taken. I happen to know General Walker; I believe 
him to be a man of integrity and a man of thorough knowledge in 
regard to this subject, and as there has been no objection made I take 
it for granted the census has been properly taken. 

The other question isthis: Was the appropriation made at the last 
Congress sufficient to pay for the services rendered, for the taking 
of the census? Now, sir, it is reported to us it is not sufficient and I 
believe we are satisfied upon that point. If there was not money 
enough appropriated for the purpose of taking the census, then assen- 
sible Representatives it is our duty at once and without further dis- 
cussion to appropriate the money necessary for that purpose. We 
ought to do that whether we do it in bulk now or have another appro- 
priation bill; itdoes not matter. We certainly want to practice econ- 
omy in appropriation of publicmoney. Butifthe Committee on Appro- 
priations, in whom I have confidence, report it necessary to make a 
further appropriation, I am prepared to vote for it. I believe it to be 
my duty to do so. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, we were informed in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that $383,778 will pay the actual expenses incurred to the Ist 
day of November; that $540,000, the amount of this bill, will carry 
on the services until the Ist day of July next, and will complete 
the taking, compilation, and distribution, if I understand it, of the 
present census, and that no further appropriation will be required 
absolutely except so much as Congress may think it wise to make for 
the purpose of keeping alive as a nucleus some small body to keep 
the service open and in the hands of proper and skilled men. That 
is the information we have and that has been given to us by the 
present and by the last superintendent. But I recognize that all the 
judgments of men are imperfect, and I recognize also that there will 
be deficiencies, such as are contemplated by the laws of the country 
and by the rules and practices and precedents of this House, so long 
as we have a progressive and growing country, so long as the Con- 
gress of the United States does not control all the affairs of the world, 
and so long as the knowledge of the Committee on Appropriations 
does not rise to the height of omniscience, and so long as executive 
officers have not the courage to assume the responsibilities of their 
positions when they know their rights. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, with this exhibition of the statements 
which are given to our committee I will proceed to state that it was 
necessary to complete this census now for other and different reasons, 
the principal one of which was that the proper distribution of seventy 
millions of school money in the various States through the counties 
and school districts of the various States depends upon the proper 
compilation and completion of this census; and that all the reports 
of the Bureau of Agriculture depend upon it, for to-day they rest on 
mere estimates of former years. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lunderstood the gentleman to say that the school 
money in the several States was distributed upon the census of the 
United States. 

Mr. ROBESON. Not in all. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Can you name a single State in which the distri- 
bution of school money appropriated from State school funds is made 
upon the census of the United States? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes,sir. Thiscensusshowsthe statistics ofschool 
age, of sex, of the age ofeverybody. And in almost every State—I do 
not know about Minnesota—these returns of the census are taken as 
the basis of the distribution of those school moneys. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In answer to the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
DUNNELL]I will say that I have not examined the law on the subject, 
but I have understood from the late Superintendent of the Census 
that one of the States that distributes its school money upon data 
furnished by the Utiited States was the State of Illinois. He named 
half a dozen States, but I recollect the State of Illinois particularly. 

I now move that the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the bill by adding that which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But this act shall not be construed as giving the sanction of this Congress to any 
contract or en ment entered into by any officer of the Government for public 


service beyond the limit of Fg nay wine previously made by which a liability, 
either legal or equitable, shall be created against the United States. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I take it for granted that this appropriation will 
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be made, I takeit also for granted that thisappropriation of money 
and the service which it tends to promote are not in the regular order 
of the administration of the government. 

If it were one of those appropriations of money in the regular order 
of administration, then in view of the limitations imposed upon pub- 
lic officers as to the creating of liabilities on the part of the Govern- 
ment beyond authority previously conferred upon them, I should espe- 
cially object to the passage of this bill. But thisis an exceptional 
case; it is not in the current administration of the government. 

Under the cireumstancesI think, asthe gentleman from New York has 
well said, that there is an equitable claim against the Government ; 
these employés must be paid. In offering this amendment I act upon 
a precedent set many years ago by one of the purest and best men 
who ever sat upon this floor, a man then representing a district of 
the State of INinois, Mr. E. B. Washburne. Hesuggested that where 
money is appropriated for what is apparent to all is a violation of 
the laws, to carry out a contract in violation of the law of the land, 
Congress should make it an exceptional case and not permit it to be 
used as a precedent for other transactions of a similar character. 

As to the ordinary administration of the Government, I hold that 
Congress would be forgetful of its duty if it permitted a public officer 
to go beyond the limits of law in creating liabilities either equitable 
or legal against the Government. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, Jit is intended to accomplish one of two 
things. First, that under no circumstances will we again do what we 
are doing to-day. Now if that is the intention of his amendment, 
then I do not propose to commit myself to it, because to-morrow or 
next day or next year I will vote precisely as I am voting to-day, if 
the same question is presented to me and I am surrounded by the 
same circumstances which surround me to-day. If that is not what 
his amendment means—and I did not catch the meaning of it clearly— 
then it is intended to protect the statutes of the United States limit- 
ing the Departments and officers of the Government in expending 
money or creating contracts beyond the amounts appropriated. It is 
for the purpose of limiting this bill so that it shall not have the 
effect of repealing those statutes. 

Now I say to every lawyer upon this floor that this bill cannot 
have any such effect as that; it repeals no statute; it will not be a 
warrant for any officer or Department of the Government to defy any 
statute. It does not in any possible way interfere or conflict with 
any existing law. In my judgment there is no need of this amend- 
ment being tacked on this bill, either in the nature of a protest or 
for the purpose of preventing the repeal of statutes limiting the pow- 
ers of the Department. Iam therefore opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word. The gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Hiscock] I think certainly misapprehends the purpose of this 
ameudment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
exhausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. There is no 
apprehension that the law cf 1861 and subsequent enactments could 
be repealed by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then what is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has been no declaration on the part of this 
Congress that under circumstances like these a deficiency will not 
be provided for. But certainly there can be a declaration on the part 
of Gonenias that under ordinary circumstances, in the ordinary ad- 
ministration of the government, Congress will not give its sanction 
to a violation of law in making engagements beyond the limits of 
apprepriations. This is not a new proposition; if is not new on ap- 
propriation bills of exceptional character such es this billis. I with- 
draw my pro forma amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestionisonthe amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN. ] 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 69, noes 79. 

. Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. COBB called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hiscock and Mr. HOLMAN were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 75, noes 104. 

So the amendment was not adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now move that the committee rise and report 
this bill to the House with a recommendation that it be passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
dill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the payment of the 
final expenses of the tenth census, and had direc him to report 
the same back with the recommendation that it be passed without 
amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered ; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, : 

Mr. PAGE said: Must not the yeas and nays be taken on this ques- 
tion ° 


Debate upon the pending amendment has been 
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Mr. HISCOCK. 
of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause 6 of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Upon all general appropriation and revenue bills, and bills for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors, the yeas and nays shall be taken on the passage of such bills 
in the House and entered upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair isof opinion that this is not a “ general 
appropriation bill,” and that the vote on its passage may be taken 
viva voce. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order isthe unfinished busi- 
ness, the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] 
as to the reference of the joint resolution introduced by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. BROWNE. [ask the gentleman to yield a moment, that I may 
offer a resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Interior for cer- 
tain information. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield for that purpose. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. BROWNE. I desire to say, in justice to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [ Mr. eer that this resolution is founded upon a prop- 
osition made by him to the Commissioner of Pensions. A report on 
the subject has been prepared containing information which is very 
important to the House and the country. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested, if 
not incompatible with the public service, to communicate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives his estimate founded on the following ee oe If all the claims for 
pensions arising from the war of the rebellion s be adjudicated within the 
seven years’ period terminating June 30, 1888, and if at the end of that period the 
survivors of the war with Mexico and their widows shall then be pensioned at $8 
per month, what appropriations will be required annually to pay pensions during 
the next twenty-five years? ’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution. 

Mr. MARSH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution isnot before 
the House. 

Mr. BROWNE. May not the resolution be referred to the Appro- 
priations Committee for report ? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly, if the objection be withdrawn. 
Doesthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Marsu] object to the reference ? 

Mr. MARSH. I object tothe consideration of the resolution ; I am 
willing it should be referred. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

LOUISIANA SWAMP LANDS. 


Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2806) 
to extend the provisions of the act of March 2, 1855, to lands selected 
as swamp lands by the State of Louisiana under the act of March 2, 
1849; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SECOND ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, submitted tke following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be instructed to inquire whether 
any necessity exists for the office of second assistant doorkeeper created by a reso- 
lation of the House adopted on the 21st day of December, 1881, authorizing ‘‘ George 
A. Bacon to act as second assistant doorkeeper of the House of ee 
and to receive the same pay as the present assistant doorkeeper of the House until 
further orders.” 

Mr. ATKINS. 
following: 

Also, to inquire into the necessity of the office of newspaper clerk. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
How did this resolution get before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. 

The amendment of Mr. ATKINS was agreed to; and the resolution 
as amended was adopted. 

Mr. PETTIBONE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw my motion to adjourn. 

A. GATES LEE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, introduced a 

bill (H. R. No. 2807) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Iam not sure as to that. I call for the reading 


I move to amend the resolution by inserting the 
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WILLIAM M. MOORE. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2808) for the relief of William M. Moore; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. VANCE. I move the reference of this bill to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Asthe Chair understands, this bill is not for the 
correction of a military record, but to grant pay for services during 
the war. It should therefore go to the Committee on War Claims 
under the ruling heretofore made. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, before putting the motion, asks con- 
sent to lay before the House certain executive documents and other 
papers which should be referred to committees without unnecessary 
delay. 

There was n0 objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask whether the unfinished business 
upon my joint resolution will still be the unfinished business if the 
House should now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; that is the opinion of the Chair at 
present. 

REPORT OF LIEUTENANT F. V. GREENE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, transmitting the report of Lieutenant 
F. V. Greene relative to draining and placing in good sanitary condi- 
tion the grounds south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AGNES W. AND SARAH J. HILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in accordance with a call from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, papers on file in the War Department relative 
to the claims of Agnes W. and Sarah J. Hills; which were referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

CENSUS DEFICIENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury inclosing an estimate of deficiency in the census 
appropriation amounting to $540,000, transmitted to the Treasury 
Department by the Secretary of the Interior; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

SERGEANT-MAJORS AND QUARTERMASTER SERGEANTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the increase of pay of sergeant-majors and 
quartermaster sergeants; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

SANTEE SIOUX, NEBRASKA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs relative to the reappropriation of $350,000 
from the amount covered into the Treasury as unexpended balances 
of the appropriations for fulfilling treaties with the Sioux of different 
tribes, including the Santee Sioux of Nebraska; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

FEES COLLECTED BY CONSULAR OFFICERS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting, in compliance with section 208 of the 
Revised Statutes, a statement of fees collected by the diplomatic and 
consular officers of the United States during the fiscal year 1880-1881, 
together with rates or tariffs of fees and a full list of consular officers 
in office December 1, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDITION OF FORTIFICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in eompliance with the act of March 
3, 1881, a letter from the Chief of Engineers and the report of the 
condition of fortifications, and what number of them, if any, can be 
dispensed with; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPEDITION TO LADY FRANKLIN BAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting letters relative to the expedition to Lady 
Franklin Bay and estimates for the support of the expedition forthe 
next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

NEW MEXICO. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of the Interior, inclosing copy of a letter from the governor of 


New Mexico asking such legislation as will obviate the difficulties 
arising from the failure of the Legislature of that Territory to com- 
ply with the provisions of the act of June 19, 1878; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories. 

CUSTOMS DUTIES REFUNDED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
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of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with section 4 of the act 
of March 3, 1875, a statement of sums of money refunded as customs 
duties during the year ending June 30, 1881, together with copies of 
some of the rulings under which said repayments were made; which 
were referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 
INDIAN EDUCATION, ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, submitting petition for the transfer to the Board of 
Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church of a building in Sitka, 
Alaska, for the purpose of conducting a school for the training and 
civilization of Indian children; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


QUARTERLY ACCOUNTS, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting copies of the quarterly accounts of the 
Treasurer of the United States on account of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; which were referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ALABAMA CONTESTED ELECTION—LOWE VS. WHEELER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House additional testimony in 
the case of Lowe vs. Wheeler, eighth district of Alabama; which 
was referred to the Committee on Elections. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 

To Mr, ATHERTON, during the week commencing January 16, on 
account of important business. 

To Mr. PEIRCE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. ERMENTROUT, indefinitely, on accouut of serious Ulness in 
his family. 

FLEET-MARINE OFFICERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. TALBOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2809) regulating the rank and pay of fleet-marine officer in the 
United States Navy ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY E. THOMSON, 


Mr. TALBOTT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2810) for the relief of Mary E. Thomson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I now renew my motion that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parlimentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I wish to know whether, in case the motion to 
adjourn is not agreed to, the first order of business would be the 
resolution in regard to railroad grants. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that if the subject was 
called up it would be the unfinished business. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly at (at three o’clock 
and twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Alfred G. Hatfield, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the proposition to authorize the 
Government of the United States to accept title to certain lands in the 
city of Erie, Pennsylvania, and to establish a home for indigent sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of Nathan D. Petty and 300 
others, residents of Suffolk County, New York, for appropriation of 
$25,000 for improvement of channel of Peconic River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of R. P. Bland, for a post-road from 
Eaudevie to Forsythe, Missouri—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLISS: Papers relating to the application of Stephen A. 
McCarty for the position of lieutenant-commander in the Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of employés of life-saving station 
No. 18, for increase of pay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J.C. BURROWS: Two petitions from citizens of Michigan, 
for legislation to regulate freight and passenger rates on railroads—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK : The petition of William 8. Townsend and 26 
others, citizens of Allen County, Indiana, for the establishment of a 

ostal route in said county—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
ost-Roads. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of E. 8. Arnold and 55 others, 
citizens of Perry County, and of Mr. Clum and 104 others, citizens 
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of Perry County, Ohio, for legislation to regulate freight and passen- 
ger rates on railreads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. 8. 8S. COX: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel B. 
Colby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of 32 citizens of Excelsior, Missouri, 
of 21 citizens of Farlinville, Kansas, and of 37 citizens of Louisville, 
Illinois, alleging a combination between the Standard Oil Company 
and certain railroad companies by which great injustice is done to 
shippers of oil, and asking for an investigation—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: The petition of George W. Kepler and 200 
others, citizens of Fulton County, Indiana, for legislation regulating 
freight and passenger rates on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of the bishop of Tennessee, for 
compensation for use by United States military contractor of St. 
Peter’s and St. Paul’s church building at Chattanooga—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, the petition of W. R. Henson, administratorof John Henson, | 


deceased, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C. B,. FARWELL: The petition of the Chicago Historical 
Society, for a commemorative celebration at New Orleans of the two 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of the mouth of the Missis- 
sipi River—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Also, the petition of Irish citizens of Chicago, for relief of Ameri- | 


can citizens confined in foreign prisons—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRISON: The petition of James E. Byrd and others, for 
an appropriation for dredging the bar at Milford Haven, where it 
empties into the Piankatank River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Patrick W. Kilmer and others, for dredging 


and deepening the channel of Pungoteague Creek, in the county of 


Accomack, Virginia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of citizens of Hoboken, for 
an amendment of the act authorizing the construction of a public 
building for use by the United States Government in the city of New 
York, approved June 15, 1878—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of P. Lorillard & Co. and others, tobacco manu- 
factures, that tax illegally collected by internal-revenue officers be 
refunded—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John J. Coffly and B. R. Lewis, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Julius Schlatter and others, relative to a barge 
bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HASELTINE: The petition of A. M. Carter and 99 others, 
for legislation to regulate freight and passenger rates on railroads— 
to the same committee. 


By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Charles F. | 


Hayes—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HOOKER: Papers relating to the claim of George Storrs— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. G. W. JONES: The petition of citizens of Galveston, Texas, | 
representing the need and asking for the construction of a gustom- | 


house at said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JORGENSEN : The petition of B. L. Binford and others, 
for legislation to prevent extortion and discrimination by railroad 
corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of a mass convention of clergymen | 


of Massachusetts, for appointment of a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the temperance interests of the country—to the Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of Daniel A. Dorsey and others, participants in 
the capture of a railroad train during the late war, known as the 
‘engine thieves” or Mitchell raiders, asking to be placed on the pen- 
sion-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LADD: Papers relating tothe claim of the Bank of Louis- 
iana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

BY Mr. LE FEVRE: Five petitions, embracing the names of 460 
citizens of Ohio, for legislation to prevent extortion and discrim- 
ination by railroad corporations—severally to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of officers of the Twenty-third 
Regiment New York State National Guards, for amendment of the 
militia laws—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: The petition of H. M. Austin, judge of county 
court and acting for Sumner County, Tennessee ; of John Bunkin, of 
Mary Aun Wickware, administratrix of Elijah G. Wickware, deceased, 
and of C. A. Winter, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late rebellion—severally to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of Elijah Kennon, of Jackson P. 
Lewis, of Walter H. Walton, and of Thomas H. Webb, administrator 
of Emily Ewell, deceased, for compensation for property taken and 
used by the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of George W. Howe, H. C. Greely, 
and Elisha Brinhall, for the removal of the Lancaster National Bank 
of Massachusetts from the town of Lancaster, and changing the name 
of the same—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PEELLE: Theestimate of funds required for the Indianapolis 
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arsenal for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

By Mr. J. 8. RICHARDSON: The petition of citizens of George- 
town County, South Carolina, for repeal of the taxes now levied on 
banks, bankers, and banking institutions—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of Johnson & Melhorn and 9 other 
members of the bar of Hardin County, Ohio, for holding three terms 
annually of the United States circuit and district courts at Toledo— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of John J. Coffey and Burge Rawle 
Lewis, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the resolutions of the synod of New Jersey, in favor of the sup- 
pression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: The petition of Mrs. Margaret Wiggins, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
for the repeal of tax on banks and bankers and stamps on bank- 
checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O. R. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of Julia 
a Nutt, widow of Haller Nutt, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: The petition of citizens of Oswego County, 
New York, for an increase of salary of keepers of life-saving stations 
on the great lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ellisburgh, Jefferson County, New 
York, for an increase of salary paid keepers of life-saving stations on 
the great lakes—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPOONER: The petition of Ralph E. Dodge and others, 
citizens of Block Island, and of Samuel Allen, jr., and others, citizens 
of Shoreham, Rhode Island, for increase of pay of employés of the 
life-saving service—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of John R. Vanmeter, guardian, 
for a pension for the minor children of Andrew J. Hall, deceased— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of J. R. Thomas, for the passage 
of a bill to create the office of medical inspector for the United States 
Indian service—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Peter J. Baltes, relating to certain land in the 
State of Illinois ceded by France to the Seminary of Quebec—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: Papers relating to the pension claim 
of William 8. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of C. M. and J. D. 
Morrison—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: Papers relating tothe claim of A. Gates 
Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of William M. Moore, for relief—to 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January. 16, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BuLLocK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, certain papers relating to the private land claim in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona known as El Sopori; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a list of suspended land entries acted on 
by the board of adjudication during the year ended June 30, 1881. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication is in response 


| toa resolution offered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] 


and is accompanied by a large number of papers. Does the Sena- 
tor from Delaware desire that the papers shall be printed? 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall not ask the Senate to order the documents 
to be printed until I can examine them and ascertain whether their 
printing wild be necessary for public use. I move that the communi- 
cation and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury respecting the reorganiza- 
tion of a special court for the trial of custom-house cases ; which, on 
motion of Mr. MorRILL, was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in accordance with section 4690 of the 
Revised Statutes, a report by J. E. Hilgard, Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in that sur- 
vey during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1851; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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DISTRICT STREET RAILROAD ASSESSMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmit- 
ting,’in response to a resolution of the 6th instant, certain papers 
containing all the information in the possession of the commissioners 
relating to assessments against street railroads for paving and im- 
quaing the streets occupied by them; which was referred to the 

ommittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Bar 
Association of Illinois, in reference to the proposed establishment of 
a court of appeals of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying for legis- 
lation regulating charges for railroad transportation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
“Oregon, praying for a separate organization of the Signal Service ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a resolution of the city councils of Chicago, 
favoring the passage of a bill to confirm to the city of Chicago the 
title to certain public lands; whieh was referred to the Committee 
-on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of W. L. Richardson and others, 
citizens of Brownsville, Tennessee, praying for legislation regulating 
charges for railroad transportation ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented five petitions of citizens of Ohio, praying 
for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also eek a petition of citizens of Lake County, Ohio, pray- 
ing that the pay of surf-men in the Life-Saving Service be increased 
and that it be regulated by the general Superintendent; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of keepers of stations in the second 
district of the Life-Saving Service praying for an increase of compen- 
sation ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Massachusetts, signed by Mrs. Mary A. Livermore, 
president, and Mrs. L. B. Barrett, secretary, praying for a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Obadiah Wheelock, praying for 
the passage of a law giving women the right of suffrage; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of W. W. Handlin, who states 
that he desires to appeal from a report of the Judiciary Committee 
of January 17, 1881, in the Senate, giving the grounds for his request. 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, as it relates to the action of that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of citizens of Greenville, Mich- 
igan, praying for the appointment of a commission for the purpose 
of —— the liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of Joseph 
McCarter, mayor; James Sill, S. A. Davenport, and others, citizens 
of Erie, Pennsylvania, and a resolution of the Board of Trade of Erie, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to increase the pay of the officers and 
surf-men of the Life-Saving Service, and to grant pensions to the 
widows and orphan children of such men as may lose their lives while 
on duty; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the select and common councils 
-of the city of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a 
law allowing a street to be laid out through the ateunsl grounds in 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Louis Sonntag, of Philadelphia, 
praying the passage of an act changing his record at the War Depart- 
ment so that the rolls on tile at the Adjutant-General’s Office may 
show an honorable discharge; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Ellen Lardner, widow of the 
late Rear-Admiral James L. Lardner, United States Navy, praying 
to be allowed a pension at the rate of $50 per month; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of the Western Quarterly Meeting 
“of the Society of Friends, of Pennsylvania, officially signed, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of George C. Myers and others, 
of New Era, Michigan, praying for such legislation as will prevent 
unjust discriminations by common carriers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of W. N. Foster and others, citi- 
zens of Maine, praying for a fixed impost duty upon smoked herrings 
and other smoked fish; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented resolutions of the common council of Chi- 
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cago, in favor of the passage of a bill to confirm to the city of Chi- 
cago the title to certain public grounds; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Geneva, New York, pray- 
ing for the abolition of the tax on bank deposits and the stamp tax 
upon bank-checks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, 
in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Reform Club of Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, representing 2,000 members, praying for a commis- 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcholic liquor traffic; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of East Bethel, 
Royalton, Tunbridge, and Randolph, Vermont, praying Congress to 
pass a law to forbid under adequate penalties the extortions and dis- 
criminations now practiced by railroad corporations, and thus com- 
pel them to occupy their legitimate position as public servants; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a memorial of the Board or 
Trade of Buffalo, New York, in favor of the construction of the Hen- 
nepin Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Second Reformed Presbyterian 
church of New York City, officially signed, praying for a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition of citizens of Linn County, Ore- 
gon; a petition of citizens of Polk County, Oregon; and a petition of 
citizens of Clatsop County, Oregon, prayin for legislation regulating 
charges for railroad transportation ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of Hon. John R. Reavis, Hon. 
William H. Thomson, and others, citizens of Saint Louis, Missouri, 
praying for legislation establishing competitive examination in re- 
gard to the appointment of officers of the Government. I wish to 
say that among the names upon this petition are those of many of 
the most eminent citizens of Missouri, gentlemen distinguished in 
every walk of life as lawyers, clergymen, merchants, manufacturers, 
and mechanics. I move that the petition be referred to the Select 
Committee to examine the several branches of the Civil Service. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presenta petition of Gilbert Morton, an officer 
in the United States Navy on the retired list, praying for a restora- 
tion to his original and, as he considers, proper rank, from which he 
thinks he has been unjustly removed. I move that it be referred, 
with his letter on the subject, to the Committee on Naval Aftairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present in print, (the original being on the 
files of the Senate, but as I understand no adverse report was made, ) 
and at the request of the counsel for this claimant, the petition of 
Mary Elizabeth Parker Levey and Saunders W. Johnston, settin 
forth that Congress, by an act in 1862, confirmed to Mary Blizabeth 
Parker Bouligny and other persons a tract of land in Louisiana, and 
that the next winter Congress passed an act suspending the execu- 
tion of the first. The petitioners pray that Congress may remove 
the suspension and confirm the prior grant, and allow it to take effect. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of O. C. Ludway and others, 
members of the bar of Woodbury County, Iowa, praying for a divis- 
ion of Iowa into two judicial districts; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of B. F. Reavis & Co., Ma- 
clay & Co., M. E. Stearn, and others, citizens of Tipton, Missouri, 
praying for the repeal of certain laws imposing taxes on the capital 
and deposits of banks, and the two-cent stamp tax on bank-checks; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of James F. Barnes and 
others, citizens of Ohio, and the petition of Abram Phillips and others, 
citizens of Ohio, praying for legislation regulating charges for rail- 
road transportation ; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of H. Kaminski & Co. and 
others, citizens of Georgetown, South Carolina, praying for an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the bar at that place ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of H. Kaminski & Co. and others, 
citizens of South Carolina, praying for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Waccamaw River in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of H. Kaminski & Co. and others, 
citizens of South Carolina, praying for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Great Pee Dee River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Thomas Boles and 232 
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others, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Arkansas Rives; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SAWYER presented additional Pee to accompany the bill 
(8. No. 449) for the relief of William B. Whiting ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition of Isaac Burnit and 21 others, 
citizens of Delaware, praying for the passage of a law regulating 
charges on railroads ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present the proceedings of a meeting of citi- 
zens at Mekinock, Grand Forks County, Dakota Territory, in the 
nature of a petition, praying that that part of Dakota lying north of 
the forty-sixth degree of north latitude be set off from that part lying 
south of said line, and that over the part lying north of the forty- 
sixth degree of latitude there be established a Territorial government. 
The proceedings of the meeting are attested by the president, C. A. 
Burton, and Francis Knight, secretary. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of E. H. War- 
dell, late captain and assistant quartermaster United States volun- 
teers, praying pay for services rendered while acting as an officer of 
the United States Army; which was referred to the Committee on 
Milit Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES presented a memorial of the council of the Seneca Na- 
tion of New York Indians, remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill (S. No. 19) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the States and Territories over the Indians, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on Appropriations [ 
report back the bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the 
payment of the final expenses of the tenth census; and as it is an 
important matter, and the pay of many deserving people depends 
upon the speedy passage of the bill, I ask unanimous consent for its 
consideration at the present time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object for the present. I will withdraw the 
objection in half an hour or so, as I merely want to look at the bill 
before it is taken up. 

Mr. HALE. At the end of the routine morning business I shall ask 
unanimous consent to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not object at that time. 

The RRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will go on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury touching a 
decision of the Treasury Department as to paying the compensation 
of Senators, officers, &c., pending a vacancy in the Secretary’s office, 
reported a bill (S. No. 841) to provide for the payment of the salaries 
and compensation of members of the Houses of Congress and their 
officers and employés in certain contingencies; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 15) correcting the mili- 
tary record of Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, 
brevet colonel United States Army, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Joint Select Committee on additional 
accommodations for the Library of Congress, reported abill (S. No. 
842) authorizing the construction of a building for the accommo- 
— of the Congressional Library; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to say, simply, that in a short time I 
shall present a report embracing the views of the committee unani- 
mously in favor of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 42) for the relief of George G. Snyder, re- 
ported it without amemdment. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 309) to provide for the recording of marriages 
in the Territories of the United States, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 114) to amend section 2133 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, reported it with an amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No, 843) amending section 4414 of the Revised 
Statutes, fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers in 
the several districts of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 844) to correct the record and fix the rank and 
pay of George W. Gile, a lieutenant-colonel in the United States Army ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 845) to provide for the appointment of 
official stenographers for the courts of the United States ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 846) for the relief of A. G. Peabody ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 847) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the explosion at the United States arsenal at Brides- 
burgh, Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 848) granting a rerating of pension to 
Jacob Meier; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 849) to provide for the extension of the Capitol, 
North O Street and South Washington Railway; which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. LOGAN. Senate bill No. 765 was introduced by myself a few 
days ago and referred to the Committee on Educationand Labor. I 
have amended the bill by adding a section to it, and I desire to intro- 
duce it thus amended as a substitute for the original bill, and I ask 
that it lie on the table. I introduce the billin its present form with 
a view of calling it up some morning that I may submit a few re- 
marks upon it. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
850) to appropriate and expend the entire income derived from the 
internal-revenue taxes on the manufacture and sale of distilled spirits 
for the education of all the children living in the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 851) to extend the provisions 
of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain pen- 
sioners,” approved March 3, 1879, to certain other pensioners; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. : 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 852) for the restoration of William Bayard, 
of New York, to his former rank in the United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 853) granting to the Pensacola and 
Atlantic Railroad Company the right to build bridges over the navi- 
gable waters between Pensacola and Chattahoochee, Florida; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 854) for the relief of W. C. 
Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous. consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 855) granting a right of way through the 
public lands to the Palatka and Indian River Railway Company ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

t. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S, No, 856) granting a pension to Mrs. Han- 
nah S. Commager; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 857) for the relief of the sufferers by the loss 
of the Government steamer J. Don Cameron; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without previous notice I ask leave to intro- 
duce two bills, which I am requested by a reputable attorney of this 
city to present to the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
858) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide additional regu- 
lations for homestead and pre-emption entries of public lands,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1879; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 859) to amend an acti entitled “An act to amend section 2403 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to deposits for 
surveys,” approved March 3, 1879; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


ARREARS OF PENSION TO MARY LINCOLN, 


Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 860) granting arrears of pension to Mary Lin- 
coln; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. LOGAN, Ishall ask for the immediate consideration of the bill, 
if there is no objection, after the letter is read which I send to the 
Chair. I ask the attention of the Senate to the letter. 








Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter sent to the desk by the 
Senator from Mlinois will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

JANUARY 1, 1882. 

Dear Sir: We have this day made, at your request, a careful medical examina- 
tion of Mrs. Mary T. Lincoln, widow of the late ident, Abraham Lincoln, at 
present resi at No. 39 West Twenty-sixth street, this city. 

We find that Mrs. Lincoln is —— from chronic inflammation of the spinal 
cord, chronic disease of the kidneys, and commencing cataract of both eyes. 

. The disorder of the spinal cord is the consequence of an i 
time since and has resulted in considerable loss of power of both lower extremities, 
so as to lessen their use and to render walking without assistance very unsafe, and 
going unaided down stairs impossible. The nature of the spinal trouble is ae, 
ave, and will end in paralysis of the lower extremities. Connected with the spinal 
disease and one of its evidences is the reflex paralysis of the iris of the eye, and the 
reduction of the sight to one-tenth natural standard, together with much narrow- 
ing of the field of vision. The sight will gees grow worse. 

ere is no probability that there will be any permanent improvement in Mrs. 
Lincoln's conditio: , considering her age and the nature of her diseases. Sheis now 
uite helpless, unable to walk with safety without the aid of an attendant, or in- 
eed to help herself to any extent. She requires the continued services of a com- 
petent nurse, and also constant medical attendance. 
We are, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
LEWIS A. SAYRE, WM. D., 
285 Fifth avenue, New York. 
MEREDITH CLYMER, UM. D., 
65 West aa street, New York City. 
Dr. H. KNAPP, 
25 West Twenty-fourth street, New York City. 
WM. H. PANCOAST, M. D.., 
1100 Walnut street, Philadelphia. 
Hon. WM. M. SPRINGER, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. LOGAN. Ido not desire to discuss this proposition at all, but 
merely to make a statement. I have statements in my possession, 
which I did not bring with me, from persons who know Mrs. Lincoln 
well, and they would excite the sympathy certainly of anybody. I 
merely want to say that her income, including her pension and what 
else she has, is not sufficient to pay for medical attendance, board 
bills, and the necessary nursing which she is compelled to have, be- 
sides providing her with clothing, &c. Arrears of pensions were 
given to all pensioners dating from the time of the death or the 
wound or disability. I think that much is due to this lady. I ask 
the Senate to take up the bill this morning without referring it, for 
the reason that I am.told no one familiar with the condition of this 
lady would object for a moment to her having arrears of pension in 
order that she may at least have sufficient for her support. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the amount of the pension, and for what 
length of time would the arrears be paid? 

r. LOGAN. The arrears would extend from 1865 to 1870. The 
pension is $3,000 a year. She has received the pension since 1870, 
and the arrears would amount to about five years’ pension. 

Mr. HARRIS. It would amount to about $15,000? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; about $15,000. That is allI desire to say. 
I hope there will be no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I offered a resolution before the 
holiday recess, at the suggestion of personal friends of Mrs. Lincoln, 
directing the Committee on Pensions to inquire what further allow- 
ance, if any, should be made, by way of pension or otherwise, for the 
widow of Abraham Lincoln. I understand that the committee have 
the onhiost now under consideration. I need not say to the Senator 
from Illinois that I profoundly sympathize with him in any effort 
that he may feel disposed to make for the relief of this unfortunate 
lady; but from information in my possession, which I do not care to 
communicate to the Senate, I am satisfied this measure is not one that 
ought to pass for the relief of Mrs. Lincoln. I trust, therefore, that 
the Senator from Illinois will exonerate me from any disposition to 
interfere with her relief if I ask that the bill may ee the course of 
the resolution, in order that the committee, after the inquiry that is 
now on foot, when they are ready to report, may give us such infor- 
mation as will afford Mrs, Lincoln the relief to which [have no doubt 
she is entitled. I hold myself in readiness to vote for the largest 
measure; but I am convinced, as I said before, from information in 
my possession, that something ought to be done more than is contem- 
plated by the bill. 

I therefore ask, if the Senator will excuse me, and not consider it 
invidious, that the bill may go to the committee for a few days in order 
that the Senate may have further advice upon this very important 
and at the same time very delicate subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say in this connection that the resolution 
of the honorable Senator from Kansas has been under consideration 
by the Pension Committee; that it has been teferred to a sub-com- 
mittee of whichI am a member, and that we have taken some pains to 
ascertain the true state of this case. I wish also to say that we have 
thought proper as a committee to consider in connection with this 
the case of Mrs. Garfield. There are very delicate considerations 
connected with both. The committee is giving them as careful con- 
sideration asit possibly can, and will be able to report some measure 
to the Senate at an early day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on Pensions. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND COMMERCE. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. On the 7th of December last I 


received some 


The bill will be referred to the 
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introduced a bill (S. No. 302) to establish a department of agricult- 
ure and commerce. I find that it was read but once and is now on 
the table. I ask that it be read the second time and referred tothe 
Committee on Agriculture. 

The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SEWELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and —— of M. C. Frambes and others, owners of 
the schooner T. P. Learned, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe papers relating to the claim of Samuel Noble be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Dr. John B. Read be taken from 
the files and refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the poe in the application for a pension to Anna S. Mellach be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate under the rule. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTION IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. VANCE submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate 
copies of all charges, — reports, or other information concerning irregu- 
larities in the collection of internal revenue in the sixth collection district of North 
Carolina which may be on file in any of the offices of his Department; and also copies 
of any orders by the collector thereof forbidding the arresting or the taking out of 
the process of arrest against offenders against the revenue laws of the United 
States in said district. 

COINAGE AND CURRENCY. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday next, at 
the close of the morning hour, I shall ask leave to call up the reso- 
lutions introduced by me on Thursday last on the silver question, in 
order to submit some remarks upon the subject. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move to take up the resolu- 
tion submitted by me in relation to internal-revenue taxes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsyl- 
vania, December 6, 1881: 

Resolved, Thatin the opinion of the Senate it is expedient to reduce the revenue 
of the Government by abolishing all existing internal-revenue taxes except those 
imposed upon high wines and distilled spirits. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the surplus 
revenue of this Government applicable to the payment of the public 
debt for the year ending June 30, 1881, was $100,069,404.98. 

The inference from these figures must be that if such surplus re- 
ceipts are applied to the reduction of the debt it will be paid within 
ten or twelve years. The question then is, Should the 7 con- 
tinue to be taxed as heavily as they now are to pay it off within so 
short a period? Is it wise or prudent ? 

No one will deny the wisdom of the legislators who inaugurated the 
system of reducing the debt, or the patriotism of the people who 
have endured a heavy load of taxation to pay the interest and reduce 
the principal of suchindebtedness. Both have been causes of wonder 
to the world, and have shown the strength, honesty, and prudence 
attainable under a republican form of government in matters where 
it was thought to be weak. It is acknowledged that the course thus 
pursued by Congress, and supported by the people, has had several 
good results. The exercise of the power of the Government and the 
cheerful submission to the enacting nature of the laws by the people 
has had an undoubted tendency to elevate and strengthen the moral 
tone of the nation, giving the people more confidence in each other, 
and compelling the approval of the world. It has reduced the prin- 
cipal sum of our national indebtedness until it is entirely within the 
ready control of the financial ability of the people either to pay off 
or to pay the interest thereon. It has established the credit of the 
country, and brought it up from a position where the 6 per cent. 
gold bonds of the United States before the war would not command 
par to a present premium of 17 per cent. on a 4 per cent. bond, and 
to the ready exchange of called 6 per cent. bonds into new ones 
bearing 34 per cent. interest. It hasdemonstrated the ability of the 
country not only to carry on a most expensive internal war, but to 
pay off its cost in a time unknown to any other people; and further, 
that the ability of the country to furnish men and material of war 
and to meet increased financial demands is cumulative. The burden 
carried by this country from 1861 to the present day has been much 
greater than it would be if laid upon this nation and people from 
1881 to 1900. 

The burden, therefore, of the een debt would’ fall but lightly 
on the country if the payment thereof should be for a time delayed, 
or the rate at which it has been paid be decreased. It thus becomes 
a question of prudence with the Government whether they will con- 
tinue the burden upon the people, or relieve them of part of it. 

The burdens of general taxation borne by the people are very oner- 
ous. They have not only the General Government to sustain, on 
which devolves the expenses of legislation, of the Federal judiciary, 
of the representatives of our country in all the principal governments 
and cities of the world, of the management of such of our internal 
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affairs and conveniences as belong to Congress, the keeping up of our 
Army and Navy, the erection of public buildings, the improvement 
of the rivers and harbors, and many other items that require — 
annual expenditures. With the increase of population and the fill- 
ing up of our unoceupied lands almost all these annual outlays and 
expenses will tend to increase in place of decreasing, and all such 
expenditures must be in some way met by the people of the country. 
They have also to sustain their State governments with the expenses 
and outlays incident to them, their legislatures, judiciaries, peniten- 
tiaries, places of reform, hospitals, and all means of aiding the af- 
flicted, to sustain the common schools, to pay the cost of such im- 
provements of rivers, of canals, of railways, or of roads as the States 
may undertake. They have also the heavy cost to meet of city gov- 
ernments, of county, town and borough governments; they must pay 
the inferior Legislatures, erect buildings, provide water, police, jails, 
poor-houses, and build roads and take care of them. 

On the liberality of the people the country depends for the building 
of charitable institutions, universities, colleges, private schools of 
high le, and every variety of relief to the poor and the afflicted. 
In addition to these burdens almost all the States, most of the large 
cities, and many of the counties and towns in the States still labor 
under the burdens of indebtedness incurred during the war to sustain 
the General Government, which indebtedness, incurred on the then 
value of paper currency, has now to be paid in gold. They have 
not had the means at command to pay off much of such indebtedness 
like the General Government, nor to refund it at a lower rate of 
interest. The superior credit of the General Government has been 
made partially at the expense of the local governments. I have 
stated these facts that Senators might keep in mind that the ques- 
tion should not be considered as merely one of our ability to reduce 
our indebtedness by paying off annually one hundred millions of 
dollars and by continuing our present laws for raising revenues, as 
if it were but a small matter for the — to do, but it should be 
considered in connection with the total burden of taxation imposed 
by the revenue laws of the General Government, as well as by those 
ot the State and the subordinate governments within their bounds. 

There is therefore a strong argument to be found in these facts of 
the other burdens of taxation borne by the people in favor of reduc- 
ing the amount of revenue applicable to the payment of the public 
debt when it can be done without injury to the credit of the Govern- 
ment and without risking in the least the ability of the Government 
either to pay such indebtedness as it matures or to interfere with the 
ability of the Government to fully provide for the wants of the 
country as they may be developed. A complete statement of the per- 
centage of taxation borne by each male citizen of the United States 
over twenty-one years of age in the various ways stated would astound 
the Senate and the country. There is probably no country in the 
world where the taxation direct and indirect is so heavy, and only a 
people situated and circumstanced as the American people are could 
prosper under such a burden. If no other reason could be advanced 
in favor of a reduction of the amount of moneys derived from our in- 
ternal-revenue laws than this one of reducing the burdens of the 
people, it would be amply sufficient, in my judgment, to warrant the 
pro reduction. YetI willsay frankly that I have another object 
in wishing to have the internal revenue reduced, and I hope before 
long that every vestige of that system will cease to exist. That ob- 
ject is to prevent any material change being made in the tariff upon 
importsas itnow exists, for upon its existence depends the ee 
the happiness, the improvement, the education of the laboring — 
of the country, although I do not object to a careful revision of it by 
a competent commission. 

I want to say a word here about the arrears of pension act. This 
act never should be'repealed, and in my judgment it never will or 
can be. It has lately been held up to contempt by that class of peo- 
ple who twenty years ago were engaged in exhorting these same 
peneieneen to go to the front, and who now object to rewarding them ; 

ut their opinion is not shared by bevel a at large; in fact, no 
more essentially just law was ever pl upon the statute-book. Its 
effect is simply and solely to prevent the Government from pleading 
the statute of limitation against its former defenders. It did not in- 
crease the rate of pensions in any way whatever, but merely said that 
a man entitled to a pension rea injury received in Govern- 
ment service should not be deb: from receiving it because he was 
late in making his application. To the payment of these pensions 
oe sentiment of honesty and gratitude should hold us firmly com- 
mitted. 
_ My friend the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is very honest, 
is generally very astute, and has great capacity asaleadet. My per- 
sonal friendship makes me desire his success, and as an individual I 
want him to be the recipient of all the honors his party can bestow 
upon him, but I am very sure that he is now opposing a measure that 
is intended to promote the welfare of and is in accord with the 
wishes of the pespls of the country. He is leading his party astray, 
he is holding it back, he is tying itto the carcass of trade. Politi- 
cally I am glad that he is; on his own account I regret it. He is 
opposing the p of protection, and, in my Judgment, no man 
can do that and retain the support of the people. No patty can to-day 
proclaim the doetrine of “a tariff for revenue only” and survive. 
pe opie ee to an earnest oe of the war for the suppression 
of the rebellion failed to destroy the Democratic party because of the 
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recruits it received from the South, but opposition to the doctrine of 
protection to American productions, hostility to the elevation of 
American labor, no party in this enlightened day can advocate and 
live. I am astonished that the Democratic party does not learn by 
experience. The “ tariff-for-a-revenue-only ” plank in the Cincinnati 

latform lost it Indiana, lost it New York, and in 1884 it will lose 
it one-half of the Southern States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. Is 
it the pleasure of the Senate that unanimous consent be given to the — 
Senator from Pennsylvania to proceed with his remarks? 

Mr. BECK. I move that unanimous consent be granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the morning hour will be continued until the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania closes his remarks. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The great question of protec- 
tion to American labor will be the question which will obliterate old 
dissensions and unite the States in one common brotherhood.. The 
Democratic party has made its last great fight. It willstruggle hard, 
and in its death throes will, with the aid of a few unsuccessful and 
disappointed Republicans, possibly have temporary localsuccesses, but 
death has marked it for its victim, die it will, and on its tomb will 
be inscribed, ‘ Died because of opposition to the education, the ele- 
vation, the advancement of the people.” 

The historic policy of this country has been to raise its revenues 
mainly from duties on imports and from the sale of the public lands. 
There are many reasons in favor of this policy. It is more just and 
equal in its burdens on the States and on the people; it is less in- 
quisitorial, less expensive, less liable to corruption; it is free from 
many vexatious questions which our experience of twenty years in 
collecting internal revenue has developed. The internal revenue 
brings the General Government in contact with the people in almost 
everything they eat, wear, or use. The collection of revenue by 
duties on imports is so indirect as to remove much of the harshness 
felt when the citizen comes in direct contact with the iron grip of 
the law compelling him to affix a stamp to what he makes or uses. 
No one will question the fact that the collection of internal duties 
unfavorably affected the general morals of the nation. 

The internal-revenue laws were adopted by the Government as a 
war measure, asan extraordinary and unusual means of raising money 
for an emergency, and it is proper and in accordance with public 
opinion that with the end of the emergency such policy should cease. 
I cannot but think that every Senator will agree with me that the 
end of the emergency has been reached. The emergency embraced 
not only the time of the expenditures but their continuation until 
the debt incurred during the emergency wasso reduced as to be readily 
managed, if not exclusively by the ordinary revenues of the Govern- 
ment, yet with a greatly reduced system of internal revenues and for 
a limited time. But in determining wherein such reduction shall be 
made, two great interests of the country are to be considered : 

First, the system of duties on foreign goods, wares, &c. 

Second, our national banking system. 

It has been proposed to meet this question of reduction by lower- 
ing the rates of duty and thusto continuein this country indefinitely 
the use of direct and indirect taxation, supposing that such reduc- 
tion would require the prolonged continuation of internal taxation. 

The first effect of this would be to increase the revenues, as lower 
duties would lead for awhile to increased importations; but ultimately 
these increased importations would destroy our manufactures and im- 
poverish the people to the point of inability to buy largely abroad, 
and when that point would be reached we should have no other 
source of revenue than internal taxes upon an impoverished people. 
At first we should have more revenue than we need, but in the end 
much less, 

This statement of the effect of lower duties may at first seem anom- 
alous and questionable, but that such would be the result is proven 
by the effect on the revenues of the country of the reduction in duties 
in the tariff of 1846 below that of 1842, This will be evident from 
the Treasury statistics of the years 1844, 1845, 1846, 1847, &c., which 
will show for the latter years a large increase of revenues, A reduc- 
tion of duties which would affect the ability of ourmanufacturers to 






compete with foreign makers would cause a large importation of 
g 5 with two objects: first, to find a market, the effect of which 
would be to keep the mills of England and other countries fully 


employed; and, second, a repetition of the custom of English manu- 
facturers to put 8 on our markets at low and losing prices for 
the purpose of crippling and breaking down our operators. And this 
increase of our national revenues would continue until our fires were 
stopped, our mills and mines closed, our laborers starved, and our 
capital and skill, the work of many years, lost, This time would be 
marked by a renewal of our vassalage to England. Then the tables 
would be turned, our revenues wanda fall off with our inability to 
purchase, our taxation would continue and become very pratone, ond 
in place of a strong, reliant, and self-supporting people, exercising 
a healthful influence over the nations of the world, we would be 
owned and be theservants of Europe, tilling the ground for the ben- 
efit of its people; our laborers would be brought down to a level 


with the pauper labor of Saree 
Our form of government will not permit the employment of igno- 
rant pauper labor. 


It is a government of the people, and to have it 
continue to grow and prosper the people must be paid such wages as 
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will enable them to be educated sufficiently to realize and appreciate 
the benefits of its free institutions; and knowing these benefits, they 
will maintain them. If, on the other hand, it is desirable that the 
revenues from duties should be decreased, and thereby retain both 
kinds of taxation, the direct and the indirect, the best possible way 
to do this would be to largely increase the duties on imported goods, 
which would for a time decrease the imports, thereby decreasing the 
amount of duties received. This tendency would last until, through 
this policy, the wealth and purchasing power of the country would 
so largely increase that the revenues would again increase, both by 
reason of decreased cost in foreign countries and because of the pur- 
chase by us of articles of special beauty, skill, and luxury. It may 
be said (and however paradoxical it may appear, the assertion is 
proven by the history of the tariff) that while the immediate tend- 
ency with free-trade duties is to increase imports and revenues, the 
ultimate result of such low duties is to decrease the imports and rev- 
enues, due to the decreasing ability of the country to purchase. The 
immediate tendency of protective tariffs is to decrease imports and 
revenues, but the final result is to increase the imports and duties, 
arising from the greater ability of the country to purchase. But my 


intention is not to discuss at this time the question of a tariff, but | 


to show the effect of a change in the duties on imports upon the 
revenues of the country. 

I clearly recognize that while the public mind is decidedly in favor 
of encouraging home manufacturers by levying what are called pro- 
tective duties, yet the people are opposed to placing those duties so 
high that they becomeprohibitory and making thereby an exclusive 
market for our manufacturers at home. It seems very clear to my 
mind, in view of these statements as to the results of decreasing or 
increasing the duties on our imports, that no reduction of reverue 
is practicable by changes in our tariff. 

The second great interest of the people, which will very shortly be 
directly affected by the large and increasing surplus revenues of the 
country, is the system of national banks, and this through the de- 
crease of the public indebtedness by the application of the annual 
surplus to its payment. The large annual reduction of the public 
debt will very shortly begin to affect the confidence of the public in 
the continuation of the system. It will increase public anxieties 
and excite their fears as to a substitution of any other system for 
this that has proven so acceptable and so valuable to the country. 
If the national banking system is to be worked out of existence, it 
will inevitably cause serious financial trouble. 

Financial difficulties among a people like those of this country, 
however ill-based or slight, are always attended by disastrous con- 
sequences, because in times of prosperity the energies and hopeful- 
ness of the people are stretched to the utmost limits, and the shock 
of financial trouble has the effect of an almost total paralysis on the 
business of the country. 
avoid such a calamity whenever it is possible. 


I PTF ay declare and believe that the value of our system | 


of national banks is so great in the benefits the country derives there- 
from and the dangers and losses its continuance will avoid that it 
were better to continue in existence an indebtness equal to the wants 
of the banks which the country may from time to time require until 
some equally conservative plan may be offered that will enable us to 
dispense with this system. 

it is also important in this connection for Senators to bear in mind 
that the increasing business of the country will annually require in- 
creased barking facilities, 2nd consequently increased bonds as the 
basis on which they can be organized; and it should not be over- 
looked that a possible determination by Congress to pay off by re- 
tiring or by funding the greenbacks will create a great hiatus in the 
circulating medium of the country, which can only be replaced by 
additional national-bank notes based upon an equivalent amount of 
public indebtedness. 

In view of the statements I have made, I cannot but conclude that 
the wisest and most prudent course for Congress is to leave the ques- 
tion of changes in the tariff laws to be adjusted as they may from 
time to time require, and to make whatever reduction of the income 
of the Government that may be found desirable by reducing the 
charges in the internal-revenue laws. 

‘Me national revenue laws as they now are may be greatly and 
profitably changed. They are very burdensome to a heavily-taxed 
people, and such burdens should be relieved wherever it is possible. 
This can now be done with safety by providing that so much of the 
public debt may be paid off from time to time as may not be required 
to sustain the system of national banks. 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CENSUS EXPENSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the 
issuc of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the unfinished business be laid aside tem- 
porarily to proceed with the consideration of the bill I reported this 
mnorning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily until he can ask the 


‘Senate to take up the bill reported by him this morning from the | to yield? 


It is certainly the part of statemanship to | 
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Committee on Appropriations to pay the employés of the Census 
Bureau. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the payment of 
the final expenses of the tenth census. It proposes to appropriate 
$540,000 for the completion of the work of the tenth census, and to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to compensate those persons 
who have rendered services as volunteers in connection therewith 
since the 15th of June, 1881, at the rates of compensation received 
by such persons severally prior to that date. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ido not know that I have any objection to the 
bill, but I wish to ask the Senator who reported it a question. A 
number of petitions have been presented and sent to the committee 
from which the bill is reported asking for additional compensation to 
the census supervisors in the States. Is this bill intended to respond 
to those petitions? 

Mr. HALE. This bill is intended to cover all arrearages due to the 
employés of the Census Bureau up to the present date, covering the 
time of their work after the appropriation had been exhausted, and 
also any other needs that may arise between now and the 1st of July. 

I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that there are a few applica- 
tions and petitions that have come before the Superintendent of the 
Census for increased compensation by supervisors, but that is a matter 
to be entirely fixed in the future, either by Congress or by him. 

Mr. GARLAND. This bill does not touch that? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not wish to embarrass the passage of this 
bill by an amendment even for the advantage of the beneficiaries of 
it; but it seems to methatsome allowance should be made on account 
of the burden imposed upon these employés by the neglect of Con- 
gress to make the appropriation in advance. These persons have 
been obliged to get their certificates discounted at from 10 to 25 per 
cent., and I think itwould be no more than justice to add a month’s 
pay to them. I willnot move any amendment to embarrass the pas- 
sage of the bill, but I hopethe Committee on Appropriations will re- 
port a measure of that kind for their relief. I think it but simple 
justice. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEATH OF SENATOR BURNSIDE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to modify a notice that I gave on Wednes- 
day last, that on Thursday of this week I would introduce resolutions 
of ae to the memory of my late colleague, General BURNSIDE, 
my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] being called home on that day by im- 
perative business. 
resolutions in his absence, I give notice now that on Monday next 
after the reading of the Journal I will introduce the resolutions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the bill forissuing 3 percent. bonds, 
I believe, is in charge of the Senator from Ohio, whom I do not now 
see in his seat. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am here, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. If he does not desire to urge action upon that 
bill to-day, I would ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution offered by me on the last legislative day with re- 
gard to the arrears of pensions act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. I trust the Senate will show its love of 
order by disposing of the bill which is now pending. It has been 
debated, and, so far as I know, debated as far as any one desires to 
debate it, and I should like to have the bill disposed of, out of the 
way, and then I have not the slightest objection te taking up any 
business the Senator from Kansas may desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the bill 
(8S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. The pend- 
ing question is on the reserved amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, to which an amendment was proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON. } 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, my understanding was, perhaps 
not explicit, that my colleague, [Mr. PLUMB,] who is unavoidably 
absent, addressed the Senator from Ohio when this funding bill was 
last before the Senate with regard to its postponement until Tues- 
day. Iam quite sure that my colleague did not anticipate that a vote 
would be taken to-day, and as he has offered two or three amend- 
ments that are very important and material, I would suggest to the 
Senator from Ohio whether it would not perhaps be better under all 
the circumstances to allow this bill to pass over informally, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar, until to-morrow morning after the con- 
clusion of the morning business. Ido not assert that the under- 
standing was explicit or that it was definite, but Iam quite sure 
that my colleague supposed that the measure would not be urged to 
a conclusion to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had no such understanding. Indeed I remem- 
ber very well that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] made some 
suggestion about postponing the bill till Tuesday, but that it was 
not concurred in. I proposed that it lie over until Monday. I do 
not see anything in the Recorp in regard to it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Ohio decline 


Asit would be manifestly sapropes to take up the 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I do, and hope we shall have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill cannot be displaced with- 
out a vote of the Senate, and the Chair does not understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas as making a motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; I make no motion. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I may be mistaken, but my recollection is 
that the Senator from Kansas who is now absent [Mr. PLUMB] was 
addressing the Senate on the subject of the bill, and gave way for a 
motion, still retaining the floor, and he has the floor now with an 
unfinished speech. If 80, I think by all means, as there is no hurry 
about this matter, the bill ought to goover. Thatis my recollection. 
I have not looked at the Recorp, but I think the Senator from Kan- 
sas gave way for a motion either to adjourn or to go into executive 
session at the instance of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN. ] 
If so, he still holds the floor on this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I know personally that the Senator from Kansas now 
absent was under the impression that no vote would be taken on 
this bill until Tuesday. I know that he has avery important motion 
to submit in regard to it, and he had the floor and gave way toa 
motion to adjourn. I conversed with him on the subject, and it would 
be in my judgment highly improper and discourteous to press this 
matter to a determination in his absence. 

Mr. GROOME. I would say that by reference to the CoNGREs- 
SIONAL ReEconp of Friday last, at the foot of page 33, first column, it 
distinctly appears that the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] had not 
finished his speech on this question when the Senator from Alabama 
([Mr. MorGAN] asked him if he would yield to a motion to adjourn, 
which was done. There was then some little intermediate discussion 
and then succeeded a motion toadjourn, which was withdrawn, and a 
motion to go into executive session was made; and so the matter 
stands. Soitappears to me thatthe Senatorfrom Kansas is on the floor 
with an unfinished speech, having given notice also that he had cer- 
tain amendments to offer which in the colloquy that followed were 
announced. I think under the circumstances it would be manifestly 
improper to take a vote to-day, and I hope the bill may go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of the statements made by the Senators 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





from Georgia, Missouri, and Maryland, I move that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ifthereisamisunderstanding about this matter— 
I see nothing in the Recorp to justify it—I do not wish to take ad- 
vantage of the absence of the Senator from Kansas ; and as Senators 
seem to think that he has the impression that he is entitled to the 
floor, I am perfectly willing that the bill should go over until to- 
morrow, remaining as the unfinished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my motion, in view of the statement of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over informally, 
retaining its place as the unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is it. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 
I now move to take up the resolution I have indi- 


Mr. INGALLS. 
cated. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. INGALLS on the 12th in- 
stant: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the act of January 25, 1879, commonly 
known as the arrears of pensions act, ought not to be repealed . 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Indiana, [Mr. VoorHEEs, | I 
believe, wishes to speak to the resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it is my purpose to-day to say 
a few plain words on a subject of commanding importance to the 
honor of this Government and to the welfare of the most meritori- 
ous class of its citizens. For more than a year past it has been 
obvious to all that a determined effort was to be made in certain 
quarters to repeal the act of January 25, 1879, granting arrears of 
pensions to the disabled soldiers of the Union Army in the late wars 
ef the rebellion. The columns of the leading newspapers of the 
country have teemed with the most envenomed denunciations of this 
act and reeked with coarse and ignorant abuse of all who sustained 
it. It would indeed be impossible to exaggerate the tone of malig- 
nant animosity which has prevailed, and which more than ever now 
prevails, on this subject in the most prominent journals from the 
north end of New England to the Pacific coast. I ean recall but two 
enactments which have called forth such rancorous literature. The 
passage of the fugitive-slave law and the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise are the only measures within my recollection which pro- 
voked such an explosion of intense wrath as we have heard against 
the arrears of pensions act. If it had been a measure to disseminate 
pestilence, breed famine, or provoke war, it could hardly have been 
stigmatized with greater bitterness. If, instead of being, as it is, a 
law to fulfill a plain, honest obligation toward those who, in sober 
fact, bled and died for their Government, it had been a measure to 
reward highwaymen and enrich pirates, it could not have been assailed 
in terms of baser meaning than have been used against it and ®gainst 
all who support it. 

It seems to be thought by a certain portion of the press that a pub- 
lic opinion can be created against this law strong enough to enforce 
its repeal and also to awe into silence those who, like myself, voted 
and worked for its passage, I have at hand some of these organs of 
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One speaks of the 
arrears of pensions act as a “huge swindle upon the people of the 


swollen pretensions and arrogant mendacity. 


United States.” Another says ‘‘it is hoped the President in his-mes- 
sage to Congress will call attention to the stupendous proportions of 
the pension swindle as it has been developed under the operation of 
the pension arrears act,” and then proceeds to express its amazement 
and horror at “the consummation of so great an outrage.” Another 
prominent organ of all kinds of corporation wealth is so enraged at 
the sight of disabled soldiers and the widows and orphans of the 
dead obtaining some of the money of the Government that it brpaks 
forth in the following exclamation: ‘There is a well-grounded im- 
pression that the whole measure is a swindle—a swindle in concep- 
tion, 2 swindle in legislative prosecution, and in executive enforee- 
ment.” It then adorns a long article of ignorance and falsehood with 
such epithets as ‘“‘jobbery,” “fraud,” and “demagogism,” applied to 
all who supported the measure. Another very prominent journal, 
tenderly devoted to the interests of the rich and powerful, cries out, 
“Tet the infamous arrears of pensions law of 1879 be repealed ;” and 
still another announces, as one with authority, that ‘‘the bill which 
has been introduced in Congress repealing the outrageous job called 
the pension arrears act should be passed.” 

Hundreds of such extracts might be read here, and many of them 
from leading journals in my own State; I will content myself, how- 
ever, With the following editorial from a representative New England 
newspaper. After announcing with approval that ‘a bill has been 
introduced in Congress to repeal the arrears of pensions bill,” it says: 

Nor were a majority of those who voted for this bill actuated by honest motives. 
Not one in ten believed that justice to the nation’s defenders required the enact- 
ment of such alaw. * * * The pension claim agents had sent petitions for the 
adoption of the arrears of pensions bill into every Congressional district in the 
Union, and had secured the signatures of hundreds of thousands of ex-soldiers, 
many of whom signed the papers because they were promised back payments 
amounting to $1,000 each, and many more thoughtlessly, without knowing the 
effect of the measure they advocated. * * * Andso these faithless representa- 
tives closed their ears to the warnings of the Commissioner of Pensions, and to 
the exposure of the fraudulent way in which the matter was being worked up 
among the people, and veted for the bill in order that they might not offend the 
soldier element in their districts. 

These citations are submitted as samples of an almost infinite quan- 
tity of like calumny upon the ex-soldiers of the country, and upon 
Congress for doing its duty, as I shall show, toward them. Andthen, 
as if a climax had to be reached on this subject, a Senator upon this 
floor, during the last week, made the following shocking and astound- 
ing statement: 

I would promptly repeal the arrears of pension act. It was conceived in sin - 
and brought forth in iniquity. It is a frand upon the American le and a 
standing monument to the ignorance, selfishness, and cowardice of the American 
Congress. 

Sir, I need not say that this language coming from the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has filled me with amazement and with 
pain; but if he feels it consistent with his sense of propriety to thus 
characterize a measure for which forty-four ef his Senatorial asso- 
ciates voted, and against which there were only four votes, and his 
own not one of them, he will certainly not be surprised if others, as 
well as himself, shall exercise some freedom of speech in discussing 
this question. If he can make it appear that in sin this measure was 
conceived, and that in iniquity the Congress of the United States 
brought it forth as a fraud upon the American people to stand as a 
monument to ignorance, selfishness, and cowardice, then its support- 
ers will hang their heads in shame; but if on the other han@ Tf shall 
demonstrate that it was a work of simple justice, dictated by the high- 
est sense of obligation to duty, then the Senator from Kentucky will 
find ample reason to repent of his rash and ill-considered expres- 
sions, 

And now, sir, I take up this much-maligned law. itself, and with it 
I confront the leaders of this hue and cry, and if I do not convict 
them both, great and small, of a false clamor and a criminaf libel, 
then I will be willing hereafter to suffer in silence all the insolence 
and calumny they can heap upon me. Here is the law; let it k 
in its own plain terms. I submit it entire, that it may be carefully 
scanned and fully understood : 

An act to provide that all pensions on account of death, or wounds received, or 
disease contracted in the service of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion, which have been granted, or which shall hereafter be granted, shall 
commence from the date of death or discharge from the service of the United 
States ; for the payment of arrears of pensions, and other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all pensions which have been granted under 
the general laws regulating pensions, or may hereafter be granted, in conseqnence 
of death from a cause which originated in the United States service during the 
continuance ot the late war of the rebellion, or in consequence of wounds, injuries, 
or disease received or contracted in said service during said war of the rebellion, 
shall commence from the date of the death or discharge from said service of the 

rson on whose account the claim has been or shall hereafter be granted, or from 

he termination of the right of the party having prior title to such pension: 

Provided, The rate of pension for the intervening time for which arrears of pension 

are hereby granted shall be the same per month for which the pension was ori- 

ginally granted. 

Src. 2. That the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby authorized and directed to 
adopt such rules and regulations for the payment of the arrears of pensions here- 

granted as will be necessary to cause to be paid to such pensioners, or, if the 
pensioners shall have died, to the person or persons entitled to the same, all sneh 

oo of pension as the pensioner may be, or would have been, entitled’ to under 

this act. 

Sxc. 3. That section 4717 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
a that ‘‘no claim for pension not prosecuted to a successful issne within 

ve years from the date of filing the same shall be admitted without record evidence 





















406 


fromthe War or Navy Departmentof the injury or the disease which resulted in the 
disability or death of the person on whose account the claim is made: ided, 
That in any case in which the limitation prescribed by this section bars the further 
prosecution of the claim, the claimant may present, through the Pension Office, to 
the Adjutant-General of the Army or the Surgeon-General of the Navy, evidence 
that the disease or injury which resulted in the disability or death of the — 
on whose account the claim is made apn in the service and in the line of 
duty ; and if such evidence is deemed sfactory by the officer to whom it may be 
submitted, he shall cause a record of the fact so proved to be made, and a copy of 
the same to be transmitted to the Commissioner of Pensions, and the bar to the 
prosecution of the claim shall thereby be removed,” be, and the same is hereby, 
re 


. 4. No claim agent or other person shall be entitled to receive any compen- 
sation for services in making application for arrears of pension. 

Src. 5. That all acts or of acts so far as they conflict with the provisions 
of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Approved, January 25, 1879. 

This is the law entire which has had every term of dishonor ap- 
plied to it by reckless ignorance and brazen mendacity. 

I ask the intelligent and just people of this country to consider 
these five brief sections, and point ont, if they can, the swindle 
therein contained. Webster defines a swindle to be ‘“‘The act or 
process of oe by systematic imposition.” Who is imposed 
upon, and who is defrauded by this law? What false pretense does 
it contain? Wherein is its meaning obscure or susceptible of mis- 
construction? On the contrary it is so plain and“clear in its terms 
and , that even a fool, if he were not likewise dishonest, 
couik not misunderstand it. Let us examine it for a few moments 
in the light of previous pension legislation to which it was a neces- 
sary sequel. By the act of July 14, 1862, the first on the subject of 

ions growing out of the war of the rebellion, it was provided 
that if the soldier made application within one year after his dis- 
his pension should commence with the date of such discharge, 
but if he failed to make his application until after the expiration of 
the year, then his pension, when granted, should commence with the 
date of such application. This was a statute of limitations of one 
year, and deprived the crippled soldier of one year’s pension money 
or more if, for any reason, he was not prompt in presenting his claim 
within the time prescribed. It was a vicious principle with which 
to begin our pension system. No —— can afford to higgle 
with its preservers over the price of their blood, nor is it a becoming 
thing to thrust a contemptible statute of limitations, the last resort 
of a dishonest debtor, into the faces of the maimed who are living, or 
of the widows and orphans of the dead, in full payment of the most 
poss obligations ever incurred by a nation in the history of the 
world. 

By-subsequent acts amendatory of the act of 1862, the statute of 
limitation, or the time within which to file an application so as to 
carry a pension from the date of discharge, or death, was extended 
first to three and next to five years, and it stood at this latter period 
in January, 1879. The law at that time was as follows: 

All ions which have been or which may hereafter be granted in consequence 
of occurring from a cause which originated in the service since the 4th day 
of March, 1861, or in consequence of wounds or injuries received or disease con- 
tracted since that date, s! commence from the death or discharge of the person 
on whose account the claim has been or is hereafter granted, or from the termina- 
tion of the right of party having prior title to such pension: Provided, The appli- 
cation for such pension has been or is hereafter filed with the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions within five years after the right thereto has accrued ; otherwise the 
shall commence from the date of filing the last evidence necessary to estab 
samo. 

Sir, this is the well-known section 4709 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and the act for the payment of pension arrears was 

‘for the purpose of making one single change, and one alone, 
in its provisions. That act was designed to eliminate from the then 
existing law that meanest form of defense to a debt ever inte d 
by an individual or a government, the defense of the statute of limi- 
tations. It repealed that clause of section 4709, and did no more and 
no less. It destroyed the detestable argument, so often heard, that 
the lapse of time can pay an honest debt; that if you can success- 
fully evade the payment of a claim for a certain number of years, 
either through your own ingenuity or the ignorance and helplessness 
of your impoverished creditor, the claim becomes an old claim ; then, 
in the pompous and stupid parlance of the day, a stale claim, and 
~— i this point it is to be considered paid and wiped out without 
@ dollar. 

The arrears of pensions act was not drawn on the principle of pay- 
ing old and sacred debts without the use of money. It said, in few 
and plain words, that if the broken soldier—broken by wounds or 
disease—had been slow, from any cause, in presenting his claim upon 
the Government, and had allowed five years to pass away before do- 
ing 80, we would still permit him to prove up his injuries just as they 
ocourred and pay him his pension from the time he was discharged 
from the Army on their account; it said to the widow of him over 
whose moldering dust the dark grass and the bright flowers now 
grow that though she might have been negligent, though penury and 
ignorance might have prevented her from asserting her rights for a 

‘ow years, yet this great, strong Government, so full of 8 abund- 
ance, would still pay her pension, contribute its small annual pit- 
tance to her support, commencing at the day and hour when her 
husband sealed his measureless devotion to that Government with 
his death in its service; it said that we, as men of conscience and 
common honesty, could not look each other in the face and take ad- 
ae of such a class of public creditors; that we were not quite 

of saying to those who had been swift in battle that they 
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should lose their pensions because they had been slow in penne to 
make their claims. All this was made known when the bill was 
under discussion in January, 1879. I have seen it repeatedly stated 
that the bill was not discussed, but was passed under some sort of 
parliamentary compulsion here in the Senate. What an unqualified 
and stupendous falsehood! Are there any rules here by which tocut 
off debate? Were such rules ever enforced in this body? Certainly 
not since I have been a member of it. In point of fact, however, the 
bill for the payment of pension arrears was fully and carefully dis- 
cussed, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD showing that no less than 
twenty-one Senators i in the debate, and that it extended 
through many solid pages of that usefuldocument. The senior Sen- 
ator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS, ] then chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions, reported the bill from that committee and explained it 
on this floor with great clearness and force and with absolute pre- 
cision. As to the purpose of the bill he said: 

Mr. President, Senators appear to treat this bill as if it was in some w’y an in- 
novation upon existing law, or an attempt to introduce a new principle in regard 
to the ad stration of pensions. But I want to call the attention of the Senate 
back again to this point, that the porpere of this bill is simply to remove a limita- 
tion that was imposed in section 4709 of the Revised Statutes, which was in itself 
arbitrary, which was unnecessary, which was wa and which finds no paral- 
lel, so far as I am aware, in any other legislation of Congress. 

The Senator from Kansas was, more than any other one man, the 
author of the bill. He spoke in its favor, however, not merely for 
himself, but for the whole committee, of which he was chairman. 
The bill was in the hands of each Senator on this floor, and they could 
all discover whether he correctly stated it. As amember of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions at that time I also discussed the bill and stated 
its object. I find myself reported at one point in the discussion as 
follows: 

Now, Mr. President, I hope no amendment will be attached to this bill. Asa 
member of the Committee on Pensions it has been my duty to examine it. It is 
simple in its character. The principle on which pensions are allowed at all is that 
at the time of a man’s death in the service of his country those who are dependent 
upon him have a right to the pension; or if he has not suffered death, but has been 
disabled by wounds received in battle, or by disease contracted in the service, his 
right to his country's beneficence then accrues to him atonce. This is the prin- 
ciple, and the purpose of this bill is to carry it out. It simply says to those who 
have been disabled by wounds or disease, and to such as have been deprived of 
support by death, that they shall receive their pensions from the date of death or 
disab ility, notwithstanding they may not have made their application or their 

roof within the limitation of time now on the statute-book. at is all there is 
in this bill. It asserts no new principle, but wipes out a statute of limitation. 

Sir, that was my statement of the nature of the bill when on its 
passage and it was not disputed. I semen it now and challenge any 
one to take issue upon it. After further discussion, engaged in by 
the ablest and most distinguished members of this body, some of 
whom are not here now, notably the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THuR- 
MAN, ] the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING,] the Senator 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Eaton, ] and the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
BLAINE, } the bill became a law by an almost unanimous vote of 
the Senate. I submit in all candor, and with no desire to make 
personal issues with any one, whether it is becoming, whether it is 
just, whether it is decent or truthful to charge that a measure thus 
reported from a standing committee of this body, thus supported by 
many of the most honored names of the Republic, and thus enacted 
into a law under vigilant scrutiny,was conceived with sinful designs 
and put into operation as an agent of iniquity and fraud. Such an 
accusation is monstrous to my mind beyond anything ever heard in 
these legislative halls. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President, one word. If the Senator from 
Indiana supposes for one moment that I charged in that statement 
or intended to charge that any member of that committee or any 
member of the Senate had anything to do with concocting the fraud, 
which I claimed the act was, he is utterly mistaken. Iwas asignorant 
as any other man in the Senate of many facts which I now think I 
can make clear; and I assure him I never intended to charge that any 
member of the Senate or of the other House had anything to do with 
it. I hope to show that it was worked up by men outside of both 
bodies and that we were all imposed upon. 

Mr.VOORHEES. [accept the statement of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky in connection with the remarks I am making. 

But an impression has been created that the number of pensioners 
is largely increased by reason of the law I am discussing, and that 
by its provisions more names have been placed on the pension-rolls 
than would have been there but for its enactment. There is not a 
word of truth insuch anassumption. The law didnot create a single 
new cause for granting a pension; it made no change at all in the 
kind or quantity of proof necessary to obtain one; it did not disturb 
the existing rules of evidence in the slightest degree ; it enlarged no 
one’s chance the breadth of a hair to become a pensioner, neither. 
man, woman, nor child; it only declared that the right to a pension 
being made clear under existing laws, rules, andregulations, it should 
be paid from the time the right began by virtue of wounds, disease, 
or death. Every person who can now prove up a claim for a pension 
could do so in exactly the same way before the act for paying pen- 
sion arrears became a law. No assistance has been given in that 
respect whatever. It is only after a pension has been granted that 
the law under consideration begins to aid the pensioner, It then 
says that from the time his blood flowed in defense of his Govern- 
ment his services ought to be recognized and his injuries compen- 
sated. It being plain, therefore, that this law is not responsible for 
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any increase in the number of pensioners, let us look for the next 
swindle, fraud, or crime of which it stands accused. And now we 
come to the real cause which has inspired so many mendacious pens 
and reckless tongues. It is found that the execution of this law is 
distributing among disabled soldiers and the widows and orphans of 
the dead more money than was estimated for, and more than it is 
thought in certain quarters that such people ought to have. It is 
this fact which has caused all the hideous uproar we haveheard. If 
justice in this world cost nothing, how pet in certain minds jus. 
tice would be! If honesty was only the cheapest as well as the best 

olicy, how rapidly the ranks of honest men would fill up! If this 
aw fur the arrears of pensions had been a poor, mean, niggardly af- 
fair, and had doled out pennies instead of paying dollars, its justice 
would never have been questioned by its present enemies, nor would 
it have been pelted with the vile epithets we now hear. The adver- 
saries of this measure are moved to wrath not because it is wrong in 
principle, but because the virtue which they know it contains is not 
as cheap as they wish—not without money and without price, a lux- 
ury to enjoy without expense. Sir, it is no swamp to me against 
paying pension arrears that we owed more of them than we thought 
we did. Many a man has gone into settlement with his creditor, and 
in figuring up his account found it largerthan he expected ; butif it 
was shown to be just and due, no one except a scoundrel would, 
because of its size, refuse to acknowledge it and to pay it as soon as 
he could. The payment of pensions may amount to a hundred mill- 
ions this year, and two hundred millions next year, and then the 
arrears being settled upon the principle of honest payment for blood 
and dying breath, and not upon the rogue’s usual plea of limitation 
by statute, the annual cost of pensions will, from that time on, go 
back to about forty millions. 

But whether this or any other estimate is correct, or not, touches 
nothing of the merits of this question. Is it right that the money 
should be paid? Isitright that the soldier should have a pension 
from the time his frame was shattered on the field of battle, or 
blighted by disease in camp? Is it right that the widow should 
receive the aid of her Government from the time her husband, her 
stay and her support, was torn from her arms forever in its service, 
or shall she be answered as to two or three thousand dollars of this 
sacred money, this feeble compensation for an anguish which comes 
but once to the human heart, that while she slept, while she was out 
of the way, while she was ignorant of what was going on in the great 
world, we canceled her claim, wiped it out, and called it paid be- 
cause five years had elapsed before she presented it? Sir, is there 
any statute of limitation as to the time when a bondholder shall 
present his bonds for payment? Within the last year, if I remember 
correctly, some niladly old man came here with his bonds, not one 
of which had been presented for payment during a period of eighteen 
years. He demanded gold, and he got gold; he was avery hard money 
man; silver, and silver certificates, and greenhacks, and bank notes 
were all too soft for him; and as he lugged his bag of gold from the 
Treasury through the streets some other friend of the gold basis 
alone robbed ,and left him to go his way lamenting. If a sol- 
dier, however, who had invested a leg or an arm, buried on the field 
in defense of the fla , instead of money at an enormous speculation, 
as this old fool did, he would have been required to file his claim 
within five years or lose pay, for five, and possibly for ten years. Was 
this just? asit right? That is the question involved here. My 
vote to repeal this statute of limitation and to allow the crippled 
soldier, and the widow, and the orphan to stand upon the equity of 
their claims, and upon their legal proof, has been termed an infamous 
vote. Infamous? Sir, the man who applies such epithets to the 
votes by which the arrears of pensions act was passed cannot receive 
a sufficient answer in this Hall without offending the decorum of the 
Senate. 

But let us }ook somewhat to the practical workings of this much- 
abused law. A few days ago, when I was at home in Indiana, a sol- 
diey called upon me whom I had known from his cradle, and whose 
ape I knew before he was born. He had responded to the call of 

‘is country when its need was the sorest, and he had been discharged 
on account of a disability incurred in the service and specifically 
named in his discharge. There was no question at all as to the fact 
of the injury, or that he received it while in the line of his duty. He 
was not prompt in making his application; he was a plain country 
boy, familiar only with life on a farm; he delayed, hoping to get 
strong and well again, for nearly six years, and then in an awkward 
way, and with much reluctance, commenced with a slow, halting ste 
to thread the long and intricate processes of the law, through whic 
alone the disabled veteran can reach a pension at the hands of his 
far-off and indifferent Government. Hemet witha thousand obstacles 
that he had not dreamed of; he was rebuffed many times by frigid 
official information that his proof was not sufficient ; he went hither 
and thither to find the evidence technically required by the Govern- 
ment; he often gave over in discouragement and despair until he 
was again cheered with a few words of hope by some sanguine friend ; 
he made mistakes as to the law, and was ten miles distant from those 
who could professionally advise him, even if he had the money to ig 


sion has been granted. Sir, when should that pension begin? That 
is the question. Should it begin at the time he offered his life, and 
sacrificed his health for all time to come upon the altar of his country, 
or should it begin now after he has borne his afflictions sixteen or 
seventeen years, during ten of which he was vainly striving, to the 
best of his ability, to secure his rights? Is there a Senator here who 
would pay such adebt by slamming the door of statutory limitation in 
the face of this soldier? Is there a member of this body who is afraid 
to permit this and all other claims of soldiers to stand on their actual 
merits as disclosed by the evidence, or is there any one here who 
wishes to resort to a mere technicality, barren of justice, destitute 
of equity, and rotten in morals with which to defeat the highest 
obligation a nation can incur ? 

Still another case occurs to my mind. There came into my office 
at Terre Haute, when I was last there, the mere shadow of a once 
robust, vigorous man. In his youth when he filed away to the front 
of battle with the flower of the land he was handsome, strong, and 
bouyant; his step was firm, his hand steady, his eye clear, and his 
voice full of hope and — At that time he wore good clothes 
and bore a prosperous and apPy air. His wife and two children 
strained their eyes after him as he marched away; with pride that he 
looked so well, and with tears that he had to go. With his eye on 
the colors of his country he served until nearly the close of the war; 
he supped full of its horrors; he was at all those places where the 
soil was most enriched by the red rain of human slaughter; he lived 
to return to his home, and to his loved ones there; but, oh! how 
changed, how blasted, and withered. He was emaciated, scarred, and 
worn; there was a look in his face as if there was nothing more for 
him to endure, as if the angel of death had hovered close and low 
over his prostrate form as he lay wounded on the field, and as if he 
had already tasted the bitterness of the parting moment. But feeble 
and languid from wounds and disease, as he was, still he was the be- 
loved husband and father, and he put forth all his faltering energies 
to shelter and care for his brood. How he had succeeded I could see 
when he called upon me, asI have stated, a few days ago, at my home. 
His frame was thin and bent; his garments were in tatters and almost 
too scant for decency, much less for comfort; his hair was gray, but 
not with years; the ashen hue of premature age had settled in his 
face, and in his lusterless eye there was an expression of fixed and 
submissive melancholy. He told me that nearly fourteen years ago 
he commenced taking steps to procure a pension on account of wounds 
which nobody disputed, but the technical proof of which, by the wit- 
nesses designated by the rules and regulations of the Pension Office, 
and according to the ee forms, he had never yet been quite 
able to make. He had struggled long and earnestly, he said, more on 
account of those dependent upon him than for himself, and now, he 
thought, that if he could get a statement from the surgeon of his regi- 
ment, whom he heard was somewhere in Texas, he would succeed at 
last. I told him that I would help him all I could, and that prom- 
ise I shall keep; but what I want to know now is, whether upon the 
conscience of Senators, that man’s pension, if he overcomes all diffi- 
culties, and makes full proof, shall commence when it is granted, if it 
ever shall be, or when it was earned, under murderous shot and burst- 
ing shell. I say that it should commence at the time he performed 
the conditions on which it will rest. Whatsay you? I say that when 
a soldier has performed his part of the contract with the Government 
by paying down his life, or his mutilated body in its defense, he, or 
those whom he left, are from that moment entitled, in all honest 
minds, and in all honest legislation, to the full performance on the 
ter of the Government of all its undertakings under the contract. 

ho says otherwise? Let him stand forth who wishes todo so. He 
will not have an idle encounter on this floor. 

But, again; let us recur to the mere question of the expenditure of 
money under the law for the payment of pension arrears. As one of 
the servants of the public, standing here in a representative capa- 
city, I am ready to meet the precise issue made on that point by the 
opponents of the act of January 25, 1879. I assert that the money 
is paid to those to whom it is justly due, and I assert further that 
every dollar paid out under that act is not only in discharge of in- 
dividual obligations, but that it also enhances the public welfare. 
Sir, who receives this money, and where does it go? Does it go out 
of the country, and make money scarcer here? Is the payment of 
— arrears a drain on the currency engaged in carrying on the 

usiness of the country? We hear an angry and prolonged howl 
that the people are being robbed to pay pensions. Instead of that 
being true the people and all business interests are benefited by 
the payments, and consequently increased circulation, made under 
the act for pension arrears. low me to illustrate this fact by an 
individual case. There are three men whom I know, living in the 
district which I formerly represented in Con , who are blind 
from injuries received while soldiers, in the line of duty, serving 
their Government. One of them has walked to and fro, led by a 
child, on the streets of Terre Haute, for over seventeen years. He 
has been imprisoned, as it were, in total darkness during all that 
long and dreary time. He has known nothing but deep, black night 
around him, The sun, moon, and stars are to him blotted out for- 
ever. He can remember how the beautiful earth and sky once 
looked, but he sees them no more. The odor of flowers may recall to 
his recollection the appearance of the spring-time, with its orchard 
blossoms, and its gay attire; the scent of new-mown hay may ccn- 


























































































for such advice; he stumbled on in this way nearly ten years, do: 
the best he could, but not succeeding, when about three weeks 

told him I would look to his case as soon as I returned to this capital. 
I kept my word ; his case was complete, perfect in proof, and his pen- 























{ 
- 
: 
{ 
{ 
} 
i 
{ 
i 











jare up harvest scenes to his mind; the sighing winds of autumn may 
remind him that he once saw the foliage of the forests turn vurple 
and gold in the fall of the year; the music of the sleigh-bells may 
revive on the faded canvas of his memory the fantastic beauties 
which the frost king displays in the winter-time, but all seasons are 
alike to him, they are all wreathed in funereal colors, they are all 
shrouded in darkness, the emblem of the tomb. He can know not 
even the faces of those most beloved. He once knew them, but they 
are changed, and he wonders in vain how they look as they are, like 
himself, growing old. Blindness, total blindness, a misfortune by 
the side of which death is a sweet mercy! I will not mock the sen- 
sibilities of human nature by asking whether such an affliction can 
be compensated in money. 

But this man of whom I am speaking had much difficulty and delay 
in securing the grant of his pension; there was a defect in the muster- 
rolls of his company, and it was only after years of careful attention 
that his claim was made out according to law and evidence, and 
allowed. On account of this delay, caused by no fault of his, he 
became entitled to and received some three or four thousand dollars 
under the act for paying pension arrears. I will not insult the Senate 
by asking whether he ought to have had this money; every man fit 
for this presence knows he ought; but I will ask what injury, if any, 
the business prosperity of the country sustains by such an expendi- 
ture as this. The money paid to this blind soldier passed on at once 
from his hands into a hundred different channels of trade. With 
some of it he paid for a humble home in which to pass his benighted 
old age, and in which at last to wake, by the touch of death, with 
eyesight cleansed, to a brighter morning than earth can ever know. 

ith the remainder of his pension arrears he paid his little debts. 
and added something to the comforts of those about him. And such 
1s substantially the history of all the money expended under this 
beneficent law, so basely and so insanely villified. It goes at once 
into circulation; it pays debts; it passes from hand to hand; it is 
not hoarded as coupon-cutters hoard their interest; it makes money 
plentier among the people where it ought to be plentiest. Sir, itis dead 
money which does no good to the people, money which is packed away 
in bags, crammed into iron vaults, there to corrode and eat into the 
labor of the people with an immense, never-ceasing, cancerousinterest 
account. Public expenditures which goin that direction are indeeda 
curse; but not so with money which is alive and active in the daily 
transactions of life. 

But it is in connection with this very idea, and, in fact, almost 
solely on account of it, that the principal assaults have been made 
en the law for the payment of pension arrears. The leaders of this 
erusade are ieplenl <iahs a frenzy of rage at the — of poor people 
obtaining any considerable sums of money from their Government, 
no matter how precious the consideration apon which the payment 
is based. From the application of this remark I exempt the Senator 
from Kentucky. I will be just to him, although he has been just to 
nobody on this subject. Ido not believe that he is inspired with hos- 
tility to this law because the poor laboring classes obtain its benefits ; 
but the great newspaper organs of corporation wealth and power rep- 
resent a favored class in this Government, a class which believe that 
all the money, and all the power of money, ought to be concentrated 
in their own hands. Money, in the estimation of this class, should 
not be diffusive or general in its movements among the people; it 
should be contracted within a narrow circle and exclusive in the 
bestowal of its benefits on themselves. But a little while ago they 
were declaring through the same columns which now denounce our 
system of pensions that the hard times then upon the country were 
due to the fact that the laboring classes lived too well, that they had 
too many luxuries, and that they must learn to regulate their wants 
according to the cheap wages paid for labor in Europe. And now 


the great moneyed corporations, and all such as live on the interest> 


of eer are exasperated at the spectacle of money flowing freely 
among the common people. The scarcity of money is their harvest, 
and a full circulation is their bane and grief. They feel, therefore, 
that every dollar expended for pensions is hostile to their interests. 
The sight of a penniless soldier obtaining afew hundreds of dollars, 
or thousands perhaps, fills theirsordid souls with fury. On the other 
hand, the plain people hailsuch money eoming into their midst as a 
— blessing. The civilization of the world, the progress of man- 
ind, the improvement of the people from generation to generation, 

all begin in the improvement of their homes. The policy of a gov- 
ernment is a wise one which enables the laborer to better his habita- 
tion, to put a warm carpet on his floor in the winter, to paper his 
walls and make them attractive, to buy the best cooking-stove to be 
had, to provide good beds to sleep in, and to have such comforts as 
health and contentment require. The money of this Government 
paid out for pensions has, in thousands of instances, accomplished 
all these things for the soldier and his family, and why should he 
not have them? Why should he not educate his children as well as 
the rich; have them wear genteel clothes; his daughter have an or- 
gan, perhaps, on which to play some old familiar marching air while 
the broken soldier 

Sits by his fire, and talks the night away— 

Weeps o’er his wounds, or, tales of sorrow done, 

Shoulders his crutch and shows how fields were won. 

Sir, why should the organs of capital, why should those 
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always been for the bondholder, and the national banker, cry out now 
upon the extravagance of pension arrears? What ri ht have they 
to prate about legislative plunder, even if the crime of plunder was 
committed? From July 1, 1861, to July 1, 1881, a period of twenty 
years, this Governinent paid to pensioners $516,543,396, being at the 
rate of $25,827,169 per annum, during that period. Sir, by a legis- 
lative construction of the contract between the United States and 
the holders of its bonds, by the famous coin act of March, 1869, seven: 
years after the contract was made, the bondholders made a clear gain, 
an actual profit, of more than every dollar of the above sum paid in 
twenty years for pensions. This is not a disputed fact; the whole 
world knows it by heart, and yet I will be deneunced for barely men- 
tioning it, so much more sacred are the rights of the bondholder, 
however acquired, than the rights of a soldier purchased by his blood ! 
But still further; we have paid as interest on bonds from July 1, 
1861, to July 1, 1881, the enormous sum of $1,987,567,801 ; being at 
the rate of $99,378,390 per annum for the last twenty years, and 
amounting to only a fraction less than two thousand millions of dol- 
lars. I have heretofore on more than one occasion demonstrated by 
figares which are not disputed that the whole bonded debt of $2,049,-: 
975,700 cost the purchasers of the bonds at the time they were issued 
only $1,371,424,238 in money of gold value, the kind of money in 
which they are paid. Here is a difference between the face of the 
bonds at which they are paid and the amount the Government in its 
distress received for them of $678,551,462; being a clear, naked spec- 
ulation, something fer nothing, such asa heartless usurer makes when 
he discounts the note of some one in trouble at half its face, and col- 
lects the same at its full face; and amounting, as the arithmetic will 
show, to $162,008,066, more than all the pension list put together 
since July 1, 1861. In other words the bondholders have received a 
bonus, a mere gift, for which they never expended a cent, $162,000,000 

over and above all that has been paid in pensions for every life jaid 

down in the war of the rebellion, for every drop of blood that fell 

from a wound, for all the dread ravages of disease, and for every pang 

endured. Dispute this statement who may or can; I stand ready to 

defend it at all times, and under all circumstances. 

But there is another feature in this calculation which the bond- 
holders would do well to consider prudently before they provoke a 
conflict between the merits of their claims and those of pensioners 
claiming arrears. 

There is no people beneath the sun who love to, pay the amount of a 
debt to their creditors more than once. I have no recollection in my 
reading of history that any class of tax-payers on the face of the earth 
have been anxious to keep on paying a debt, over and over again, 
after it had been once fully paid. Indeed recent occurrences in this 
country show how unsafe it is to submit the payment of an unpaid 
debt to the hazard of a ballot where any question at all can be raised 
as to its justice ‘or legality. But how stands the account to-day 
between the bondholders and the people of the United States on an 
account stated, and upon an equitable settlement? I have already 
shown that the actual payments. made for all the bonds issued 
amounted to $1,371,424,238, and that as interest on these bonds the 
people of the United States have already paid, during the last twenty 
years, $1,987,567,801. It willthus be seen that all the money received 
from the bondholders has been paid back to them, and that in addi- 
tion there have been paid $616,143.563; showing that the actual debt 
has been once paid and nearly half paid the second time, while the 
business of paying still goeson. It will be seen also that the amount 
thus received as interest from the public Treasury by the bondholders, 
over and above what they paid in, is about a hundred millions of 
dollars greater in amount than ail the pensions of every kind and 
description paid by the Government from the firing on Fort Sumter 
to the present hour. Sir, if you would poll the bondholders of the 
United States, and take the vote of all the national banks, I doubt 
not that their voices would be unanimous for the repeal of the law 
for the payment of pension arrears, and yet look at their own record 
of gigantic, legislative plunder! It is stated upon good authority 
that there are nine thousand soldiers still alive in this country 
who have undergone amputation of leg or arm; if placed in line as 
they once stood in battle and allowing three feet to each man, they 
would present a front six miles in extent. This six miles of muti- 
lated heroes, at from $18 to $24 per month apiece, receive about two 
million dollars per annum from their Government. I can name one 
bondholder, who never saw the flag of his country in ony greater 
peril than on the custom-house in the city of New York, who draws 
more money from the United States Treasury every year on account 
of his bonds than all these shattered veterans put together. Which 
of these debts do you call the most sacred? Which is sustained by 
the most valuable consideration? One grew out of the principle of 
note shaving, while the other grew out of a willingness to die for the 
Union; one grew out of a hard advantage taken of the Government 
when its existence was assailed; the other arises from the daring of 
devoted patriots determined that the existence of the Government 
should be maintained. They are alike protected in section 4 of the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

The validity of the public debt of the United States authorized by law, includ- 
ing debts incurred for payment of pensions and bounties for services in suppress- 
ing insurrection and rebellion, shall 1 not be questioned. 

This is the supreme law of the land, and guarantees equally the 
debt due to the pensioner and the debt to the bondholder; but it is 
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very apparent now that the bondholder desires to repudiate the Con- 
stitutional brotherhood. It is very true that his bonds would have 
been worth nothing and the Government itself would have been a 
thing of the past but for the pensioner. He has had the services, 
however, of the pensioner, and, like all base natures, he desires now 
to be rid of his benefactor as cheaply as possible. Sir, do you remem- 
ber the fable of the wolf and the crane as told by Asop? If not I 
will refresh your boyhood recollections. I have it here, and it reads 
as follows: 

A wolf had got a bone stuck in his throat, and in the greatest agony ran upand 
down, beseeching every animal he met to relieve him, at the same time hinting at 
a very handsome reward tothe successful operator. A crane, moved by his entreat- 
tes and a ventured her long neck down the wolf's throat and drew out the 
bone. She then modestly asked for the reward. ‘To which the wolf, grinning and 
showing his teeth, replied with seeming indignation: ‘ Ungratetal cregtare ! to ask 
for any other reward than that you have put your head into a wolf's jaws and 
brought it out safe again!” 

And the crane went without her reward. Sir, there were whole 
gangs of thrifty, speculative wolves during the war who staid in 
the rear and howled beseechingly to everybody whom they met to go 
forward to the front and savethe Government, They promised every- 
thing to the soldier when he returned from the war; the honors and 
emoluments of office were to be his in no stinted measure ; he was to 
be a Memberand a Senator in Congress, a governor of States, a judge 
in the land, hold lucrative places in the counties, and as to pensions, 
bounties, land warrants, and homesteads, the wolves told him that 
he should have his heart’s fullest desire if he, in the smoke of battle, 
would only see to it that the Government which sheltered them in 
their profitable practices was not torn down over their heads and 
destroyed. But the danger now is over and past, and instead of the 
bounteous fulfillment of promises inspired by terror the wolves show 
their teeth and snarl in rage at every crumb the soldier receives. 

How much longer is the spirit of this fable to be continued in this 
country? How much longer is organized wealth to dictate to every 
branch of this Governmeat? A few months ago it bullied the Presi- 
dent of the United States into vetoing a3 per cent. funding bill at 
the expense of many millions to the people. It is now thundering 
for the repeal of the arrears of pensions act, with seeming full confi- 
dence that it can terrify Congress into submission to its wishes. We 
shall see; yes, Mr. President, we shall see. 

But there yet remains another important branch of this question 
to be noticed. There has been such a concerted, widespread, and 
vehement cry of fraud raised against the administration of the Pen- 
sion Bureau that if one-half was true as alleged the whole system 
ought to be abolished. This accusation of general and stupendous 
pension frauds has been made so boldly, and pressed with such force, 
that doubtless thousands of honest and intelligent people believe that 
our pension laws are either so loosely drawn and so unguarded as to 
invite fraud, or that they are corruptly and dishonestly administered 
from the beginning to the end. Sir, let us look to the laws them- 
selves for a few moments, and to the rules and regulations adopted 
by which to execute them. I say here in my place that they appear 
to have een constructed rather upon the idea that every possible 
applicang for a pension would commit perjury and steal, than that 
he was a worthy citizen who deserved well of his country. Our pen- 
sion laws are based upon the same principle exactly which pervades 
all our internal-revenue acts, and that is to the effect that everybody 
who falis under their provisions is capable of crime, and anxious to 
commit it if he can do so without detection. On a former occasion in 
this body I pointed out the almost absolute impossibility of obtain- 
ing a pension to which the applicant was not entitled, and I will 
make no apology for doing so again, and still more fully. To begin 
with, the applicant, in the first paper he swears to and files, has to 
give a personal description of himself as minute as is taken of a con- 
vict in the warden’s office of a penitentiary. This is done in order to 
fix his identity by comparison with his muster-roll, and in all other 
ways known to human testimony. In this first paper, styled his 
application, he states his name, his age, his occupation, and describes 

¢ color of his hair, the color of his eyes, and how tall he is; he 
states the time and place when and where he enlisted, in what regi- 
ment and company, and the names of his officers ; he puts down next 
the time and place when and where he was discharged, and the reason 
he was discharged. If that reason was because of a wound, he must 
tell when and where he was wounded, and describe the nature and 
character of the wound itself, the circumstances under which it was 
received, and the duty on which he was at the time engaged. If he 
was discharged on account of disability from disease, he states when 
the disease first appeared, the place where he was when it appeared, 
and the duty upon which he was engaged at that time; details the 
causes which in his opinion produced the disease ; and then he gives 
the names, numbers, and the localities of all the hospitals in which 
he received medical or surgical treatment, and furnishes the dates of his 
admission. All these facts and circumstances, the regulations of the 
Pension Officesay, ‘“‘heshould minutely detail.” Considering that the 
record of all the soldier’s movements while in the Army, whether in the 
field or in the hospital, is on file here, and in the hands of the Govern- 
ment, can the human mind conceive anything more certain to detect 
and expose a fraudulent claim than the filling up of an application 
suchasIhavedescribed? Before, however, this application isallowed 
to be filed, two credible witnesses must go with the applicant before 
a court of record and make oath that he is the identical man he has 
described himself to be ; then he must get 2 commissioned officer to 
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swear in a formal affidavit that these last two witnesses have told the 
truth, and also that the facts set forth in the application are true; or 
if this commissioned officer cannot be had, the applicant is permit- 
ted as a favor to prove the same facts by two comrades who were in 
the service with him, only that they are required to particularly state 
their means of knowledge. What a pile of perjury is required, even 
to start with, if the claim is a fraud! Iam not a believer in the doc- 
trine of total depravity, but I would be if I thought that for eight 
or ten dollarsa month four or five well known persons could be found 
to swear to that amount of falsehood. But at last, the application 
being made out, and the applicant putting in his post-office address, 
his street and number, if living in a aie te sends it forward to that 
Government which once trusted him in war but which seems afraid 
todo soin peace. When it reaches here, then begins that sort of 
cross-examination upon every statement it contains, under which, 
when rigidly enforced, it is not possible for a fraudulent claim to sur- 
vive. The application is sent to the War Department, and the work 
of scrutiny commences. Did the soldier enlist at the time and place 
he says he did; is his name on the rolls; is his personal description 
the same, except so far as age may change it; is his name on the rolls 
at the time he says he was wounded or at the time he says he was taken 
sick; do the daily reports of his company show that at that time he 
was present or absent from duty ; do the hospital returns show that 
he was an inmate of the one he names and at the date he mentions; 
does his signature on the rolls when compared with his signature to 
his application look like it was genuine ; and do all these tests when 
applied to his two Army comrades fail to show fraud on their part ? 
All these questions have their answers in the records of this Govern- 
ment, but even after the claimant has run this official gauntlet he is 
not at all through with his tiresome journey. He isthen examined 
by a Pension Office surgeon, and sometimes a second time before three 
such surgeons. Not yet content, however, at this point the Govern- 
ment makes another restriction. I will read one of the regulations 
of the bureau : 

In a claim on account of disability from disease the applicant must furnish the 
testimony of the physicians who have attended him since the date of discharge, 
explicitly setting forth the history of the disease and disability since its first — 
pearance. Itis especially important that the physician who tirst attended the appli- 
cant after his discharge should state the date at which his attendance commenced 
and his condition at that time. If it should not be possible for the applicant to 
show the condition of his health during the whole period since the date of his dis- 
charge by the testimony of the physicians, the cause of his inability to do so should 
be stated by him under oath. The testimony of other persons on this point may 
then be stated. The statement of the witnesses in regard to the manner in which 
the applicant was affected should be full and definite, and they should state how 
they obtained a knowledge of the facts stated by them. 

And when all the rules and regulations which I have mentioned 
have been complied with, the Commissioner can still send one of his 
special agents to the claimant’s home to see him, ascertain his habits, 
find out whether he can do aday’s work or not, inquire into his moral 
character, and also the character of his witnesses for truth and ve- 
racity, and make a full reporton everything. And after the pension 
has been granted the Commissioner has the power, whenever he makes 
the slightest discovery of fraud, to reopen the investigation and to 
strike the name of the pensioner from the rolls whenever he is satis- 
fied that it ought to be done. In the name of justice and common. 
sense how can fraud escape detection under such a system! Take 
also the application mado by a widow for a pension, In addition to- 
all the evidence of her husband’s enlistment, service, and disability, 
already explained, she must make proof of all the facts relating to 
the cause of his death, including hs last illness, and the time and 
place when and where he died. This proof must be made fully and 
in detail by the physicians attending him, or, if he died without medi- 
cal assistance, then the testimony of other persons.acquainted with 
the circumstances may be furnished. The proof of marriage must 
then be made by a duly verified copy of a church or other public 
record; or by the affidavit of the clergyman or magistrate who oflici- 
ated; or by the testimony of two or more eye-witnesses to the cere- 
mony ; or by a duly verified copy of the church record of baptism of 
the children ; or by the testimony of two or more witnesses who know 
that the parties lived together as husband and wife, and who will 
state how long, within their knowledge, such cohabitation continued. 
If children have been born their births are to be proven as follows: 
by a duly verified copy of the church record of baptism or other pub- 
lic record; or by the affidavit of the physician who attended the 
mother; or by the testimony of persons who were present at the births, 
who should state how they are able to testify to the precise dates. 
Sir, I will pause in this branch of investigation. What additional 
safeguards do you think are necessary to protect the Treasury from 
the scheming frauds of the widows of the war, in whose wan, sad 
faces I have so often seen the mute, supplicating appeal of distress, 
and sometimes of actual want? My heart sickens at such accusations 
against such helpless objects. 

But there is another class of persons who are constantly thrust for- 
ward in connection with the general question of frauds upon the 
Pension Office. Claim agents are said to have secured the passage 
of the arrears of pensions act and are now committing vast frauds by 
virtue of it. The best answer to this wholesale and sweeping asser- 
tion is to be found in the act itself. By the fourth section, as it now 
stands in the law, it is expressly provided as follows: 


No claim agent or other person shall be entitled to receive any compensation for 


services in making application for arrears of pension. 


| Who but those bereft of reason on this subject or who are deter- 
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mined to sustain a self-evident falsehood will pretend to believe that 
claim agents, expressly denied a single dollar of profit ynder this act. 
controlled the Congress of the United States in its favor and sect 

its passage? Cananything be more absurd than such a proposition ? 
I havé already shown that this act made no new rule of evidence, 
and that if a claim agent or any one else commits a fraud upon the 
Government he must do it under the law exactly as it 5 before 
this act was passed, in the face of the nog line of bristling obsta- 
-eles which I have cited and which stand like a hedge-row of thorns 
between an applicant for a pension and the Treasury of the United 
States. The claim agent who attempts a fraud does so not merely at 
the peril of his practice before the Pension Office, but with the State’s 
prison in full view where some of them have been sent. Their du- 
ties are performed under the constant and vigilant scrutiny of the 
Commissioner, who can and, I have no doubt, does suspend, dismiss, 
indict, and punish them whenever the facts warrant him in doing so. 
Some frauds have been attempted, no doubt, and some made success- 
ful for a short time, but they are very trifling in amount compared 
to the popular impression sought to be created. If there is a better 
system than the one we have to prevent fraud, or to detect. it after it 
has been committed, let it be submitted and I will give it my earnest 
attention; but I am not willing that laws which met my approval 
when they were enacted shall be misrepresented to the public mind. 

And now, Mr. President, a few words more and I am done. I re- 
gret the necessity of these remarks, but with self-respect I could say 
no less. This subject is not one of politics; it is one of naked jus- 
tice. Is this Government of fifty millions of people and vast reve- 
nues too weak to be just to those who preserved its present proud 
position among the nations of the earth? To my mind that is the 
-sole question here. On the 30th day of last June there were 16,253 

pensioners — at the capital of the great and powerful State which 
have the honor, in part, to represent here, and they receive annu- 
ally a fraction over three millions of money. I believe it is money 
honestly earned and honestly paid, and I do not believe the people 
of Indiana want them deprived of any part of it. The soldier has 
been made to sit at the second table as a public creditor, while oth- 
ers banqueted at the first far too long already; and the American 
people, in my judgment, do not wish to further degrade him by the 
repeal of the act under consideration. He was paid during the war 
in paper worth but little more than fifty cents on the dollar, while 
other creditors of the Government were paid in gold, or its full 
equivalent. Let us have no more such discriminations, and let us 
say so here and now. However different the aspects of the war itself 
may have been to different minds, the soldier presents but one. In 
devotion to the highest duty of a citizen, he tendered the dearest 
sacrifice man can make for his fellow-man. He offered his life for 
the welfare of others, and, whether living or dead, his claims upon 
the respect and gratitude of the American people will endure as long 
as his deeds are spoken by the American tongue. 
‘ Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, partly in 
answer to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] and partly in 
vindication of the remarks I made in the speech I had the honor to 
submit to the Senate the other day on tariff taxation. To begin with, 
I assert with confidence that no Senator on this side of the Chamber, 
nor on the other side, so far as I know, has ever desired to prevent an 
honest soldier from obtaining what was justly due him; but it does 
not follow that either I or others who think like me should vote to 
retain a law to remain on the statute-book which was pee there, 
as I think, by the cunningly devised schemes of dishonest claim 
agents, however honest the Senator from Indiana may think them—a 
law worked up not for the purpose of obtaining money for the honest 
pensioner, not tosecure pensions for the character of men the Senator 
from Indiana has been describing, but for men who were not entitled 
to them, and, by deceiving and intimidating Congress, have taken 
money out of the Treasury of the United States to divide between 
themselves and their equally dishonest partners. 

I said during the speech of the Senator from Indiana that I never 
intimated that any member either of this House or of the other was 
dishonest or intended to cast a fraudulent vote. Isaid that the mem- 
bers were ignorant of the facts; that they were imposed upon; that 
the pension arrears bill was worked up by a set of men outside of 
Con who relied upon the timidity, upon the selfishness, and upon 
the ignorance of Congress ; that they conceived this scheme and car- 
ried it into successful operation in order to put money into their own 
aoe and under the guise of patriotic purpose imposed upon men 

ike the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Kanaes and my- 
self and all of us. That was what I asserted. I propose to state some 
of the reasons on which I based the assertion. 

I believe very many of the most questionable acts which have been 
passed by Congress have been worked up by bad men, who from bad 
motives sought to im on Senators and Representatives. I be- 
lieve that Mr. Morrell, of Pennsylvania, and the other iron masters, 
in order to retain the bounty they now have (which is little better 
than robbery) of $28 a ton on their steel rails, have been working up 
their tariff commission under all sorts of patriotic pretenses, in order 
to gain time and hold on to the enormous subsidy they now have. 
We all know of a Postmaster-General who, when he sought to abol- 
ish the franking privilege, sent to every postmaster in the country 
blank petitions to be signed and forwarded here, clamoring for its 
repeal as though all the people were at his back, until he scared Con- 









CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











JANUARY 16, 





arene out of its senses and Congress abandoned its right at the false 
clamor he had raised, when the people were not supporting him at 
all, but were in fact the beneficiaries, as nine-tenths of the corre- 
mdence was in regard to matters that concerned them, and them 
alone. 

I said the other day that I had heard the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. MORRILL] on this floor, when the railroad magnates sought to 
take ssion of our grand public park in this city, and did take it, 
say that he would not interfere further because the master of the 
Senate was at the door, and impatient! And the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. SHERMAN] in 1870, when he was seeking to impose restrictions 
upon the banks, as was read the other day by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT] in his place, said: 

But, sir, the vote of the House shows the power of the national banks. It is so 
great, at leastin the House, that in order to secure a funding bill we have been 
compelled to abandon all provisions in regard to the national banks. 

Charges of improper interference by interested combinations out- 
side of Congress have been made time and again, and, I regret to say, 
justly. How was this law passed? Petition after ay wmag thou- 
sands of them, were circulated all over the country by these claim 
st not by honest ene claimants, but by claim agents, who 
falsely pretended that they were the only friends of the soldier. Bills 
to allow arrears of pensions were introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives year after = and referred to the proper committee. No 
report could ever be had from any committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in favor of the passage of such a bill as was finally forced 
through. While the committees were consulting as to the best means 
of protecting the Government and doing justice to the pensioner, 
the time for the election of members to the next House was pressing, 
and before the session ended, in June, 1878, although no rt had 
been made by the committee, and the committee refused to sanc- 
tion the bill, which is now the law, canting arrears of pensions, a 
motion was made to suspend the rules and pass substantially the 
present law, not the bill the committee was considering or the propo- 
sition they thought could be proper! a but, under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, without a word of debate, without a man either on 
or off the committee being allowed even to suggest a safeguard to 
prevent robbery of the Treasury, the door was thrown wide open. 
The bill was passed under a suspension of the rules, no man in the 
House being allowed even to point out the dangers or tell the reasons 
why the committee after careful examination had refused to recom- 
mend the passage ofsuch a bill. The record verifies that statement. 

Recollect, when the bill was passed by the House the elections of 
members to the next House were all coming on in October and No- 
vember; the object of it appeared to be patriotic, and if the bill was 
in fact for the benefit of the class of men who have been described 
so eloquently by the Senator from Indiana, if they were the only per- 
sons who were going to obtain the money appropriated, there was 
not @ man in either House who would not have voted to them all the 
money to which they could fairly claim that they were entitled. 

No man would withhold anything necessary for the ony rt of the 
blind soldier, the lame soldier, or the widow or infant children of any 

soldier honestly entitled toit. The Senator from Indiana knows that; 
the Senator from Kansas well knows that whenever a proposition is 
brought up here to suspend all other business on the Calender and take 
up pension cases unanimous consent is given always. There is not 
a Senator on either side, when a case is presented such as the Senator 
from Indiana spoke of so aegene by so well when he described the 
lame or blind soldier whose case he took charge of, who does not at 
once say, ‘‘ Take it up, pass it, give it to him; we pass all such cases in 
five minutes; we never delay thé ———- of any meritorious case.” 
These claim agents understood that well; they had worked on the 
House with urgent petitions from every section, and had presented 
what appeared on its face to be a fair, just,and patriotic bill, one 
that did not mean any mischief, and doubtless the House believed it 
did not. I knowtheSenate believed it didnot. The Representatives 
were not allowed te inquire even of their committee what it meant, 
and they did not dare to go before their constituents after voting 
against a measure which had been worked up as that had been, after 
thousands and thousands of petitions had been sent here asking Con- 
gress to pass some arrears of pensions bill. No one was permitted 
to point out the frauds that might be perpetrated under it, even if 
they knew. So it was allowed to pass, and, as nobody was allowed 
to say aught against it, nobody, or very few, had the courage to vote 
against it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There were adverse reports. 

Mr. BECK. There was certainly no report in favor of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator is speaking of the House of Repre- 
sentatives now, I sup 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir; I am speaking of the action in the House 
first; I will speak of it in the Senate after a while. Just here, while 
I think of it, {for I have no arrangement of my thoughts nee es 
on this matter, ) the Senator from Kansas asked me the other wh 
did I not bring in a bill to repeal the arrears of a law, a8 thong 
he thought I was derelict in my duty in not doing it. Why, sir, as 
early as the 13th of December, 1881, Mr. GoLDsMITH W. Hewitt, who 
was a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House at: 
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the time of the passage of the bill, had introduced a bill, if not abso- 
lutely to repeal it, to modify it to such an extent as to deprive it of 
much if not all its vicious character. On the 19th of December, 1881, 
Mr. SIMONTON, also a member of the House, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1620) for the absolute repeal of that law; and the day before I 
spoke of it in my speech on the tariff Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, 
one of my ae in the other House, also a member of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, one of the most careful, prudent, and in- 
telligent men in that House—I speak of him specially because of my 
intimate personal acquaintance with and confidence in him—had also 
introduced a bill for the repeal of that law. Therefore my attention 
was called to the fact that bills were pending for the repeal of that 
law, and I said in the speech I was making on another subject that I 
would vote for its repeal on the information I had for the reasons I 
then stated. Mr. HEWITT was interviewed, and the report of the in- 
terview I suppose is correct. I had read that as well; this is what 
he is reported as having said, referring to the bill which he had in- 
troduced : 

If these amendments are adopted I feel sure that $200,000,000 ont of the $350,000, - 
000 estimated by the Commissioner as necessary to pay claims for arrearages will 
be saved. I have given much attention to the character of applications for arrear- 
ages, and I make the assertion that not one-half of those applying are entitled to 
pensions, much less to arrears. The vast majority of those really disabled by 
wounds applied within the five years. Most of those now applying base their 
claims upon maladies contracted in the service or upon disabilities ee long 
subsequent to the fact because of slight wounds received in the war. z-parte 
testimony, in the absence of cross-examination, is easy to get. The facts seem to 
be well supported and the Pension Bureau admits the claim. Frauds in the pen- 
sions will never be stopped until we have an adjudicating court with power to 
cross-examine witnesses and applicants. 

HOW THE ARREARAGES BILL WAS PASSED. 

Mr. Hewirt makes the interesting statement that the bill he has now introduced 
is substantially the same as that which had been agreed upon by the House Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions when tho present arrearages bill was rushed through 
the House under the gag rule. ‘General Rice, of Ohio; Mr. Sinnickson, of New 
Jersey, and myself,” he said, ‘‘ composed the sub-committee, charged with prepar- 
ing a bill for the just payment of arrearages. ' The bill I introduced last week was 
the measure we had ag upon. General Rick had therefore introduced a more 
sweeping bill, similar in its provisions to the Cummings bill, which was finally 
adopted. Ata night session, during the last days of the first session of the Forty- 
tifth Con s—in June, I think—Representative HASKELL, of Kansas, moved to 
suspend the rules and to pass the Cummings bill. This was done by more than a 
two-thirds vote; there was no debate, and the measure in the succeeding winter 
became a law by its adoption in the Senate and the approval of Mr Hayes.” 

So that, in fact, as stated by Mr. HEwIrTt, and I believe correctly, 
the bill that he now seeks to have passed and which he says will 
save $200,000,000 to the Government out of $350,000,000—some place 
it at $500,000,000—is the bill which the committee of the House had 
agreed upon; and the bill that passed never received the eee of 
any committee. On the contrary, it was rushed through the House 
under the gag law, no man being allowed to open his mouth against 
it or explain why it ought not to pass. Under whose influence was 
it p chon | Very likely the Representative from Kansas who made the 
motion was as ignorant of the meaning of it and the intent of it as 
any other member. Understand me, I make no suggestion against 
the integrity of any member of Congress. I believe and have always 
maintained that there is as much personal integrity in both Houses 
of Congress as in any equal number of men on the face of the earth; 
but we are all liable to be imposed on, and when a proposition is pre- 
sented to us that seems to be right and patriotic, when such persons 
as the Senator from Indiana has spoken of are seeking pensions, the 
blind soldier, or the widow, or any of that class who are meritorious, 
the first impulse is to let everything be suspended so that their claims 
can be first acted on. 

Thus the bill was brought before the House of Representatives at 
the closing hours of the session, when every member was going home, 
most of them doubtless seeking re-election or popular favor in some 
way, ignorant of what was in it, ignorant of the meaning or purpose 
of it, as many of them admit now, for there is not a man in either 
House of Congress who pretends to say that he believed it would cost 
$50,000,000, far less $350,000,000 or $510,000,000, or any other num- 
ber of millions over fifty. There is not a man in either House of 
Congress who will say now that he believed for a moment at the 
time he voted for that bill that it would cost $50,000,000 ; and if he 
voted for a bill that would cost $350,000,000, was not a fraud com- 
mitted uponhim? Wasthere not a fraud committed upon the Ameri- 
can people? Was there not a fraud committed upon every Senator 
here when we voted under the firm conviction that $20,000,000 or 
$30,000,000, certainly not over $40,000,000, would be the maximum 
that could ever be taken out of the Treasury under that bill? Isaid 
that the action of Congress was cowardly. Why? Because they 
voted when they did not know what the bill meant. They knew 
they had to go home to their people; they had to face a people who 
had been taught for years by thése pension-claim agents all over the 
country that this was a just and equitable measure and would not 
take over $20,000,000; they saw the petitions of the people staring 
them in the face, and as they had not the means of proving what 
the truth was, therefore they voted for the bill to save themselves, 

I ask the American Senate if they believe, if there is a man here 
who believes, that if the members of the House of Representatives, 
when that bill was up, had known the facts as they Sen them to 
exist now, had known that $350,000,000 would be taken out of the 
Treasury, had known that frauds would be perpetrated to such an 
extent that even the Commissioner of Pensions has to say that 10 





per cent. of all the money paid out is paid on fraudulent claims, 
there was a member of the House of Representatives who would 
have voted for that bill? Not one. Therefore it was that I said 
that the scheme was concocted by men ontside of Congress, forced 
upon Congress at the closing hours of a long session, when the mem- 
bers had to go home and appear before the people for re-election, and 
this bill was put upon them after it was virtually rejected by the 
committee having itin charge—and it will cost the Government very 
soon at least $350,000,000, or call it $300,000,000 if you will; call it 
anything so that there will be no dispute about amounts; we know 
it will be that much by the estimates already made—that it was 
ignorance, cowardice, and selfishness combined, (perhaps the latter 
were the result of ignorance,) because they did not dare to face the 
responsibility of resisting it, being ignorant, as I believe all were, of 
the facts which would have enabled them to resist it or to explain 
why they voted against it. 

What happened next? The moment that bill was pushed through 
the House of Representatives in the manner which I have detailed, 
without a report from a committee ; indeed, after virtual rejection, 
because Mr. HEWITT says another bill which would savemany mill- 
ions had been favorably considered, the moment it was there 
the agents turned their attention to this end of the Capitol. In 
the last few minutes—I hope I have not lost them—I went to the 
oftice of the Secretary and called for some of the petitions that were 
sent to the Senate. The first bundle that I happened to lay my hand 
upon (and there are thousands of them on file) comprises “ thirty- 
six petitions of soldiers and widows of soldiers of the late war pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill granting arrears of pensions to date 
from the discharge or death of the soldier for whom they were granted.” 
Here [exhibiting] is the bundle of thirty-six. This bundle seems to 
have been presented by Mr. Conkling. The petitions are all printed, 
dated every one of them the 19th of June, 1878, sent by claim agents 
from Washington beyond all peradventure, thousands, perhaps hun- 
— of thousands, of them circulated. Each reads substantially 
thus: 

To the honorable the Senate of the United States. 

They were done with the House, they had got that fixed; and rec- 
ollect that Senators are no better than Members and no more inde- 
pendent. Legislatures were then being elected or had to be elected 
in October and November, by which twenty-five Senators were to be 
chosen to this body during that winter. The petitions were at once 
sent out the moment the action of the House was secured, and they 
had obtained what amounted to a unanimous vote there under the 
gag. They proceeded promptly to place pressure on the Legislatures 
of the various States that were to elect Senators to this body during 
that winter, twenty-five of them ; and they represented that they had 
a wonderfully just bill, which passed through the House unanimously. 
Ido not know it, but I have no doubt that the men who were sent to the 
Legisiatures of the various States that. fall were duly impressed with 
the importance of sending no one to the Senate who did not agree to 
stand up and support the claims of the soldiers represented by claim 
agents who were so anxious to extort money out of them, and perhaps 
there were not a few Senators who were obliged to tell their Legis- 
latures that one of the first things they would do would be to urge 
the pms of the arrears of pensions bill. That I cannot prove, but 
in the nature of things 1 am inclined to think it is so, because on the 
19th of June, from this great central point at Washington, these peti- 
tions went out in this language. 

To the honorable the Senate of the United States : 

The undersigned respectfully shows that she has been allowed a pension on ac- 
count of the death of her son David, in Company I, One hundred and eighteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, and she has been denied arrears of said pension 
because application was not made within five years after the death of her said son 
in said service; that she did not sooner apply because she did not know that she 
was entitled to a pension, and she therefore respectfully prays your honorable body 
to pass the bill providing that all pensions shall commence at the date of discharge 
or death of the soldier, which was passed by the House of Representatives at the 
last session of Congress, , 1878. 

The date in this one seems to be left blank, but Isaw June 19, 1878, 
on one in my hand a moment ago, and I think that was about the 
date the petitions were issued. That is the character of all these 

titions; all printed and the blanks filled up according to the facts. 

have no doubt there were hundreds of thousands of them. So it 
was worked up in the Senate, and the same terror was held over Sena- 
tors and over the Legislatures which had to elect Senators as was 
held over the House of Representatives. The billcame here. What 
a then? If there was any written — made upon it I do 
not know it; I have been unable to find it. do not say there was 
not. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] laid the bill before 
the Senate. What did he tell us? He told us, of course, what he 
believed to be true, and we all believed it to be true. He believed, 
and the Senator from Indiana believed, and every member of the Sen- 
ate so far as I know believed that the bill as it came from the House 
would only pay back pay to persons then upon the roll, and se 
four or five thousand more of the character the Senator from Indiana 
has described, men who were blind, men who were halt, men who 
really deserved to have pensions and who will always get them cheer- 
fully and promptly. The Senator from Kansas laid the bill before 
the Senate. He was asked what it would cost us, and he said that 
in his judgment it would cost about nineteen million dollars. Of 
course he could not tell what would happen hereafter. I will read 






























































| 
{ 
| 
| 


egenereermnenenianeeaeae 


! 
i 
i 













A412 


what he said. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] put 
this question to him: 


I should like the chairman of the Committee on Pensions to indicate to us some- 
thing as to the amount of money which will be required to pay the pensions here 
provided for. We ought not to vote blindly on this matter. ; 

Mr. INGALLs. Mr. President, in 1876, when a similar measure was pending before 
the Senate, I add a communication to the Commissioner of Pensions, and 
asked him for information in regard to the amount which would be required to 
make the bill operative. 


By the way, I have that report here somewhere, made in 1876. 
The bill of 1876 did not pass. Here is the letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions referred to by the chairman of the Pensions Com- 
mittee in relation to the effect of House bill No. 2454 and the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate Committee. The Commissioner of 
Pensions wrote as follows to the Senator from Kansas: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 6, 1876. 

Sm: Considerable delay has occurred in answering your verbal request of the 
3ist ultimo, for an estimate by the Commissioner of Pensions of the effect which 
will be produced upon the pension-rolls if bill H. R. No. 2454 becomes a law as it 

ssed the House, and also if it shall become a law amended in the shape proposed 

yy the Senate Committee on Pensions. : 

First. Section 1, as passed by the House of Representatives, will add 7,800 
names to the roll without reference to the proviso; that of itself will add 15,000, 
making altogether 22,800, and will add to the annual appropriation about two mill- 
ion dollars as an average. 

Under the Senate amendment, about eighteen hundred names would be added to 
the roll and one hundred and eighty thousand dollars to the annual appropriation. 

Second. Under the fifth and sixth sections of the House bill, about two hundred 
names will be added to the roll and twenty thousand dollars to the annual appro- 

riation. 
° Third. The gross arrears of pensions under the sixth section, as reported by the 
Senate Committee, will amount at the present time to about sixteen million dollars, 
which will be distributed through all the years when the claims shall be adjusted. 

The above estimates are round figures, made up from such data as we have at 
hand, but a great deal of it is speculative. I do not vouch for its exactness, but 
send you herewith a paper showing the process by which these results have been 
reached, which will enable you to judge as totheir reliability. 


Very respectfully, 
J. A. BENTLEY, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. Joun J. INGALLS, 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate. 


Upon the authority of that report the Senator from Kansas pro- 
ceeded to say: 


I received from him [the Commissioner of Pensions] a statement which was 
printed as Miscellaneous Document No. 113— 

The one I have just read— 

I received from him a statement which was printed as Miscellaneous Document 
No. 113, at the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, which gives in detail, as 
far as it could be ascertained from the records of the Pension Office, the amount that 
woukl be required to pay the arrears both of invalids and widows and depend- 
ents in each year since the adoption of section 4709 of the Revised Statutes. Ido 
not know that it will be necessary to read specifically the annual amounts, but up 
to the Ist of January, 1876, the Commissioner reports that there were 16,454 in- 
valid cases to which the limitation of the section applied, and the estimated 
amount of arrears at that time was $9,529,775. The number ef widows and de- 

mdents was 5,145. The amount required to pay the arrears of those would be 

3,887,334; making a total at that time of $13,417,109. 

There have been three years since that date, and of course I can only estimate 
what amount would be required since this computation was made; but taking the 
estimate for 1875 as an average, my judgment would be that to this sum should be 
added not less than $5,000,000 for claims since allowed to which the limitation now 
applies. Of course these estimates are very largely in the nature of surmises, be- 
ew we anes tell until the bill is put practically in operation exactly what will 

uired. 

Mr. CONKLING. Making in al] how much, as the Senator bas it there? 

Mr. INGALLs. Making inall, up tothe 1st of January, 1876, thesumof $13,417,109, 
and that amount I should judge would be increased by not less than $5,000,000 up 
to the Ist of January, 1879. 

Mr. ConKLING. Which makes about $19,000,000? 

Mr. InGAtts. I should judge somewhere from eighteen to twenty million dollars, 
in round numbers. Of course it is impossible to make anything like an accurate 
calculation upon matters of this kind. 

Mr. SAULsuuny. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Pensions Com- 
mittee whether the bill covers the cases of persons who have received pensions 
under special acts of Congress and not under the general law ? 


Then the Senator from Kansas went on to make a statement to the 
effect that the bill did not cover cases where pensions had been granted 
by special act. 

Observe, the Senator from Kansas did not pretend to say what 
might happen hereafter, but he assured us that up to about that time 
$19,000,000 or $20,000,000 was the whole amount, and he. had no sus- 

icion, not a shadow of suspicion, in my judgment, that claims would 
thrown upon the Pension Office to run it up to $200,000,000 or 
$300,000,000 or $350,000,000; for, if he had, he would have said so 
very promptly then. On the contrary, no officer of the Government 
had the slightest suspicion of it. Why doIsayso? Because about 
the 8th of February we received two reports, one from the Secretary 
of the Interior and one from the Secretary of the Treasury, in which 
they not only stated what would be required to pay all pensions up 
to that time, but they made calculations of what would be required 
to pay those that should be filed thereafter. The Secretary of the 
Interior used this language : 

The Commissioner estimates that $34,000,000 will be required to pay arrears un- 
der this act upon claims allowed prior to January 25, 1879; $2,500,000 to pay arrears 
upon claims allowed and to be allowed between the 25th of January and the close 


of the present fiscal year, and $5,000,000 to pay arrears upon claims whieh will be 
allowed in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. 


Making a total of $41,500,000. That was all that the Secretary of 
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come in under this law up to the time when limitation would bar the 
further presentation of them. 

I desire to make one remark here for fear I may forget it. The 
Senatorfrom Indiana denounced limitations as being a fraudulent and 
dishonest way of paying debts; and yet attached to this very arrears 
of pensions law by the act of March 3, 1879, is the following provision 
of limitation: 

Provided, The application for such pension has been or is hereafter filed with the 
Commissioner of Pensions prior to the 1st day of July, 1880, otherwise the pension 
shall commence from the date of filing the apenenen but the limitation herein 


prescribed shall not apply to claims by or in behalf of insane persons and children 
under sixteen years of age. 


If a limitation is dishonest at one time, it is dishonest at another. 
It is as dishonest now to make it apply tomen who have not yet pre- 
sented their claims as it was to apply it to those who, having tive years 
to present their claims, failed to apply within the five years; so that all 
denunciation of the statute of limitations applies to this law as well as 
to the former acts. If some man as waste and deserving, if some 
widow as worthy and deserving, as those described in the glowing 
speech which the Senator from Indiana made in regard to the soldiers. 
and their claims should come and apply now and be met with this lim- 
itation, every word of denunciation that the Senator uttered against 
former limitations would be as applicable to that case as it would be to 
former cases. Limitations are generally considered as being statutes 
in favor of peace; but they do not bind Congress, and whenever the 
Senator brings up any case at all approximating those he has de- 
scribed he will find that Congress will disregard all limitations and 
all bars and grant whatever is right and just to keep people who are 
meritorious, as I have no doubt those he describes are, from suffering 
or want. It needs no persuasion to induce Congress to provide for 
those who served their country,as those he spoke of doubtless did ; 
but that does not prevent the necessity of guarding against dishon- 
est claims, or of repealing laws which are found to operate in the 
interest of fraudulent claimants or claim agents. No matter how 
good the principle may be on which they proceed, the facts must con- 


| trol the theory. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, now the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
SHERMAN, ] in his report in February, 1879, went on to show that tho 
arrears of pensions at that time would require $34,000,000, those 
allowed during the year $2,500,000 more, those to be allowed for the 
next year $5,000,000, making $41,500,000 ; and he protested that we 
were not able to pay even that sum unless we authorized him to issue 
4 per cent. bonds. He said that the Treasury was in such a condi- 
tion the sinking fund, the faith of the nation and credit of the Gov- 
ernment, everything was likely to be involved unless bonds were 
allowed to be issued for the amount which, in his opinion, would 
never exceed $41,500,000 in all. 

The Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the Treasury, it 
will be observed, went further than the Senator from Kansas; they 
each estimated what would be required in addition to the existing 
claims for new cases, taking all the tests they could apply, during the 
balance of the fiscal year 1879 and all of the fiscal year 1880, at which 
time the limitation applied, and looking at the facts in the most ex- 
aggerated form they could not place the whole amount beyond 
$41,500,000: and now it seems it was worked up and prepared then 
by claim agents outside of the Department, about which neither the 
Senator from Indiana, the Senator from Kansas, myself, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, or the Secretary of the Interior knew anything, until 
it has reached the enormous sum of $350,000,000. I do not believe 
there is a Senator on this floor who would then have voted for that 
bill if he had had the slightest suspicion of the state of case that we 
know now exists, and as it was known to these agents then, for it 
appears that the claims had been worked up beforehand and we were 
all kept in ignorance of them. If we had known the facts the bill 
would not have received one vote on this floor or at the other end of 
the Capitol. 

A bill did pass that takes out of the Treasury of the United States 
$350,000,000, or, as the former Commissioner contends, $500,000,000, 
and it was passed in utter ignorance by all of us; it was passed by 
coercion, especially at the other end of the Capitol, for men there did 
not dare to vote against it. It had a patriotic look; it was appa- 
rently fair upon its face, and, as the Senator from Indiana very well 
said, there was nothing to excite suspicion in it and he had no sus- 
picion of it. Neither had I; neither had the Senator from Kansas; 
neither had a single representative on either floor, so far as I know; 
but when we find that we were cheated, when we find that those 
claim agents have worked this matter up until it is to take $350,000, - 
000 from us, and when it is shown that frauds are being perpetrated 
to an enormous extent, ought we not to repeal the ant Have we 
not all been cheated? We were imposed upon by men who knew 
just what it would do, and who knew that we did not dare to go be- 
fore our constituents and refuse to pass it. These claim agents who 
concocted this bill knew their power; they knew that there never 
was a pension bill brought up and a good case made eut, or a rea- 
sonably fair case even, that we did not all vote for it. There never 
will one come that I will not vote for; but from that it does not 
follow that, when we have been imposed upon to the extent we have, 
we are theretore to allow this law to stand. 

I venture to say to the Senator from Kansas that when he is ad- 


the Interior suspected or had reason to believe would by possibility | vised that the House of Representatives have now three bills pending 
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before that body to repeal this law, when members there have never 
been allowed to be heard upon it; when it was put through in that 
body under the gag, by a suspension of the rules, it is bad legislation 
now to throw a resolution into the Senate and to tell the members of 
the House, ‘‘No matter how you were cheated, no matter what devel- 
opments may be made as to frauds in the passage of that law, the 
Senate informs you in advance that we will vote against any repeal 
of it.” Is it not virtually an order to the House given by the Senate 
in the form of the resolution of the Senator from Kansas, that they 
may as well quit attempting to look into all these questions there? 
Let the Senator bring in a bill of any sort, refer it to the Committee 
on Pensions, let the facts be brought before them, and let us exam- 
ine it as independent legislation; but I deny the propriety of bring- 
ing a resolution into the Senate with three bills now pending in the 
House of Representatives seeking the repeal or a modification of the 
law that was passed under the circumstances I have indicated—when 
no man was allowed to be heard, when no man understood it, when 
no man believed it would take over $25,000,000 or $30,000,000, and it 
is known now that it will take $350,000,000 or $500,000,000 out of the 
Treasury, without giving them a chance to be heard, instead of thus 
striking such bills in the face by a resolution of the Senate before 
they can have a chance to discuss them. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator think my resolution will pass 
the Senate? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know whether it will or not. 

Mr. INGALLS. If it does not pass, it will be no rebuke to the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BECK. It will not, but if it does pass it will be saying to the 
House of Representatives that they may as well cease considering all 
attempts at a modification of that law, all attempts at freeing that 
law from the frauds which the Commissioner says exist, and all at- 
tempts to cure the evils, because the Senate has committed itself in 
advance against all their efforts. 

Mr. INGALLS. If a majority of the Senate agree with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky in thinking that thelaw is a fraud and that every 
man who voted for it in either House was an ignorant and selfish 
eoward, and if they say so, it will be an invitation to the House to 
pass a bill such as the Senator has described. 

Mr. BECK. I said that we were deceived and voted for the law 
in ignorance. I ask the Senator from Kansas if he believed that it 
would take $350,000,000 out of the Treasury, or half of that sum, at 
the time he voted for the law. 

Mr. INGALLS. _ I dislike very much tointerrnpt the Senator from 
Keutucky. 

Mr. BECK. I have asked a very simple question. 

Mr. INGALLS. I cannot answer it, however, in a moment, but in 
three I think I can give the Senator an answer if it will not be dis- 
agreeable to him that I should occupy so much time. 

Mr. BECK. Not atall. I meant to say that I have no doubt the 
Senator from Kansas was as ignorant of the amount of money that 
would be required as I was, and I surely was profoundly ignorant that 
it would take any sum over $20,000,000 or $40,000,000 at the outside. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Kentucky has repeated an ob- 
servation that has been many times made in the press and elsewhere 
to the effect that I stated when the law was passed that its operations 
would not require above $19,000,000. 

Mr. BECK. For those already on the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS. I nevermade anysuch statement as that imputed 
tome. WhatIdid say was that to give those already on the rolls 
who had been deprived of the pensions to which they were entitled 
the arrears which they had earned up to the time when the law was 
passed would amount to about nineteen million dollars; and I was 
within a very few hundred thousand dollars of being absolutely cor- 
rect. Now the Senator says that I had noconception of what the law 
would cost in its operation thereafter. On the 28th of Februarv, 1879, 
this matter was discussed in a supplemental debate, and this same 
question was again brought before the Senate. Mr. Conkling then 
addressed me as follows: 

Will the Senator allow me once more to ask, because I am stupid, I contess I do 
not yet understand him, did the Senator mean that $19,000,000 would be the cost of 


the arrears of pension bill, or did he mean that it would cost up to that date, to 
wit, January, 1879, $19,000,000 and leave an indefinite cost afterward ? 


To which I responded thus: 


That was what I said, and of course it was what I meant, because the arrears of 
pension bill provided for the removal of the limitation, and what would be required 
of those who thereafter made application could no more be calculated or estimated 
than one could calculate the number of birds that will fly through the air next 
year. 


In a further paragraph I said: 


The bill provided in express terms for the removal of the limitation in the case 
of all applications that might th®feafter be made ; and how could it be supposed for 
an instant that the Sec of the Interior or the Commissioner of Pensions or 
myself could tell what number of papiianione would thereafter be made under a 
general law, which would be entitled to arrears of pensions! The only question 
that was addressed to me, and the only interrogatory I could answer, was What 
would be the amouut of money required to render that bill operative up to the 
time when it became alaw. As to what would be required by the operations of 
that bill thereafter would depend upon the number of sopeaiane made under it, 
of which I had uo more means of information than any other person, because itis 
entirely and absolutely without the possibility of being known. 


If it is said hereafter that I ever stated it would only require 
$19,000,000 to make the law operative, or that I had any conception 


of the amount that would be required thereafter to pay those who 
might apply under its provisions, I have only to say that the Sena- 
tor s0 making that allegation makes it in the face of very positive 
evidence to the contrary. 

Mr. BECK. I distinctly said that so far as the statement of the 
Senator from Kansas was concerned he confined himself to existing 
cases, but that the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the 8th and 12th of February, after the law was passed, 
had gone further, and showed what addition would be -required to 
the end of the fiscal year 1879, and what would be required to the 
end of the fiscal year 1880; and, supplementing what the Senator 
from Kansas had said as to what would be required for cases then 
pending, the total amount, in the strongest aspect of it that anybody 
understood, was $41,500,000. It now turns out that, by the working 
up of the pension agents, it will reach $350,000,000 or even $500,000,000. 
Recollect, and I do not want it ever to be forgotten, that I am one of 
those who believe that all this machinery was worked up outside of 
Congress, and that the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from 
Indiana were as ignorant as myself as to any of the operations of the 
men who were concocting those frauds. I have never pretended to 
say that the men who voted for that law were either more ignorant 
or more selfish or more timid than Iwas. I have said that that class 
of men have intimidated Congress over and over again, and that by 
the very constituent elements of Congress they can doit when they 
put their heads together, with the power they have to bring to bear 
upon it. Men are timid who have to depend on popular favor, and 
have no means of explanation when they take an unpopular course. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to be entirely fair with the Senator from 
Kentucky, and I shall reserve the formal reply that I propose to make 
to his observations until a subsequent time, but I desire him now to 
answer me two questions if he can. 

Mr. BECK. 1 will try. : 

Mr. INGALLS. In the first place, I want him to tell me what in- 
formation he has that a single one of those petitions was ever pre- 
pared or presented by a claim agent. What information has the 
Senator that any pressure was brought to bear upon Congress by a 
claim agent or a combination of claim agents? In the next place, 
I want him to tell me if he can, admitting that to be true, what is 
there unjust about the law—not about the amount of money that it 
may take, not about the frauds that may be perpetrated under the 
law in its administration, but what is there in the principle on which 
that law stands that is unjust and that had not been recognized on 
four previous occasions by deliberate act of Congress? 

Mr. BECK. As to the first question I will read a sentence or two 
from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions made in 1878. I 
really have not had time to mark all the extracts I wished to read, 
but I have this one before ne. The Commissioner of Pensions says: 

A comparatively small number of professional claim agents and claim firms at 
Washington and some other points in the country, through the intervention of 
sub-agents, and by extensive advertising, employing for that purpose in some in- 
stances sheets issued in the form of periodical newspapers purporting to be pub- 
lished in the interest of the soldiers, the columns of which contained matter in 
which apparent anxiety for the soldiers’ welfare and appeals to their love of gain 
were cunningly intermingled, always representing the advertisers as in the enjoy- 
ment of special and peculiar facilities for the successful prosecution of claims, and 
usually adding the suggestion that no charge would be made unless a pension should 
be obtained. 

These methods have withdrawn a large proportion of the pension-claim_ busi- 
ness from the local resident magistrates and attorneys and concentrated it in the 
hands of the agents and firms above referred to, whose oftices have become great 
claim bureaus. 

Under this system these claim agents and their clients are strangers to each other; 
the agent having no personal knowledge in relation to the merit of the claim nor of 
the truthfulness of the testimony which he files in its support, is therefore relieved 
of personal responsibility to the office as to the good faith of the claimant, and has 
no care except to secure a favorable consideration of the claim presented by him; 
and unmeritorious and fraudulent claims and false testimony have been flooded 
upon the office to such an extent that almost all claims are alike suspected, and, 
for the protection of the Government, the office has been forced to the adoption of 
very stringent rules to govern the consideration of the cases, and the honest claim- 
ant is not infrequently a sufferer thereby, and he is always a sufferer on account 
of the delay entailed upon the consideration of his claim by reason of the time 
consumed in the consideration of the claims which are without merit. 

That is a statement of the Commissioner of Pensions as to the 
operations of the claim agents in working up those matters, and. more 
might be given. I have nothing to say about the papers that are 
abusing the pensioners or the pension agents, or those who are in- 
terested in the bonds or the banks, or the other matters that the Sen- 
ator from Indiana so eloquently discoursed about ; but [have a paper 
published in Philadelphia which, it seems to me, treats this question 
with very great fairness—the Philadelphia American of the 24thday 
of December, 1831—many of the statements of which I believe to he 
true, and the question seems to be discussed with very great fairness. 
The paper may belong tosome organization; Ido not know. Iknow 
it does not agree with me upon questions of tariff, taxes, and like 
matters, and sometimes I receive severe criticism from it in that re- 
gard; but in the presentation of this matter it seems to me that it 
presents it very well. This is the statement of the American: 

Some idea of the immense business which this act has brought to the claim agen- 
cies may be formed from the knowledge that they maintain great offices and em- 
ploy a force of clerks ap os than many important bureaus of the Gevernment. 

Yor do they fail to show abundant material evidences of their financial prosperity. 
It is stated that one of these agencies has on file ia the Pension Office forty thou- 
sand claims, which, if allowed, will bring to its coffers $400,000 in fees. It might 


be supposed, since so much of the pension business is done through these agencies, 
that they have it all; but every member of Congress knows such is not the case; 
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for all of them are constantly # ed to to obtain from the Department informa- 


tion of the status of claims of their constituents and to urge their prompt consid- 
eration. So favorable are the laws to the applicants for pensions that there is 
ne no necessity for the employment of these professional claim agents in Wash- 
ington. 

Then it proceeds to show that the agents have worked up all these 
cases. Upon the other question, as to whether the law is just and 
right in principle, what I complain of is that those men took advan- 
tage of the fact that the pensioners were not receiving equal amounts, 
some having filed their claims within five years and some not having 
filed their claims within five years, and there seemed to be justice in 
the claim. They took advantage of that not only to call upon honest 
claimants, but to eall upon men who were as dishonest as themselves 
to’ have all sorts of claims presented, and the claims of men were put 
in who had no more right to a pension than I have, in order to 
swindle the Government. I object to the law because these agents 
could take advantage of a measure that appeared to be right upon 
its face. Every law is bad that can be saul evaded. None of us 
suspected, by reason of the enormous number of petitions that were 
sent in from all over the country, that there was anything wrong in 
it; but it soon developed itself, and it developed itself so that the 
Senator from Kansas, even as early as the 28th of February, 1879, was 
able to speak with more pronounced emphasis as to the danger of the 
law, because both the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of 
the Interior had shown that the amount required was more than he 
thought it would be when he first spoke on the 16th of January, 1879, 
when they made their reports or answers on the 9th or 10th of Feb- 
— as to the amount that would be required for pending and future 
claims. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] produced a table in 
his remarks submitted February 1, 1881, which shows what did hap- 
pen, and what demands were made by the claim agents. The table 
is as follows: 


| 
| 


Number of pensioners on the roll and the 
amount paid for pensions, with the cost of 
disbursements. 


claims allowed. 


Disburse- 
ments. 


Total number of | 


applications filed. 


Widows, 
' &c. 


| Total number of 


$1, 072, 461 55 
790, 384 76 

1, 025, 139 91 
4, 504, 616 92 
8, 525, 153 11 
13, 459, 996 43 
18, 619, 956 46 
24; 010, 981 99 
28, 422, 884 08 
27, 780, 811 81 
| 33, 077, 383 63 
30, 169, 341 00 
29, 185, 289 62 
30, 593, 749 56 
29, 683, 116 63 
28, 351, 599 69 
28, 580, 157 04 
26, 844, 415 18 
33, 780, 526 19 
57, 240, 540 14 
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Thus it will be seen that in 1871 the total number of applications 
filed was 43,000; in 1872 there were 26,000; in 1873 there were 18,000 ; 
in 1874 there were 16,000; in 1875 there were 18,000. Then the agi- 
tation began. The claim agents saw that their business was depart- 
ing. The number of applicants was coming down so low that their 
occupation would be gone unless something could be done. Then it 
was in 1875 and 1876 that “a began organizing for a raid and pilin 
in their petitions, sending them all over the country to be signed, 
making the pensioners believe that Congress was not their friend, 
that the Pension Bureau was not their friend ; that they, the claim 
agents, were their best friends. The number of claims began to 
swell until in 1876 it got up to 23,000 again ; in 1877 it reached 22,000 ; 
in 1878, the time of the passage of the arrears of pensions bill through 
the House, to 44,000; in 1879 to 57,000; and in 1880 to 141,000. In 
13874 the number was down to 16,000, and yet in 1880 it reached 141,000. 
Although the law did not pass until January 25, 1879, so active were 
they that they had 57,000 claims filed before July, and before March 
I think you will find from the statistics that there were 40,000 claims 
filed. They had them already prepared to file the very moment the 
bill could be pushed through ; $350,000,000 I believe is the minimum 
that anybody now guesses at. I wish to read what the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, Mr. Bentley, said in regard to fraudulent claims, 
and for his good character I suppose everybody vouches ; his succes- 
sor does; the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] in his speech 
does; Mr. Withers, the former chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, does. 

As to the amount actually paid out on fraudulent pension claims, 
Mr. Bentley says in his official report : 

Under the secret ex now in v 


support of claims frauds are generally brough 
accident, such as an oversight or ealebaice on the 


e for obtaining the evidence in 
to the attention of the office by 
part of the person attempting to 
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commit the fraud or voluntary information from some neighbor. Under such condi- 
tions but a small percentage of the frauds are discovered; but, even under these 
unfavorable circumstances, during the four years ending June 30, 1880, 1,581 pen- 
sioners were discov who were oe, drawing pensions, and 1,567 claims 
were defeated in which the claimants had already established prima facie their 
right to a pension. A very small percentage, probably not exceeding 5 per cent., 
of each of these classes have been or will finally be restored to the rolls or allowed 
a pension upon refuting the evidence tending to show fraud. The amount saved 
to the Government in accrued pension and annual pensions for the future, calcu- 
lating the duration of the pension at fifteen years only, after deducting the 5 per 
cent. allowed for restoration, &c., was $6,045,089.46. 

While I do not believe it possible to eliminate from the pension-rolls all the 
fraudulent claims by any manner of means, yet, considering the whole case, it is 
my opinion that not less than 10 per cent. of the pensions appropriations are paid 
out upon fraudulent and illegal claims, which, by the adoption of a proper method 
for the preparation and presentation of the evidence in support of the cases, would 
be veel to the Government and the people. 


That is from the official report of the Commissioner of Pensions. 
If the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury is correct, it will 
require $100,000,000 for the fiscal year beginning the 1st day of July 
to pay the pensions, and if the Commissioner of Pensions, who has 
made careful examination and has had thorough opportunity to ex- 
amine it, is approximately correct, then $10,000,000 will be fraudu- 
lently taken out of the Treasury of the United States next year and 
paid to people who do not deserve it and who are bringing odium 
and disrepute on the Government and the pensioners who are entitled 
to it under the existing arrears of pensions law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator pardon me if I ask him what the 
frauds perpetrated under the law have to do with the principle upon 
which it is based ? 

Mr. BECK. I am not now disputing nor discussing the principle 
of a law that would give to all men who suffered on the same battle- 
field the same pension. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is all this law does. 

Mr. BECK. That may be all the law professes upon its face, and 
it is all the Senator from Kansas intended it should do; but it not 
only does that, but under the operations of the law and the system of 
ex parte affidavits and the means of committing fraud in the hands of 
the unscrupulous men who prepare the claims it has been worked up 
to such an extent that in my judgment the Commissioner understates 
it rather than overstates it when he says that 10 per cent. of all the 
pensions paid are fraudulent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the fault of the law? 

Mr. BECK. It is the fault of the law because the law makes it 
possible, and the law ought to be so changed and modified as to make 
it impossible. If the law should be repealed, a better law could be 

assed under which it would be impossible. That is what I seek to 
have done. Honest men should be protected and fraud punished. 
Neither is done now. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky, if he 
is willing, whether I am to understand that he is in favor, then, of 
paying $315,000,000 of this $350,000,000, and if his objection is solely 
to the 10 per cent. which he thinks is a fraud? 

Mr. BECK. Iam opposed to any system that makes fraud possible 
or that encourages it, and I am against any law under which it can 
be perpetrated. It was because those men who proposed it knew that 
under this one fraud not only was possible, but because with the ma- 
chinery they had under their control they could perpetrate the fraud, 
that the law was imposed upon the Senator from Kansas and myself 
and upon the Congress of the United States, and we did not have 
either the knowledge or the courage to meet it and resist it. All we 
can do is to stop it now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Kentucky excuse me when I 
tell him that what is commonly known as the arrears of pensions act 
did not change the law administering pensions at all, but merely pro- 
vided, instead of limiting the time when pensions should commence to 
run if the application was not made within five years after the time 
when the last paper was filed, that that period of limitations should 
be continued to July 1, 1880? 

Mr. BECK. I understand that. The law of 1868 which collected 
$2 a gallon from whisky was exactly the same as the law of 1850, 
which collected fifty cents a gallon; and yet when we were oe 
$2 a gallon $13,000,000 was paid into the Treasury and $160,000 
was stolen; and when the tax was reduced to fifty cents a gallon 
$42,000,000 was paid into the Treasury and hardly any was stolen. 
As long as the law only allowed the pensioner to obtain a pension and 
provided that $107 should be paid every — for his support the 
fraudulent claim agent and his emissaries all over the country had no 
object or strong inducement to endeavor to cheat and defraud the 
Government; but the moment that arrears of pensions varying from 
$500 to $1,500 were allowed every man that they could fraudulently 
put upon the rolls who would divide with them, and did not dare to 
tell on them because he would go to the penitentiary, and they could 
escape and prevent exposure by not telling upon him, which that law 
made possible without throwing any safeguard around it which ought 
to have been placed there, when such additional inducements to fraud 
were held out, such a stimulus was given to commit fraud when such 
immense sums were being paid that guards and checks which were 
wholly unnecessary when only the ordina rations of the Gov- 
ernment were being performed and $107 I be eve, was the average 
that was being paid to each pensioner, should be adopted even now 
if the law is allowed to remain unrepealed. 

Mr. INGALLS. How would the Senator correct the evil; by 
repealing the law ? 















Mr. BECK. I would correct the evil by repealing the law and, if 
necessary, by passing one that would make it perfectly sure that 
every honest pensioner should get his pension and that no dishonest 
man should get a pension. think the Senator and myself could 
frame a law in five minutes that would accomplish that " 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator think that the provision of the 
law fixing the date at which pension applications must be filed in 
order to secure arrears, as they are commonly called, at July 1, 1880, 
was just or unjust ? 

Mr. BECK. I think that when ony law of that sort—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Why cannot the Senator answer the question ? 

Mr. BECK. I will answer it. I say that when a law of that sort 
was about to be passed, if the Senator from Kansas had known one- 
tenth part of what he knows now, he would have put guards around 
it that would have prevented 140,000 claims from being flung in in 
one fiscal year, when five years before only 16,000 had been filed ; for 
40,000 in three months after the law was passed had been filed by 
pension agents who had worked them up in advance, and as they 
had waited that long, he should have thrown such safeguards around 
the law that was passed that the tax-paying people would have been 
protected, and none but the honest claimants would have got the 

ension and the dishonest ones never would have got anything, nor 

ave dared to try. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I understand the Senator to answer substan- 
tially that when it is admitted that a principle is just the only ques- 
tion for the Senate to consider is how much it will cost to enforce it, 
and if it will cost a little more or a little less our votes should be 
governed accordingly. 

Mr. BECK. I am not going to argue details of that sort; but I put 
the question again and ask any Senator on that side to answer it: 
Ought not every legislator to know the results of a law before he 
votes for it, and the amount it will require to carry it out; and is he 
not voting in ignorance if he does not, and is there a Senator on that 
side or this who will rise and say that he believed it would cost 
$350,000,000, and that he would have voted for it ifany such amount 
had been suggested as possible ? 

Mr. INGAL S. I would if it cost $500,000,000; and I tell the Sena- 
tor that I will to-day, if I have the opportunity, vote for a proposi- 
tion to remove the existing limitation and allow any soldier who was 
injured or disabled during the war of the rebellion, whenever he sees 
tit to apply, if he establishes his claim, to have it run back to the 
time the disability was incurred. That is where I stand exactly, 
whether it costs $500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000. 

Mr. BECK. Did the Senator believe at the time he voted for that 
bill that it would cost anything like $100,000,000 ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I said I did not know anything abont that. If 
the Senator asks if I believed this just, very well: I do not propose 
to ask how much it will cost to be just. 

Mr. BECK. Therefore, the Senator admits, as I understand, that 
he did not know what it would cost, and he will not now say that he 
believed it would cost even $100 006,000, nor half of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I say that if I had known it would have cost 
$500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000, I would have voted for it, and I will 
vote to-day to repeal the limitation. 

Mr. BECK. At the same time the Senator admits that he did not 
believe it would cost one-tenth part of what it hascost. Thirty mill- 
ion dollars was then the maximum, $350,000,000 now is the minimum ; 
and there is not one man who voted for that bill who would have voted 
for it if he had not been absolutely ignorant in regard to the working 
of that law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand the Senator to assert that I said 
during the debate that I did not expect it would cost over $30,000,000? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BECK. I said that the maximum that anybody believed 
would be required during that debate was $30,000,000; $19,000,000 
and $20,000,000 were the highest sums named as probable; and to 
show what Senators thought about it I will read what was said by 
tha Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MoRRILL,] who took part in that 
debate and who is as careful a Senator perhaps as there is on this 
floor. He said: 


Mr. President, I Pe to vote for this bill or something of the kind, but I trust 
the Senate is not to deterred from perfecting a bill t is to take fifteen or 
twenty millions out of the Treasury by any fear lest any proper amendment shall 
not be adopted by the other House. There is ample time for its consideration 
there, and it is entirely unfounded to or that any proper amendment which 
may be made to this bill will not be received with favor by the other House. 

I understand, nearly all the pensions that have been granted are to be reopened 
and a new account taken by the missioner of Pensions. Itis not re reopen 
the cases that have been barred by the one and three and five years’ limitation, but 
it is to reopen those which have been granted from the time the record of proof was 
made in the office instead of from the time of the disability; and I think that the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions is mistaken in su ing that the pensions 
which have been se tely granted peCerernain special il not be reopened. 
I am very sure that in regard to all ose acts which have been passed coin 
eye the time of the passage of this bill there will be a presentation o 

e claim of each and every one of them for arrears of pension commencing from 
the time when the disability occurred. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. MorRit. I am going to talk only a few moments, and I prefer to go on with 


what I have to say. 

Under these with a bill before us that is to take out of the Treas- 
ury so much as the chairman of the Committee on Pensions has asserted, eighteen 
or twenty millions, I think it is entirely prudent on the part of the Senate to make 
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any just and proper amendment. For instance, it occurs to me that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions is at the present time two years behindband in taking up the 
cases that have already been } in his . Now, how is he to goon with 
this vast addition to the labors of that office unless we give him a greater force ! 

this bill, I am in favor of giving the Commissioner of Pensions 
number of clerks to enable him to execute the provisions of this act. 
Another thing I desire to call the attention of the Senate to—the amount of bur- 
den that is to be imposed upon the Treasury. I suppose not all Senators are aware 


that our expenses have been much greater for the past six months than for the 
—_ nd six months in the previous year. I will just read to the Senate 
w 


condition of facts is in relation to the position of the Treasury as to im- 
posing further burdens upon it at this time. 

The expenses for the six months ending respectively December 31, 1877, and De- 
cember 31, 1878, were for 1877 $136,053,399.83 and for 1878 $141, 167,879.08, Ourordi- 
nary expenditures for the last six months exceed those ef the co nding six 
months of the previous year by nearly $13,000,000, including the award under the 
Halifax commission ; so that instead of having a surplus as we had last year of 
over $14,000,000, the present year’s surplus will be only $7,138,720. 

If this bill is to —_ in my judgment, instead of imposing it upon the Treasury 
with a clear apprehension that there is to be a deficit, we ought to provide that 
the Treasury may issue bonds in sufficient amount to cover this additional burden. 
I shall not propose such an amendment as that, but I clearly think that it is the 
duty of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions to consider that matter. I 
shall propose, if the bill is to become a law, that we give the Commissioner of Pen- 
gene - additional increase of clerks to enable him to execute the provisions of 

6 act. 


I venture to declare that the Senator from Vermont if he was ques- 
tioned now would say that he was opposing that bill because he 
thought $20,000,000 was a large sum, and that that was all that he 
had the least suspicion during the debate and at the time he voted 
the bill proposed to take out of the Treasury at any time, and so did 
nine-tenths of the members of the Senate, Do you think if the Sen- 
ator from Vermont had been told that $350,000,000 or $500,000,000 
was the sum,it would have received his vote or the vote of nine- 
tenths of the Senate? The bill would have been carefully examined, 
and you would have had it asserting that every man calling for a pen- 
sion should go before a court or some competent tribunal, and not 
by mere ex parte affidavits worked up by pension agents present his 
claim. 


We had another debate, and an extremely careful Senator, who was. 
then chairman of the Committee on Pensions, took part in it—the 
late Senator from Virginia, General Withers. On February 1, 1881, 
this was the way he spoke of the present law: 


We have the assurances of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Pensions for several years, certainly for four years or more, that the present 
system is burdensome to those who are engaged in administering it, unjust to pen- 
sioners and unjust to the Government, inasmuch as no adequaté protection exists 
against fraudulent claims, the testimon Seles wholly ex parte in every one of 
these cases. To-day we have a pension bill which appropriates $50,000,000 to the 
payment of this class of claims. I undertake to assert here to-day that the Gov- 
ernment is not protected in the slightest degree against frauds for the payment of 
the whole of this vast amount of money. 


That gentleman was the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
and an extremely carefulman. There was not in the Senate any one 
more willing to give every honest pensioner every dollar that he was 
entitled to. He pressed his pension bills, individually and collect- 
ively, whenever he felt they were just, as earnestly as any Senator 
could be desired to do; and yet he said on the floor of the Senate: 


To-day we have a pension bill which appropriates $50,000,000 to the payment of 
this class of claims. I undertake to as: here —— that the Government is not 
protected in the slightest degree against frauds for the payment of the whole of 
this vast amount of money. 


He said further: 


A collusion between two or three parties only can present a claim to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions for a pension which is so perfect in all its parts that it will 
not challenge investigation, and it will be p upon favorably and ex necessitate 
rei. Surely, then, it is the part of wisdom for Congress to devise some method by 
which this great danger can be averted, and by which the claims of pensioners 
themselves can receive that fair, im: , and prompt consideration which their 
services to the country so richly entitle them to expect. 


Again he said : 


It is therefore in the interest of the honest pensioner and of the Government 
alike, and the only classes of person who are injured by it will be the dishonest 
pensioners and the dishonest claimante whose facilities for fraudulent claims 
will be very much curtailed if this amendment should become a law, and the pen- 
sion-claim agents who os around this city and have been lobbying so actively 
for so many months to defeat the passage of this bill. 

It will be readily understood by Senators who have paid any attention to the 
character of the memorials and petitions which are daily presented that there are, 
perhaps I might say, two machines in operation intended to influence the decision 
of this body upon the bill which has just been moved as an amendment. The 
pension-claim agents of this city appeared before the Committee on Pensions 
when this bill was under consideration. They were granted a fall and free hear- 
ing, and for days wy the attention of that committee in ents against 
the provisions of this bill. Every facility was afforded them of representing their 
side of the question, but when it wasseen that if this bill were to go into effect they 
become at once ins cant in the prosecution of a claim ; when gentlemen who 
came before us and ¢ to represent 40,000 pension claims recognized the fact 
that if this bill should be Othello's occupation would be gone, and that the 
opportunity of erecting tial residences in our cities on the its derived from 
such business would no longer exist, it is not remarkable that they should a 
they would. be more or less than human if they did not oppose-—with = t and 

in the enactment of a provision which would interfere so seriously with their 
business and with their profits. 

What has been the consequence of thisactivity? Blank forms of es have 
been circulated all over the country far and wide to every correspondent that they 

and they come up here every morning from the East and from the West, from 
the North and from the South, and no matter how widely may be the 
localities from which they hail, every one of them has prec the same phrase- 
ology. one of these petitions, therefore, has emanated from the pension 
agents of this city or others interested with them in perpetuating the existing 
condition of things. 


That was the language of the chairman of the Pensions Committee 
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of the last Con , himself as careful a Senator as could very well 
be found an Ce al as willing to vote for pensions. " 

Now, Mr. ident, I have been gathering up these facts hurriedly 
and have not been able yet to examine the report of the present Com- 
missioner of Pensions as I would like to. If the Senate will give me 
twenty or thirty minutes to-morrow morning, or some other time, I 
would be obliged, as I only seek to state my objections to this bill 
fairly. 

Mn INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Cm GARLAND in the chair.) Does 
the Senator from Kentucky yield ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING oFFICER. Before putting the question the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (8S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. The 
Senator from Kansas moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of exeeutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and five 
aninutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 16, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to callup at this time the 
privileged question of the report of the Committee on Rules, which 
was laid over for one day. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What is the regular order ? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order would be the call of States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that the call of States be proceeded 
with, and the report of the Committee on Rules can be taken up 
after that is completed. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, this is a privileged question on the 
report from the Committee on Rules. Under the rules the regular 
order is the call of States, but this being a privileged question, it 
comes up now in preference to the régular order, and therefore I call 
it up for immediate consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will not the gentleman from New 
Jersey allow the call of States to be proceeded with before this priv- 
ileged eee is taken up? 

The SPEAKER. The question which the gentleman from New 
Jersey submits is a question of privilege under the rules. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The regular order is the call of States. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged question under Rule IX. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I have asked the gentleman from 
New Jersey to allow the call of States to be proceeded with first. 

Mr. ROBESON. The call of States can be continued after this 
privileged question is disposed of. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Butnoone knows whenthat “after” 
is to be. 

Mr. ROBESON. Allthat I need to say is that the regular order, as 
I have already stated, is the call of States for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions. We have now upon the files of the House 
nearly three thousand bills, which have been referred to the various 


committees, and this report from the Committee on Rules is a propo- 


sition to increase the working force of several of the committees and 
thus enable them to give proper consideration to some of the numer- 
ous bills now pending. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. McCOOK. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOOK. I — that we are all anxious to hear what the 
gentleman from New Jersey has to - 3 in reference to this matter, 
and hope he will address himself to the House, so that we may be 
able to hear him. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What is the question before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the adoption of 
the report made by the Committee on Rules, which the Chair holds 
to be a question of privilege. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My point oforder is that the rule 
imperatively prescribes that Monday, after the reading of the Journal, 
shall be devoted to the call of States. I ask that Rule XXIV be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that; but as against a 
question of privilege it is not imperative. The privileged question 
submitted by the gentleman from New Jersey is in order under Rule IX. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Before the Chair makes that de- 
cision I hope he will cause Rules IX and XXIV to be read for the in- 
formation of the House. 
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The SPEAKER. In response to the gentleman from Illinois, the 
Chair will state that the report of the Committee on Rules came into 
the House and went over for one day on objection being made. That 
report relates to the organization of the House, whichis a privileged 

uestion. 
¥ Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then it must come in as unfinished 
business, and in that event it would not be in order except after the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. It is not unfinished business, because the House 
has not yet entered into the consideration of the report. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to ask, if the report submitted by the gentleman from New 
Jersey shall consume the entire day, when will the time come for the 
introduction of bills? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair hold this report to be a privi- 
leged question ? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Michigan again state 
his parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I wish to ask, if the consideration 
of the proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey shall consume 
—_ day, what opportunity there will be for the introduction 
of bills 

The SPEAKER. The call of States will be proceeded with when 
the privileged question is disposed of. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Ifthe privileged question consumes 
the entire day, what time will there be for the introduction of bills? 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
raises a question of order, to which I would like to respond briefly 
without losing anything of my right to the floor on this question. 
He claims that by the rules of the House the regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of States, which cannot be changed except by a sus- 
— of the rules of the House, or by the intervention of a privi- 

edged question. Now a privileged question is not always a question 

of privilege. A question of privilege is a question which has some 
inherent privilege in itself, and which comes = as a question of 
privilege, notwithstanding the rule. Buta privileged question is a 
question which, on account of its relation to other questions, or some 
action of the House in relation to it, has a privilege to interpose 
itself, in spite of the regular order. A question which relates to the 
oganization of the House is a privileged qo rather than a ques- 
tion of privilege. It is a question of such high privilege that it can 
come up now and interpose, notwithstanding the regular order would 
bring up something else. When I rise to make a motion to adjourn 
I present a privileged motion. When I rise to fix the time to adjourn 
I present a privileged question, since all privileged questions are 
those questions which are privileged, so that they can come up out 
of the regular order. 

Mr. HOUSE. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOUSE. I understand the Chair has already decided the 
question which the gentleman from New Jersey is arguing. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. The question 
before the House is on the adoption of the report made by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. If the Chair has decided that ques- 
tion, I raise the question of consideration, to see whether or not the 
House is willing that we shall lose this day for the introduction of 
bills. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, it is in order, I understand, to 
move to postpone the privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not at present. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The question of highest privilege that comes 
before this House may be postponed, and I moye to postpone this 
privileged question until the States shall have been called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
has raised the question of consideration, which meets in another way 
what the gentleman from Georgia has in view. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam sorry the Chair decided this matter 
almost prematurely; for in doing so he overrules the action of our 
last Speaker. The last Speaker held—and I am sure the present 
Speaker himself would say—that the call of States on Monday morn- 
ing was a matter of such high moment that he would not even inter- 
rupt it by submitting a request for unanimous consent to take up 
other business. This is not unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair would hold the 
same thing. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I was about to say this is not unfinished 
business, for the House never entered upon its consideration. Now 
the question of consideration is raised. I do not see how that ques- 
tion can be raised here. For unless we enter upon this matter now, 
and if the States are called for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions, then something else follows; a motion to suspend the 
rules follows. The gentleman from New Jersey cannot get this mat- 
ter in properly to-day, and ought to postpone it until to-morrow. I 
would not like to see the rulings heretofore changed without some 
good and sufficient reason. 

The SPEAKER. While the Chair would hold the rule to be sacred 
which provides for the call of States on Monday, there are many 
privileged questions that would intervene between the reading of 
the Journal and the call of States. The gentleman from Michigan 
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States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Public Health, and ordered to be printed. 
STREAMS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2815) to provide 
for a report regarding the condition of certain streams in Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL H. LOCKETT. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2816) to remove 
the legal and political disabilities of Samuel H. Lockett, of Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and erdered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. ad to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC HALPERN. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2818) for the relief of Isaac 
Halpern; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDING OF AN ARMY BOARD. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, (by request, ) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2819) to carry into effect the finding of the Army board convened 
under Special Order No, 228, Department of Washington, dated Sep- 
tember 13, 1864, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


reaches the point, as the Chair understands, which the gentleman 
from Georgia desires to reach, by say raising the question of con- 
sideration. The question, then, is, Will the House now consider the 
privileged question, which is the report of the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I desire to say one word further. Whenever a 
question of — or a privileged question of the highest charac- 
ter is presented it does take precedence of everything else unless it 
is postponed by a vote of the House. Now, sir, Ido not, as the gen- 
tleman from Michigan does, raise the question of consideration, but 
this privileged question being before us, as announced by the Chair, 
I move to postpone its consideration until the States shall have been 
called. 

Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will listen to the gentleman in one 
moment. The Chair desires to say a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Georgia. A proposition being before the House—and, as the 
Chair holds, this proposition may now come before the House—the 
gentleman from Georgia submits a motion to postpone the considera- 
tion of the privileged question until afterthe callof States. TheChair 
willstate that that is reached under our present rule by simply raising 
the question of consideration, unless the gentleman from Georgia 
desires by his motion to fix another day for taking up the consider- 
ation of this subject. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The whole question is reached by 
my motion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have moved to postpone the privileged ques- 
tion until after the States are called. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. My object in raising the question 
of consideration is to give an opportunity for the introduction of 
bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion the motion to postpone 
is not in order except when the subject is being considered and 
being debated. It is so stated in the rule. The Chair will now 
hear the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL. ] 

Mr. HASKELL. I merely desired to say what the Speaker has 
already stated, that this question of consideration takes precedence 
of everything. If a gentleman upon the floor raises it upon the 
threshold of new business, or in regard to unfinished business, it is 
the ranking motion of all motions, and must be decided first. If the 
House decides that it will now consider the privileged question, it 
has answered the whole question as to whether to postpone or to lay 
on the table, or what to do with it; and the question then comes up 
under the order of the House that it will now consider it. If the 
House says it will not now consider it, then it might be in order to 
move for its consideration at some future time. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry to obtain 
information. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KELLEY. If this matter comes before the House for action, 
will it be in order to submit an amendment for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question which the Chair cannot an- 
swer at the present stage ef the matter. The question is, Will the 
House now consider the report of the Committee on Rules? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused now to consider the report. 

The SPEAKER. As the regular order, this being Monday, the 
Chair, as required by the rules, will now call the States and Terri- 
tories in alphabetical order for the presentation of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference. Under this call joint and con- 
current resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legisla- 
tures can be presented and appropriately referred; and resolutions 
of inquiry directed to heads of Executive Departments are in order 
for reference to the appro priate committees, which latter resolutions 
are to be reported to the House within one week. 

The Chair desires to state that it is the request of the Clerk that 
gentlemen introducing bills should put their own names upon them 
for convenience in making up the record. 






























DESERT-LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2820) to extend the 
time for making proof and payment on desert-land entries; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2821) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain 
States and Territories;” which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 















SCHOOL LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2822) to enable the 
State of California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections found to be mineral lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WALLACE MORE. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2823) for the relief 
of the heirs of Thomas Wallace More; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKLIN GROUNDS. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2824) for the relief 
of William Franklin Grounds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. REXFORD. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2825) for the relief of 
Captain William H. Rexford ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
























A. P. JACKSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2826) for the relief of 
‘A. P. Jackson and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 










LETTER CANCELING AND POSTMARKING MACHINE. 


Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2811) authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to purchase and adopt the Leavitt letter cancel- 
ing and postmarking machine; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES KING. 


Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 2812) granting a 
nee gp to James King; which was read a first and second time, re- 
oa cared the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLEAR LAKE, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2827) to survey and 
improve Clear Lake, in the State of California; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 







AMBROSE EVANS. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2828) for the relief 
of Ambrose Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARID LANDS IN COLORADO. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2829) to provide for 
leasing the desert or arid lands of the United States located in the 
State of Colorado; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

TITLE OF INDIAN LANDS IN COLORADO. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2830) relating to 
lands in Colorado lately occupied by the Uncompahgre and ite 
River Ute Indians; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 












Cc. F. PERRY AND E. GILMER. 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2813) for the relief of 
Columbus F. Perry and Elizabeth Gilmer; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
te be printed. 


INFECTIOUS AND CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 
_ Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2814) to prevent the 
introduction of infectious and contagious diseases into the United 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, NORWICH, CONNECTICUT. Mrs. Ellen Call Long and Mrs. Mary K. Brevard; which was read a 
Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R, No. 2831) for the erection of a | first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 

public building at Norwich, Connecticut; which was read a first and | OTdered te be printed. 

second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. MOSELEY, DECEASED. 


Grounds, and ordered to be printed. Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill H. R. No. 2848) for the relief 
RICHARD F. LOPER. of the estate of William D. Moseley, deceased; which was read a first 
Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2832) for the relief of | 24 second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
Richard F. Loper; which was read a first and second time, referred | to be printed. 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. ANNA LUCAS, 
FRANCES THATCHER. . Mr. peng arene — (H. R. No. 2849) ~~ ee “a 
Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2833) granting a pen- es os ae (ade aed at Se coment Seine, Renee eh ene 
sion to Miss Frances Thatcher; which was read 2 first and aciee Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 
printed. Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2850) to repeal section 
RUSSELL LAMPHERE. 3480 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2834) for the relief of | teferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
Russell Lamphere; which was read a first and second time, referred to MOSES R. RUSSELL. 


the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2851) for the relief 
MARY SHAY. of Moses R. Russell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 2835) granting a pen- | to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
sion to Mrs. Mary Shay; which was read a first and second time, STEAMBOAT AND BARGE CANAL. 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be Mr. BLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2852) granting the right 
printed. of way for a steamboat and barge canal to the Atlantic and Mexican 
Gulf Canal Company of Georgia and Florida through the lands and 
waters of the United States along said canal route ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. MUNNERLYN. 


Mr. BLACK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2853) for the relief of 
John D. Munnerlyn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL JOHN E. SMITH. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2854) author- 
izing the President to place Colonel John E. Smith upon the retired 
list with the rank and pay of a brigadier-general; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CORNWELL 8. ROE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2855) 

granting a pension to Cornwell S. Roe; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PROPAGATION OF SALT-WATER FISH. 

Mr. WAIT alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 2836) to protect the propa- 
gation of salt-water fish; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FISHERY LICENSES, 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 94) relating 
to fishery licenses; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NORWICH AND NEW YORK TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2837) for the relief of 
the Norwich and New York Transportation Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

UNLADING OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2838) relating to the 
unlading of foreign vessels; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNLOADING OF GUANO. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 95) regard- 
ing the unloading of vessels with cargoes of guano from foreign ports 
and places; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ADELAIDE T. HOLTON. 


Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2839) granting an increase 


a 


NORTH CHICAGO ROLLING-MILL COMPANY. 


Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2856) for the Telief of 
the North Chicago Rolling-Mill Company ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN W. CHICKERING. 

Mr. ALDRICH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2857) 

for the relief of John W. Chickering; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


of pension to Adelaide T. Holton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


SIDNEY F. OVIATT. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2840) for the relief of 
Sidney F. Oviatt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARVIN H. AMESBURY. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2841) for the relief 
of Marvin H. Amesbury; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F, SELLECK. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2842) for the relief 
of George F. Selleck; which was read a tirst and second time, referred 
te the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. REPEAL OF STAMP TAX ON BANK-CHECKS, ETC. 


JOHN MANTLE. Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2860) 
Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2843) for the relief | to repeal the stathp tax on bank-checks, matches, and all articles 
of John Mantle ; which was read a first and secend time, referred to | mentioned in Schedule A following section 3437 of the Revised 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to printed. Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and second 
ar Ue sy F time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
CHARLES WATERHOUSE. be printed. : 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2844) for the relief of | 

Charles Waterhouse ; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. amend sections 4132, 4219, and 4220, of the Revised Statutes; which 


JAMES CALER. was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2845) for the relief of | 22d Means, and ordered to be printed. 


James Caler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS IN CONTESTED CASES. 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2862) 
ANNIE B. RICHARDSON. to amend sections 38 and 39 of chapter 4 of the Revised Statutes, 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2846) granting a relating to the compensation of Members and Delegates in cases of 
pension to Annie B. Richardson; which was read a first and second | contested elections ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be | to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
printed. JORDAN RICHARDSON, 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2863) granting a pen- 
sion to Jordan Richardson ; which was read a first and second time, 


DANIEL WILLBERG. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2858) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Willberg; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAXES UPON DEPOSITS. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2859) 
to repeal the law imposing taxes upon the deposits and capital of 
banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON VESSELS. 
Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, also introduced a bilk(H. R. No. 2861) to 


ELLEN CALL LONG, ETC. 
Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2847) for the relief of 























referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ENLARGEMENT OF ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 

Mr. CULLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2864) to provide for the 
improvement of the Illinois River and for enlarging the Illinois and 
Michigan Canal; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA DILLER. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2865) pains pen- 
sion to Anna Diller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS MIDDLETON. 

Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2866) for the relief of 
Thomas Middleton ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SHERWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2867) to amend 
section 2148 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD KRAEMER. 

Mr. HAWK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2868) grant- 
ing a pension to Edward Kraemer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CRIME AND PUNISHMENT FOR BIGAMY. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2869) to define the crime 
of bigamy and to provide for the trial and punishment of offenders 
thereunder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST UNITED STATES. 

Mr. ORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2870) providing for the 
adjudication of claims against the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPITOL, NORTH O STREET AND SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY. 

Mr. HEILMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2871) to provide for 
the extension of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington 
Railway ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Cemmittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HAWTHORNE. 

Mr. DE MOTTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2872) to increase the 
pension of James Hawthorne; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 























CAPTAIN LEWIS STODDARD. 


Mr. DE MOTTE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2873) for the relief 
of Captain Lewis Stoddard ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY BEACH. 

Mr. DE MOTTE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2874) granting a 
pension to Henry Beach; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 






PUBLIC BUILDING, RICHMOND, INDIANA. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2875) for the purchase of 
suitable grounds in the city of Richmond, in the State of Indiana, 
and the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, Uni- 
ted States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and 








priating money for said purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REGISTRATION OF VOTERS IN UTAH. 


Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2876) providing for the 

registration of electors in the Territory of Utah, and for other pur- 
Bes. 

The SPEAKER. What disposition does the gentleman from In- 
diana desire to have made of this bill? 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask its reference to the Committee on Elections. 
This is a bill providing for a registration law in the Territory of 
Utah, and I think it properly comes within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. Therule provides, asthe gentleman from Indiana 
is aware, that all proposed legislation relating to the selection of 
members is properly referred to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. CALKINS. SoI admit; but this bill refers to the election of 
a Delegate, but refers to other features as well. Since it provides, 
however, for the election of a Delegate, it brings it within the scope 
of the rule, and I ask its reference to the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection it will he so referred. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 
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for the use of other United States officers in said city, and appro- |. 





WILLIAM M. MEREDITH. 
Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2877) for the relief of 


William M. Meredith; which was read a first and’second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SEAMEN OF MEXICAN WAR. 
Mr. HOLMAN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 


Indiana, in favor of pensioning the soldiers and seamen of the Mex- 
ican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


LAND GRANTS. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2878) in relation to 


land grants; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WOMEN AS STUDENTS IN COLUMBIA HOSPITAL. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2879) providing for the admission of women to clinics and as resident 
students in Columbia Hospital for Women in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


H. M. SAILORS. 
Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2880) for the relief of H. 


M. Sailors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA BASTIN, 
Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2881) granting a pension to 


Martha Bastin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR MORTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. PEELLE introduced a joint resolution (H. R, No. 96) granting 


condemned cannon to the Morton Monumental Association; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA HAMMER, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2882) grant- 
ing a pension to Maria Hammer ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered ‘to 


be printed. ’ 


RICHARD M. BOWLER. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 97) for the 
relief of Richard M. Bowler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OFFICIAL STENOGRAPHERS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2883) to provide 
for the appointment of official stenographers for the courts of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST UNITED STATES, 

Mr. McCOID (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2884) 
providing for the ascertainment of claims against the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES AD INTERIM. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2885) providing for 
the election of President and Vice-President for the unexpired term 
in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the 
Prestilent and Vice-President, and declaring the officer that shall act 
as acting President ad interim; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Law respecting the Election of 
President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON HEMP, JUTF, ETC. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2886) to increase 
the duty on hemp, jute, and flax goods; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DARIUS M. SEAMAN. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2887) granting 
a pension to Darius M. Seaman; which was read a first son second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EZRA A. HOSKINS. 

Mr. CARPENTER aiso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2888) for the 
relief of Ezra A. Hoskins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN GARAGHTY. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2889) for the 
relief of John Garaghty; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2890) to amend 

the pension laws of the United States; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 
SUSiN CRAFT. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2891) granting 
a pension to Susan Craft; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW J. WELCH. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2892) granting 
a pension to Andrew J. Welch; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 2893) to quiet 
title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M. BACON. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2894) for the 
relief of James M. Bacon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. < 

MARION FENWICK. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2895) for the relief of 
Marion Fenwick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED A. QUINN. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2896) for the relief 
of Alfred A. Quinn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SEAMANS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2897) to increase 
the pension of William Seamans; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RUFUS ROSS. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2898) for the relief of 
Rufus Rossy which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2899) granting a 
pension to Amos Williamson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BETTY YOST MARSHALL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2900) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Betty Yost Marshall; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. CASTLE. 

Mr. PHISTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2901) granting a pen- 
sion to James F.. Castle; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RESTORATION OF INCOME TAX. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2902) to restore to 
Simpson County court of Kentucky a certain amount of money 
illegally collected for an income tax; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES W. HERNDON. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2963) for the 
relief of James W. Herndon, administrator; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA FRIZBLL, 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2904) for the 
relief of Mrs, Eliza Frizell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIAN THURMOND. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2905) for the 
relief of Mrs. Marian Thurmond ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MONUMENT TO PRESIDENT ZACHARY TAYLOR. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 98) for the 
erection of a monument over the grave of Zachary Taylor near Louis- 
a Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2906) to regulate com- 
merce among the States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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UNITED STATES COURTS OF LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2907) to provide a 
June term for the United States courts ot Louisville, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SUITS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2908) to enable cer- 
tain persons to sue in United States courts without payment of or 
security for costs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2909) to amend sec- 
tion 3221 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

KATE WILHARLITZ. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2910) granting a pen- 
sion to Kate Wilharlitz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GERMAN NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2911) for the relief 
of the German National Bank of Louisville, Kentucky ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF KUNIGUNDA A. MILLER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2912) granting relief 
to the heirs of Kunigunda A. Miller, deceased ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANN SHEFFIELD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2913) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Ann Sheffield; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

F, STITZEL & BROTHER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2914) for the relief 
of F. Stitzel & Brother; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FELIX ROBERTS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2915) to increase the 
pension of Felix Roberts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM BENNETT. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2916) granting a 
pension to William Bennett; which was read a first and second time; 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPIL HAXTHAUSEN. 

Mr. WILLIS aiso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2917) for the relief 
of Joseph Haxthausen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALLIE T. WARD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2918) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sallie T. Ward; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FELIX ROBERTS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2919) for the relief 
of Felix Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK CRANE. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2920) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick Crane; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAW. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2921) 
to amend the internal-revenue laws ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2922) to advance the rank 
and increase the pay of third-class or auxiliary letter-carriers, and to 
repeal section 3 of the act of February 21, 1879 ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ATCHAFALAYA RIVER. 

Mr. DARRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2923) extending the 
operations of the Light-House Board over the Atchafalaya River and 
its tributaries in Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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CONVENTION WITH HAWAII. 


Mr. DARRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2924) to terminate 
the convention or treaty of June 3, 1875, with his majesty the King 
of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH A. BRILEY. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2925) for the relief of Joseph 
A. Briley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARA H. FLOWER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. KING alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 2926) for the relief of Clara 
H. Flower, Charles M. Flower, Frank 8. Flower, William Flower, and 
D. Sprigg Flower; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGE ADVOCATES OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2927) to remove a discrim- 
ination against the Corps of Judge Advocates of the Army; which 
was read a first and second time, (the second reading being in full 
on demand of Mr. VAN VoorHIs, ) referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RED RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2928) extending the 
operations of the Light-House Board over the Red River in Louisiana 
and making an appropriation therefor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS SAINT JOHN AND SAINT FRANCIS RIVERS. 


Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2929) for the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Saint John and Saint Francis Rivers where 
they form the boundary between the State of Maine and the Province 
of New Brunswick ; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB PALMER. 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2930) granting a pension to 
Jacob Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. LADD also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Maine, asking Congress to pension the veterans of the 
Mexican and Aroostook wars; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. LADD also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Maine, in favor of the French spoliation claims; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign irs. 


BIDS FOR CONTRACTS, WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2931) to amend chapter 58, 
volume 20, United States Statutes at Large, entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Secretary of War to prescribe rules and regulations to 
be observed in the preparation, submission, and opening of bids for 
contracts under the War Department”; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JACOB BRUBAKER. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2932) fer the relief of 
Jacob Brubaker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INDEXING LAND RECORDS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2933) to provide for 
the indexing of the land records of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVED SYSTEM OF INDEXING. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2934) providing for 
an improved system forindexing the land records of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND ATLANTIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2935) to authorize 
the Washington and Atlantic Railroad Company to extend arailroad 
into and within the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. URNER. I move the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Distriet of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. A similar bill was referred by the action of the 
House to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. URNER. This bill provides for the granting of aright of way 
to a railroad through the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states, on motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. NEAL, ] chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, it refused to change the reference of a similar bill from the 
Committee on Railways and Canals to the Committee on the District 
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of Columbia. The Chair would regard itself instructed by that action 
= — the reference of this bill to the Committee on Railways and 

anals, , 

Mr. URNER. But is not my motion in order that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the motion to the House, 
adding that under a previous decision of the House a similar bill was 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. URNER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 54, noes 14. 

So, no further count being demanded, the bill was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 2936) to extend the 
time of filing claims before the Court of Claims; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H: R. No. 2937) to 
extend the time of payment of special assessments, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS EVANS, 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2938) 
for the relief of Thomas Evans; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

EMERY ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2939) to 
refund the M. G. Emery assessments; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MACHINE FOR MOLDING POTTERY. 


Mr. McLANE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2940) to provide for the 
extension of letters-patent for an improvement in machines for mold- 
ing pottery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. , 

JAMES HOOPER. 

Mr. MCLANE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2941) for the relief 
of James Hooper; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. McLANE. I move the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. McLANE. 
the Geneva award. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, although the Chair has some doubt of that being the proper 
reference. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Is it not a claim? 
It provides for the distribution of the balance of 


DANIEL JAMISON. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2942) granting a 
pension to Daniel Jamison ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABRAHAM BRAFMAN. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2943) to relieve 
Abraham Brafman from a forfeiture under the internal-revenue laws ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I move the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. / 

-Mr. RANDALL. That refers to a forfeiture under the internal-rev- 
enue laws, and such bills have heretofore gone to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Thisbill provides merely forrefanding money 
eae collected from Abraham Brafman, and I move its reference 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania move its 
reference to the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, 
was received, announcing that the Senate had passed, without amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriation for the payment 
of the final expenses of the tenth census; also, that the Senate had 
passed a bill (S. No, 308) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the most accessible point within five 
miles above the city of Saint Charles, Missouri; and also, that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 546) to restore certain articles of 
silverware to Mrs. Isabella 8S. McRae; in which bills the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


LANCASTER NATIONAL BANK. 
Mr. NORCROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2944) authorizing the 
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Lancaster National Bank of Lancaster, Massachusetts, to change its 

location and name; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
LANDS AND MATERIAL TAKEN BY THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BOWMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2945) to authorize the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to settle claims for use and occu- 
pation of lands taken by the military forces of the United States, and 
claims for timber and other material used in the construction of for- 
tifications; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT FRANK BAKER. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2946) for the relief of 
Lieutenant Frank Baker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM BEATTIE AND JAMES BEATTIE, JR. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2947) to reimburse Will- 
iam Beattie and James Beattie, jr., for expenditures in the construc- 
tion of light-houses and sea-walls during the years 1866, 1867, and 
1868; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HALIFAX FISHERIES AWARD. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, presented a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 99) requesting the President to give notice to Great Britain of the 
termination of certain provisions of the treaty of Washington relat- 
ing to the fisheries; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF CERTAIN STEAMSHIP COMPANIES. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, (by request, ) also presented a joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 100) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign steamship com- 
panies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage duties; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY S. PORTER. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2948) 
for the relief of Mrs. Mary 8S. Porter; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PHEBE YORK. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 2949) for 
the relief of Mrs. Phebe York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY WILSON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2950) 
for the relief of Henry Wilson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NELLIE J. WILKINS. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2951) granting a pen- 
sion to Nellie J. Wilkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NEW YORK AND NEW ENGLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2952) for the relief of the 
New York and New England Railroad Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A. P. BURDITT AND JAMES FISK. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2953) for the relief 
ef A. P. Burditt and James Fisk ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FLEXIBLE COVER POSTAL CARDS. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2954) to provide for a pos- 
tal card with flexible cover to conceal the message written thereon ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN EDMOND G. FECHSET. 

Mr. RICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2955) to correct the record 
of Captain Edmond G. Fechét; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN MORRISON. 


Mr. RICH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2956) 
granting a pension to John Morrison; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WALLACE E. H. POWELSON. 

Mr. SPAULDING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2957) for tlie relief 
of Wallace E. H. Powelson; which was read a first and second time, 
— to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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WELLINGTON V. HEUSTED. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2958) for the 
relief of Wellington V. Heusted; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. , 

WIFE A WITNESS IN BIGAMY TRIALS. 

Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2959) to make the wife 
a competent witness in trials for bigamy in the Territories of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 5352 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2960) to amend 
section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in refer- 
ence to bigamy, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOSEPH ROBERT. 

Mr. WILLITS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2961) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Joseph Robert ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. H. LE ROY. 

Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2962) granting a pen- 
sion to W. H. Le Roy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ACCOUNTS BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2963) to settle 
certain accounts between the United States and the State of Michi- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVIGATION OF PORTAGE LAKE. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2964) to provide 
for preserving and protecting the navigation of Portage Lake, Lake 
Superior, Michigan ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT WITH POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2965) 
to enable the Secretary of the Interior to make final settlement with 
the Pottawatomie Indians in Michigan and Indiana under treaty 
stipulations existing with them ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNIE W. OSBORNE. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2966) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie W. Osborne; which was read a first and second tkne, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM S. GRANT. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2967) for therelief 
of William 8. Grant ; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE E. SIMONS. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2968) granting a 
pension to Jennie E. Simons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES H. GORGIUS. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2969) to remove 
the charge of desertion oe Charles H. Gorgius; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. BROOME. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2970) granting a 
pension to John M. Broome; which was read a first andsecond time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EMORY WILLIAMS. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2971) granting a 
pension to Emory Williams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

L. P. FLUKE. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2972) for the relief of L. 
P. Fluke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MINNESOTA RIVER. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 101) fix- 
ing the head of navigation of the Minnesota River, in the State of 
Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITING. 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2978) for the relief 
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of William H, Whiting; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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GEORGE E. DAY. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2974) to correct the 
record of George E. Day; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. GREENLEAF. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2975) for the relief 
of William H. Greenleaf; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SYVERT A. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2976) granting a pen- 
sion to Syvert A. Anderson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2977) to make the Agri- 
cultural Department an Executive Department and to enlarge its 
duties and powers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


JACKSON BRISCOE. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2978) for the relief 
of Jackson Briscoe ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED HOUSTON. 

Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2979) for the relief 
of Alfred Houston; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS WOLFSKIL. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2980) 
granting a pension to Dennis Wolfskil; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS FOR HORSES AND EQUIPMENTS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2981) 
to extend the time for filing claims for horses and a lost b 
officers and enlisted men in the service of the United States; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2982) 
to retire national-bank notes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENDERSON C, LEACH. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2983) for the relief of 
Henderson C. Leach; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


P. F. LONERGAN. 
Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2984) for the relief 
of P. F. Lonergan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES V. BODINE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2985) grant- 
ing a pension to James V. Bodine; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LINDSAY MURDOCH. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2986) for 
the relief of Lindsay Murdoch; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BOUNTIES TO HEIRS OF COLORED TROOPS. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2987) providing for the pay- 
ment of bounties to the heirs of colored troops serving in the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EPHRAIM PORTER. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2988) granting a pen- 
sion to Ephraim Porter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM LOCKHART. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2989) granting a pension 
to William Lockhart ; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH LINES. 


Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2990) to establish pos- 
tal telegraph lines in the United States; which was read a first and 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


A23 


second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT SMITH. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2991) for the relief of Robert Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER SMILEY. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2992) for the relief of 
Alexander Smiley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL A. LOWE. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2993) for the relief 
of Samuel A. Lowe ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRACTIONAL PAPER CURRENCY. 

Mr. HASELTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2994) to coin and regu- 
late a fractional paper currency; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. D. MORRISON. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2995) directing the pay- 
ment of a certain award in favor of James R. D. Morrison; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. CASSIDY also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to communicate to this 
House the decision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office declaring the land 
grant made to the Northern Pacific Railroad lapsed under the operation of the law 
granting the same; and also the full text of the decision, order, or instructions of his 

redecessor, Hon. Carl Schurz, overruling the decision of the Commissioner of the 
neral Land Office, and restoring the grant of lands to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road without reference of the subject to the consideration of Congress; and that 
he be further requested to communicate all papers, orders, correspondence, and 
memoranda in his Department touching or relating to the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office, the order of the Secretary of the Interior overruling the 


same, and the decision of the Secretary of the Interior a and confirming to 
the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company said grant of land to it. 


LANDS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2996) to open to 
settlement and entry certain lands in the State of Nebraska with- 
drawn by executive order for military purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREMONT, ELK HORN VALLEY AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 2997) granting 
right of way to the Fremont, Elk Horn Valley and Missouri River 
Railroad Company across the Niobrara military reservation in the 
State of Nebraska, and authorizing the sale of a portion of said res- 
ervation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. BROWN. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2998) for the 
relief of Charles E. Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES P. PECK AND REUBEN WOOD. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2999) for the 
relief of James P. Peck and Reuben Wood ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATHANIEL J. COFFIN. 


Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3000) granting a pensien 
to Nathaniel J. Coffin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. HALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3001) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to turn over to Sampson Post No. 22 of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Rochester, New Hampshire, four condemned 
cannon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH ROGERS. 

Mr. ROBESON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3002) for the relief of 
Joseph Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

QUINCY 0’M. GILLMORE. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3003) for the 
relief of Quincy O’M. Gillmore; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3004) for the re- 
lief of Union soldiers who were confined in confederate prisons dur- 
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ing the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

SETH L. FORD. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3005) granting 
@ pension to Seth L. Ford ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANN PECK. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3006) grant- 
ing arrears of pension to Ann Peck; which was read a first and 
second time, referred te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. MORRIS. 

Mr. FLOWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3007) for the relief of 
John H. Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3008) to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

0. B. AND O. S, LATHAM. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3009) in addition to an act 
for the reliefof Obadiah B. Latham and Oliver 8. Latham, approved 
March 3, 1863; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS WESSELS. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3010) granting a pen- 
sion to Cornelius Wessels; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHRISTIAN RUPPERT AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3011) for the relief 
of Christian Ruppert, William F. Mattingly, and Christian Heurich, 
trustees; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE INSPECTION LAWS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3012) 
to credit the surplus of the duties levied by the several States for 
the execution of their inspection laws to the parties paying thesame; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed 

LEGALIZING ACTS OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3013) to confirm and declare legal the acts of certain officers of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, LOUISIANA POINT, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3014) providing for the 
erection of a light-house at or near Louisiana Point, in Jefferson 
County, New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEMAN RICHARDSON & CO. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 3015) for therelief 
of Freeman, Richardson & Co.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. B. CORNELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. McCOOK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3016) for 
the relief of J. B. Cornell and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES L. HEMIUP. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3017) for the relief 
of Charles L. Hemiup; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST VENEZUELA. 

Mr. WALTER A. WOODintroduced a bill (H. R. No. 3018) in relation 
to a rehearing of certain awards and claims against the government 
of Venezuela; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM FOR HORSE AND EQUIPMENTS. 

Mr. WALTER A. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3019) forthe 
relief of Timothy Quinn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY QUINN. 

Mr. WALTER A. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3020) 
granting a pension to Timothy Quinn; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP TRUMBLE. 
Mr. WALTER A. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3021) 
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granting a pension to Phillip Trumble; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY 8S. VAN DE CARR AND ELSIE M. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3022) for the relief of Henry 
S. Van de Carr and Elsie M. Reynolds, administrators; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RAMSAY. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3023) for 
the relief of John Ramsay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER OF BRITISH VESSEL BORROWDALE. 


Mr. BLISS introduced a bill(H. R. No. 3024) outs an American 
register to the British vessel Borrowdale; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 
THOMAS SAMPSON. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3025) for the relief of 
Thomas Sampson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH C. HALL. 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3026) granting a pen- 
sion toSarah C. Hall; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE QUARRELL. 
Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3027) granting a pension 


to George Quarrell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH E. WEBSTER. 


Mr. SCOVILLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3028) for the relief of 
Sarah E. Webster, administratrix; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN WILLIAM BAYARD. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3029) to restore 
Captain William Bayard to the United States Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GRAVES. 


Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3030) to place John 
Graves, an ordnance sergeant in the United States Army, on the re- 
tired list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TREATY WITH HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. HARDY presented a joint resolution (H. R. No. 102) directing 
that notice be given of the wish on the part of the Government of the 
United States to terminate the treaty concluded between the United 
States of America and his majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands 
on the 30th day of January, 1875; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES MINT AT NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3031) to establish a 
mint of the United States at New York City, New York; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Should not that bill go to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds? It provides for the erection of a 
building. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands from the reading of the 
bill that it does not provide for an estimate of the cost of the build- 
ing, but only relates to the question of the advisability of the con- 
struction of the building. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The bill provides for the erection of the build- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. Does the bill provide for the erection of a public 
building and the purchase of ground ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. . This is not a provision calling for the commit- 
tee to report as to the feasibility of. the thing, but it is a bill provid- 
ing that the thing be done. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is a question of 
feasibility. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It a question which belongs to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition, as the Chair understands from 
the bill, is for the establishment of a mint in the city of New York. 
It properly belongs—that being the primary object of the bill—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Could they report a measure providing for the 
construction of a building ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. This bill provides for the construction of the 
building itself, and I want it to go to the Committee that has power 
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to make a zveport uponit. The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures would have no power in that direction. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it is a bill for the 
purpose of providing for and establishing a mintin the city of New 
York, and that the matter of the erection of the buiiding is incident 
to it, but the main question is the establishment of amint. The bill 
should therefore go to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. The matter of the construction of the building is an en- 
tirely different subject. The Chair is also informed that this bill 
provides for procuring a suitable building for the purpose. It 
should therefore be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


| 
Mr. FISHER. Mr. Speaker, the question to be considered in con- 


nection with this billis as to the necessity for the building. I hold 
that it should go to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3032) amending an 
act entitled “An act to prevent the introduction of contagious or 
infectious diseases into the United States”; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Health, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY, WEST POINT, NEW YORK. 

Mr. ARMFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3033) to repeal sec- 
tion 4 of chapter 35 of the Statutes at Large, which was approved 
June 23, 1879, and which relates to the abolition of the professorships 
ef Spanish and French in the Military Academy at West Point; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OSBORNE G. FOARD. 

Mr. DOWD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3034) for the relief of 
Osborne G. Foard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES W. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. DOWD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3035) for the relief of 
Moses W. Alexander ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH BOST. 

Mr. DOWD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3036) for the relief of 
Joseph Bost; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE INDIANS, 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3037) to authorize and 
enable the Eastern band of the Cherokee Indians to institute and 
prosecute a suit in the Court of Claims against the Cherokee Nation ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH DUNLAP. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3038) 
granting a pension to Hannah Dunlap; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3039) to 
provide and establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3040) in reference to 
the State Department building; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURES OF IRON, ETC. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3041) in relation to 
the duties on manufactures of iron, steel, &c.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT PARIS L. REED. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3042) for the re- 
lief of Lieutenant Paris L. Reed; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

W. C. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3043) for the 
relief of W. C. Hutcheson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATIENCE NEWELL. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3044) granting a pension 
to Patience Newell ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ALFRED E. LEE. 


Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3045) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to remit certain customs dues and custom- 
house charges to Consul-General Alfred E. Lee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETER PENCE. 

Mr. LEEDOM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3046) for the relief of 
Peter Pence; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HAZLEWOOD. 

Mr. SHULTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3047) granting a pension 
to John Hazlewood ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR W. IRWING. 

Mr. SHULTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3048) granting a pen- 
sion to Arthur W. Irwing; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM J. M’PHERSON. 

Mr. SHULTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3049) granting a pen- 
sion to William J. McPherson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to- 
be printed. 

DAVID B. CLINE. 

Mr. SHULTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3050) granting a pen- 
sion to David B. Cline; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC H, LYNN. 

Mr. SHULTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3051) granting a 
pension to Isaac H. Lynn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES HENDRICKS. 

Mr. SHULTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3052) granting a 
pension to Charles Hendricks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te 
be printed. 

JOHN WYBRANT. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3053) granting 
a pension to John Wybrant; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN REID. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3054) for 
the relief of John Reid; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MIRANDA W. REED. 
Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3055) granting a pension to 


Miranda W. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
APPOINTMENTS AND DISMISSALS IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. NEAL also submitted a resolution of inquiry relative to ap- 
pointments, promotions, and dismissals in the War Department since 
December 1, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

FRANCIS BRINTNALL. . 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3056) granting arrears of 
pension to Francis Brintnall; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH FRY TAYLOR. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3057) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Fry Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEONARD A. HAYS. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3058) granting a pension 
to Leonard A. Hays; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ABNER HOOPES. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3059) granting arrears 
of pension to Abner Hoopes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3060) to increase the 
compensation of postmasters at Boston, Chicago, and other cities; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. PRATT. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3061) authorizing. 
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the President of the United States to appoint William I’. Pratt, late a 

second assistant engineer in the United States Navy, upon the retired 

list of the Navy ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
APPEALS FROM SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3062) directing 
the judges of the United States district courts to hear appeals from 
decisions of the Secretary of the Treasury involving the rate or clas- 
sification for payment of duties on merchandise imported from a for- 
eign country; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

F. B, STEWART. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3063) for the relief of 
F. B. Stewart; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL D. LONG. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3064) granting 
a@ pension to Daniel D. Long; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 





ELIZABETH ALBRIGHT. 


Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3065) restoring 
the name of Elizabeth Albright to the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

NOAH CATON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3066) granting 
a pension to Noah Caton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDMUND EASTMAN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3067) — 
a pension to Edmund Eastman; which was read _a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY H. BINGHAM. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3068) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay Henry H. Bingham the compensation 
allowed to disbursing agents for public buildings; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. SELFRIDGE. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3069) for the relief of 
James L. Selfridge; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GILE. 


Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3070) to correct the 
record and fix the rank and pay of George W. Gile, lieutenant-colonel 
in the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES H. FRANK. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3071) for the relief 
of Charles H. Frank; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MILO M. ADAMS. 

Mr. WATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3072) granting an hon- 

rable discharge to Milo M. Adams; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered |* 


to be printed. 
PENSIONS. 


Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3073) granting pen- 
sions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the 
rebellion who were confined in so-called confederate prisons; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 
on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIA A. ROSS. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3074) granting 
2 pension to Julia A. Ross; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN HUFFMAN. 

Mr, MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3075) for the 
relief of John Huffman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT BRIGHAM. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3076) for the 
relief of Robert Brigham; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TREATIES WITH INDIAN TRIBES. | 
Mr. FISHER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 377) to ex- 
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tend the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to claims growing out 
of treaties between the United States and Indian tribes ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL M. FREEMAN. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3078) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Samuel M. Freeman ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY G. MILLER. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3079) for the relief 
of Nancy G. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. HIEBER. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3080) for the relief of John 
D. Hieber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3081) for the relief of 
Captain Nicholas J. Bigley ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. —. granting con- 
demned cannon to the Anna M. Ross Post No. 94 of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Philadelphia ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT PEYSERT. 


Mr. MUTCHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3083) for the relief 
of Robert Peysert ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF REBECCA SEARS. 


Mr. KLOTZ (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3084) for the 
relief of the heirs-at-law of Rebecca Sears; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the House of 
Representatives, if not inoompetibie with the public interest, a full and detailed 
statement of all the items of expenditure of the annual appropriation for the 
United States Signal Service for the year 1875 to the year 1881, inclusive, and also 


a anes and copy of the accounts of H. W. Howgate, late property and dis- 
0! 


bursin cer of the said service, sho ing all the items of disbursements made by 


said officer on account of said service di g said years 
PENNSYLVANIA WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3085) to 
reimburse the State of Pennsylvania for moneys paid by said State 
for losses sustained by citizens thereof during the war of the rebell- 
ion, and to pay to the said State the balance of the claims of citizens 
thereof for such losses as are now on file in the office of the auditor- 
general of the said State; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ORANGE M. BLAIR. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3086) for 
the relief of Orange M. Blair; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CUSTOMS-REVENUE CASES. 
Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3087) to facilitate the 
decision of controverted questiéns in customs-revenue cases; which 
wasread a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM HULL. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3088) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of William Hull; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and érdered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS BLACK. 


Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3089) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Black; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ABANDONED PROPERTY IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS. 


Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3090) to amend the act ap- 
proved March 12, 1863, entitled “An act to provide for the collection 
of abandoned property and for the prevention of frauds within the 
insurrectionary districts within the United States,” and acts amend- 
atory thereof, and to extend the provisions of the act of May 18, 1872 ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


QUARTERMASTERS’ AGENTS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3091) granting relief to 
certain quartermasters’ agents by directing the Quartermaster-Gen- 
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eral to pay for certain services actually rendered; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3092) granting pen- 
sions to certain civil officers of the United States and their widows; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

R. D. JOUROLMAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3093) for the relief of 
R. D. Jourolman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ED, WALLACE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3094) for the relief of 
Ed. Wallace; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3095) for the relief of 
William Lions; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HARRIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3096) granting a pen- 
sion to John Harris ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS L, DUNCAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3097) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas L. Duncan ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN PETERSON, DECEASED. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3098) for the relief of 
the estate of John Peterson, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD G. SHARP. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3099) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard G. Sharp; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3100) for the relief of 
Perez Dickinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BROWNING. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3101) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Browning ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committce on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

POLLY W. COTTON. \ 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3102) for the relief of 
Mrs. Polly W. Cotton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HENRY. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3103) to place the name 
of John Henry on the pension-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MARGARET J. BIRD. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Margaret J. Bird; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN R. HUGHES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3105) for the relief of 
John R. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY J. STOVER. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3106) restoring 
the name of Mary J. Stover to the pension-roll; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NANCY MILLER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3107) grantin 
a pension to Mrs. Nancy Miller; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DAVID F. MANLY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3108) for the 
relief of David F. Manly; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F, CULLEN. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3109) for the 
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relief of James F. Cullen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM M. HENRY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3110) for the 
relief of William M. Henry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM FINCH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3111) for the re- 
lief of the widow and children of Adam Finch, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS FOR CERTAIN PENSIONERS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3112) to allow 
arrears of pension to certain invalid pensioners whose names were 
dropped from the pension-roll and by act of Congress subsequently 
were restored ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

W. C. MARSH. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3113) for the relief of W. 
C. Marsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T, LEAGUE. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3114) for the relief of 
William T. League ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. LYTLE. 

Mr. WARNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3115) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of William F. Lytle; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL TAX ON TOBACCO, MATCHES, ETC. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3116) to remove the in- 
ternal-revenue tax upon tobacco in the hands of producers, and upon 
matches, bank-checks, and deposits in banks; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CLIFT. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3117) for the re- 
lief of William Clift ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. M. HYDER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3118) to restore the 
name of William F. M. Hyder to the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH FINLEY. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3119) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Finley ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

POST & M’CORD. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

3120) for the relief of Post & McCord; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Cummerce, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3121) to amend an 
aet entitled ‘‘An act to create the northern district of Texas, and 
for other purposes ;” which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3122) to amend 
section 915 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN CERTAIN CASES. 
Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3123) to amend 
sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States and to regulate the removal of 
causes from State courts, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 
1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


TREATY WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. UPSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 103) providing 
for a treaty with the Republic of Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. ‘ 


JOHN MELLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDON, 
Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3124) for the relief of 
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John Mellifont and Ellen Riordon ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA C. ORD. 
Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3125) paniiessee. 


sion to Julia C. Ord; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ALGER J. BALDWIN. 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3126) granting a pension 
to Alger J. Baldwin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON BOUTWELL. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3127) granting a pen- 
sion to Newton Boutwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUPPRESSION OF BIGAMY IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3128) to 
reorganize the legislative power of Utah Territory and for the snppres- 
sion of polygamy within the Territories of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES O’HANLAN. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3129) granting a pension 
to James O’Hanlan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. L. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3130) granting a pen- 
sion to E. L. Griffin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERKS OF COMMANDANTS OF NAVY-YARDS. 

Mr. DEZENDORF introduced a bill (H. R. No.3131) to amend the 
act of the 15th of July, 1870, chapter 295, section 3, volume 16, page 
332, Statutes at Large; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT MOUTH OF GREAT WICOMICO RIVER. 

Mr. GARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3132) for the erection 
of a light-house at the mouth of the Great Wicomico River, in the 
State of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. DAY. 

Mr. GARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3133) granting 
arrears of pension to Charles H. Day; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PERRY A. LEATHERBERRY. 

Mr. GARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3134) for the relief 
of Perry A. Leatherberry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MOUNT VERNON MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3135) for the relief of 
the Mount Vernon Manufacturing Company of Alexandria, Virginia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY T. FANT. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3136) for the relief 
of Henry T. Fant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and erdered to be printed. 

GEORGE STORRS. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3137) 
for the relief of George Storrs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, HENRICO COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. WISE, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3138) to con- 
struct a road from the city of Richmond to the National Cemetery in 
the county of Henrico, in the State of Virginia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. PACE & CO. 


Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3139) to refund to John 
R. Pace & Co., of Danyille, Virginia, the sun of $236.20, improperly 
collected of them by William L. Fernald, collector of internal revenue 
for the fourth district of Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROAD TO ARLINGTON CEMETERY. 

Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3140) to improve the 
public road to the Arlington National Military Cemetery; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) author- 


izing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health 
officer,of the District of Columibia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RILEY H. SMITH. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3141) to increase 
the pension of Riley H. Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NANCY FLESHER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3142) granting a 
pension to Nancy Flesher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRIETTA SHOEMAKER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3143) granting a 
pension to Henrietta Shoemaker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARGARET MEYERS. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3144) granting a 
pension to Margaret Meyers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES ALLENDER. 

Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3145) for the relief of 
James Allender; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH HAMILTON. 
| Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3146) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Hamilton ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 


Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3147) for the relief of 


| the heirs of Richard W. Meade; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H. FORMAN. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3148) 
granting a pensionto W. H. Forman; which wasread a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 





PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. HAZELTON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 105) to 
declare certain lands heretofore granted to Pacific railroad companies 
forfeited to the United States, and to restore the same to the public 
domain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee dn Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. HAZELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3149) to provide 
for ascertaining and settling private land claims in certain States and 
Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RACINE, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3150) 
for the construction of a public building at Racine, Wisconsin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SHERIDAN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3151) granting arrears of pension to James Sheridan; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHEW HULZER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3152) for the relief of Mathew Hulzer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

NATURALIZATION TREATY WITH THE NORTH GERMAN UNION. 

Mr. DUESTER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 106) termi- 
nating the treaty of naturalization between the United States and the 
North German Union, &c., and providing for a treaty with the Ger- 
man Empire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL RUPPERT. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3153) granting a 
reissue pension of ten dollars per month to Miehael Ruppert; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN BUCK. 

Mr. DUESTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3154) granting a 
pension to Benjamin Buck; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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GREEN BAY INDIAN AGENCY. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3155) to confirm certain 
instructions given by the Department of the Interior to the Indian 
agent at the Green Bay agency, in the State of Wisconsin, and to 
legalize the acts done and permitted by said Indian agent pursuant 
thereto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMBER ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3156) authorizing the 
cutting and sale of dead and damaged timber upon Indian reserva- 
tions under the direction of the Interior Department; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has been con- 
cluded. Without objection, the Chair will now recognize gentle- 
men who were not in their seats when their States were called. 


ROBERT G. ARDREY. 


Mr. SPARKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3157) for the relief of 
Robert G. Ardrey ; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SPARKS. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been referring this class of bills, 
under therule, to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPARKS. I am not very particular about it. 

The SPEAKER. A large number of such bills has been referred 
to that committe during this session. 

Mr. SPARKS. Very well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
has a number of bills of that kind now before it, and is disposed to 
report a general bill covering that elass of claims. 

Mir. SPARKS. Then I would prefer that the bill should go to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. It has been the intention of the Chair to refer all 
bills of this class to the Committee on Claims, because they are claims 
against theGovernment. The fact that such a claim arises from serv- 
ice in the Post-Office Department does not change the claim. There 
are a great many claims of different kinds, and all are claims against 
the Government. The fact that the claimant is or has been a post- 
master does not change the character of the claim, if the Chair 
understands it. Ifthe gentleman desires to take the opinion of the 
House upon the question, he can do so. 

Mr. SPARKS. Idonot. I will state, however, that this is an 
equitable claim ; it does not grow out of any contract. It is the case 
of a postmaster who lost property by his office being robbed. In the 
last Congress it went to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, which committee in the present Congress, as I am informed, has 
before it a number of claims of this identical class, I would prefer, if 
the Speaker could consent, that the bill should take that reference. 

The SPEAKER. It may be that some bills which in their titles 
did not disclose their character may have gone to the committee 
which the gentleman names; but whenever the question has been 
— at this session the Chair has held that cases of this kind are 
claims—— 

Mr. SPARKS. The Chair will allow me to say that the question 
on this particular claim was not raised except by the Chair. No one 
else has raised the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, however, regards it as its duty to 
make the reference of the bill to the proper committee under the 
rules; and in the opinion of the Chair this is a claim belonging 
properly to the Committee on Claims. 

. SPARKS. Iam under the impression that the Chair is correct. 
Let it go there. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STEPHEN MILLER. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3158) for 
the relief of ony Miller; which was read a first and second time, 


ommittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
VENEZUELA AWARDS. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3159) in relation to the 
Venezuela awards; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID D. TRYON. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3160) for the relief of David 
D. Tryon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

N. C. PACE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3161) 
for the relief of N. C. Pace; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

3162) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


referred to the 
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LOSS OF STEAMER J. DON CAMERON. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3163) for the relief of 
sufferers by the loss of the Government steamer J. Don Cameron ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, PORT TOWNSEND, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3164) authorizing the 
purchase of a marine hospital at Port Townsend, Washington Terri- 
tory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEN L. PORTER. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3165) for the relief 
of Allen L. Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY AS A STATE. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, for the passage of an act enabling the 
people thereof and of Northern Idaho to form a constitution prepara- 
tory to admission into the Union as a State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND OFFICE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory, relative to the establishment of a dis- 
trict land office at Port Townsend, therein; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative saeeely 
of Washington Territory, relative to shipping commissioners; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

GRANT TO VANCOUVER FOR A STREET. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, praying for a grant of land cighty feet 
wide within and along the western boundary line of the United States 
military western reservation at Vancouver to the corporate authori- 
ties for a street; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. < 

ADDITIONAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assemb] 
of Washington Territory, in relation to the creation of another judi- 
cial district therein; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, PORT TOWNSEND. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, asking for an appropriation to erect a cus- 
tom-house at Port Townsend, therein; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

NEAH BAY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, in relation to the harbor of Neah Bay, 
therein; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

CASCADE LOCKS, COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, relative to further appropriations for the 
Cascade Locks on the Columbia River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, praying Congress for aid to remove obstruc- 
tions from numerous rivers emptying into Puget Sound; which was 
azeferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CHEHALIS RIVER. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, asking an Ber ek gop of $10,000 for the 
improvement of the Chehalis River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGATION OF COWLITZ RIVER. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the —— Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Cowlitz River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

CLEARING CATHLAPOODLE RIVER. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, praying an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Cathlapoodle River, therein ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, relative to life-saving stations and light- 
houses; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ALLEN L. PORTER. 
Mr. BRENTS also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
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of Vole Territory, for the relief of Allen L. Porter for carry- 
ing mails therein ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


LAWRENCE A. DURBIN. 


Mr. DE MOTTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3166) for the relief of 
Lawrence A. Durbin ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. SAULPAU. 


Mr. TYLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3167) for the relief of 
George W. Saulpau; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. HAYES. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3168) granting a pen- 
sion to W. A. Hayes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The regular call of States and Territories for the 
introduction of bills and joint resolutions is now completed. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
make a change of reference. I introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2428) 
for the relief of Thomas Walsh & Co., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. As it relates to the refunding of duties, I sup- 
pose it should properly go to the Committee on Ways and Means. I 
move that the Committee on Claims be discharged from its further 
consideration and it be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to make a similar request in reference to 
the bill (H. R. No. 1444) for the relief of G. W. Thompson and others, 
which relates to a refund of duties. 

The SPEAKER. The bill should be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and the change of reference will be ordered ac- 
ouminahe, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iask, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill H. R. No. 


1408, which was referred December 16 last to that committee, and | 


that the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. It 
is the same character of bill as that just referred to. 

The SPEAKER. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is a bill authorizing the settlement of the ac- 
counts of William J. Pollock, late collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Pennsylvania, to credit said Pollock with the 
amount of the unused coupons attached to the stubs of special-tax 
stamps deposited by him in the post-office at Philadelphia on the 
12th of February, 1875, but lost in transmission to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue in this city. The bill was twice before referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, which reported favorably 
upon it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, is all this by 
unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I only wanted to know, so 
that it would not become a precedent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks a change 
of reference of a bill. Without objection the change will be made. 

There was no objection, and the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask, Mr. Speaker, for a change of reference ot 
two bills which were presented by me this morning and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. In my judgment, these should 
have gone to the Committee on Pensions, Seauty, and Back Pay. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate the bills to which 
he refers? 

Mr. PHELPS. One of these bills was for the relief of Lieutenant 
George F. Sellick and the other for the relief of M. H. Amesbury. 
I move that the Committee on War Claims. be discharged from the 
further consideration of these bills, and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bills will be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 

Mr. CROWLEY. [ask unanimous consent to introduce, for refer- 
ence, a resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection the resolution will be read and 
referred. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized, until the further order of | 


the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House, at the same rate of compensation now paid to session committee clerks. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
ALBERT 0. VINCENT. 

Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3169) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of First Lieutenant 
Albert O. Vincent; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF GLUCOSE. 

Mr. YOUNG also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3170) to tax and regulate the manufacture and sale of glucose; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL AND DAVID WILSON. 


Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3171) for the relief of Samuel and David Wilson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIENS, ETC., IN ADMIRALTY COURTS. 

Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
3172) regulating maritime liens and remedies and tosecure uniformity 
in the enforcement of the rights of material-men incourts of admi- 
ralty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN ALBERT W. HICKS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a 
resolution for reference to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid to Captain Albert W. Hicks, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
out of the contingent fund of the House, $550 for services rendered as messenger 


to the Military Committee of the House for five and one-half months in the Forty- 
fifth Congress. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF SAMUEL B. CLEGHORN. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolu- 
tion for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Mrs. 8. B. Cleghorn, 
widow of Samuel B. Cleghorn, late messenger of the House of Representatives, a 


sum equal to his salary for three months and all necessary funeral expenses, not 
to exceed the sum of $250. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a 
resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 6,000 extra copies of the report of the National Board of Health 
for each of the years 1880 and 1881 be printed for the use of said board. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

ROBERT H. YOUNG. 

Mr. POST, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3173) for the relief of Robert H. Young; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD. 

Mr. POST also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3174) to construct a military wagon-road from Fort Washakie, Wy- 
oming Territory, to the Yellowstone National Park; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

M’CRARY’S LAW OF ELECTIONS. 

Mr.McCOID. Iask unanimous consent to present a resolution for 
reference. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to purchase 
from the publisher for the use of the House 500 pice of the second edition of the 
American Law of Elections by Hon. George W. McCrary, and to pay for the same 
not more than $5 per copy out of the contingent fund of the House, and he shall 


furnish one copy thereot to each Member and Delegate and the remainder he shall 
deposit in the House Library. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 

| Mr.MONEY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 850) 
| to establish and maintain a postal savings depository as a branch of 
| the Post-Office Department may be reprinted. There is quite a de- 
mand for copies of this bill and the usual edition printed has been 
exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 

HENRY REEMS. 

Mr. FLOWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3175) granting increase and arrears of pension to Henry Reeme; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSPENSIONS OF RULES. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask leave to offer a resolution for reference. 

Mr. BROWNE. I insist on the regular order. 
| The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded the Chair has 
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no discretion but to enforce it. The regular order under the rules 
will be motions to suspend the rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. Touching that subject I desire to make a sugges- 
tion to the Chair. The rule ae cee that on to-day, the third Mon- 
day of the month, there shall be motions to suspend the rules, pref- 
erence being given to committees. The rule does not say in what 
order those committees shall be recognized. A good deal of annoy- 
ance arose in the last Congress in regard to the manner of selecting 
committees for recognition for motions to suspend the rules, and if 
wy memory is not at fault the House decided that the motions to sus- 


nd the rules coming from committees should be taken in the order | 


in which the committees stand upon the roll of committees. That 
was certainly a fair mode. It gave to each committee an opportu- 
nity to have a motion to suspend the rules submitted to the House 
before any committee should have two such opportunities. I make 
this suggestion in perfect good faith to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is exactly right in what he states in regard to the former prac- 
tice under thisrule. The Chair will cause to be read a portion of the 
Journal relating to the action of this House on the subject of the mode 
of executing the rule relating to the suspension of rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MonbDay, December 20, 1880. 


The Seseker: having announced that under Rule XXVIII, clause 1, motions to | 


suspend the rules were now in order, preference a given to committees, stated 
thatas the most ee a mode of executing the rule he would call the committees 
in the order named in Rule X. 

The Speaker then submitted to the House the question whether the call of com- 
mittees should continue in regular order on the third Monday of January and there- 
after; which said question was decided in tho affirmative. 

The Speaker thereupon announced that in the future he would be governed by 
said decision of the House in the matter of motions to suspend the rules on the third 
Mondays of each month. 


Mr. RANDALL. The old House had not the right, perhaps, to in- 
struct this House in thismatter; there may be a doubt, at all events, 
as to that. And the Chair can conform to that decision or not as he 
sees fit. But I want also in this connection to say that under the old 
construction it was required that a committee should authorize by its 
action at a regular meeting the motion to suspend the rules on the 
particular subject to be submitted to the House, before a member of 
the committee had a right to make that motion. And it frees the 
Chair from a great deal of annoyance if that practice is adopted ; 
because a committee may authorize more than one of its members to 
move to suspend the rules on various subjects and the Chair would 
be called upon to choose between those subjects, which is always 
annoying. In addition, therefore, to the committees indicating their 
motions to suspend the rules they ought also to indicate the order in 
which the Chair should recognize members for such a motion from 
the particular committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the precedent 
established in the last House was a good one and the Chair will be 
governed by it until the House indicates a different practice under 
this rule. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] I 
simply rise to inquire whether the preference is to be given to mo- 
tions made under instructions from committees on the first Monday 
of the month? 

The SPEAKER. The rule says such preference shall be given on 
the third Monday of each month. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Onthe third Monday the commit- 
tees are called for motions to suspend the rules. But what linquire 
is, Whether any preference is to be given to members acting under 
instructions from committees on the first Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that on the first Monday 
in the month it would be its duty to give preference to individuals 
as against committees; but if no individual member claimed the 
right, then of course the Chair would recognize members of com- 
mittees acting under instructions from their committees. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not be bound by suggestions in 
answer to questions that come up prematurely. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. One word more. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the Chair 
will proceed to call the committees for motions to suspend the rules. 

No such motion was made until the call reached the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


SALE AND LEASE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY AT HARPER’S FERRY. 


_ Mr. COOK. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report back a resolution referred to the com- 
mittee for its consideration and to ask its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman moves 
to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution ? 

Mr. COOK. That is my motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform this House 
what action has been taken by the Solicitor of the Treasury under the provisions 
of ss = = J wit me, to a lease s real grate and riparian rights now 
own y the Un es at Harper's Ferry, West Virginia, and if no action 
has been taken under the authority of said mG communicate to the House why 
no sale or lease of said property has been made. 4 


I think the Chair had better not bind himself to 
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Mr. WASHBURN. I would like to hear a statement from the 
gentleman in charge of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a second. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I demand a second. 

Mr. RANDALL. The reason I called for a second is that I under- 
stand the Chair to decide where a second is not demanded debate is 
eut off. I do not agree with the Chair in. that particular. 

The SPEAKER. That is the present opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask a second that we may have a debate on the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has expressed that opinion on a former 
occasion, and has no disposition, asat present informed, to change it ; 
but gentlemen will be heard on that point if desired. The Chair un- 
derstands where a second is demanded by a single member a vote on 
seconding the motion to suspend the rules must be taken by tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. My only object is to havea practice established, 
so that we may know whether or not a second is required in order to 
secure an opportunity for debate upon a motion to suspend the rules. 
Otherwise we may be liable to have a suspension moved on proposi- 
tions without opportunity being given for explanation, and members 


| would be called upon to vote in utter ignorance of the merits of the 


proposition. I am not objecting to the resolution, but only trying 
to establish a practice. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. WASHBURN, ] 


| as well as the gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, } de- 


mands a second on this motion tosuspendthe rules. Under therules 
the second must be by tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WASHBURN and Mr. Cook were 
appointed. 

The House divided ; and there were ayes 110, noes not counted. 

So the motion was seconded. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Under the rules, is not thirty minutes for de- 
bate now in order ? 

The SPEAKER. There is now an opportunity for thirty minutes 
of debate, the motion to suspend the rules having been seconded ; 
and the time for debate will be equally divided between the two 
sides. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I take this occasion to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cook] to state the object of this resolution. 

Mr. COOK. This resolution was introduced by the gentleman from 
West Virginia, [Mr. Hocr.] It will be remembered by members of 
the House that some years ago the Government ordered its armory 
propemy at Harper’s Ferry to be sold. After the sale some contro- 
versy arose between the purchasers from the Government and the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company as to the title to certain por- 
tions of the land. <A portion of the purchase-money had been paid, 
and a portion had not been. The question has come before Congress 
in one form or another for the last six-years. The matter was referred 
to the Solicitor of the Treasury to investigate and report. This is a 
simple resolution of inquiry, calling upon the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury to report what action has been taken in reference to the sale of 
this property. That is all; nothing in the world except requiring 
him to inform the House what he has done in regard to the sale of 
this property, and if he has done nothing, then his reasons for not 
acting. 

The question was taken upon the motion to suspend the rules; and, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was adopted. 

GARFIELD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL, 

Mr. GARRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to move to suspend the rules so as to take from the 
House Calendar the bill (H. R. No. 1278) to incorporate the Garfield 
Memorial Hospital, and to pass it at thistime. I take it there will be 
no opposition to the bill; it is simply an actof incorporation. There 
are one or two verbal amendments which the committee recommend. 
*“ The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill with the amendments which 
have been ponent from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GARRISON. That is my motion. 

The SPEAKER. 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas at a meeting of citizens of all sections of the counter held in the city 
of Washington, on the 5th day of October, anno Domini 1881, the persons named 
in the first section of this act were eaqeinned an executive committee to organize 
and establish a general hospital in the District of Columbia both as a tribute to the 
memory of the late James Abram Garfield, President of the United States, and as 
an asylum for the sick and afflicted : Therefore, 

Be itenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That William T. Sherman, William Windom, James G. Blaine, 
David G. Swaim, James Gilfillan, John A. Baker, Arthur MacArthur, Benjamin 
G. Lovejoy, Samuel C. Busey, Francis A. Ashford, J. Ford pon gE eee M. 
Toner, Henry A. Willard, A.S. Solomons, James H. ville, Lewis J. Davis, Smith 
Townshend, John W. Thompson, W. G. Metzerott, Henry Wise Garnett, E. Fran- 
cis Riggs, Josiah Dent, W. G. Palmer, H. M. Hutchinson, and Reginald Fendall, 
and their successors, be, and they are hereby, constituted and declared to be a body 
e rate, by the name and title of The Garfield Memorial Hospal, to be located 
in the District of Columbia, and by that name it shall have perpetual succession, 
with power to sue and be sued, to implead and be impleaded, in the United States 
courts, in the courts in the District of Columbia, and in the courts of the several 


States. 
SEc. 2. That the object of said corporation is to establish and maintain a general 


The bill as proposed to be amended will now be 


' hospital in the District of Columbia for al] persons, without distinction of race, 





ETE TT EE LE a eS aE Se ee Pome et eon Rat oe 


G 


=, ieee sls Aint Sena ela Spree ee sceasaaes 








A32 


sex, or color, and to such end and for such purpose the said corporation may take, 
pan het, and hold, by purchase, gift, devise, or otherwise, real, personal, and mixed 
property, and may make absolute sale and conveyance thereof, and encumber the 
same by deed of trust or mortgage. : 

Skc. 3. That said corporation is hereby authorized _to have and use a common 
seal, and alter and change the same at pleasure, to adopt by-laws for the govern- 
ment and management of the property and affairs of said corperation, and to alter 
-and amend the same in such manner as may be therein provided for. ‘ 

Src. 4. That the persons named in the first section of this act shall constitute a 

of managers, with the following officers, that is to say, a president, a vice- 
president, a secretary, and a treasurer; and all vacancies occurring in said board, 
whether caused by death, resignation, or otherwise, shall be filled by the remain- 
ing members of said board, without unnecessary delay, in such manner as may be 
provided for by said by-laws. 

Sxc.5. ‘That the president, vice-president, secretary, and treasurer shall be elected 
annually by said managers from their own number in such manner as may be pro- 
vided for by said by-laws: Provided, however, That the treasurer shall, before en- 
tering upon the discharge of his duties, give bond in such penalty and with such 
surety or sureties as may be approved by the chief-justice or one of the associate 
justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and conditioned for the 
faithful discharge of his daties. : ag 

Sec. 6. That there shall be a board of visitors of said hospital, consisting of the 
president of the board ot commissioners of the District of Columbia and four other 

rsons to be appointed annually by the President of the United States. It shall 
ts the duty of said board of visitors to visit said hospital as often as they think fit, 
but they shall do so at least quarter-yearly during their term of office, and inspect 
the same, and examine into the management thereof, and make a report of such 
inspections and examinations to the commissioners of the District of Columbia, to 
be tthe. transmitted with their annual report to the President of the United 
‘Sta 


tés. 
Src. 7. That Congress shall have the right at any time to modify, amend, or 
repeal this act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upen the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill as read. 

Mr. ATKINS. I demand a second. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman in charge of this bill consent 
to allow the words “ being residents of the District of Columbia” to 
come in after the description of persons to be admitted to this hospital, 
in the second section of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. A second is demanded on the motion to suspend 
the rules, and the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. GARRISON, and the 
gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, will take their places as 
tellers. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does this bill involve the appropriation of any 
moncy ? 

Mr. NEAL. Not a dollar. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I withdraw my call for a second. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill as read. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Is there any limitation in this bill as to the 
amount of real estate which this corporation may own? If not, then 
in some hands it might be turned into a vast real-estate corporation. 
So far as the State of New York is concerned, all such corporations 
are limited in the amount of real estate to that necessary for the pur- 

se of the corporation, or to some specified amount. As I heard this 

ill read there is no limitation whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is in the nature of 
debate, and is tolerated only because no second is demanded. 

Mr. CANNON. In order that there may be some opportunity for 
debate I will demand a second. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON and Mr. GARRISON were 
appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported that there were ayes 
73, noes 4. 

The SPEAKER. If no farther count is called for, there is a second. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being raised that no quorum 
has voted, the tellers ill sleunis their places and centinue the count. 

The tellers resumed and concluded the count, and reported that 
there were ayes 147, noes 4. 

Se there was a second. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is now in order for thirty minutes, 

Mr. NEAL. Before the debate commences I ask that the report be 
read. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in the nature of debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend the second section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to amend is not in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
consent to an amendment. I have no disposition to oppose the bill, 
but unless the second section is amended I must vote against it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is probably not authorized by his 
committee to accept an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I ask unanimous consent to insert after the 
words ‘‘sex or color,” in the second section, the words “ being resi- 
dents of the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent to move an amendment. The gentleman will reduce it to writ- 
ing so that the clerks and the House may understand it. 

r. ATKINS. I ask the gentleman representing the Committee 
on the District of Columbia to tell the House how this hospital is to 
’ be supported. ‘ 

Mr, NEAL. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GARRISON] will 
explain that. 

r. GARRISON. If debate be now in order I will explain it. 

The SPEAKER. Debate isin order. The gentleman is entitled 


to eccupy fifteen minutes in explanation of the bill. 
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Mr.GARRISON. Mr. Speaker, this is an act of incorporation; and 
the necessity for the measure arises from the fact that it is intended 
this corporation shall last longer and shall be authorized to hold moro 
property than the general law of the District of Columbia upon the 
subject of incorporations would permit. I can see no objection to 
this bill; but so far as I am personally concerned (I do not speak for 
the committee) I would be perfectly willing to allow any amendment 
to be submitted to a vote of the House. If it is the pleasure of the 
House to amend the bill in any way, I shall not oppose it. This bill 
does not take one dollar from the Treasury of the United States. 
The institution is to be supported entirely by private contributions. 
The reason we are anxious the bill shall now be taken up and passed 
is that the corporators are already receiving from all sections of tho 
United States large sums of money for this hospital. The object is 
that there shall be a grand hospital in the District of Columbia. 

I take it that of course the board of managers, under the by-laws 
which by this act they will be authorized to adopt, will control the 
admissions to the hospital. Of course every sick person in the United 
States could not be admitted ; I take it for granted that no hospital 
large enough for that purpose can be built by private contributions. 
I presume that practically only the sick and disabled of the District 
of Columbia would be admitted into theinstitution. Still, if a citi- 
zen or resident of any portion of the Union outside of the District 
of Columbia should be taken sick here I see no reason why he should 
be excluded from this hospital upon the simple ground of non-resi- 
dence within the District. 

I will add that the hospital is intended also as a memorial to the 
late President of the United States. 

Personally, I have no objection to the offering of amendments; but 
Iam not authorized by the committee to assent to any amendment. 
I cannot see any serious objection to the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman is informed upon the subject, 
I would like to ask him whether it is the object of this corporation 
to get an appropriation from Congress for the construction of this 
hospital. 

Mr. GARRISON. ‘No, sir; not at all. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
NEAL, ] the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire an opportunity to say a word in reply to 
my friend from Virginia, [Mr. GARRISON. ] 

Mr. NEAL. Before proceeding with my remarks I ask fer the 
reading of the report of the committee. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


Mr. GARRISON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, submitted the 
following report, to accompany bill H. R. No. 1278: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia respectfully report that they have 
had under consideration House bill No. 1278, entitled ‘‘ A bil to incorporate the 
Garfield Memorial Hospital,’’ and recommend the passage of the same. 

The committee recommerd a special act in this case, in preference to requiring 
the corporators to organizo under the general law in force in the District in refer- 
ence to the formation of corporations, for the reasons set forth in a communication 
sent to the chairman of the committee December 7, 1881, by Messrs. H. A. Willard 
and Reginald Fendall, which communication the committee submit and append ag 
a part of this report. 

Your committee suggest two verbal amendments, as follows: 

In the first line of the second section strike out the words ‘‘ and purpose.” 

In the second line of the second section strike out the word “are ” and insert 
the word ‘‘is,” so that the section as amended will read, ‘‘ That the object of said 
corporation is to establish,” &c. 

Respectfully submitted. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 7, 1881. 


DEAR Sir: Ithas been suggested to us that perhaps the question might be asked 
why the persons charged with the organization of the ‘‘ Garfield Memorial] Hospi- 
tal” ask Congress tor a charter when they can get one under the law in force 
the District of Columbia authorizing the formation of corporations without apply- 
ing to Congress. 

ur reasons for asking the charter from Congress directly are, because the gen- 
eral incorporation act limits the powers of the corporators to too narrow a sphere. 
In the first place it limits the existence of the corporation to twenty years ; it re- 
quires that a majority of the corporators shall be a quorum forthe transaction of 
business ; it provides that the epeettion shall not hold real estate for a longer 
period than five years, except such as may be absolutely necessary for the purpose 
named in the certificate of incorporation; it gives no power to encumber the prop- 
erty of the corporation by mortgage or deed of trust; it provides that if any real 
estate belonging to the corporation shall be sold the proceeds must be used in the 
purchase of other real estate. 

In establishing the ‘‘Garfield Memorial Hospital” the originators designed that 
it should be ‘‘as wide in its scope of beneficence as was the kindly heart of the 
dead President in his outstretch of human sympathies,” and should not be ham- 
pered by the restrictions contained in the general incorporation act. 

In addition to this, the elevated character and the broad field of usefulness de- 
signed for the ‘‘ Garfield Memorial Hospital," and the eminent character of the man 
after whom it is named, entitle it to a special recognition from the Congress of the 
United States, of which he was so distinguished a member. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
H. A. WILLARD, 
REGINALD FENDALL, 
Of the Executive Committee. 
Hon. Henry S. NEAL, 
United States House of Representatives. 
Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask for what time this act of incor- 
poration is to run? 
Mr. NEAL. It is to be perpetual. 
Mr. BLAND. There is to be no limit to it? t 
Mr. NEAL. No end to it; there never ought to be to a hospital. 
Mr. WASHBURN. There was one point upon which gentlemen 
in this part of the Hall did not fully understand the statement made 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. GARRISON.] I therefore wish 
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to inquire whether the benefits of this institution are to be limited 
to citizens of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NEAL. They are not limited to citizens of the District of 
Columbia, or of any State; they extend to the entire Union. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is all right. 

Mr. NEAL. Now, Mr. Speaker, the letter included in the report 
shows clearly the necessity of this act of incorporation. Under the 
general law of incorporation in this District, the managers of this 
hospital could not enjoy powers sufficiently enlarged—could not give 
to this hospital so extended a field of usefulness as they expect, if 
successful, it will occupy. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The gentleman will allow me to ask 
whether the general law does not allow a corporation organized un- 
der it to hold all the real estate necessary for the purposes of that 
corporation; and, if so, why is not that authority broad enough for 
the purposes of this hospital ? 

Mr. NEAL. Simply for this reason: some benevolent persons, rec- 
ognizing this hospital as an instrument of good, may wish to assist 
it by conveying to it by deed or will real estate, which, under the 
general law, this institution could not accept. Again, the general 
law provides that every charter shall expire in twenty years. We 
desire that this hospital may be perpetual—may endure as long as 
the United States of America shall last. 

Nothing is asked of the Congress of the United States—no donation, 
no appropriation; none will be asked for it, or is likely to be asked 
for it, ifthis bill becomes a law, any more than if the institution were 
incorporated under the general law, under which, of course, it could 
obtain incorporation without applying to Congress. 

Mr. SPARKS. While the gentleman is on the floor, I wish to say 
that there isa feeling among some members that this is to be an insti- 
tution which in the future will be calling on Congress for appropria- 
tions. Now, I would like to settle that question at this time. I 
understand the chairman of the committee to say that this is not to 
be an institution connected with the Government in any respect; 
that it demands now, and will demand in the future, no appropria- 
tion of money out of the Treasury of the United States. AmIright? 

Mr. NEAL. I cannot answer for the future. So far as I know, it 
is not the intention to ask any appropriation. But the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Sparks] himself may in the future become one of 
the managers of this institution, and may come here asking for an 
appropriation. How do I know as tothat matter? 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman’s remarks do not put at rest the 
feeling in the minds of some members that the attempt is being made 
to build up an institution that will be a leech upon the Treasury. 
That is the fear. 

Mr. NEAL. The bill does not contemplate anything of that sort ; 
and so far as I know the feelings of the proposed corporators, they 
do not expect to ask anything. They appeal to the benevolence 
and patriotism of the people of the United States; and not only of 
the United States, but Americans all the world over. And to-day 
they are receiving donations from the people of Europe, as well as 
from the churches of this land and from individuals, and all they 
ask of Congress is this act of incorporation in order that they may be 
able to hold in a legal way these donations made to them day by day 
and use them for the objects designed by the doners in making them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is now entitled to 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a second of the motion 
to suspend the rules so the House should be informed of the scope 
and object of the pending proposition. I must say that I am heartily 
in sympathy with any proposition to establish a hospital anywhere 
for the relief of needy, sick, or helpless people, whatever you may 
call it, but much more am I in favor of a proposition to incorporate 
a hospital that has not only that object of relief of the sick and 
needy but the further one of a memorial to the late President of the 
United States. 

And I wish to say in that connection that if there was a propo- 
sition to make an appropriation of $10,000, or $25,000, or $50,000, and 
call it the Garfield Memorial Hospital, to be established in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, many gentlemen would find it difficult to refrain 
from voting the appropriation. And I must confess I find it difficult 
myself to refrain from voting for an appropriation of that kind, pro- 
vided I am informed by any committee of the House making inves- 
tigation that the hospital is needed for the District of Columbia, 
one-half of the expense to be paid out of the general Treasury by 
your constituents and mine, Mr. Speaker, and the other half from 
taxation of the people of the District. 

So, then, the first question for us to determine is whether this hos- 
pital is demanded by the people of the District of Columbia. 

The gentleman from Ohio says there is no proposition now to take 
money from the Treasury. Of course, he says, he cannot tell what 
may be proposed in the future. Nor can anybody else. While I am 
neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet, yet 1 apprehend we will 
all live and serve as members of Congress when they will come in and 
ask appropriations for this and the other hospitals of this District. 
And therefore I believe the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] to limit this hospital in its operation to 
the citizens of this District, isagoodone. Forcertainly if you estab- 
lish a hospital here, whose doors you propose to open to the whole 
country—and Virginia is near by, and so is Maryland; Illinois is 
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only a thousand miles away; and I am told New Jersey is near at 
hand—it will have to be supported by appropriations from the Gov- 
ernment, and if it is to be supported by appropriations from the Gov- 
ernment, then we will have an immense hospital not only taxing the 
people here but requiring appropriations from the general Treasury, 
and its doors will be open not only to the people of the District but 
to the people of the adjacent States, and perhaps of the whole coun- 
try. I think I shall vote for the bill in its present shape, but I should 
—= prefer to have inserted the amendment of the gentleman from 

‘exas. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Texas, and then to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will preface what I have to say, Mr. Speaker, by 
saying that I would throw no impediment, if I had the power to do 
so, in the way of anything to execute the charitable and benevolent 
purpose provided in the pending proposition. But it seems to me, 
while we are trying to do good we ought to do it in the right and 
proper way. Now, the second section of this bill makes it a sort of 
universal hospital for everybody. That I understand to be the 
avowed purpose of the bill as stated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. I have no idea of voting for a 
bill that will establish here in this District a universal hospital for 
the care of residents of all the United States. I prefer that the people 
of the States shall provide hospitals for their own sick and afflicted. 
Besides, the bill gives the corporators the following power: 

And to such end and for such purpose the said corporation may take, receive, 
and hold, by purchase, gift, devise, or otherwise, real, personal, and mixed prop- 


erty, and may make absolute sale and conveyance thereof, and encumber the same 
by deed of trust or mortgage. 


It is simply an absolute power to deal to an unlimited and indefi- 
nite extent in real estate. This, in my judgment, is an unusual, 
extraordinary, and unnecessary power, and undoubtedly in that 
respect it should be amended. 

I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, if this bill should pass, that before 
the end of this Congress appropriations from the Treasury will be 
demanded for the support of this hospital, and that demand will be 
largely based upon the ground that as this is a hospital for people 
everywhere it should be supported from the general Treasury. That 
argument will be inevitable as time shall roll on and as certain as 
this bill will be adopted; that, as it is a hospital for all of the 
American people, it must be supported out of the general Treasury, 
because otherwise it would be unjust to tax the people of the Dis- 
trict for a hospital to take care of the sick of the whole United States. 
There is no provision to ascertain who are to be entitled to care in 
this hospital. It would seem the object is to make it a hospital for 
the sick and afflicted of all the States in the Union. Indeed, the 
chairman tells us so. 

I feel as others do, that I would honor the name of our late Presi- 
dent in the proper way, but I would not invoke his name to do an 
act of injustice or secure the passage of an improper measure. 

I will now yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, how mach time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes remains of the time of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, this bill presents a very important ques- 
tion, and it ought to be very carefully considered. I think myself 
that it needs many restrictions thrown around it which are not in 
the bill before we should pass on it. There is a disposition on the 
part of the pauper population from all parts of the country to come 
to this District for maintenance. I want to state to this House that 
during the last year more than thirty-one thousand people received 
alms at the hands of the various charities afforded by this city. We 
have already hospitals enough to take care of allin need of assistance, 
and to furnish shelter for every class of invalids who may come to the 
city, and who are entitled to come and receive support at the hands 
of this people. The various institutions here extend an invitation to 
stich people. 

Now, this new hospital proposed to be established contemplates 
the addition of another to the many invitations already extended to 
the pauper population of all parts of this country to come into the 
District and seek an asylum. In connection with this matter I see 
some of the names that are familiar to me since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress, and who have been seeking during the whole time 
that I have been here to establish a central hospital. They have 
been desiring to have an appropriation made to locate somewhere 
within the limits of the District of Columbia a central hospital, and 
the reason that this application is made on the part of some of these 
individuals is because they do not control the other hospitals already 
in existence. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we have already hospitals of this character in 
this District. There is the National Association of Colored Women 
and Children, for which we are asked to appropriate every year. 
Then we have the Women’s Christian Association—another hospital. 
Then we are asked to appropriate for Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum ; 
for the Industrial Home School; for the German Protestant Orphan 
Asylum; and for others that we have now scattered all over the city 
of Washington. The Congress of the United States are expected, 
at least they are appealed to, and they do, make appropriations every 
year for the support and maintenance of these institutions. Now, is 
it necessary, in view of the hospitals we have already in existence 
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and the asylums that are being maintained at the public expense, is 
it necessarv that we should deliberately go to work and establish 
another hospital, which will become a living, eating moth upon the 
public of this country ? i 

Some of the features of this bill, independently of these considera- 
tions, are worthy of careful attention. The bill provides that this 
shall be a general hospital, taking in its scope the whole pauper pop- 
ulation of the United States. It is, in other words, a general invi- 
tation extended to every individual throughout this broad land to 
come here and seek alms at the public expense. Here is a city with 
a population of 170,000—176,000, I believe—and as I have shown, dur- 
ing the last year not less than 31,000 persons have come here and 
re Sey to be assisted from the public charities of this city. Do you 
want this new invitation extended? Do you want to swell the list? 
Do you want this invitation extended to all parts of the country to 
bring their poor to your doors? 3 ; 

So far as passing a eulogium upon our late President is concerned, 
I should like to see that properly done. But the President is dead. 
Let us care for the living, who need our care. We have no right to 
impose useless burdens upon the people. Now, unless the bill shall 
limit the number and character of persons who may be admitted, 
and their expense, I submit it ought not to pass. We ought not to 
admit from other States who have asylums of their own, and whose 
duty it is to care for their paupers—we ought not to take from them 
this burden, which properly falls upon them, and impose it as an 
additional expense and burden upon the people of this country, and 
hold this out as an inducement to come here. 

Again, here is the Insane Asylum, which I did not mention when I 
referred to the other charitable institutions in this district, with its 
thousand inmates coming here from every State in the Union and 
asking Congress to appropriate money to maintain them at an expense 
to the Government of the United States of more than two hundred 
thousand dollars a year; and they are appealing to us at every session 
of Congress to appropriate half a million of dollars to extend that 
institution so that they may be able to accommodate more inmates 
than they even now have. 

Mr. 8 er, we will be appealed to to extend every one of the 
institutions which I have mentioned, to extend them so that they 
may be able to receive 20 or 100 per cent. more than they now have. 
Every one of these institutions, and I speak from my own experience, 
will appeal to us to make new appropriations to increase their ca- 
pacity; and yet they have rendered service, or at least ‘‘extended 
charities,” for such they call it, to more people than there are at the 
present time in the District of Columbia. Now they want to invite 
others. Why, we have already a free dispensary in the city, estab- 
lished for the public, where they can get, or at least can go to receive, 
assistance. The Government of the United States is asked to extend 
that charity by large appropriations, so that it may invite still more 
people to come here from all parts of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, if we continue this course of legislation and this 
policy with regard to establishing homes and asylums in the District 
of Columbia, we will make it a general hospital or alms-house for 
beggars and tramps all over the country to come here and live upon 
the substance of the people of the District and the people of the 
United States, for we pay one-half of this appropriation. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia to suspend the rules and take from the House Calendar 
the bill ii. R. No. 1278, and pass the bill. 

Mr. NEAL. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, 
no!” 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio insist upon the 
yeas and nays? ; 

Mr. SPARKS. If the demand for the yeas and nays has been 
withdrawn, I call for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I would like to inquire whether the motion is 
divisible; whether we can take a vote first on the motion to take 
up the matter, and then act upon it. 

The SPEAKER. It is not divisible. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Does this require a two-thirds vote ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 84, not 
voting 68; as follows: 


YEAS—140. 
Anderson, Campbell, Dingley, Hawk, 
Barbour, Candler, Dunn, Heilman, 
Barr, Carpenter, Dunnell, Hepburn, 
Bayne, Caswell, Ellis, Herbert, 
Beltzhoover, Chalmers, Errett, Hewitt, Abram S. 
Bingham, Converse, Farwell, Sewell S. Hill, 
Bragg, Crapo, Fisher, Hiscock, 
Brewer, Culberson Ford, Horr, 
Briggs, Cullen, Garrison, Houk, 
Browne, Darrell, Geddes, Hubbell 
Buck, Davis, George R. George, Hubbs, 
Burrows, Julius C. Deering, Grout, Jacobs, 
Butterworth, De Motte. Guenther, Jadwin, 
Cabell, Deuster, Harris, Benj. W. Jorgensen, 
Calkins, Dezendorf, Hasletine, Joyce, 
Camp, Dibble, Haskell, Kasson, 


| 
| 
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Ketcham, 
K 


McClure, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKinley, 
McLane, 


Muldrow, 


Aiken, 
Aldrich, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 


ITY, 
Black, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowman, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Caldwell, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 

Sobb, 
Colerick, 
Cook, 


Allen, 
Atherton, 
ch, 
Blackburn, 
Bliss, 
Brumm, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Cassidy, 
Chace, 
Chapman, 
Cornell, 
Covington, 
Curtin, 
Cutts, 
Dawes, 


pended. 
Mr. 


Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. McLANE. 


that state of facts. 


Mutchler, Scoville, 

Neal, Scranton, 

Orth, Shallenberger, 

Pacheco, Shelley, 

Page, Shultz, 

Parker, Skinner, 

Payson, Smith, A. Herr 

Peelle, Spaulding, 

Pettibone, Speer. 

Phister, Springer, 

Pound, Steele, 

Randall, Stone, 

Ray, Taylor, 

Rich, Thompson, Wm. G. 

Richardson, Jno. 8. Tillman, 

Ritchie, Tyler, 

Robeson, Updegraff, Thomas 

Robinson, Wm. E. Urner, 

Russell, Valentine, 
NAYS—#4. 

Cox, Samuel S. Hewitt, G. W. 

Cox, William R. Hoblitzell, 

Cravens, Hoge, 

Crowley, Holman, 

Davidson, House. 

Davis, Lowndes H. Hutchins, 


Dibrell, 

Dowd, 

Evins, 

Farwell, Chas. B. 
Finley, 

Flower, 

Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Godshalk, 


Hammond, N. J. 
ne 


Hazelton, 


Jones, George W. 
Jones, James K. 
Kenna, 

Latham, 
MeMillin, 
Miller, 

Mills, 

Moore, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 

Oates, 

Prescott, 
Reagan, 

Reed, 

Rice, Theron M. 


NOT VOTING—68. 


Dugro, 

Dwight, 
Ermentrout, 
Frost, 

Gibson, 

Hall, 

Hammond, Jobn 
Harmer, 

Harris, Henry 8. 
Henderson, 
Herndon, 
Hooker, 
Humphrey, 
Jones, Phineas 


There is 


I voted inadvertently. 
THOMPSON, of Kentucky, and withdraw my vote. 
I thought my colleague, Mr. CovINGTON, was 
paired, but did not hear his name read when pairs were announced. 
e is absent owing to indisposition. 
Mr. MUTCHLER. I notice that my colleague, Mr. ERMENTROUT, 
is announced as being paired with two gentlemen, Mr. O’NEILL and 
There is some mistake about that. 
paired with both of them. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair the record shows 
robably some error, one of the pairs 


Lacey, 
Ladd, 
Lewis, 

m, 
McKenzie, 
“files, 
Mosgrove, 
March, 
Nolan, 
Norcross, 
O'Neill, 
Paul, 
Pierce, 
Phelps, 
Ranney, 
Rice, John B. 
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Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wait, 


White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willis, 

Willits, 

Wilson, 

Wise, George D. 
Wood, Benjamin 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Rice, William W. 
Richardson, D. P. 
Robertson, 

Robinson, Geo. D. 


Scales, 
Shackelford, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Sparks, 
Spooner, 
Stockslager, 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Upson, 

alker, 
Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas. 


Ross, 

Ryan, 

Sherwin, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Stephens, 

Strait, 

Talbott, 

Thomas, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Townsend, Amos 
Townshend, R. W. 
‘Tucker, 
Updegraff, J. T. 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 


Robinson, James 8S. Wise, Morgan R. 


The following pairs were announced: 
. CHACE with Mr. VANCE. 
Mr. Ricr, of Ohio, with Mr. ATHERTON. 
Mr. Jones, of New Jersey, with Mr. Ross. 
Mr. KENNA with Mr. HAZELTON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Rosrnson, of Ohio, with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. PreERCE with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. Norcross with Mr. HooKER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. O’NEILL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, with Mr. THOMAS. 
Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HaLv. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. McKENZIE. 

Mr. SHERWIN. 


not having been withdrawn when it expired. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I voted “no” onthe roll-call, failing to remem- 


ber that I had made a 


RYAN. 


withdraw my vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


air with the gentleman from 
I do not know how he would have voted if present, and I 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof ) the rules were not sus- 


I am paired with Mr. 


He cannot be 


ansas, Mr. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hope that the gentleman will with- 
draw that motion until the remainder of the committees are called. 


The SPEAKER. 


| It will take but a moment. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


It may take several hours, as half an hour’s 
debate may be called for on each proposition. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman fromPenn- 
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sylvania to make the motion to adjourn, but asks him to yield to the 
Chair to make one or two announcements. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the motion for the present for that 
purpose. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of W. H. Gearn and others, citi- 
zens of Ohio, for such legislation as will prevent unjust discrimina- 
tion by common carriers—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ohio, for the suppression of polyg- 
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of letter-carriers of Baltimore, 
for the passage of House bill No. 1407—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Smith County, Kansas, asking 
thet a pension be granted to Oliver B. Quinn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church Conference 
of Kansas, for the suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of R. K. Baird, for an amendment 
to the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The joint resolution of the council of the city of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for the passage of an act allowing a street 
to be laid out through the arsenal grounds in said city—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. J. Kountz—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, petition relative to the duties on tin—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of August Rassega and others, 
of Long Island City, New York, for an extension to them of the free- 
delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating to the application of John Graves, ordnance 
sergeant, to be placed on the retired list—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of John A. Miller, of Ship- 
pensburgh, Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption by Congress of his. 
device for double postal cards—to the Committee on the Post-Office: 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLACK: A bill to appropriate $25,000 for the improvement 
of Jekyl Creek, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BREWER: Eight petitions for increase of pay for employés. 
of Life-Saving Service—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of H. C. Felch and 23 others, citi- 
zens of Bradford, New Hampshire, for legislation regulating charges 
for freight and passenger transportation on railroads—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Connecticut River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. BURROWS: Papers relating to the claim of Harriss: 
& Hodge—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of Russell, Morgan & Co., 
remonstrating against the removal of the stamp tax on playing- 
cards—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Fleeschman & Co. and 25 other firms, against 
the passage of the bill fixing the rate of duty on malt at twenty-five 
cents per bushel—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Simpson County court, Ken- 
tucky, for the passage of a bill to refund a certain amount of money 
alleged to have been illegally collected as an income tax—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of William Alvis, relative to an allowance for 
back pay—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of T. T. Roup and of Lucy M. Tankersly, for 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of R. L. Smith and others, to repeal 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes so as to permit the use of 
alcholic liquors in the manufacture of vinegar—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of A. H. Briggsand others, citizens of New York, 
for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, two petitions for the repeal of the law imposing a tax on, 
national banks—severally to the Committee on Ways ~ . Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Adeline A. Coolidge, for allow- 
ance to her of the pension of the late Charles W, Blodgett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of W. H. & O. H. Morrison, proprietors of a 
copyright, remonstrating against the adoption of House joint reso- 
lution No. 53—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CANNON: The petition of C. W. Thompson and others, 
citizens of Illinois, for legislation to regulate interstate commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: Thirteen petitions from county officers and 
citizens of various counties in Northern Iowa, praying for a division 
of the State of Iowa into two judicial districts—to the Committee on. 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The’ petition of Cyrus Carey and 78 others, 
citizensof Wisconsin, for legislation relative to interstate commeree-— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 








CARLILE P. PATTERSON MEMORIAL. 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the concurrent resolution respect- 
ing the memorial in relation to the services rendered the Government 
by the late Carlile P. Patterson, the following-named members are 
appointed on the joint committee on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives: Mr. Kasson of Iowa, Mr. ROBINSON of Massachusetts, 
Mr. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. ATKINS of Tennessee, and Mr. 
McLANE of Maryland. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of 
the following title ; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the payment of 
the final expenses of the tenth census. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was given to withdraw from the files 
of the House papers in the following cases : 

To Mr. STRAIT, papers in the case of Frank 8. Marsh; there being 
no adverse report thereon. 

To Mr. Matson, papers filed in support of House bill No. 3404, 
Forty-sixth ey granting a pension to Benjamin T. Dobson; 
there being no adverse report thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MONEY, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HERNDON, for ten days, on account of important business. 

CLAIMS EXAMINED AND ALLOWED. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with section 2 of the act approved June 16, 1874, the list of claims 
examined and allowed since December, 1880, together with the papers 
in each case; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with section 7 of an 
act of May 29, 1872, claims for compensation on account of Indian 
depredations; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

EMPLOYES OF STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting, in compliance with section 194 of the 
Revised Statutes, the names of all persons employed in the Depart- 
ment of State, and its offices during the year 1881; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department, 
and ordered to be printed under the law. 


DISBURSEMENTS OF STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting, in compliance with sections 193 and 209 
of the Revised Statutes, statement of expenditures from the contin- 
gent fund and of all moneys disbursed by the disbursing clerk of 
that Department; which was referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the State Department, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSULAR REPORTS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, relative to the operation of the Bureau of Statistics of 
the State Department, and inclosing a draft of a joint resolution dis- 
tributing the appropriation of $10,000 for the publication of consu- 
lar reports, contained in the sundry civil bill of the third session of 
the Forty-sixth Congress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

r SHORT ROUTES OF ‘‘STAR” SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, relative to certain short routes of the “star” service 
for the contract term July 1, 1882, to June 30, 1886; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 
- The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from W. W. Cor- 
coran, chairman, transmitting the annual report of the joint commis- 
sion for the completion of the Washington Monument; which was 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 











































































ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL. I now renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

bay question was taken ; and upon a division there were—ayes 85, 
noes 68, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; there being but 6 in the affirmative, not 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

So the motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to; and accordingly (at 
five o’clock p. m.) the House ehjourne 
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By Mr. COBB: A bill for the improvement of White River—to the 
same committee. . 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Wabash River—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of John Orr and others, citizens 
of Whitley County, Indiana, for legislation seguinting charges for 
freight and passenger transportation on railroads—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: Memorial of Captain William Bayard, for resto- 
ration to his former rank in the United States Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of Andrew Pentz and others, citizens 
of Pennsylvania, relating to interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of J. E. Anderson and others, citizens 
of MeigsCounty, Ohio, forthe establishment of a certain postal route— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating to pension claim of John F. and Walter B. 
Phemeister—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Smith, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of 52 citizens of Belvidere, Dlinois, relative to an 
alleged combination between the Standard Oil Company and certain 
railroad companies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The resolutions of the board of supervisors of 
Outagamie County, Wisconsin, in relation to the improvement of the 
Fox and Wisconsin Rivers—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William F. John and 21 others, citizens of 
Mignon, Wisconsin, to regulate interstate commerce—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of William F. Witcher and Ben- 
sen Walden, for compensation for services rendered in the secret 
service during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of James W. East- 
wood—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of F. A. French and 14 others, of 
Binghamton, New York, against repeal of the arrears of pensions 
act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of N. Kuntz, of New Orleans, for an 
extension of patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, memorial of auxiliary letter-carriers of certain cities of the 
United States, for increased pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Papers relating to the claim of Nancy G. Mil- 
ler—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the resolutions of the city council of Pittsburgh, Pennsylva- 
nia, relative to opening a street through the Government arsenal in 
that city—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. FARWELL: Memorial for dredging North 
Branch of the Chicago River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 8. 8. Frowe, for repeal of the law imposing a 
license fee on the officers of steam-vessels—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of masters and owners of vessels at Evanston, 
Illinois, and other ports on the great lakes, for increase of pay for 
keepers and crews of life-saving stations—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Noble— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARRISON : The petition of Colonel Charles H. Day, for 
arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of P. A. Leatherbury, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE: A bill for the improvement of certain rivers and 
harbors on the northwest Pacific coast—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of Charles Dickinson, for an appropriation for a 
life-saving boat—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, for legislation to regulate 
interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr GUENTHER: The resolutions of the board of supervisors 
of Outagamie County, Wisconsin, relative to the improvement of 
the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. N. J. HAMMOND: The memorial of Henry C. Burr and 
-others, in opposition to the adoption of the French metric system—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of keepers and employés 
of the Life-Saving Service, for increase of pay—to the Committee on 
‘Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens, vessel-owners, masters of vessels, and 
pilots, of the same import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. H. S. HARRIS: Papers relating to the claim of Stephen 
H. Myers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the pension claim of Holden 
Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Kansas conference of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, asking for the suppression of polygamy—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. John 
B. Read—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


JANUARY 16, 





By Mr. HILL: The petition of citizens and owners and masters of 
vessels in New Jersey, for increase of pay for employés of the Life- 
Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: The petition of Abraham Brafman, for re- 
— of forfeiture under the revenue laws—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, the petitions of William F. Eberwein and of Gottlieb Oesterb, 
to remove the charge of desertion against them—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to the claim of A. H. Herr—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Martha P. Stribling, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of J. H. Winters and 28 others, 
citizens of Marilla; of W. F. Lewis and 22 others, citizens of Oceana 
County; and of A. Sainsbury and 77 others, citizens of Michigan, for 
legislation to regulate freight and passenger rates on railroads—sev- 
erally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JORGENSEN: The petition of Pickrell & Brooks, tobacco 
manufacturers, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Vermont, representing 1,000 members, for a committee 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—te the Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Papers relating to the application for relief of 
certain clerks in the Adjutant-General’s Office—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, the petition of the Grand Temple of Honor of Pennsylvania, 
asking for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. KING: A bill for the improvement of Atchafalaya River, in 
the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Oak Leaf Bend and Yellow 
Bluff Bend, of the Bayou Macon, in the State of Louisiana—to the 
same committee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Beuf River, Louisiana—to 
the same committee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the mouth of the Red River, in 
Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LADD: Papers relating to the claim of Bishop E. Fitzger- 
ald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Osborne—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of 40 citizens of Brewer, Maine, praying for 
Government cdiftrol of railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of Jeremiah H. Morgan and of 
Melchesidere Robinson, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Walter N. Allen, of Kansas, recommending 
reforms in the United States civil service—to the Committee on 
Civil Service Reform. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of E. H. Bancroft and others, citizens 
of Delaware, for the passage of a law to prevent extortion and dis- 
crimination by common carriers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLURE: The petition of William Musser and others, of 
Ohio, relative to interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOOK: Papers relating to the war claim of Franklin J. 
Whitney, deceased, by Z. C. Robbins, administrator—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of John H. Bills— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John H. Mitchell, forcompensation for prop- 
erty taken and used by the United States Army during the late 
rebellion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill for the improvement of harbor of Boston— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: The petition of citizens of Clarion County, 
Pennsylvania, for the suppression of polygamy, and that Utah be not 
admitted as a State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Abram Phillips and 55 others, citi- 
zens of Gallia County, Ohio, for legislation to protect the people 
against corporate monopolists—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Ellen Lardner, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of George W. Gile, to be restored to his former 
rank in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of David Bryan, of Tippecanoe County, 
Indiana, for back pay as an officer of the United States volunteers-— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. PACHECO: Papers relating to the private land claim of 
the Pulgas Rancho—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the case of Mahoney vs. Van Winkle ¢¢ 
al.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PARKER: Six petitions from citizens of New York, ask- 
ing for an appropriation to improve the harbor at Ogdensburgh, New 
York—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. N. Merriam and others, for the repeal of the 
tax on banks—to the Communitttee on Banking and Currency. 
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Also, the petition of citizens of Canton, New York, relating to inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The petition of 27 citizens of Bristol, Ten- 
nessee, for repeal of tax on banks and stamps on bank-checks—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Mary J. Stover—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill to make an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Milford, Connecticut—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, a bill for continuing the improvement of the channel in the 
harbor of New Haven, Connecticut—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to continue the work on the construction of a break- 
water at the entrance to the harbor of New Haven, Connecticut—to 
the same committee. 

Also, a bill to continue the work for the improvement of the mouth 
of Connecticut River—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the New Haven, Connecticut, Civil Service 
Reform Association, for reforms in the United States civil service— 
to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Papers relating to the claim of Mary C. J. 
Budlong—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of James McMullen,for apension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: The petition of Colonel J. N. Patterson and 25 others, 
officers of the Third Regiment New Hampshire National Guards, for 
a division of the enrolled militia into two classes—the active and in- 
active—to increase the annual appropriation to $1,000,000, and that 
the same may be applied for clothing and camp equipage as well as 
for arms and equipments, &c.—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of Jordan Loyd and 10 others, citi- 
zens of Cherokee County, Texas, for pensions for surviving soldiers of 
the Seminole, Black Hawk, and Mexican wars—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. T. M. RICE: The petition of 150 citizens of Miller County, 
Missouri, for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICH: Papersrelating to the bill to make a harbor of refuge 
at Sand Beach, Michigan—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J.S. RICHARDSON: A bill for the improvement of the har- 
bor at Georgetown, South Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of Pratt & Bentley and 16 others, 
members of the bar of Williams County, Ohio, for holding three terms 
of the United States circuit and district courts each year at Toledo, 
Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBESON: Six petitions for increase of pay for the em- 
ployés of the Life-Saving Service—severally to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: The petition of J. Ramsay, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. D. ROBINSON: The petition of C. W. Raulet and 47 
others, citizens of Holyoke, Massachusetts, for repeal of law impos- 
ing taxes on the business of banking—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of the Academy of Science of 
San Francisco, for an appropriation for United States coast and geo- 
detic survey in Alaska—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: The petition of N. Hubbell and others, of 
New York, for the repeal of the tax imposed on banks and bankers— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the members of the Board of Trade, of ship- 
owners and ship-masters of Buffalo, New York, for increase of salaries 
of keepers of life-saving stations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Bradley & Briggs, for reimbursement for money 
illegally collected from them by internal-revenue officers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of the mayor and city 
coancil of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to allow a 
street to be opened through the arsenal grounds in that city—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWIN: The petition of citizens of Boone County, Ili- 
nois, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SIMONTON : A bill for the improvement of the Obion River— 
to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to improve the North and South Forked Deer Rivers in 
Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to complete the improvements of the Hatchie River— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of W. A. Allison, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, the petition of D. C. Trader & Co., for an appropriation to 
improve the Hatchie River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. W. SINGLETON: The petition of Maria McIntyre, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O. R. SINGLETON: The petition of J. D. Ryan & Co., for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Weston, New York, for a commission of inquiry con- 
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cerning the alcoholic liquor traftic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for the privilege of opening a street through the United 
aan arsenal grounds at that place—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of Warren Hopkins and others, 
to amend the homestead laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Wallace E. H. Powelson, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of W. B. Bell, for the establishment 
of a post-route from Cleveland to Clarksville, Georgia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of United States jurors for South- 
ern District of Illinois, for increase of compensation—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Douglas County, Dakota, for the pas- 
sage of a law to abolish that county—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, the petition of John 8. Bradford, for compensation as jury 
commissioner—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of James E. Macklin, for restora- 
tion to his former rank in the United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Papers relating to the pension claim of John H. 
Ferrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Charles H. Roe and 76 others, residents of Perry 
and adjoining counties in the State of Illinois, praying that the name 
of James T. Christian, a Mexican veteran, be restored to the pension- 
roll—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of T. G. Wehrheim, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Colonel James 8S. Rearden, of 
Illinois—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of David S. Booth, M. D., of 
Sparta, [llinois—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers — to the claim of J. A. 
Briggs, executor, &c.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. R. Boice—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of A. L. Shotwell—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Robert Blain, of Kentucky, for an appropri- 
ation to pay him for services rendered in prosecuting pension claims— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petitions of J. L. Foot and 100 
others, and of James F. Barnes and 150 others, for legislation to pre- 
vent extortion and discrimination by railroad corporations—sever- 
ally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of Richard Witterbach, 
in relation to fees of jurors in United States courts—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of 216 citizens of White County, Illinois, for an 
appropriation to improve the Wabash and White Rivers—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of C. C. Whitney and 30 others, 
citizens of Orange County, Vermont, for legislation regulating inter- 
state commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Amos Shinn and 89 
others, of Noble County, Ohio, for legislation to regulate freight and 
hae charges on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of the Texas Wool Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, for the appointment of a commission to invéstigate the dis- 
eases of sheep, &c.—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of lawyers and citizens of District 
of Columbia, for passage of bill to improve system of indexing land 
records of District and to secure titles, &c.—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WAIT: A bill for the improvement of Stonington Harbor, 
Connecticut—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for continuing the improvements on the river Thames, 
in the State of Connecticut—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Connecticut Temperance Union, for ap- 
pointment of a commission of inquiry into the alcoholic liquor traf- 
tic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Franklin Cook, administra- 
tor, relative to an Indian depredation claim—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of the mayor of Chicago, to con- 
firm to the city of Chicago the title to certain lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

Also, two petitions from Board of Trade and citizens of Erie, Penn- 
sylvania, for increase of pay for employés in the life-saving service— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the joint resolution of the select and common councils of the 
city of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, asking for authority to open a street 
through the arsenal grounds in that city—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. WHEELER: The petition of W. C. Hartsell and others, 







































































































































































































































































































































































































































os FE TT ae 


citizens of Morgan County, Alabama, for legislation relating to inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Marion C. Thompson, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 
Also, the petition of Mrs. Annie Hoffman, for a pension—to the 
same committee. te rs 
Also, the petition of Gustav and Lena Schuster, of Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, for a pension— to the same committee. ; , 
By Mr. MORGAN R. WISE: Papers relating to the claim of Clin- 
ton E. Colgate—to the Committee on Patents. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 17, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WINDOM presented a memorial of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of the navi- 

ation of the Mississippi River from Saint Anthony’s Falls to New 
eines: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, in 
favor of granting pensions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of 
the late war for the suppression of the rebellion who were confined 
in so-called confederate prisons; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented two petitions of citizens and vessel- 
owners at Long Branch, New Jersey, and vicinity, praying for an 

increase of pay for members of the Life-Saving Service ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented a petition of citizens of 
West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a Federal statute to com- 
pel railroad corporations and their agents, and all common carriers 

upon them, to perform certain duties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of citizens of the State of Kan- 
sas, which I ask may be read and referred to the Select Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. The petition is short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage, as follows: 

LINCOLN AUXILIARY, NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, 
Office of the Secretary, Lincoln, Kansas, Janwary 9, 1882. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States, and residents of the State 
of Kansas, county of Lincoln, hereby respectfully petition your honorable body for 
the removal of our political disabilities, and that we may be declared invested with 
full power to exercise our right of self-government at the ballot-box; all State 
constitutions and statute laws to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of the Kansas conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, praying that Congress take such action 
as shall speedily remove polygamy from the Territories of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of J. M. Williams and others, 
citizens of Huron, Iowa, praying for legislation with reference to 
interstate railway traffic; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 2 

Mr, LAPHAM presented the petition of the Trinity Baptist church 
and congregation of New York City, James B. Simmons, pastor, pray- 
ing for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Providence Board of Trade, 
favoring the enactment of a national bankrupt law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of the Grand Division Sonsof Tem- 
perance of the State of Maine, praying for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Daniel H. Ross and R. M. 
Wolfe, delegates of the Cherokee Nation, praying that some legisla- 
tion may be enacted to prevent Army officers from introducing spirit- 
nous and intoxicating liquors among the Indians where such officers 
are located; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of William Clark and others, of 
Post No. 4, Grand Army of the Republic, Londonderry, New Hamp- 
shire, praying for an amendment of the pension law, so as to give to 
applicants and pensioners an opportunity to be heard in person and 
by witnesses before a local tribunal, and for other modifications of 

the pension law; which was referred to the Committee on. Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the selectmen of New Castle and 
many citizens of New Castle and Portsmouth, New Hampshire, pray- 

ing for the completion of the breakwater in Portsmouth Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of the National Division of 
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the Sons of Temperance of the United States, representing 60,000 
members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented six petitions of citizens of Gunnison and 
Saguache Counties in the State of Colorado, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a land office at Gunnison, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Wolff and Brown, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, praying payment for horses pressed into the serv- 
ice of the United States by Colonel Thomas Moonlight, commander 
of the Colorado military district in 1865; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Wolff, of the city of 
Washington, praying for a continuance of the investigation concern- 
ing certain charges preferred by him to the Secretary of the Interior 
against the Indian Bureau; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of David Miller, of the city of Wash- 
ington, praying for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army in the District of Columbia in May, 1861; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Wolff, of the city of Wash- 
ington, praying for the passage of a bill to regulate Indian affairs ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GROVER. I present the petition of the Astoria Chamber of 
Commerce and the petition of James W. Walker and others, citizens 
of Oregon, praying that the unearned portion of the lands granted 
to the Oregon Central Railroad Company be returned to the public 
lands unless said railroad be completed within two years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands ? 

Mr.GROVER. A former petition on this subject was after consid- 
eration referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as it raised a 
question of power in Congress. I therefore move that these petitions 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of Rev. James A. McKay and 
others, citizens of Saranac, Michigan, and the petition of 8. W. La Du 
and others, citizens of Coral, Michigan, praying for a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traftic ; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of West Virginia, and I ask that it be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution No. 1, instructing our Senators and requesting our Representa- 
tives in Congress to urge the early passage of the apportionment Dill. 


Resolved by the Legislature of West Virginia, That in view of the fact that a large 
number of the Legislatures of the States of the Union are now in session awaiting 
the action of Congress, that our Senators be instructed and our Representatives 
requested to urge upon Congress the immediate passage of the act to apportion 
representation among the several States of this Union. 

Adopted January 14, 1882. 

Acopy. Teste: 
J.B. PAYTON, 
Clerk of the House of Delegates and Keeper of the Rolis. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I call the attention of the Census 
Committee to the facts stated by the Legislature of the State which 
I in part represent. The Legislature is now in session, and it is 
important that at an early day an apportionment bill should be 
passed so that the State may be properly divided, as we shall be 
entitled to an additional Representative. I hope that the Commit- 
tee on the Census, that being the committee to which this and all 
kindred subjects touching the census belong, will report that bill at 
as early a day as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Select Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census 
and ascertaining the results thereof. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of citizens 
of Chester County, Pennsylvania, praying for Congressional action 
regulating foreign and interstate commerce ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a petition of the California 
Academy of Sciences, praying for a continuation of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of California, praying for 
a reduction of the internal-revenue taxes on cigars; which was 
referred to the Committee of Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 1o whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 138) for the relief of James Burke, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 297) for the relief of Mark Walker, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. brn 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. No. 403) to repeal certain 
laws relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations, reported it 
with amendments. 














1882. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 5) for the relief of William L. Nance, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator from 
Tennessee, the bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report of the committee. 

r. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred a letter of the Secretary of War transmitting, in compliance 
with section 229 of the Revised Statutes, statements showing the con- 
tracts made by the bureaus of that Department on behalf of the 
United States during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, moved 
that the statements referred to be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 453) for the relief of Thomas F. Riley, 
a it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 293) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 83) for the relief of Lieutenant Frank P. Gross, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 817) mak- 
ing appropriation forthe purchase of ground and the erection thereon, 
in the city of Washington, of a building to be used as a hall of rec- 
ords, to report it with amendments and to ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the present consideration of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the bill may lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I think if the Senator will listen to my statement 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will excuse me. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has given notice that he will call up the fund- 
ing bill for action to-day; and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] desires to finish his speech on the arrears of pensions resolu- 
tion, and if we do not continue with the formal morning business 
there will be no opportunity for the Senator to make his speech. I 
therefore ask that the bill may go over at least until the morning 
business is disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. I will just state to the Senator from Kansas that I 
think when he understands the object of the bill there will be no sort 
of objection to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I may have no objection to the bill, but I ask that 
it may go over at this time. 

Mr. VEST. The bill is a matter of absolute necessity. It was 
passed unanimously at the last Congress. It provides a place for the 
records and the most valuable papers of the Government which are 
now in danger. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I will 
say to the Senator from Kansas that if the bill takes over five min- 
utes I will not object myself to its going over. 

Mr. VEST. No; it will not take five minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was fully considered and passed by the Senate 
at the last session of Congress unanimously, and I hope it will pass 
again. If it takes over five minutes I trust the Senator from Missouri 
will not insist upon its consideration to-day. 

Mr. VEST. It will not take three minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas insist 
on his objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie over. 


. BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8S. No. 861) to provide for a commission ou the sub- 
ject of the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. Lask that the bill lie on the table till a committee 
on this subject shall have been appointed. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 862) for the relief of John Fraser; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 863) to provide for compiling 
and arranging the statute laws in force in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 864) to confirm certain instructions given by the 
Department of the Interior to the Indian agent at Green Bay agency 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to legalize the acts done and permitted 
by said Indian agent pursuant thereto; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 865) authorizing the cutting and sale of dead and 
damaged timber upon Indian reservations, under the direction of the 
Interior Department; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 866) authorizing the sale of certain logs cut by the 
Indians of the Menomonee reservation in Wisconsin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 867) for the relief of E. J. Gurley ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 868) for the relief of Julia C. Ord ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 869) to establish post-roads in Texas; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FARLEY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 870) to confirm title to certain 
private land grants in Arizona Territory ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 871) to enable the several States to collect 
an educational fund from taxes on distilled spirits and fermonted 
liquors; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 872) authorizing and directing the purchase 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, for the public use, of the property 
known as the Freedman’s Bank, and the real estate and parcels of 
ground adjacent thereto, belonging to the Freedman’s Savings and 
Trust Company, and located on Pennsylvania avenue, between Fif- 
teenth and Fifteenth-and-a-half streets, Washington, District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair,) asked and, by 
unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 873) 
to permit Ward Hunt, an associate justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, to retire; which was read twice. by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 874) to adopt a device for the 
purpose of preventing a reuse of revenue-stamps placed upon malt 
and spirituous liquor barrels and kegs; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 875) to extend the provisions of the act of 
Congress entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of certain pensioners,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1879, to certain other pensioners; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 876) granting a pension to Lucretia R. Garfield ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 877) for a public building at Marquette, Mich- 
igan ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 878) to establish a post-route ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 879) authorizing the 
President of the United States to reappoint Stephen A. McCarty a 
lieutenant commander in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 880) for the relief 
of Henry 8S. Van de Carr and Elsie M. Reynolds, administrators of 
the estate of Rensselaer Reynolds, deceased, and Gordon B. Reynolds ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 881) for the relief of Lieutenant Edward 8. 
Farrow, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 882) to provide for the payment of claims for 
horses used in the service of the United States ; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 883) granting a pension to Mrs. E. A. B. Had- 
dock ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
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introduce a bill (S. No. 884) for the relief of certain members and ex- 
members of the Metropolitan police force of the District of Columbia ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 885) to authorize the compilation and print- 
ing of the Naval History of the War; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 886) granting a pension to William Lock- 
hart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 887) granting a pension to Jonathan R. Spencer ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 888) granting a pension to Hoy Cooper; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 889) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in Jefferson City, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 890) establishing a certain post-road in the State 
of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 891) granting a pension to Earl 8. Rathbun; which 
was read twice byitstitle, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 24) relative to printing the 
annual report of the Department of Agriculture for 1881 ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was ; 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Henry Ware be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, subject to the rule. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William G. Budlong be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. P. L. Ward, executrix of William 
Ward, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Mary Dove be taken from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. There has been no adverse 
—_ upon the petition but additional and material evidence being now filed in 

e case. 

Mr. HARRIS presented additional papers to accompany the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Mary Dove, of Utica, New York, praying compensation 
for the use and occupancy of her property in Nashville, Tennessee, 
by United States forces during the late war; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Mrs. J. P. Williams be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William H. Beck, assignee of A. Bur- 
well, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relatin 
- referred to the Committee on Public Lands, no adverse report having been 
made. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The bill (S. No. 298) for the relief of 
the heirs of William Reynolds was improperly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. I move that that committee be discharged from 
its consideration, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had appointed as the commit- 
tee on the part of the House to take into consideration the memorial 
presented in relation to the services rendered to the Government by 
the late Carlile P. Patterson, Mr. JoHN A. Kasson of Iowa, Mr. 
GEORGE D. ROBINSON of Massachusetts, Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. J. D. C. ATKINS of Tennessee, and Mr. ROBERT 
M. McLANgE of Maryland. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for 
the payment of the final expenses of the tenth census; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no “ concurrent or other 
resolutions” the Chair will lay before the Senate the resolution sub- 


to B. Jenning’s claim be taken from the files . 


JANUARY 17, 


mitted by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] on the 12th instant, 
which will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the act of J. neney 25, 1879, commonly 
known as the arrears of pensions act, ought not to be repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this resolution the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BEck] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, when the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business yesterday afternoon I had nearly 
concluded the remarks which I intended to submit, and would have 
been done long before if I had not been interruptedsomuch. As time 
is precious this morning I hope I may be allowed to say what I desire 
to say without interruption; if so, I will not take —- 

Ihad mislaid some papers that I expected to use yesterday afternoon, 
among others a report of the Commissioner of Pensions and the report 
of aspecial committee of the House on this subject. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] pressed upon me to know what information 
I had that the arrears of pensions act was worked up by pension 
agents. I had partially answered him by reading what the Com- 
missioner had said. I have now the report of the House committee, 
which was organized on the Ist of March, 1879, very shortly after 
the arrears of pensions bill became a law, in which there is some 
very interesting testimony upon thatsubject. It seems that a body of 
men, calling themselves the ‘‘ Pensioners’ Committee,” was organized 
in Washington, and claimed, and I think rightly, that they had in 
fact pressed this bill to its passage. A man by the name of Dim- 
mick (Captain R. A. Dimmick) was the chairman of that Pensioners” 
Committee. Immediately after the passage of the law the attorneys. 
in Washington issued this circular: 


MARCH 1, 1879. 
To pensioners of the country : 


The undersigned pensioners of Washington, District of Columbia, having been 
more thoroughly identified with the prosecution of the arrears of pension bill than: 
any others resident here, desire to present you notice of the fact that to Captain 
Rk. A. Dimmick, of this city, who came here three years ago for the sole purpose 
of securing the passage of this measure, the credit is entirely due for management 
and organization in pressing the matter upon the attention of Congress, and in 
educating the public, the press, State Legislatures, and other bodies; and while: 
others‘who have no claim to credit are now seeking to create an impression that 
they have been first and foremost in this work, it is our duty to recognize Captain 
Dimmick not only as the prosecutor of this measure, but as the one without whose 
effort the measure would never have been pressed upon Congress. He put in the 
first petition from New York, and has been the means of having nearly every peti- 
tion and every letter sent to Congress the past three years, and his work has covered 
from Maine to California. He has placed before Congress over one hundred thou- 
sand pamphlets, petitions, and documents, and his compilation of statistical informa- 
tion embracing the most unanswerable arguments, being the result of much study 
and work, has been the main means of enlightening the public and Congress as to 
the justice and merits of the claim. Senators, Representatives, and other officials 
frequently called forthe pamphlets. He has done an immense work against heavy 
opposition and discouraging circumstances in various ways, and he has frequently 
been obliged to assume necessary obligations, being at the present time indebted: 
to the extent of $152, which we trust pensioners will not only relieve him of but 
come forward and show in a generous manner their appreciation of his work ; for 
not a pensioner in the land to-day would be entitled to receive the benefits of this. 
law had it not been for his labors. Our assertions are fully corroborated by the 
attorneys of this city. As wehave sought anactof justice and obtained it through 
the especial instrumentality of Captain D., let us now perform an act of justice 
toward him in appreciation of the effort, knowing as we do that _he has never re- 
ceived any compensation for the labors of the past three years. Let it not be said 
that pensioners were ungrateful to one whom they owe so much, and a debt which 
can never be paid. 

We have started the movement here by a generous testimonial here by pensioners 
whose homes will be now made more comfortable and happier, and notonly appeal 
to you to return the inclosed subscription blank filled out in accordance with your 
appreciation of the benefits you will receive, but induce all others interested who 
have the spirit of manhood and generosity to do likewise. 


Your fellow-pensioners, 
J. C. 8. BURGER, War artment. 
H. H. BROWER, Interior rtment. 
W. L. TREMBLY, War Department. 


George Bancroft and others indorsed it upon the back, and say : 


I am free to say that, from the knowledge I have of the prosecution, there is not 
a pensioner in the land who will reap the benetit of this law but owes to Captain 
Dimmick especially a great debt of gratitude, for without his constant efforts and 
organization and direction of the prosecution, it is well known that not a pensioner 
would ever have received his just dues from the Government. 

GEO. BANCROFT. 


ed pension attorneys of Worttagten, D. C., desire to state that to. 
Captain R. A. Dimmick, of this city, is entirely due the management and direction 
of the prosecution of the arrears of pension bill, which has become a law, and te 
him especjally every pensioner is indebted for the success which has crowned his: 


efforts. 
T. W. TALMAGE. 
L. LOWE. 
GEO. BANCROFT & CO. 
L. BINGHAM & CO. 
McNEIL & BIRCH. 
WM. CONARD & CO. 
. W. WALKER. 
E. P. HALSTEAD. 
R. 8S. & A. P. LACEY. 
L. H. BURSLEY. 


A circular was issued to a large number of the pensioners in the 
country, as follows: 


The undersi 


MARCH 1, 1879. 


AN ACT OF JUSTICE.—In recognition of the labor of Captain R. A. Dimmick, of 
Washington, for the past three years, in conducting the prosecution of the arrears 
of pension bill, which has resulted in a law, I hereby subscribe the sum of 
= rs toward a testimonial to him, payable when I receive the arrears of pension. 

ne me. 

Name. 




















1882. 
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On the back of this is written the following : 


We chests souere in the object of the pensioners of this city in a papersse- 
ognition to Captain R. A. Dimmick of his service respecting the arrears bill, having 
confidence that it would not have been a law had it not been for his untiring efforts. 

If our correspondents desire to recognize this obligation to Captain Dimmick, 
we will cheerfully hand to the testimonial committee such subscription blanks as 


may be returned to us. 
L. BINGHAM & CO., 
Patent and Claim Agents, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Dimmick himself issued the following circular: 


I made as to the men who worked up the arrears of pensions bill and 
the methods they resorted to tomanufacture public sentiment, and the 
report of the committee shows the low estimate they had of the char- 
acter and conduct of men whom they designated as sharpers and 
unprincipled scoundrels. 

If the Senator from Kansas thinks that they have not been inter- 
ferin (perhaps he was not aware of this interference) I will read for 
his edification a portion of the testimony of Captain Dimmick, in 
whose behalf all the subscription papers were sent out to the sol- 
diers. He was the president of the association, an association havy- 
ing a seal as evidence of his authority. This is the portion I wish 
to read for the benefit of the Senator: 


Question. What did you call that association ! 
Answer. It was a pensioners’ association. 
g- Did you have a seal ? 
- No, sir; not at that time. 
9 When did you get a seal? 

- We had a pensioners’ association. It is not the one to which you refer. I 
am president of the Pensioners’ Relief Association, and that has a seal, but it has- 
nothing to do with this pensioners’ committee. 

Q. Is this the seal which you used to work against Senator INGALLS in Kansas. 
in order to prevent his re-election ? 
. No, sir. 
. What seal was that ? 
. That was the seal of a soldiers’ association. 
. What was the name of that association ? 
. It was the Soldiers and Sailors’ Association. 
. You sent communications to Kansas under that seal to pensioners there ? 
No, sir; not that I know of; not to pensioners. 
. Was it sent to members of the Legislature of Kansas ? 
. Yes, sir; Lheard that some circulars were sent tomembers of the Legislature- 
there under that seal, but I had nothing to do with that. 
. So know that there were some sent ? 
. Yes, sir. 


Q. And you know that they were sent for the purpose of preventing Senator 
INGALLS’S re-election ? 


A. I understood that it was for that purpose. 
; And on what ground was it sought to defeat Senator INGALLs ? 
. Well, sir, there is a sentiment among the soldiers that he is not very friendly 
to the soldiers and pensioners of the country, and they feel it to be their duty to go- 


against him. 

Mr. INGALLS. My attention has been diverted for a moment. I 
do not understand what the Senator is reading from. 

Mr. BECK. From the testimony of Captain Dimmick before the 
House committee of investigation into the Interior Department, where 
he was pressing his claim for pay for the work he had @»ne in the 

assage of the arrears of pensions bill, and the fact was sustained 
y his comrades, whose indorsement I have read in part. They all 
agreed that he had done it, and I said, thinking the Senator was in 
his seat, in order to show him that they did interfere in many ways, 
that they interfered in his own State, perhaps without his knowledge. 

Mr. INGALLS. The reason I rose was because a neighbor stated 
to me that I was being personally brought in in some way. 

Mr. BECK. Only to that extent, that these agents were in fact 
seeking to defeat the Senator, because they did not think they could 
use him, and I rather think they were right in thinking they could 
not do that. The testimony of Mr. Dimmick continues as follows : 

Question. What had he— 


Senator INGALLs— 
done? . 

Answer. There were various complaints made against him on the partof soldiers: 
and sailors. 

9. What complaints? 

A. First, that he was a man who could not be reached easily; and there were: 
various complaints that came from various sources; and it was generally impressed 
upon the soldiers and sailors that he was not friendly to them. 

Q. Who did you ever hear say anything on that subject in that way? 

A. A good many. 

9. Name one, sir. 

A. Ihave heard a great many say so. 

). Very likely; but name one. 


BD . Mr. Sweiner, from Kansas. He was one of the assistant doorkeepers of the- 
‘ouse. 


Mr. INGALLS. What is that name? 
Mr. BECK. Sweiner. 


Mr. INGALLS. There never was any such man that I ever heard 











Makcu 1, 1879. 
PENSIONERS! THE ARREARS OF PENSION BILL A LAW. 


The prayers of thousands are answered. A glorious victory. Our workis over. 
Thank God, my fellow-pensioners, we have reached the desired haven—success! 
At this moment we know not how to congratulate you with the sympathetic feel- 
ings we now possess. I will state briefly that I was selected chairman ofapensioners’ 
committee to come to Washington, District of Columbia, and prosecute the arrears 
billat the commencement of the Forty-fourth Congress, December, 1875, and endeavor 
tosecure its passage. On my arrival here I found we had amammoth work on hand. 
Immediately I set to work to secure oa and procure such information 
from the different parts of the country as I could obtain as to many various rea- 
sons of an accidental and incidental nature why pensioners were debarred from 
receiving their back pension. After receiving responses from a few hundred, I 
then made up statistics showing the various causes of delay, and gave the same to 
General A. ¥: Rice, now chairman of the House Committee on Pensions, and I 
compiled the information obtained in an eight-page pamphlet, of which I issued 
10,000, sending many to various State Legislatures, to the press, and hundreds of 
them various times were placed in Congress. It was entitled Important Reasons 
why the Pension Laws should be Amended. This has been the fountain from 
which the public, the press, and the legislators have derived their information as 
to the justice and merits of the bill. Senators, Representatives, and ofticials have 
gleaned most of their information from this source. I have written many resolu- 
tions for State associations urging Congress to pass the bill, and secured their pas- 
sage. I also have written every editorial and every article in favor of the bill that 
has appeared in the daily and weekly journals of this city; also numerous other 
articles for newspapers in various parts of the country. I have put over 100,000 
pamphlets, circulars, petitions, &c., and nearly all petitions that have been pre- 
sented in Congress for the — three years are those which we have issued and 
sent to the various parts of the country, and have been returned to Congress by 
our direction. We worked hard and continuously, and our bill passed the House 
of the Forty-fourth Congress at the last end of the session, and I was greatly dis- 
appointed when it failed of passage by the Senate. Inconsequenceof my inability 
to meet the expense, I had about concluded to give up the prosecution and not try 
it again, as on every side it was thought thatthe bill involved so much money that 
it could never pass. 

At the solicitations and ea of a few earnest men and women, who have 
nobly stood by me, I was induced to try it again in the Forty-fifth Congress, and 
we had to repeat all the efforts before made, which have been far greater than any 
person can conceive; for it is well known here that I have worked unremittingly, 
and all the petitions and all the letters sent in to legislators have been presented 
by our dictation. Many are the days and nights we have worked, against the 
wishes and judgment of our friends. Most of the time we have been in debt for 
the expense that occurred, and at this time I have debts standing against me for 
expense incurred. I have been offered obligations by many pensioners before the 
bill became a law, but would accept none, as it would have prejudiced legislators 
against me. I have had a few pensioners who have assisted at times, but the 
situation has often been most discouraging. ‘There have been a few noble souls 
in different States who have always stood ready, and have acted with us in behalf 
of the prosecution and contributed to the expense. The force and pressure has 
been exercised by a few, mostly the patrons of the United States Record and 
Gazette. I beg to be excused for the brevity of my letters of late. I have had no 
time to answer correspondence, and the result will justify my action, as you will 
now be pleased at the success of our efforts. Thousands of families will now 
realize comfortable homes who have known them not for years, and I feel rejoiced 
at the vast amount of good that will result to pensioners, many of whom will 

realize from hundreds to thousands of dollars, which will mitigate much suffering. 
I have a conscious pride in having been the means of directing a movement so 
grand and glorious in its results. You will, under this law, be entitled to receive 
all back pension from the date of discharge, in the case of all soldiers, and from 
the death of husbands or sons in the case of dependent relatives. It has been 
— that it — be interesting to give publicity to all transactions, letters, 
and documents, public and private, connected with the prosecution of this work, 
but this would require a volume of from one hundred to two hundred pages. If it 
shall be thought i in the future to publish the full history of the prosecution, 
T will, in connection, embrace the opportunity of mentioning the names of those 
in the different States who have always stood ready to act with us. 

I deem it necessary to state that the prosecution of this measure has left me 
under obligations to the amount of $152 for expenses, and to this extent, at least, 
at your convenience, I should be happy to acknowledge your assistance in defray- 
ing this debt. 

came to Washington three years ago to prosecute this measure to a success, 


and_T _ most happy to congratulate you that our desire and prayer are now 
realized. 


Yours, truly, 
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t. A. DIMMICK, 
Chairman of Pensioners’ Committee. 


The committee having charge of this branch of the investigation 
made a report on the 3d of March, 1879, which is signed by WILLIAM 
A. J. Sparks, William M. Robbins, D. N. Lockwood, T. M. Patter- 
son, EDWIN WILLITs, Addison Oliver, and Tuap. C. Pounp, being 
members of both political parties. The committee say : 


Within the past few days evidence came to the committee of what appeared to 
be a combination among claim agents and others to extort money from pensioners 
under the pretense of services by one of their number in securing the passage of 
the bill grantin arrears of pension. The principal parties connected with the 
scheme were brought in to testify, and their evidenss, which accompanies this 
report, shows a plan of operations which was intended to cover every State in the 
Union, and whereby a large sum of money would doubtless have been filched from 
the pockets of the poor pensioners. The testimony of Dimmick and Tallmadge 
shows that although but afew days have elapsed since operations were commenced, 
not less than $2,500 has already been received, in sums varying from $2 to $10 each. 
It is believed that the timely exposure of tlrese sharpers will have the effect of 
breaking up similar attempts elsewhere by unprincipled scoundrels, who, while 
constantly prating of their love for their ““fellow-soldiers” and ‘‘comrades,” gen- 
erally manage to give a practical working to their affections which the victim is 
never likely to forget. The committee are indebted to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions for his active co-operation in making this portion of their investigation. 


I think these papers prove pretty conclusively all the statements 





of. 


Mr. BECK. Observe, I am reading the testimony of the chairman 
of the pensioners’ committee of Washington. I would not be sur- 
prised if it was all false; but this is what he said: 

Question. What did he say? 

Answer. He said that he was not a man to be trusted; he couldn’t get any sat- 
isfaction from him; he was nneggroacheble in his ways; there was no satisfaction 
in approaching him; he had no desire to get ave done. a ak 

. And upon these declarations you made these efforts to defeat his re-eiection, 
and you made these efforts under seal ? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Is it a part of the business of the soldiers and sailors to interfere with elec- 
tions? 


A. Yes, sir. It is not a political body. They propose to do what they can im 
behalf of those who do right. 


Q. I will ask you if that is a part of the business of these soldiers’ and sailors’ 
organizations? 


. Well, I do not know about its being a part of their business. 


And there is very much more equally edifying. 

Therefore I think I am entirely justifiable from their own state- 
ments and their own sworn testimony and the reports of the House 
committee, in saying that this bill was worked up as they claim ex- 
clusively by them, for no man can read these letters and these claims- 

















































































































A OE ETE ITE O LI 











-and these subscriptions that were sent out without seeing that they 
claim all the credit forit. Itshowed that they worked it up throug 
Legislatures, through pressure upon Senators and Representatives and 
their friends, and endeavored to defeat them whenever they could 
not be brought to do all they required them todo. That was the rea- 
son, the main reason, knowing of this report, why I said the whole 
scheme was conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity. I believe 
these were ‘the men who were working it up in all sorts of underhand 
and disreputable ways, and they succeeded only too well, not only 
in the passage of the bill but in intimidating Members and Senators. 

I said I believed there was no report upon the bill that was passed 
from the Department or from any committee. I searched for it, and 
was unable to find it. In the New York Herald of the 15th of Decem- 
ber, 1881, I find an interview with the late Commissioner of Pensions, 
which I have no doubt is correctly reported, which shows that there 
was none. It seems to have been prepared by himself. He says: 

The fact is the Pension Bureau never made an estimate of the cost of the arrears 
Lill until after it had passed both Houses of Congress and been presented to the 
President for his approval. 










Again he says in the same interview : 


The next and only other estimate in relation to the amount which the arrears 
act would require, which has any pertinency to this subject, is an estimate made 
by me for Senator Davis, then chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropria. 
tions, January 20, 1881, in which I gave it as my opinion that the act would con- 
sume, sooner or later, $510,301,673.25, with the qualification that those figures were 
very low. Both the letters referred to are public documents—that of February 4, 
1879, is Executive Document No. 75, House of Representatives, third session Forty- 
fifth Congress ; and the other Miscellaneous Document No. 24, Senate, third ses- 
sion Forty-sixth Congress. Let me add right here that in February, 1879, Secre- 
tary Schurz addressed a lefter to Congress calling attention to the vast sum prob- 
ably involved by the arrears act, and urging upon that body in the most emphatic 
terms the necessity of adopting legislation to protect the Government against the 
frauds which the arrears legislation would be sure to encourage. This was also 
urged in my letter of February 4. 
















THER ‘“ ARREARS” LEGISLATION. 


“The responsibility for the arrears legislation rightfully attaches to the Forty- 
fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses, and not to the Secretary of the Interior nor to the 
Commissioner of Pensions.” 

‘*There must be some explanation of the idea that either you or the Secretary es- 
timated the arrears bill before its passage. Do you know whatis the explanation ?” 

* No, but I can guess atit for you, and pretty closely. Thesubject of ‘arrears’ of 
pensions had been crowded upon the attention of Congress by the Washington 
claim agents for several years, and numerous bills, all differing from one another, 
had been introduced, and the Commissioner of Pensions had been called upon to 
estimate some of those bills, either by Congressional committees or individual 
members, which he had done. He was never called upon by Congress or any mem- 
ber of either House to estimate the bill which was passed into a law, nor one like 
it, and I guess persons not acquainted with these circumstances have not discrim- 
inated between the different bills granting arrears which have been at one time 
and another introduced in Congress.” 

*-Can’t you tell the Herald readers something about the circumstances under 
which the bill was passed?” 

“Oh, yes ; I think the records of Congress show that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions had in the winter or spring of 1878 reported favorably on an arrears bill, 
and the chairman was endeavoring to obtain the floor to put the bill on its passage. 
The House was then Democratic, and a Republican member got in hetens iilen and 
called up the bill that was passed, not the one of which the chairman of the Appro- 
priation Committee had charge, and it went through, if I remember right, without 
a dissenting vote. It lay in the Senate until the middle of January, 1879, and was 
called up and brought to a vote in that body just on the eve of the Senatorial elec- 
tions, in which one-third of the Senators were personally interested. You know 
how damaging it would have been to them at that time to have voted against such a 
bill; not only would their partisan enemies have made capital against them, but 
their competitors for their places, and their own party.” 

‘* What is your idea, Mr. Bentley, as to the increase of the pension-roll for some 
years to come?” 

‘*T anticipate that the pension-roll, which has increased some fifteen thousand dur- 
ing the last fiscal year, will continue to grow until the number of pensioners on the 
rolls will be fully four hundred thousand, requiring an annual appropriation of 
upward of $40,000,000 to pay current pensions.’ 

“How do you account for the estimate of $100,000,000 asked for this year by the 
Commissioner of Pensions ?”’ 

‘That grows in part out of the increased force given to the Pension Office, which 
did not become effective for the settlement of claims much before July 1 of the 
present year. Congress was notified by me that there would be a deficiency the 
present year of from $20,000,000 to $30,000,000, if not more. I notice that Commis- 
sioner Dudley has called for only $20,000,000 deficiency. His estimate for $100,000,000 
is probably none too large. Son.e $60,000,000 and upward will be entirely chargea- 
ble to the arrears act, and, together with the $20,000,000 deficiency, constitute a 

part of the $510,000,000 before referred to, and a similar amount must necessarily 
appropriated each year for several years.”’ 




































There is other testimony bearing upon various questions furnished 
by the late Commissioner of Pensions in his report. But I desire to 
be as brief as possible, and therefore will endeavor to hurry on. The 
Commissioner, in speaking of the frauds that were made possible— 
indeed that he regarded as being almost a necessary consequence of 
this law—uses this language in this report of 1879: 







Besides being cumbersome and expensive, the present system is an open door to 
the Treasury for the perpetrationof fraud. Theaftidavits in support of the claims 
have the same appearance to the ofticers of the bureau, whether falseortrue. The 
rules which are established in relation tothe production of evidence in attempting 
to exclude the frauds often work a hardship upon the honest claimant. He finds 
himself, through the death or imperfect recollection of witnesses, or for some other 
cause, unable to comply with them, is often defeated, while the fraudulent claimant, 
who will manufacture the necessary testimony to meet them, succeeds in his claim. 

The large sum of money which the claimant will receive upon the.allowance of 
his claim, and the ease with which a fraudulent claim may be manufactured, con- 
stitute a powerful inducement to dishonest persons to present fraudulent claims, 
and these occupy the attention of the officein attempting todetermine their merits, 
which ought to be given tothe meritorious claims, and thus, by the encouragement 
of fraudulent claims, the system operates to delay the others to such adegree that, 
in many cases, it results in a practical denial of justice. And the pursuit of the 
necessary medical inquiries is little better than a farce. 
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Again he says in the same report for 1879: 


It would seem that the fact that ex parte methods in the ascertainment of truth 
in doubtful or disputed questions have been condemned by the civilized world for 
centuries, and that open public proceedings, bringing parties and witnesses face to 
face that they may be interrogated, such as es by the new go have 
been adopted by the unanimous judgment of enlightened people, based upon the 
common observation of mankind, ought to leave no question as to the propriety of 
discontinuing the ex parte system in pension claims. 

There is another aspect of the ex parte system which should receive the most 
earnest consideration on the part of the Government, and that is its fruitfulness 
of crime against the laws, in the nature of perjury, forgery, and false personation. 

The following table shows the number of the two first-named offenses committed 
in the cases of five hundred pensioners whose names have been ——— from the 
rolls since July 1, 1876, because the pensions were obtained by fraud. 
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It will be seen that 70 per cent. of these affidavits were false. 

There had been paid to these five hundred pensioners before their 
fraud was discovered $547,225. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Kansas desires to reply to me to- 
morrow. The Senator from Ohio consented that I might occupy 10 
or 15 minutes after the expiration of the morning hour so that my 
remarks might appear in the RECORD in consecutive order in the 
morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. BECK. I said yesterday that to my mind the fairest article 
relative to the workings of this law that I have seen was in the Phila- 
delphia American. I admit that I have seen many abusive articles 
published in leading papers of the country, but the fairest I have 
seen was that published in the American. I desire to read a few 
extracts from it because it contains an official statement from the 
Commissioner of Pensions that I have not seen elsewhere and have 
not been able to find, it being a circular and not a report to Congress. 
The American says: 

In his report for the year ending June 30, 1879, a date less than six months after 
the passage of the act, the Commissioner stated that ‘the new claims of inva- 
lids, widows, minor children, and dependent relatives have come in at an unpre- 
cedented rate.” The claims of invalids, he said, were more than double in num- 
ber those of any previous year, except 1866, (just at the close of the war,) and 
nearly double that year, while other claims were large in an almost equal ratio. 
The fact was that the act offered a large premium of ready money to all who 
could make up proof of a claim, and stimulated thousands to make application who 
had never thought of doing so, and whose case was not of such necessity as justi- 
fied an appeal to the public bounty. Fraudulent claims largely occupied the at- 
tention of the bureau They obstructed business. They were in the way of just 
and meritorious claims, ‘‘to sucha degree,” said the Commissioner, as to result, in 
many cases, ‘to a practical denial of justice.” 

The third section of the arrears of pension act repealeda law which prevented 
the prosecution of claims that had not been prosecuted to success within five years 
from the time of filing them. ‘The effect of this upon the business of the Pension 
Bureau is set forth in a circular of the Commissioner of Pensions, dated October 
1, 1880, and printed, to be sent to applicants for pensions who were complaining 
of the delay in settling their claims. The circular says— 


This is the paper which I said I could not find— 


At the time of the passage of the arrears act there were about one hundred 
thousand unsettled claims which were regarded as alive and pending ; besides these 
there were not less than eighty thousand on the files which had been rejected for 
one or another reason. Among those claims which were on the files and had not 
been admitted were about forty-five thousand which were counted as dead claims, 
the claimants having abandoned their prosecution or died leaving them unsettled. 
The arrears act not only brought in new original claims at the rate of 10,290 per 
month, for the whole period of seventeen months from February 1, 1879, to June 
30, 1880—while the average from July 1. 1878, to February 1, 1879, was only 1,597 per 
month—but it revived from thirty to forty thousand old cases which were on the 
rejected files. 


The American proceeds as follows: 


If there is no objection the Senator 





It appears, therefore, that, as one of the results of this act, the Pension Bureau 
was forced to take up again and go over anew from thirty to forty thousand 
cases which it had once investigated and rejected or the prosecution of which 
had been abandoned, and which, until the passage of this act, it was debarred from 
reconsidering. Indeed, it does not seem possible that the ingenuity of man could 
have devised an act no longer than this which would be productive of more serious 
embarrassment to the organization and orderly prosecution of the Pension Office. 
That the claim agents had got their work well in hand to take immediate advan- 
tage of the passage of the act appears from the alacrity with which the claims for 
arrears in the cases where pension was already allowed were filed. The act was 
passed on the 25th of January, and at the end of March 46,264 claims had been re- 
ceived at the Pension Office. After that time the number rapidly diminished, the 
number filed in October following being 1,158. The number of Army iuvalid pen- 
sion claims filed in 1877 was 16,532; in 1878 it was 18,812; in 1879 it was 36,835; in 
1880, 110,673; in 1881, 18,455, It will be borne in mind that these are not the calen- 
dar year but the fiscal year ending June 30 of the years named, so that the great 
increase noted in 1879 covers only six months of the operation of the arrears of pen- 
sion act. The claims of widows and children of deceased soldiers increased iv 
1 nearly as great aratio. The drain upon the Treasury on account of this act is 



















‘shown by the increase of the annual disbursements for the pated of pensions. 
The largest annual disbursement_previous to the pS e of this act was in 1871 
and amounted to $33,077,383.63. From this sum it had gradually declined, until 
in 1878 it was $26,844,415.18, The disbursement for 1879 was $33,780,526.19; for 
1880 it was $57,240,540.14; for 1881 it was $50,620,538.51. These figures do not 
include the specific appropriation for arrears of $25,000,000. 

Now, Mr. President, without going further into this matter, al- 
though I have many other evidences that I desire to read, I will close 


founded upon the reports of the Pension Commissioner, founded upon 
the testimony and the action of the claim agents themselves, founded 
upon the fact that the bill was passed through both Houses, or the 
House certainly, without any knowledge as to what it contained, and 
under a total misapprehension on the part of the Senate, of all of us, 
as to what would be the effect of it, that I, in the speech that I made 
upon the tariff, looking anxiously to see how taxation could be re- 
duced, how the protective tariff of which I complained and under 
the operation of which I believe for every $100,000,000 that goes into 
the Treasury taxes the people $500,000,000, looking, I repeat, to see 
how that enormous taxation could be relieved, and seeing a Dill 
passed in the way that this was, worked up by pension agents, as I 
believed it was, and as I think the evidence shows it was, I did say 
that it was a bill iniquitously conceived by these men and was im- 
posed upon Congress, who were ignorant of it, and that we were all 
pressed by that sentiment which they had secretly and falsely worked 
up for their own benetit, and that we were too cowardly or too selfish 
to resist it. 

I desire to say to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and to 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] that I had no more allu- 
sion to either of them than I had to myselfin any remarks that I made, 
and I intended no personal reflection on any one, I was indignant 
that these pension agents should have worked up such a billas I now 
know they did, and, seeking to obtain relief from taxation, I perhaps 
used a too vigorous expression, being indignant, because I felt that 
we had been imposed upon and had not shown the courage to inves- 
tigate the matter; but I will say to the Senator from Indiana that 
what I then said was very little, if at all, worse than what he said 
against the bondholders in his eloquent speech of yesterday. He 
said : 

Sir, if you would poll the bondholders of the United States, and take the vote of 
all the national banks, I doubt not that their voices would be unanimous for the re- 
peal of the law for the payment of pension arrears, and yet look at their own record 
of gigantic legislative plunder! 

Some gentlemen who voted for those bills that he denonnced yes- 
terday, and perhaps justly, might as well rise and offer a resolution 
declaring that these laws ought not to be repealed and bring on a dis- 
cussion of these questions here as to bring a discussion upon the hr- 
rears of pensions act, especially when bills are pending in the House 
for its repeal, because of the remarks that I made in that speech. I 
have stated before and now declare in conclusion that my remarks 
had no personal bearing upon any Senator or Member. I knew that 
the Senator from Indiana was a member of the Committee on Finance, 
for I served with him; I knew that he was a member of the Commit- 
teé on the Library, but I had somehow forgotten the fact that he was 
even on the Committee on Pensions during that Congress. On re- 
flection I would have known that the Senator from Kansas was then 
chairman of that committee, but if I had been asked at the time I 
was speaking I would have said that the former Senator from Vir- 
ginia, Mr. Withers, was the chairman, and no man lives for whom I 
have a higher respect than for him; so that, whatever bearing the 
remarks may have been supposed to have, I desire to assure these 
gentlemen and every member of the Senate that if they were improp- 
erly made they were utterly impersonal and reflected upon myself 
quite as much as they did upon anybody else, for I deplore the fact 
now that I did not know what this testimony develops against these 
claim agents as well then as I do now; but I had not had the benefit 
of the reports of the Commissioner, Mr. Bentley, or of the facts since 
developed. I desire to say in Mr. Bentley’s behalf, as I now have the 
report of the present Commissioner of Pensions, that he takes occa- 
sion to say in regard to that officer, speaking of his predecessor : 

Great credit is due to him for the industry, ability, and watchful integrity with 
which the business of this office has been conducted under his management, and 
the increase of work accomplished and results reached during the past year call 
for warmest commendation. 

Owing to his foresight and recommendation the laws were so amended and sup- 
plemented as to enable me to effect changes in organization and management of 
the clerical force of this office which it is hoped will to some extent alleviate the 
difficulties surrounding an ex parte system which has been so long in vogue, 

I was one of those who believed that that officer never ought to 
have been dismissed. I believe that the pension agents were at the 
bottom of his dismissal. The papers of this city published asa matter 
of fact that I had voted against the present Commissioner at the time 
he was confirmed. How they got hold of the secrets of an executive 
session I do not know, but I avow here that I then opposed the re- 
moval of Mr. Bentley, not because of anything against the present 
Commissioner, for I know nothing about him. I hope he may be as 
good a man as his predecessor, but I saw that Mr. Bentley was en- 
deavoring in every possible way to prevent the frauds which were, as 
he said, necessarily connected with this law, which was passed with- 
out any guards and without the knowledge that we ought to have 
had, and which if we had had would have induced every one of us to 
have defeated it or at least placed such guards around it as would 
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in a very few moments by saying that it was because of the belief 































have made the frauds which have been perpetrated under it impos- 
sible. It would have been better for the honest pensioners, better 
for oe credit of Congress, better for everybody, if we had been able 
to do so. 

Mr. President, I regret somewhat that I made aremark which caused 
me to take any part in this discussion. I know very little personally 
about the workings of the pension system; I never belonged to any 
military, naval, or pension committee, or any other that would have 
enabled me to understand its workings as well as others do, therefore 
I have in a very disjointed way laid before the Senate the reasons 
which induced me to believe that this law was a bad one, that it has 
worked badly, and while the mischiefs developed under it were un- 
intentional on the part of both the House and the Senate it was im- 
posed on us by interested bad men. Their own testimony shows that 
they claimed credit for working it up in State Legislatures and before 
the country by vile methods, and producing a sentiment which pro- 
cured the passage of what I think all candid men will now admit has 
proved to be a very bad law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, under the action that has been 
taken by the Senate in agreeing to proceed to-day with the funding 
bill, I suppose, the morning hour having expired, I cannot ask for 
further action on this resolution at this time ; but I give notice that 
at the expiration of the morning hour to-morrow I shall again ask 
that the resolution may be considered by the Senate. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. The 
pending question is on the reserved amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, to which an amendment was proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON.] The Chair understood the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] was not through when this bill was last 
before the Senate, and therefore he has the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not desire to detain the Senate more than a 
few moments, and perhaps it is unnecessary that I should detain it 
at all; but in view of an amendment which I offered I will add to 
my remarks of Thursday last by stating some additional reasons why 
I think the fund now in the Treasury for the redemption of United 
States notes ought to be diminished. 

That fund is stated by the Treasurer of the United States as being 
a fraction over 40 per cent. of the amount of United States notes out- 














standing. At 40 per cent. the exact amount of the fund would be 
$138,400,000. It has been assumed that 40 per cent. was a proper 


amount to be held in the Treasury for the redemption of United 
States notes, and the Secretary of the Treasury in his report says : 

It is generally conceded that for safe banking a reserve of 40 per cent. to meet 
current obligations is necessary. 

And he applies that remark directly to the amount of the reserve 
fund necessary to meet a demand for payment in coin of United 
States notes. Mr. President, it is not perhaps necessary to challenge 
that statement as an abstract proposition, but I desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the associated banks of New York have never 
had, certainly not within the last fifteen years, 40 per cent. of the 
amount of their liabilities in their vaults. The national-bank act 
requires the keeping of only 25 per cent. of the amount of deposits. 
That that is not a parallel case, however, I think I shall be able to 
demonstrate. That is for the security of individual depositors, on 
deposits which are liable to be drawn by checks in the ordinary 
course of business. A more near parallel, [ think, to the case of the 
United States note would be the requirement of the'law in regard to 
the redemption of national-bank notes. The only provision for the 
redemption of national-bank notes, practically, is the keeping in the 
Treasury of the United States of 5 per cent. of the amount of those 
‘notes outstanding; and the report of the Treasurer of the United 
States shows that that 5 per cent. for the redemption of national-bank 
notes has been ample, not only for the purpose of redeeming such 
notes as persons presenting them for redemption desired to exchange 
in order to get greenbacks or gold, but also for the purpose of re- 
deeming worn-out notes. 

There is no comparison between a reserve kept for deposits and a 
reserve which the Government keeps for the redemption of the green- 
back notes, as will be readily seen. If there is a reserve kept for 
the payment of deposits, that reserve is made use of because the checks 
drawn against them do not answer the purposes of money except in 
a limited way. If it could be provided that every check drawn by 
each individual depositor against his deposit in a national or any 
other bank should be drawn in multiples suitable for business, that 
is to say, even sums of $1, $5, or $10, as the case might be, and if no 
question could ever arise in regard to the identity of the drawer or 
the genuineness of the signature, or of the prompt payment of the 
check whenever presented; if that check was just as good at one end 
of the land as at the other, and perfectly good everywhere and 
always; if every man, woman, and child who might receive it would 
have in possession precisely the best possible means of paying his 
or her debts and obligations and of carrying on business, and if in 
addition that check so drawn was not only thus certain of payment 
whenever presented, whether the day it was drawn or the next day 
or even ten or fifteen or fifty years, as the case might be, but in addi- 
tion to that was a legal tender for the payment of all debts or dues 
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not only to the Government but as between individuals, can’ it be 
supposed that any person holding such check would ever want to 
exchange it for any other form of money, and that any reserve, prac- 
tically, would be required to meet the payment of it? Who would 
ever present such a check for the purpose of payment if it performed 
that office? : 

When a person in the course of a transaction with his neighbor re- 
ceives a check for money in satisfaction of his claim, he proceeds to 
present the check to the bank upon which drawn, because he wants 
what the check calls for and what the check is not, to wit, that 
which is legal tender, that which is good everywhere, under all cir- 
cumstances, and which performs always the office of money, leaving 
open no question of the solvency of the drawer; but if instead of that 
the check was good everywhere as the greenback note is good every- 
where, and can be used as money at any place the holder may happen 
to be, why should he ever present it for payment? What would he 
gain by it? 

Therefore there is no possible comparison between the case of a 
reserve held for the protection of deposits, subject to be paid upon 
checks drawn against them, and a fund kept by the United States 
for the redemption of its notes. 

In addition to that we have the fact that for now one year last past 
no single note has been presented for redemption, and going back to 
the period of time at which redemption was inaugurated, from that 
time on down to the present, less than thirteen million dollars of notes 
have been presented altogether for that purpose, and during that time 
there has been an increasing indisposition to take gold or silver for 
any purpose whatever, and a corresponding increasing disposition to 
take paper money, and thatonly. Five percent. held in the Treasury 
of the United States suffices to redeem all the national-bank notes 
outstanding ; they are no better, perhaps they are no worse, than a 
greenback note, but they do not possess the debt-paying office, that 
is to say, they are not legal tender between individuals; they are not 
receivable for customs dues; they do not perform that full money 
function which the greenback note does perform; and yet 5 per 
cent. of the volume of national-bank currency has been found suffi- 
cient to maintain perfectly and completely for all purposes the re- 
demption of the entire volume of national-bank notes. And yet it is 
said that we need 40 per cent., 35 per cent. more, to redeem the Gov- 
ernment greenback than we do to redeem those obligations of the 
banks which do not possess the full money functions possessed by 
the Government notes. 

This is not a question of theory simply, it is a question of fact; 
and if determined upon the facts as developed by the experience of 
the last three years, certainly the amount which I have fixed in my 
amendment as the amount necessary for the redemption of legal-ten- 
der notes is ample. But it is more than that; it is a question of the 
right and of the interest of the people and of the duty of Congress, 
their servants ; it is a question as to whether it is right and proper 
for the Government to unnecessarily retain in the Treasury forty mil- 
lions or fifty millions of the money of the people while their interest- 

bearing obligations are outstanding. 

' But it is more even than that. It is not mainly a question of the 
interest which this fund has been drawing and which has amounted 
during the time it has been held there to six or seven million dollars, 
(because this fund was provided by the sale of 44 per cent. bonds ;) 
it is not alone that question; but if we are to take the doctrine of 
financiers on this question, and especially of the school which has 
been potential in fixing the currency volume and the relations of 
currency to the business of the country during the past few years, 
we must admit that as this currency has been created by the ordinary 
process of business, as it has been accumulated in the ordinary way, 
not artificially, that currency is necessary for use in the business of 
the country and should be put in circulation. If there is any excuse 
for it at all, it is in order that the currency of the national banks may 
be increased, and I call attention to the fact that during the last year 
that currency has been largely increased, and if it has been increased 
upon necessity that necessity would not have existed if this money 
so improperly held in the Treasury had been issued. It is therefore 
held there very largely to enable this increase to be made from other 
sources to meet an inevitable, a constantly recurring and constantly 
increasing demand from the business interests of the country for the 
necessary currency through the medium of which that business can 
only be carried on. 

There is another feature of thisajuestion which is alluded to in the 
report of the Treasurer of the United States. In referring to the 
liabilities of the Government, as stated in his report, he says: 

Considering these liabilities as a whole, it is clear that whatever percentage of 
reserve will protect the United States notes will protect the other liabilities. The 
Treasurer does not attempt to say what this percentage should be, but he is of the 
opinion that a uniform percentage should be fixed for all the current liabilities 
other than the three classes of certificates, and that the excess of cash in the 
Treasury should be expended, from time to time, in the purchase or redemption 
of the public debt according to some definite and publicly announced plan. Should 
this be done, the policy of the Department would cease to be a subject of specula- 


tion, and the influence of the Treasury on the money market would be reduced to 
a minimum. 
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creasing the total reserve on account of all liabilities, including 
United States notes, to between 55 and 60 per cent. 

This policy of hoarding money in the Treasury beyond what is 
needed has not only been applied to the fund for the redemption of 
United States notes, but has been applied to all the current liabili- 
ties as well; and this money, therefore, created not by the act of the 
Government arbitrarily, but created by the operation of business 
principles applicable to existing business, has been withdrawn from 
use in the country and locked up in the Treasury, not only to the 
increase of the interest-bearing obligations of the Government, but. 
to the deprivation of the people themselves of the use of that money 
which they need in the carrying on of their business. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, it seems to me that the proposi- 
tion which I have made is not only conservative, but it embraces an 
obligation on the part of Congress as a matter of solemn duty not 
only to fix this fund in such a way that it shall not be the subject of 
speculation, not only to fix this fund so that, in the language of the 

easurer of the United States, the influence of the Department on 
the finances of the country may be reduced to the minimum, but for 
the purpose of saving the interest which the people of the United 
States are paying, and for the purpose of giving to them the money 
which they have created for their use, and which is necessary for the 
transaction of their business. 

This fund ought not only to be fixed but it ought to be limited. 
It not only ought to be limited but it ought to be largely cut down, 
and if I were to express my candid judgment as to wal was neces- 
sary to protect the credit of the Government in order to provide at 
all times for the ample, free, and full redemption of every possible 
obligation that could be presented against it, I would say that it 
might safely be reduced not only to $100,000,000 but to $50,000,000. 
But in order, as I said before, that there may be no controversy about 
this matter, in order that my proposition may commend itself to the 
conservative judgment of everybody, I have put in my amendment. 
$100,000,000 as the proper sum to be held for redemption purposes in 
order that there might be a limit and in order that that limit might 
be entirely conservative. I know in this matter as nearly as any 
man can know that this proposition will meet with the favor of the 
most conservative financiers of this country. 

We have had a constant bugbear about this question, which has 
been an insult to the intelligence of the people. It has been assumed 
that financial questions were not to be settled on a common-sense 
basis, but upon some juggle—by a play upon words, upon some pat- 
ent plan of which a certain class of persons had a monopoly, and in 
which the body of the people had no part or lot, and in which their 
only share was to bear without complaint the burdens put on them. 
I would rather to-day have the judgment, the common sense, the 
sublimated common sense, which is said to be the foundation of law 
possessed by the common people of the United States—by the me- 
chanics, merchants, farmers—and upon which the stability of the 
Government depends more than upon peculiar plans or features of 
administration, than depend alone on the judgment of men who claim 
to be experts on this question. It isa question that affects the farmer 
on his farm, the homesteader on his claim, and the merchant in his 
counting-house, just as much as it affects the banker, just as much as 
it affects the bondholder, just as much as it affects the capitalist. 
It affects all the people near and remote, large and small ; and legis- 
lation should be designed for their benefit. It is the nearly univer- 
sal judgment of the people of the United States that the Treasury 
keeps on hand more money than is needed. It is estimated that we 
have about $1,200,000,000 altogether of circulating medium. More 
than one-sixth of that is held in the Treasury of the United States 
idle and largely unnecessary. It is too much. It is embarrassing 
the business of the country; it is in the way of its enterprise, its 
growth, and development. 

The two amendments I have offered are designed to prevent both 
phases of the evil now existing by fixing the redemption fund at a 
certain amount and keeping it there, and preventing the undue accu- 
mulation of the sums of money paid in for taxes by requiring the 
Secretary of the Treasury to anticipate them in making calls for 
bonds. He knows for all practical purposes what the revenues will 
be for two or three months ahead as well as for the months that are 
passed. The increase of revenue has been constant and steady, and 
within a certain limit the Secretary can safely anticipate them, and 
should do so in order to save interest and prevent withdrawal of 
large sums of money from active circulation. 

Mr. President, I have in my hand an article published in a New 
York paper a few days ago, the first and closing paragraphs of which 
I will read to show that the public are not uninformed on these ques- 
tions, and that what I have said in regard to the future of the debt, 
and of the national banking system as connected with it is universally 
seen, and properly recognized even among people who would be will- 
ing to maintain the debt of in order to keep up and make permanent 
the national banking system as now existing. The first paragraph 
of this article is as follows: 


| How the national banking system may be none alive after the public debt is 
He then goes on to show that the Government is holding a reserve | pee ho. geren ear Gage oe een Te 


against current liabilities which may be assumed to be, as they are 
more nearly, certainly, than the notes are, akin to the liability of the 
banks on account of deposits—of 100 per cent. as arule, thereby in- 


In other words, the financiers, the business men, the capitalists of 
New York and other portions of the country begin to see that the 
national debt has to be paid off, and that the question of the extinc- 
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must decline to go back on mine without any conversion. That is 
all I have to say in relation to the bill reported by the Finance 
Committee. 

Now as to the amendment of my friend from Missouri. In my 
judgment that amendment raises questions that have no limit to 
their importance. In the first place it requires that the 3 per cent. 
bonds shall be taken by the new banks hereafter organized, as a 
security for their circulation and deposits, and by the existing banks 
applying for an increase of their capital. I care not so much to 
compel the banks to take these bonds to insure their sale as I do to 
prevent them from discrediting the bonds in the markets of the world. 
I believe it will be more valuable to the country to have 3 per cent. 
established as our normal rate of interest than it will be to extend 
the time for the payment of the $200,000,000. 

If we issue $200,000,000 bonds at 3 per cent., and do not require 
national banks to take them, as provided in my friend’s amendment, 
mark my prediction, that the national banks will discredit them in 
the markets of the world, to prevent the establishment of 3 per cent. 
as our normal rate of interest. It willamount to a discredit of them 
for us not to require our fiscal agents to take and make them the 
basis on which the invaluable franchise is granted of supplying the 
people with a currency. 

As was shown in the able legal argument of another ancient friend 
of mine, the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND,] the national 
banks are creatures of the Federal Government—mere fiscal agents— 
subject always to the control of Congress. Then I say we ought not 
to allow these creatures, these fiscal agents, to resist or to escape the 
control of Congress in any exercise of our discretion as to our man- 
agement of them or our national debt. If we require them to take 
these bonds for the purpose of aiding the Government, without in- 
justice to them, in its effort to float some of our debt at 3 per cent., 
they will have no right to complain, and it will insure the standing 
of our 3 per cent. securities in the markets of the world. 

Then, again, sir, the fourth section of the act of June 20, 1874, has 
armed the national banks with a power more dangerous than any 
that can be lodged anywhere to affect injuriously the honest indus- 
tries and welfare of the people. There are no two powers that can 
exist by the consent of government that are more wide-spreading 
and far-reaching in their control of the price of labor-productions 
and property in the markets of the world than the power to furnish 
transportation and the power to supply the people with a currency. 
And both these powers are vested in private corporations—railroad 
and national-bank corporations. They have almost everything to do 
with regulating the price of labor-productions and property. These 
corporations are the creatures of government, and they should be kept 
in the harness of the Government—harness strong enough to destroy 
their power to harm the poy 

The fourth section of the act of 1874 is the last legacy of the Re- 
publican party to the national banks. It is from this section that 
they derive the ruinous power of contracting the currency to pro- 
mote their interest. My friend from Missouri demonstrated by un- 
deniable proof that this power has been repeatedly exercised by 
these banks to the great injury of the people; and last session of 
Congress, when we were obeying the will of our constituents in the 
endeavor to refund a portion of our national debt at a saving of over 
fifteen. millions per annum of interest, Congress was challenged and 
held at bay and the will and welfare of the people defeated by the 
veto power, interposed on the demand of national banks. Hence I 
say, Mr. President, that the repeal of that fourth section will remove 
a cause of uneasiness and apprehension detrimental to the pursuits 
and interests of the people. I thought it was premature to bring 
forword this great question and associate it with the bill now before 
the Senate. Ny belief was it would be best to be postponed until it 
came up legitimately, when the national banks ask for an extension 
of their charters, as many of them must do before this Congress ad- 
journs. I thought it was like going out in a sail-boat beyond Sandy 
Hook to tow in the Great Eastern when she was in sight under a full 
head of steam coming into our harbor where we had full control. 
But as the question has been raised in connection with this bill, it 
must be met, and I know we cannot meet it too early, if we do so 
with our full strength, and lose nothing by its connection with weak 
measures and premature action. F 

Ever since money has been in the world mankind have been divided 
into two classes. One class made up of the few who had all the money 
and wanted more, and another class made up of the many who had 
no money and wanted some. These two classes have been engaged 
from the beginning in an irrepressible struggle over the volume of 
currency—the quantity of money in circulation. Both these classes 
have been governed by self-interest. You can never cure human na- 
ture of the weakness—if it be a weakness—of always looking to self. 
And whether you look to men or women, or class or community, or- 
ganized or anaes, it makes no difference, the ruling passion is 
and always will be self-interest. Now, it is to the interest of the 
money class to contract the volume of currency, for the plain reason 
that it makes money scarce and increases the purchasing power of 
those who have money over labor-productions and property. In 
every country, inevery age, the constant aim and effort of the money 
class has been to reduce the quantity of money in circulation among 
the people, so as to increase the power of those who have it to buy 
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more labor-productions and property. That explains why the na- 
tional banks are opposed to the present greenback currency, and want 
it retired so they canoccupy itsplace. It also explains why national 
banks are opposed to silver, and want it demonetized by stopping its. 
coinage and making gold the single standard of value. If the stand- 
ard of value is limited to gold it reduces at once the price of labor- 
productions and property one-half. This power to contract currency 
and regulate prices is great enough and dangerous enough in the 
hands of individual capitalists, where it is beyond the control of gov- 
ernment, but surely it should never be organized and concentrated 
in corporations, with franchises granted by the government of the 
people to oppress and plunder those who have no power to protect 
themselves. 

The other class who struggle for an increase in the circulation go 
to the other extreme. Inflation is an evil as much as contraction. 
When you inflate your currency beyond proper bounds you produce 
speculation and extravagance and demoralizing indulgences, and 
after awhile explosion follows. It is like apoplexy followed by pa- 
ralysis. The rebound from inflation and explosion down to the 
hard basis of gold and silver produces paralysis and prostration in 
all the honest industries of the country. Inflation and contraction 
are both dangerous extremes that ought to be avoided and never 
permitted by the Government. The Republican party is the party 
of contraction and the National Greenback Labor party is the party 
of inflation; the Democratic party stands between these two extremes 
on the ground of safety. 1 do not suppose itis possible for any party 
or any body of men exercising law-making power by any amount of 
legislation, however wise, to put an end to the struggle between the 
two classes over the volume of currency. It may be wise and well 
that we have no power to terminate it. 

All we can do is to exercise our power to restrain it and prevent it, 
if possible, from working irreparable injury to the people and to the 
Government. Mr. Buckle, one of the greatest historians, philoso- 
phers and statesmen of modern times, says in his Civilization of Eng- 
land that the foundation of all progress and prosperity is the energy 
ofman. Thesource and cause of thisenergy is man’s necessities. And 
these necessities come from man’s failures, reverses, miscalculations 
and disappointments. If we could insure certainty in results by our 
laws, plans and calculations, the machinery that moves the world 
would soon come to a dead-lock, and stagnation and death would 
follow. 

So, Mr. President, in the providence of God it ismade a law no human 
power can repeal or avoid the operation of in our worldly affairs, 
that these questions of currency, tariffs, and other great economic 
questions are incapable of final solution and settlement. You send 
your monetary commissions abroad and exhaust the capacity, learn- 
ing, and experience of Europe and of this country upon questions of 
finance and currency, and when all this illumination comes it still 
leaves us in the dark. 

As I stated in the beginning, we must accept the great truth, that 
in reference to all these important, unmanagable questions, true 
statesmanship can be no more than the science of circumstances. 
Let us exercise our powers accgrding to the circumstances that sur- 
round us; do the best we can, and leave results to laws and to agen- 
cies and to powers that are beyond our control. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, at the last session of Congress I 
voted for a proposition in a bill then pending, to refund the public 
debt at 3 per cent. I did not vote for the bill as it was amended and 
finally was presented to the Senate. I think that on this side of the 
Chamber there were only five votes in favor of funding the debt at 
3 per cent., and I must confess to a little surprise that at this session 
of Congress, with the approval of the Finance Committee, we have 
I believed 
then, and I believe now, that 3 per cent. bonds could be and would 
besold. Everything that has occurred since that time has strength- 
ened my conviction, and now I believe all hands, all sides, without 
reference to party ideas, agree that a 3 on cent. bond can be placed. 

I do not place my opposition to it on the ground that the bonds can- 
not be sold, for I believe they may be sold, and I believe if you pass this 
bill the bonds will be sold at 3 per cent., but because I do not believe 
that any advantage will be derived by the Government from the pas- 
sage of this bill and the funding of a portion of the debt for the time 
fixed in the bill at 3 percent. Iam one of those individuals who be- 
lieve that it is the duty of this Government as rapidly as possible to 
pay the public debt. It is not a legacy that I desire to transmit to my 
children. I hope to see the day when the entire debt will be paid. 
I believe we can pay off the amount of the debt that it is proposed 
now to fund in less time than is provided for in the bill, and I be- 
lieve it is the duty of this Congress so to do. I believe the option 
that is given to the Government in the extension of these bonds to 
pay them whenever it sees fit is worth more to us than it is to refund 
these bonds at 3 per cent. I will not go over the figures, but the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] demonstrated by mathematics 
that, if we could pay this money within the time he suggested, it 
was better for us to continue to pay 34 per cent., and that we should 
thus save five or six million dollars. I know it was said on the other 
hand that the figures were incorrect, but no effort was made to show 
any fallacy in the figures; no effort was made to show that he had 
anticipated too much revenue, and there was no reason given except 
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the mere ——— of some person that possibly the amount was 
too large to be paid within the given time, and therefore his figures 
might be incorrect. : : 

I do not propose, Mr. President, to vote for the bill, and if I ex- 
pected to vote for the bill, I should not vote for all the amendments. 
I should not vote for the amendment introduced by the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. VEsT, ] not because I regard that as so very essentially 
bad in itself, but because it seems to me that this is not exactly the 
time to commence that kind of legislation. I am quite willing, when 
the question of the continuance of the national banks shall pre- 
sented here in proper form, to meet it, and I am quite willing to join 
in any proper revision of the national-bank system. If the national- 
bank system, which I have always regarded as a valuable bank sys- 
tem, is dependent upon the existence of the national debt, the bank 
system must go because it isa greater benefit undoubtedly to the 
people of the United States to pay the debt and do without the banks 
than it would to keep the banks and continue the debt. 

Mr. President, in this discussion there seems to be a very wide 
range. The silver question has been brought in, the banking ques- 
tion has been considered, and various things that perhaps are not 
strictly pertinent to the bill have been discussed. I do not intend 
myself to take much time in this debate. I shall only partially and 
casually as I go on allude to these questions. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has offered an amendment 
which in part meets with my approbation, for which in part I shall 
vote if it can be separated so that I can vote on the last part of the 
proposition by itself. He has provided in his amendment: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, pay in discharge of 
the debt of the United States drawing 33 per cent. interest all funds in the Treas- 
ury save $100,000,000 held for the redemption of United States notes. 

A year ago, when the funding bill was under discussion, I, with a 
few others, advocated the use of something more than $50,000,000 of 
this money for the purpose of refunding. I think I stated upon the 
floor of the Senate that it would be entirely safe to take from that 
fund $100,000,000. It then amounted to about $149,000,000, and 
now I understand it amounts to $156,000,000. 

I am in favor of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas with 
an addition, that instead of taking out but $100,000,000, or, in other 
words, taking out about $50,000,000, we take out $100,000,000. We 
commenced resumption the Ist day of January, 1879, and in the first 
month, if I recollect, we paid out a million of dollars in gold for the 
purpose of redeeming greenbacks, and we continued for eighteen or 
twenty months to pay out occasionally, as people demanded it, gold 
for their United States notes that they held, until we had paid out 
the sum of about eleven or twelve millions of dollars. 

Since the discussion in the Senate about eleven months ago there 
has not been, as stated by the Senator from Kansas, a single United 
States note presented to the Treasury of the United States to be paid 
in gold, and during all that time we have kept locked up in the 
Treasury of the United States one hundred and forty-nine or one 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars of gold for the express purpose 
of paying these United States notes upon the supposition that some- 
body might step up‘and call for gold, though experience had demon- 
strated that in twenty-two or twenty-three months we had only 

aid out about eleven or twelve millions of dollars. It was stated 

ere by the friends of that movement then that there was no reason 
to suppose that the people of the United States preferred gold to the 
national greenback currency; but it was said they might; times 
might change; and therefore we have kept locked up here what 
ought to have saved interest amounting to several million of dollars 
for fear that some persons would rush to the Treasury and demand 
gold for their greenbacks. We shall continue to do that and it is 
proposed still, so far as the legislation of this body is concerned, to 
continue to keep in the Treasury over one hundred and fifty million 
dollars for the purpose of making good the Government notes if gold 
is demanded. The experience of the Treasury has demonstrated 
that the people do not desire = as a currency; they desire paper 
money if it is based upon gold. If they can get what is equivalent 
to gold in the shape of paper, they desire it; but they desire more 
than that, they prefer to have silver instead of gold in this country 
to a very large extent. 

I notice that in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury the 
statement is made that it has been impossible to put in circulation 
the amount of silver that has been coined under the act of February 
28, 1878; and yet when I look over the reports of the Government 
officials I find that almost every dollar of the silver which has been 
coined under the act of 1878 has been put in circulation in fact or has 
been put in circulation by the use of a silver certificate, which is in 
effect the circulation of the silver itself. I find that the people of 
the United States have been taking their gold to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and demanding from that officer silver in exchange, so that 
they might then carry the silver to the Treasury and then demand a 
silver certificate for it. I find that, in order to save trouble, the 
Secretary of the Treasury has cut short this system, and he has 
allowed men to deposit their gold and take a silver certificate for it. 
And yet we are told that we should stop coining silver; that we 
should immediately cease its coinage, because the Government finds 
it impossible to get out the silver. Still the Secretary himself admits 
that, at the time his report was made, a quarter of a million dollars 
was all the silver in the Treasury of the United States in coin—I 


mean of the standard dollars—that belonged to the Government ; and 
the Government has on repeated occasions been called upon for silver 
certificates to an extent that it could not issue, because the silver 
was not there to exchange for them. 

Mr. President, I do not think it quite fair that one of the great 
industries of the country like mining should be thus ie by a 
report that goes out to the people misunderstood. Recently I was. 
in the city of New York, and two intelligent merchants said to me, 
‘““What are you going to do about the silver question?” I said, 
‘There is no necessity for doing anything.” They said, ‘“‘ You have 
got sixty-odd million dollars of silver in the Treasury that you can- 
not getout.” Isaid, ‘‘ We have only got a quarter of a million dollars 
of it in the Treasury, and that we can put out whenever the Gov- 
ernment wants to;” and that is all we had at the time the Secretary 
of the Treasury made his report; and yet these intelligent people, 
merchants, had read the statements in the newspapers and elsewhere 
and actually believed that the Government was lying out of the use 
of sixty or seventy millions of dollars because the people would not 
take the silver dollars, though every silver dollar, save a quarter of 
a million, that had been coined since the passage of the act of 1878 
had in fact or in theory passed into the hands of the people and was 
then a part of the circulating medium of this country. 

When that silver bill passed the Senate we were told by the Presi- 
dent in his veto message that we could not circulate this money 
with gold—that the gold would go out of the country and the sil- 
ver would remain; and the Secretary of the Treasury tells us to-day 
that if we continue the coining of silver we shall buy upon a gold 
basis and sell upon a silver basis. Now, Mr. President, there is no 
fact in the history of finance in this country that justifies that con- 
clusion on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury or anybody else. 
On the contrary, the facts, as shown by the Government officials,. 
by the financial officers of this Government, contradict that state- 
ment most emphatically. I have been to the trouble of looking over: 
the finance reports since 1878, and I have found that since that time 
we have exported silver to the extent of $57,799,919, and we have 
exported gold to the amount of $15,307,055. So, then, of the exports 
of the precious metals not 20 per cent. has been gold, and that is the 
condition of things to-day, while, on the other hand, we have im- 
ported of the precious metals a very large amount of gold as com- 
pared with silver. 

I have taken the pains to go over and figure up the amount, and I 
propose to put it upon record, not for the benefit of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, not for the benefit of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, but for the benefit of the people who do not study financial 
reports. I want to put it on record for the benefit of the merchants 
and the farmers of this country, that they may see that all this pre- 
tense that silver cannot be cireulated in this country is contrary to 
the fact; is without any reason whatever. Therefore, I will give the 
Senate in detail the amount of silver and gold that has been exported 
since the passage of the silver bill in 1878. 

During the remainder of the fiscal year 1878, beginning on the Ist 
of March, we exported $4,960,148 of gold, and of silver $6,551,629. In 
the fiscal year 1879 we exported, of gold $4,587,614, and of silver 
$20,409,827. In 1880 the exports of gold were $3,648,025, and of sil- 
ver $13,503,884. For the fiscal year 1881 the exports of gold were 
$2,564,132, and of silver $16,841,715. The sum total, then, of: gold 
exports during that time was $15,759,919, and of silver $57,307,055. 

These are facts in answer to theory, in answer to the theory of the: 
Finance Committee when that bill was before the Senate, for every 
member of the Finance Committee who opposed that bill made the 
same assertion upon this floor, that if we passed that bill the silver 
would come from abroad and the gold would go out of this country. 
On the contrary, the silver has been going out; and I will show by 
another table in a moment that during that time gold has come to 
thjs country as it never came before in our history, and rarely in the 
history of any other nation. 

Now let me say one other word for fear somebody will state that 
this silver exportation was the export of trade-dollars. I heard some- 
thing the other day about the coinage of silver forexport. The trade- 
dollars were coined for the express purpose of the Asiatic trade; but. 
of the $57,307,055 of silver that has gone abroad, either in the shape 
of coin or bullion, during the period stated, only $1,744,873 was in 
trade-dollars. 

I have another table which I commend to the attention of the Sen- 
ators who predicted such disasters on the passage of the silver bill. 
I find that after its passage the export from March 1 to June 30, 
1878, four months, was of gold $1,932,343, and of silver $9,325,675 ; 
and that year the importation of silver was over four times that of 

old. The next fiscal year, 1879, the imports of gold were $5,624,948. 

he silver imported during that year was $14,671,396. In the fiscal 
year 1880 the imports of gold were $80,758,396 ; of silver, $12,275,914. 

t was believed by most people that we had then an import of pre- 
cious metals that could never be equaled in this country, and we were 
told by all those who prophesy upon finance and who assume princi- 
pally from their location, principally from the section of country in 
which they live, or from the character of the committee upon which 
they have served in this body, that they know all about finance and 
that they are the persons who are entitled to take charge and specially 
manage and regulate the finances of the nation—it was said then by 
them that we had arrived at a stage in the imports of the precious 
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difficult to have resumed on the Ist of January, 1879. With the pas- 
sage of that bill business began to revive, not immediately, I admit, 
because the advantages of the bill were not at once seen and could 
not at once be felt; but as the Government month by month increased 
the circulation of silver in this country, as month by month it coined 
its two millions or two millions and a half, or whatever it might have 
coined, and putit out, the people began to have the wherewith todo 
business. The honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] quoted 
from a distinguished English statesman the saying that energy was 
the wealth of a nation. Of course it is, but the energy of the people 
was as great in 1873 as it is to-day, and the difficulty was that then 
they did not have the wherewith to make that energy felt, and so it 
will be everywhere. The people with all their energy must have the 
means with which to do business; and now we have it, not upon an 
inflated currency, not upon paper money of doubtful value, but upon 
that which will command gold everywhere, that kind of money which 
is good the world over. 

Look at the business of this country. Mr. President, we have 
revived the silent manufactories, and the furnaces that were blown 
out have been set to work, and where there were no manufactures of 
any kind manufactures have sprung up. In the State that I have 
the honor in part to represent on this floor we have felt the moving 
power of the silver bill. We have felt the advantage of it. The 
people have felt everywhere that their great production was not to 
be discredited. We were producing $6,000,000 or $7,000,000 when 
the bill passed. We went up in 188) to $20,000,000, and we went up 
in 1881 to $23,000,000. We built railroads and we built manufactories 
all over our State. We have now, although the youngest State, many 
miles more of railroad than very many of the old States, and during 
the last year, not largely by our own money I will admit, but by 
money sent to us by people who believed in our future, we have put 
$9,000,000 in railroads, and in the city of Denver, the capital of the 
State, more than four millions have been invested in buildings. In 
every part of the State business has been active. Now, does anybody 
believe that it would have been so but for the remonetization of 
silver? We produce annually over twenty millions of silver and 
about three millions of gold; that is the proportion; and does any- 
body here believe that if silver continued to be discredited and to 
be treated in all respects as if it was a mere commodity, there would 
have been that advance in the interest of that State? Mr. Presi 
dent, it is not our interest only. Capital that has been lying dor- 
mant in New England and in New York has sought there a place to 
be invested where it would be remunerative to its owners. 

I am a little loath to speak of the advancement of my own State 
especially, but yesterday my attention was called to an article that 
appeared in one of the principal papers of the country, in which it 
was stated that in Colorado the production of silver would cease to 
some extent, that very many of the mining camps were playing out. 
I wish to put on record a denial of that statement. There is not a 
single mining camp in the State of Colorado that has ever played 
out. There is not a mining camp in the State of Colorado that does 
not to-day enjoy a degree of prosperity that it never enjoyed before. 
No railroads have been built to mining camps that were of doubt- 
ful value, not a mile, because such camps cannot be found. The pro- 
duction of silver in Colorado and other States will continue. Last 
year we produced $40,000,000, next year we shall produce more, and 
in a few years we shall produce the great bulk of the silver of the 
world. 

Is it wise to discredit our own production? Is it wise to put on 
record repeatedly by the ofticers of the Government the fact that the 
people do not want this money when it is a well-known fact, as I 
stated early in my remarks, that the people had exchanged the yel- 
low metal for the white? In looking over the report of the Director 
of the Mint I find that he said he had kept the New Orleans mint 
running night and day, practically, because there was a demand in 
the South for silver money. There is a demand for silver money 
among a class of people who, when they have a little money, lay it 
by and save it. There is not this demand, I will admit, in the great 
mercantile centers; there is not this demand by the men who have 
millions in bonds and millions of wealth in other forms; but the poor 
people of this country everywhere regard silver money as valuable, 
and when they have money to keep they like to keep it in silver. 

Mr. President, I know that the silver question isnot presented here ; 
I know that it is not entirely germane to the bill before us; but I 
could not allow this bill to pass, after what had been said by the 
friends of the bill, and by its enemies, upon the silver question, with- 
out calling the attention of the Senate and the country to the silver 
question; and I want to say here that if anybody is so credulous as 
to suppose that on the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or any other high official the people will submit to the demone- 
tization of silver, he is greatly mistaken. Heisequally mistaken who 
believes that any considerable portion of the people of the United 
States, outside of the great moneyed centersat least, will consent to 
the repeal of the act of 1878, by which the Government is bound to 
coin a reasonable amount of silvereach month. And, Mr. President, 
I predict further that the people of these United States will demand 
and will have at the hands ot this Congress or some othera law that 
shall put silver upon an equal footing with gold, and that while a 
man may walk to the mint with his gold for coinage at the expense 
of the Government, the silver producer may do the same thing on 


metals where they would immediately go back, and in a year or two 
the flow would be tenfold greater out than it had been in. What 
are the facts? During the fiscal year 1881 that has just passed I 
find that the total imports of gold and silver were $110,000,000 and 
.a trifle over; and of that amount $100,031,288 was gold, and the 
silver during that time imported was $10,544,208. 

Thus, sincethe passage of the derided silver bill, since the passage 
«of that bill which was to work such disasters to the financial condi- 
tion of this country, since the passage of that bill that was declared 
to be a crime and a disgrace, since the passage of the bill to remone- 
tize silver we have sent abroad $15,000,000 of gold and $57,000,000 
of silver, and we have received in a $188,347,974 of gold and 
$56,816,859 of silver. In other words, we have sent abroad, we have 
exported more silver-than we have imported. 

Mr. President, whenever prophecies of this kind are indulged in I 
begin, as somebody said the other day, to look to the solid frozen 
fact. I want to know what the fact is, and I would give more for a 
‘single pint of facts than I would for a bushel of theories. It has not 
been because there was such a great need for gold in this country 
that it came here; it has been because we were paying more for 
gold than other people. We have during this time mined from the 
mines of this country a considerable amount of gold. According to 
the official reports we have produced in the United States since the 
passage of the silver bill $127,142,035 in gold up to last June, and 
since that time we have been producing at about the same rate, about 
$3,000,000 of gold permonth. We have produced silver to the extent 
of $136,687,438. 

Mr. President, there are a great many people in this country (and 
they are not confined to political circles, they are not confined to men 
holding high offices; but all over the country there are a great many 

ood business men, merchants and manufacturers, and farmers) who 

really believe that if we continue much longer in the coinage of silver 
money there will be nothing in this country but silver as a circulat- 
ing medium, with the exception of our paper currency. We havein 
this country some fractional currency in silver, but beyond that we 
have very little except the amounts which I have shown. We had 
very little silver in the country when the bill of 1878 was passed. I 
have shown what its imports are; I have shown that the exports 
were greaterthantheimports. The production has been $136,687,438, 
and it has been enlarging perhaps about $35,000,000 a year, or in that 
neighborhood—a little more than that last year. 

Does anybody suppose that we shall endanger our financial condi- 
tion if we continue to produce silver at the rate of $40,000,000 a year 
and we keep every dollar of it in this country and put every dollar 
of it in coin and then have every dollar go out in silver certificates 
and cireulates in the country? How much gold have we in this 
country? The last official report shows that we have about four 
hundred and fifty million dollars of gold, and when you speak of the 
convenience of the use of gold and silver it should be remembered 
that they are neither of them fit fora circulating medium. You can- 
not put upon your person gold enough to travel to my home and 
return without serious inconvenience to you; neither can you to the 
homes of very many other Senators on this floor. I do not mean to 
say that it is not desirable to have gold. I am glad we have the 
gold; but we do not want the gold to carry in our pockets and we 
may not want the silver to carry in our pockets; but gold and silver 
are a basis upon which the Government may issue to us a paper that 
will pass current in the hands of everybody in this country, as the 
silver certificate does to-day, in every respect equal to the greenback 
or the national-bank note; indeed, above the national-bank note in 
many respects, if I am not mistaken. 

According toall the acknowledged statements every where, we have 
at least ,000,000 of gold. We have much more gold than we have 
silver. It is said that we have a total of gold and silver in this coun- 
try amounting to between seven hundred and fifty and eight hundred 
million dollars, and that is pony a lowestimate. I heard a gen- 
tleman the other night, who claimed to be somewhat learned in 
finance, declare that this amount of gold was no advantage to us, 
that we should be better off if we did not have so much. i do not 
believe that. Ido not believe that there is anything in that state- 
ment; but I believe that we grow richer and stronger as we produce 
from the bowels of the earth seventy-five, seventy-eight, or one hun- 
dred million dollars of gold and silver every year. If we candoas we 
have been doing, retain that money in this country, if we can keep 
it here, and if there were no other reason why the silver certificate 
would be a beneficent thing, it is because it is not calculated to travel 
out of the country to any great extent. 

Mr. President, I will not pretend that all the prosperity that has 
come to thiscountry has come from the passage of the silver bill. Oh, 
no, I will not pretend that ; but I will pretend and I will claim, and I 
think that the proof can be easily made, that in a great degree the 
revival of business in this country was due to the passage of that act. 
It was due in part I will admit to the resumption act. I believed as 
thoroughly in the resumption of specie payment as any man could, 
and that was one of the things that I have laid to the door of the 
Republican party financially that we did not resume years before we 

did, when we might have done it if we had had the courage to so 
have done. 

But, Mr. President, without the silver in this country and without 
the silver bill we should have found it, in my judgment, somewhat 
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equal terms and with equal advantage to himself, and in my judg- 
ment with equal advantage to the people of the United States. e 
will not discredit this great silver interest of the country, nor allow 
it to be done. 

I have not heretofore been very radical on this question. I voted 
for the amendment that curtailed the coinage of silver to $2,000,000 
a month or not to exceed $4,000,000. I voted for it because the wise 
men of the Senate stood up here and predicted such disasters to the 
nation if we should allow the free coinage of silver. They made sug- 
gestions of that character so that to some extent they frightened me, 
and I said “‘ We will try this and see how it works, and if it works 
well for a year or two we will enlarge it,” and I propose, so far as 
my vote is concerned, to endeavor to‘enlarge it. That is what the 
people of the great West want; and when I speak of the people of 
the great West I speak of more than one-half the people in the United 
States, because I include in that description the people of the South 
as well as of the West. It is only a few people comparatively in this 
country who are in favor of restricting us to the use of one single 
metal and that gold, and to the friends of that measure I say that if 
it ever comes in this country to be a contest between gold and silver, 
yold will go to the wall and we will be what I shall regret to see us 

e, but nevertheless we shall see it—we will be placed upon a silver 
basis and not upon a gold basis. Being the great producer of silver, 
producing on an average two-fifths of the silver of the world and with 
the time fast coming when we shall produce half, if not three-fourths 
of all the production of the earth in that metal, we cannot afford to 
discountenance it and discredit it, and I am astonished that anybody 
should suggest to me or to any other man who has given any atten- 
tion to this subject, that the way to advance the price of silver is to 
declare that it is not a money metal but that itisa commodity. Why, 
Mr. President, get had better talk that to the marines. They 
will never make the people of the United States understand that 
kind of a theory, that the way to advance and elevate its price of sil- 
ver is to declare that it is not money at all and destroy its principal 
and its natural use. 

Mr. President, I have introduced into the Senate a bill that on 
some occasion I expect to present my views upon, and then I will take 
occasion perhaps to go into with more care and less discursively this 
question of the silver production than I have done to-day. I have 
been moved to say this much because I have felt that it was time 
that somebody on this side who believed that silver was a valuable 
money metal and ought not to be stricken down should give notice 
to our friends that if they continue to demand legislation in the in- 
terest of gold, the friends of silver might go beyond what they think 
and what the friends of silver would otherwise be inclined to do in 
asserting for it its rightful place as a money metal. 

Mr. President, Iam opposed to this bill upon one other ground which 
I want to mention, and then I shall not detain the Senate longer. I 
am opposed to it because I am opposed to this everlasting tinkering 
with the finances of our country. I have not been in favor of the 
yreenback craze; but I think the greenback craze is not a bit more 
Sehastive, is not a bit worse than the hard-money craze that has 
afflicted some people. I believe the best thing we can do is to sub- 
stantially leave things as they are to-day. The 3} per cent. bonds 
were taken by the people of the United States with an implied agree- 
ment; at least, with the inference that they had a right to draw; 
that when they had put their bonds drawing 5 and 6 per cent. inter- 
est, which they did voluatarily, into a 3} per cent. bond, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States would wait until it was ready to pay 
those bonds before it demanded that they should take their securities 
and bring them to the Treasury for any purposes whatever. Much 
less had they any reason to suppose that they would be called upon 
within six months to come here and bring back their securities and 
exchange them for a bond bearing a less interest than the 3} per cent. 
they offered to take in lieu of the 5 or 6 that their bonds called for. 

If the re of the United States are not satisfied with the inter- 
est noW paid, let us pay off this debt, let us curtail our expenses, let 
us take here a million and there a million that we are wasting year 
by year, let us take out of the Treasury the surplus money we hold 
there for no earthly good whatever, and let us apply it to this debt, 
and there is not a man on the floor who does not know that before 
the bonds provided for in this bill can be paidif it passes we can pay 
off the sum total of these extended bonds. 

Iam opposed to the disturbance of the financial affairs of the coun- 
try in this way, and I am in that particular at least like the distin- 
guished Senator from Nevada, who was recently heard to say, at 
least it was so reported, that the conservative West will see to it 
that this tinkering with the finances is stopped. 

Mr. President, we do not want any change in the condition of 
these bonds. It is demonstrated, as I before stated, and I will not go 
over it again, that the Government gets nothing by it. The option 
is worth more to us than the interest, even if we gain what it is stated 
that we shall gain but which is not proved by the facts. Therefore, 
while on a former occasion I was willing that the Government should 
issue a 3 per cent. bond, I am willing to let well-enough alone, and 
I shall vote against this bill in all its phases and in any way. that it 
may be presented. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I do not proget to take up much of the time of 
the Senate in discussion, but I wish to make a few remarks by way 
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of explaining my vote and giving the reasons why I shall vote for 
the bill and against some of the amendments that are proposed to it. 

It is a very easy matter for me to vote for a bill that will lessen the 
amount of interest, particularly so since I voted for the 3 per cent. 
bill a year ago. I did so because I believed a bond at that rate could 
then have been floated, and I believesoyet. Ihave not changed my 
mind in the least about that. 

I agree with my friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in part, that 
we should not be constantly tinkering with the currency of the 
country. That is, we should not have gold fixed at one value, silver 
at another, and paper at still another, or that we should limit or 
extend the amount of either. We have now probably an abundance 
of curreney, and if it be let alone I believe such prosperity as 
has never been known in this country will be realized in the next 
few years by our people. But I do not consider it tinkering with the 
currency when we undertake to lessen the amount of interest that 
we pay upon the national debt ; and that is the very reason why one 
year ago, as I have said, I was in tavorofachange. Since then the 
financial system has been tinkered with; it has been changed, and 
the bonds then about to fall due have been continued at the rate of 
34 per cent, interest. If we can put any part of that debt or the 
whole of it at 3 per cent., it seems to me it is our duty to do so. 

I shall oppose the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
VEST] on the ground that he undertakes to compel the national banks 
to invest their money in a certain kind of paper. Ido not believe in 
such a compulsory law, either as applied to corporations or to indi- 
viduals. The banks should be just as free to invest their money in 
whatever they think best and in the kind of national paper they pre- 
fer as an individual. If they choose to invest in a paper that is worth 
15 or 20 per cent. premium let them do so, they pay the premium and 
not the Government, and I can see no good reason for interfering. It 
does not lessen our security or the security of the bill-holder; it is 
equally good if not better. Then why compel them to take a kind 
of bond that probably their own interests would not demand or that 
they would not approve of? Iam opposed to this amendment and 
shall most certainly vote against it. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is probably a good enough thing if he 
would bring it in as an independent bill, and I think I should vote 
for a portion if not the whole of what he has proposed to add to this 
bill if offered as a separate measure ; but I do not think this is the 
place to put it or the time to propose it. 

This bill simply proposes a reduction of the interest on a portion 
of the natienal debt and defers the payment for at least five years. 
Now let us act on these propositions and leave the suggestions of the 
Senator to be offered in a separate bill. 

Tam in favor of this bill because it extends the time for the pay- 
ment of our debt, but not toolong. I believe in paying the national 
debt, and I believe in paying it just as fast as we reasonably can do 
it without imposing any great burdens on the people. But every 
Senator here knows that there are some extravagant rates now 
charged in the way of tariffs that have to be met by the consumers. 
Every Senator on this floor, I believe, will say that our tariff laws 
should be amended in some way. We may differ as to the particulars 
of it, but no doubt all would say that they should be amended in 
some important features. I believe we ought to pay the debt moder- 
ately fast, for Iam not one who believes that a national debt is a 
national blessing, but I would not strain every point to pay it faster 
than we can with justice tothe people. If we were topay, say, forty or 
fifty millions of dollars a year, we should still keep our credit good 
and at the same time keeping the debt in such a shape as to assure 
the people that it would be disposed of in a reasonable time. 

So far as the tariff and the internal revenue are concerned, there 
is one thing we might do by putting this debt off a little and curtail- 
ing our expenses. We ought, in my opinion, to repeal the law that 
places an exorbitant taxon matches. They have become a necessity 
of the people, and yet they are taxed at such a rate that the con- 
sumer pays at least 200 per cent. more than the articles actually cost 
to manufacture. Thetax brings in about three millions of money to 
the nation. It would be a great relief to the consumers if such a tax 
were taken off or this law repealed. Then take off the stamp taxon 
bank checks and drafts. That amountsto about two million dollars 
a year, about what we receive in two days from the tariff and inter- 
nal revenue of the country. It is not somuch of a burden as it isan 
annoyance to the people, and I would vote to take it off now, and I 
would put off the payment of a portion of thenational debt if neces- 
sary to enable us to repeal this tax. 

There are many other things which might be named which call 
loudly for relief but it is not necessary to go into them at this time 
further than to illustrate the principle that we can, by extending 
the time for paying the national debt, relieve the tax-payers, at the 
same time harm nobody, and still leave the credit of the country 
unimpaired. 

I shall vote for the bill of the Senator from Ohio because it pro- 
poses to save several millions of dollars of taxes to the people. Why 
not do it? No reason has been given why, only gentlemen say ‘“‘pay 
your debt as fast as you can.” Suppose 7 do, you have got more 
than $300,000,000 of the 34 per cent. bonds besides the amount proposed 
for exchange in this bill. Therefore you would net at the rate you 
have been paying heretofore pay under three years the surplus over 
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and above the amount that is proposed to be funded by the bill. 
Hence I say on that score it would be but proper and right that we 
should pass a bill of this kind. I shall vote for it because it will 
provide for at least $200,000,000 of the debt and fixes a time when it 
shall be paid and therefore affords a reasonable chance for relief to 
the people. : ‘ Se 

Let me digress long enough to say right here to my friend from 
Vermont, [Mr. MorRILL, ] who has in charge a bill on the subject of 
the tariff, that I believe we could take up that business and pass, 
before a month, a bill that would give great relief to this country, 
and if I had the power to do so, I would instruct the committees of 
the Senate and of the House of Representatives to take up the ques- 
tion and make a tariff bill, such a one as the long experience of gentle- 
men now composing the Committees on Finance could give us, one 
that would give the necessary relief. When we propose to go outside 
to find commissioners or agents to arrange tariff rates, we are only 
postponing the day for action, for, after all is done, no bill thus pro- 
vided can pass through Congress till it is dissected and analyzed and 
changed till the makers would not recognize itas their work. Years 
will be taken in this way to do that which our own committees ought 
to dein amonth. No, sir, I say let us do the work here and let us 
begin it now! 

lamaware that the tariff question has but little todo with the effect 
of the bill now before the Senate, and I only mention it because I 
am willing to defer the day for the payment of a portion of the national 
debt in order to give relief to many who are suffering great wrong 
by the oppression the present tariff brings. Of course we cannot get 
along withouta tariff, for I am no free-trader, but we should discrim- 


inate closely and give such relief to the consumer as will more nearly | 


equalize the burdens of taxation. 

In former days some of the best statesmen of their day proposed 
what they called ‘‘a tariff for revenue with incidental protection,” 
which, as I understand it, was to first provide the means for running 
the Government, and at the same time give such incidental protection 
as would best take care of those industries which are necessary to the 
well-being and comfort of the great masses of the people. 

Free trade means direct taxation, and direct taxation means that 
the middle and poorer classes shall pay the tax, for the rich can in- 
vest their means in Government bonds and other securities which pay 
none, while the farmer, the merchant, and manufacturer whose pro- 
perty is always subject to the law, would have to bear the great bur- 
den of taxes. But while Iam not an advocate of free trade, I am 
equally opposed to a high protective tariff simply for protection, with- 
out regard to the article or industry to be protected. There are many 
articles now on the list which are paying a rate too high for the good 
of the consumer, and such cases ought, in my opinion, to receive 
prompt action on the part of Congress. 

With these remarks I propose to leave the question, and shall, as 
I said, vote against the proposed amendments, and shall vote for the 
bill as proposed. by the committee. Give ease to the financial world. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I would ask at what amend- 
ment the Senate now stands upon this bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, on line 27. The committee propose to strike out 
“three” and insert ‘‘two,” which is proposed to be amended by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] by inserting ‘‘ four;” so 
as to read ‘*$400,000,000.” 

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to ask my colleague whether he 
expects a vote on the bill to-night? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope to have a vote immediately. There are 
two or three pending amendments on which I suppose there is no real 
controversy. I should certainly like to make a little progress to-day, 
and I think we ought to close the bill to-day. If my colleague will 
allow the vote to be taken on these minor amendments and let us dis- 
pose of them and then reach the proposition made by the Senator 
from Missouri on one of the main amendments, it will be satisfactory. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That will be entirely agreeable to me if my 
colleague prefers it. 

Mr. WINDOM. [I have no disposition, Mr. President, to—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senator from Ohio through ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. It was only on the suggestion of my colleague, 
that there were some amendments which would not provoke discus- 
sion, that I was about to yield the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill might just as well be kept open to dis- 
cussion now and the vote on the amendments come afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Ohio that the amendments of the committee have been agreed 
to, except this one. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have no objection to this amendment being 
acted on now; and if it will serve the convenience of my colleague to 
have it pass, I am perfectly willing that it should be done. Other- 
wise I will proceed to say what I have to say, and it will be very 
brief. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think my colleague had better proceed, because 
the amendments will take but a short time when they are reached. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I shall not prolong this debate. 
My colleague, the honorable Senator who has charge of this bill, very 
naturally desired to limit the discussion to the single question whether 
it would be more advantageous to retain the option to pay all the 34 per 
cent. bonds which are now outstanding at any time or to surren- 
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der that option as to $200,000,000 of bonds upon the consideration of 
the reduction of a half per cent. of interest. That was the question 
which he stated was the single one embraced properly in the discus- 
sion of this bill. But it was obviously impossible to limit the dis- 
cussion to that single question. The circumstances, if not the sub- 
ject, made it absolutely certain that there would be drawn within 
the scope of the debate not only that question, but the national-bank 
question, the silver question, and the greenback question; and these 
all have been discussed to some extent. They are large questions 
and have not been exhausted. They will be brought very soon be- 
fore the Senate, and it will be for gentlemen at that time, myself 
among the number, to take part in the discussion of them. 

This bill provides for the issuance of $200,000,000 of bonds at 3 per 
cent. interest redeemable after five years. It was the opinion of 
those who framed the bill, and my colleague has expressed the 
opinion, that for persons who had money and were seeking a good 
investment this bill offered a fair if not a tempting opportunity ; 
and he expressed with caution his belief that these bonds would float 
easily upon the market. The purpose of this bill is to furnish to the 
people of the United States who desire to pay lawful money at par 
for the bonds an opportunity to invest in them. The Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. VEsT, ] knowing well that the national banks furnish 
a large market for all our bonds, and that whenever they pay lawful 
money for the bonds, they desire to have, in addition to what other 
citizens obtain, a basis for the issuance of currency, seeking also, no 
doubt, to aid the Senator from Ohio in floating this loan at this low 
rate of interest, offered his amendment. That amendment contains 
two propositions : 

First, that whenever the national banks already existing shall 
desire in the future to enlarge their circulation, or whenever citizens 
shall desire to organize new banks, they shall make these 3 per cent. 
bonds the basis of their organization; and 

Second, that whenever banks, whether those organized in the past 
or those to be organized in the future, shall desire to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States the bonds which they have depos- 
ited as the basis of their circulation, they shall deposit in the Treas- 
ury, not lawful money, but the notes which these bonds are pledged 
to redeem. 

Now, Mr. President, why should not that amendment be adopted ? 
Take the first division of the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. It is that banks hereafter intending to increase their circula- 
tion, or citizens desiring hereafter to organize new banks, shall 
use these 3 per cent. bonds. Why should not that amendment be 
adopted? The banks are the creatures of the Government, as has 
been said a dozen times. They are the instrumentalities by which 
the Government seeks to carry out its policy. It is only upon this 
idea, as has been shown beyond all contradiction by the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND, ] that the banks could exist at all. The law 
authorizing their existence would be utterly unconstitutional if it 
were not that they are instrumentalities for the purpose of carrying 
out powers granted to the Federal Government. They are the crea- 
They are the servants of the Government. They 
are the instrumentalities of a public policy. In their origin they 
were organized for the very purpose of affording a market for the 
national bonds. That was the only excuse of their being. Except 
for that they would have had no being at all. 

And now, sir, when this object exists to its full extent; when we 
are issuing new bonds; when we are issuing them at a lower rate of 
interest ; when money in the market does not command the interest 
which it did at the time these banks were organized; when it is 
believed that these bonds at 3 per cent. furnish not only a safe but a 
remunerative investment to the people of the country, I should like 
to know why these banks, which are the creatures of the legislation 
of Congress, organized in pursuance of a public policy, should not be 
compelled to take them if in the future they wish to derive from them 
advantages which no citizen could derive. I dislike to use the word 
“compel ;” I do not think it is a proper one in this connection ; but 
it has been used so often that it rises upon the lips of all. There is 
no compulsion. We do not ask the banks to increase their circula- 
tion. We do not ask the citizens of the country or the owners of 
other banks to establish new ones. We impose no forfeiture if these 
banks do not take these bonds. We do them no injustice by taking 
away from them any of the franchises which they now have. We 
merely say to them, If, in addition to the benefits which the individ- 
ual citizens are to derive from the purchase of these bonds, you de- 
sire to make them the basis of the currency of the country, the basis 
of that great privilege of issuing the circulating medium, you shall 
take these bonds which we offer to our citizens. 

Why, Mr. President, instead of compelling the banks, instead of 
discriminating against them, instead of doing anything which shall 
be in any sense cousidered a hardship upon them, we give them this 
great advantage over every other citizen and every other corpora- 
tion in the country, that if they will buy these 3 per cent. bonds they 
shall have the valuable privilege of issuing the circulation. 

I agree with the Senator from Arkansas that the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri is the logical, the legal, and the financial 
sequence of the bill introduced by my colleague. 

Now, what is the second provision of the amendment of the Sena 
tor from Missouri? It is that whenever banks now existing, or 
} these that shall hereafter exist, desire to take up from the Treasury 
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the bonds which they have deposited, whethgr this or any other class 
of bonds, for the security of their circulation, they shall deposit in 
the Treasury their own notes, and not lawful money. That was the 
law of the organization of these banks from 1862 to 1874. It was not 
deemed to be a hardship. It was thought that these bonds were the 
security for the particular circulation. The law which was passed in 
1874 interposed to give to the banks an additional advantage, and, 
as I shall show you in a moment, an additional power, which was, 
that if they deposited, not their own notes for which these bonds 
were security, but any lawful money, they might withdraw their 
bonds and impose on the Government of the United States the duty 
and the obligation of redeeming their own notes whenever they might 
comein. I willnot dwell upon the effect of such alaw. It has been 
stated so clearly in a report from the Treasurer of the United States 
and in the speech of a member of the House so often quoted from that 
I do not intend either to express my own opinion or to read largely 
from this discussion. The Treasurer of the United States says: 

An example will better illustrate these operations. In January and February, 
1875, a certain bank reduced its circulation from $308,490 to $45,000 by deposits of 
legal-tender notes. Between September 26, 1876, and May 26, 1877, and before that 
deposit was exhausted, it increased its circulation to $450,000. Between August 14 
and September 10, 1877, it again reduced its circulation to $45,000. On September 
19, 1877, nine days after completing the deposits for this reduction, it again began 
to take out additional circulation, although $402,550 of prior deposits remained in 
the Treasury, and by the 26th of that month its circulation had again been increased 
to $450,000. July 22, 1878, it, for the third time, reduced its circulation to $45,000, 
and in August and September, 1879, again increased it to $450,000, at which it now 
remains, the balance of its former legal-tender deposit then in the Treasury being 
$112,615. From January 13, 1875, to the date of this a $778,275 of its notes have 
been redeemed, of which only $40,700 were redeemed at the expense of the bank, 
although during more than one-third of that period it had outstanding and was 
deriving the benefit from the full amount of circulation which its capital author- 
ized. The only assessments which have been made on the bank for the expenses 
of redeeming its notes were $24.74 in 1875 and $4.39 in 1878. At one time there were 
in actual circulation $852,550 of its notes, although the highest amount ever borne 
on its books was $450,000. 

And then, commenting on this state of facts revealed by the Treas- 
urer in his report, a member of the House of Representatives [ Mr. 
CARLISLE] well said: . , 

Under this sectionthe banks have it in their power to contract the currency 
and preduce financial distress, involving every interest in the country and em- 
barrassing the operations of the Government itself, whenever they may think it 
will promote their special interests todo so. If they do not like proposed legisla- 
tion in Congress or elsewhere; if they are opposed to the success of a particular 

volitical party; if they conclude that they ought to be exempt from all taxation, 
State and Federal; if they want additional privileges conferred upon them in re- 
spect to any matter connected with their business; in short, if their opinions and 
interests are not consulted in all cases whatsoever, they can resort at once to this 
tremendous power over the fortunes of the people and thus bring the timid to terms 
and ruin all who refuse to accede to their demands. 

This is a truthful picture of what the banks, acting together, touch- 
ing that electric chord which runs through them all from one end of 
the country to the other wherever they may be found—I say this is 
a truthful picture of what they may do. 

What did they do? In February, last year—less than a year ago— 
when a bill which the Congress of the United States believed to be 
for theinterests of the country came before the consideration of these 
banks, they united together and contracted the currency $18,000,000. 
They did this merely by way of giving a warning to the Government 
and a warning to the people of what they would do if the exigencies 
of their condition required. The eloquent language of the represen- 
tative of the people in the House of Representatives [Mr. CARLISLE] 
was more than realized by the actual operations and attempt of the 
banks themselves. 

Mr. President, this amendment of the Senator from Missouri is 
‘alled an assault on the banks. I deny it. I ask any gentleman 
upon this floor whether or not it is an essential part of the national 
banking system that these corporations, with this great power of 
concer.trated and combined operations, shall have thisimmense power 
over the currency of the country? I deny it. I point to the history 
of twelve or fourteen years in sustenance of that denial. I point to 
the purpose for which these banks are organized. But I desire to 
go further. I say that if that power is an essential part of the 
oe of the banks, I am in favor of taking it away from them even 
if taking it away inflicts their immediate death-wound. I agree 
with the Senator from Missouri, that we should be derelict to our 
duty, derelict to the obligation imposed on us by the very fact that 
we are here, if we should allow any combination of men or any com- 
bination of corporations to hold that tremendous power over the 
well-being and the fortunes of the people of our country. I repeat, 
if taking away from these banks this power gives to them their death- 
wound, and that instantly, I for one am prepared to take it away. 

Now, Mr. President, I propose to make no indiscriminate raid upon 
these organizations. I do not underrate the value that they have 
been to the Government in some of its exigencies, and to the people 
of the country; they furnished a market for the bonds at a time 
when the Government needed a market; but I say that they have 
been enormously paid for every benefit they have done either to the 
Government or the people. They have had a monopoly of the issue 
of the currency of the country. We have crushed out all competi- 
tion by a 10 per cent. tax. They have been the sole depositories of 
the public funds. This has yielded a profit of rhillions of dollars; I 
think I might say safely hundreds of millions of dollars. ‘The Sena- 
tor from Missouri told us, and I quote the Saree which he has given 
us, that in twelve years these national banks have realized 8/4; per 
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cent. per annum upon their capital. Has any other business during 
so long a period done as well? They have $450,000,000 of capital ; 
they have divided $550,000,000 of dividends; they have reserved 
$128,000,000 of surplus. I think I state in round numbers the cor- 
rect figures. Have any other corporations, have any industries of 
the country, have any combinations of capital done as well? 

My honorable colleague says that these banks are not a monopoly 
and that they can only enjoy those privileges which anybody who 
has money in sufficient quantities may enjoy. Why, Mr. President, 
I donot understand it so. Noindividual, no State bank, no private 
corporation with wealth Croesus-like in its hands has the power to 
issue this circulating medium. The issue of the currency of the coun- 
try is a monopoly in the hands of the banks, and no amount of char- 
acter, of capital, of pecuniary responsibility, of wealth, of honesty, 
of fair dealing will enable any individual, any State bank, any pri- 
vate partnership, any corporation other than a national bank, to 
enjoy the power of issuing the circulating medium. Is not that a 
monopoly ? 

My colleague says that banking is free; everybody who chooses 
to enter into this banking system may go into it. So I might say to 
my colleague, that everybody who chooses to build railroads under 
the laws at least of most of the States—I believe of all the Western 
States—can get a charter and do so; but does that prevent the great 
roads which run from the east to the west across the prairie plains 
in the central part of our country from being monopolies? Does it 
prevent a monopoly that people can collect together hundreds and 
hundreds of millions of dollars, and may be able to build a competing 
line? Circumstances will make monopolies. The condition of ad- 
ventures will make monopolies. We have in our own State one of the 
strongest monopolies in the country, and yet if men could gather 
money enough to buy the owners out and deprive themof their privi- 
leges by giving them more than they can make otherwise, it would 
not be, in the sense of my colleague, a monopoly at all. 

My colleague said—and I was surprised to hear him, with his 
knowledge of the powers of these corporations, say—that a bank 
is the weakest factor in our politics. Were these banks weak in 
1870, when they went to the House of Representatives, according to 
the statement of my colleague, and not only defeated a section which 
he had urged with so much eloquence, and so much sincerity, and so 
much belief that it was necessary to the true financial interest of the 
country, but defeated a section which he was able to get the com- 
mittee of conference of the House of Representatives to report? It 
was true, as he told us the other day, that the power of the combined 
corporations acting upon the House of Representatives compelled 
the Senate, and himself among the ablest members of it, to take that 
bill pure and simple, without any of the guards and provisions for 
the floating of the loan which he himself thought necessary. 

Were these banks weak in 1881 when, after a bill had been passed 
by the Senate and House of Representatives distasteful to them, they 
commanded the veto of the President? They threatened—I use the 
word advisedly—the newspapers, in their interest, threatened; a 
number of banks combined and did actually withdraw or took steps 
to withdraw their circulation; the other banks stood behind, lear 
to back them up; and this combined influence was so strong that 
the then President of the United States and the then honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury succumbed to that influence. 

My honorable colleague said that the banks were so weak that at. 
the first blast of the bugle they ran. Ay, sir, they did run; but 
they ran at the President and at the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury, and I am sorry to say they captured both. I have read 
within the last few hours that veto message of the President, and I 
have read it with the care which my relations to the then President 
and to the then Secretary required me to read, a paper with which 
I did not agree. I say that with the exception of one single, feeble 
suggestion that the possible effect of that bill might be injurious to 
the people, the whole argument for the veto was based upon the idea 
that its provisions would be either injurious or distasteful to the 
national banks. The President did say that to compel these banks 
to issue their circulation upon an inferior class of bonds would be to 
deprive the people of the benefit of the highest securities for their 
circulation. That was but the pebble to the mountain in the whole 
statement and argument of that veto message. 

These banks which my colleague thinks so weak have twice attacked 
funding bills passed by Congress. Once in 1870, according to the 
testimony of my colleague, they captured the House of Representa- 
tives, and again, in 1881, they attacked a bill passed by the deliberate 
judgment of both Houses of Congress, and according to the eye-wit- 
ness of every one of us who are now here they captured the President 
and secured his veto. 

Mr. President, these banks are strong, and I think they are dan- 
gerous in their strength. I have no disposition, as I said, to make a 
raid upon them, but I would subject them, and I believe it is neces- 
sary that we shall do so, to the strong arm of the law. We should 
make them feel that as they are the creatures so are they the servants 
of the Government; that as they are organized for the benefit of the 
people, so they shall be continued for the benefit of the people, or not 
continued at all. Gentlemen say that we may drive these banks out 
of existence; that they will go out of business. Very well, let them 
go; we shall find means to supply their places. If the complete con- 
tro] of the volume of the currency is to be put into their hands; if 
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the public debt is to be perpetuated at any rate of interest in order 
to secure their continued existence; if the people of the country are 
to pay a large interest in order to induce these banks to loan their 
own notes to the people, at a large interest also, then I say we are 
paying too much for the benefits, whatever they may be, which they 
confer upon the Government and the people. If they choose to go 
out of existence and to withdraw their circulating currency, let them 
do so, we will supply that currency, as the Senator from Missouri has 
well said, we will supply it by the silver which a bounteous nature 
has implanted in the mountains of our country; we will supply it, if 
need be, with the greenback currency, which has proven so cheap and 
so useful. 

I know these banks are money-making institutions; they ought 
to be. I take no exception to them in that character. Men get 
together and combine their wealth to make money. We do not 
expect them to remain in any business in which they cannot make 
money. We recognize the purpose and object they had in their 
organization. We know the purposes and objects of the Government 
in their organization. We know that whenever they find that they 
cannot remain in existence and be profitable to their stockholders 
they will go out of existence. Nobody, will complain of them. 

I am rather glad to hear it sometimes stated that limitations upon 
their power of making money may be so great as that they will not 
continue to perform the functions originally attributed to them by 
the law of their organization. Generally we hear it said—and I am 
a little tired of hearing it—that they are so patriotic and so noble 
that, with an excess of patriotism beyond that which other citizens 
have, they fly to the rescue of the Government and its credit when- 
ever they are in danger. 

But, sir, I tell you they will not go out of existence. When you 
give them a bond of 3 per cent. upon which to do their banking 
business and guarantee to them the franchise of issuing the circu- 
lating medium of the country upon a basis of that kind, a clean, free, 
undiminished, untaxable basis, furnishing them year by year quar- 
terly or semi-annually 3 per cent., they will not go out of exist- 
ence. They understand the value of their franchise and their busi- 
ness. They know well that to-day they enjoy the benefits of a sys- 
tem which no other banking system has ever at any time or at any 
place had, and that the advantages which they enjoy are a burden 
upon the people; and as long as those advantages and that burden 
exist they will not go out of existence. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would the Senator have any objection to telling 
me about how much the banks make by reason of the privilege of 
their circulation—about what percentage on their capital? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I quoted from the statistics of my friend, the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEsT,] who stated that upon a basis of 
$450,000,000 of capital these banks had within twelve years divided 
$550,000,000, and had retained a surplus fund of $128,000,000. I think 
he stated (and he will substantiate the statement, if I am not in 
error) that these banks during twelve yearshad cleareda percentage 
of 8.4 per cent. upon their capital annually. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman will allow me to say that that 
does not quite answer my question. I can point him in my own State, 
for example, to State banks that have never taken advantage of the 
national circulation, and to private bankers side by side with them, 
who likewise have made 6 and 8 and 10 per cent. The object of my 
question was to know how much was due to this national circulation 
of which they had the advantage. My impression is that a great 
many of them would throw it aside if there should be very much more 
bother about it, and that they would make just about as much money 
without it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. There is on page 248 of the APPENDIX TO THE 
CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorRD of the last regular session of Congress a 
statement of the benefits of the circulation to the various banks 
of the United States, and I commend the reading of that page to my 
honorable friend from Connecticut as the answer I would give him 
to the question which he has asked. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the Comptroller’s statement? 

Mr. PENDLETON. It is not the Comptroller’s statement, but it is 
taken from him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have seen the Comptroller’s statement, and that 
was one reason why I asked my question. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Lhave only one word to say about the Treas- 
ury-note circulation. Those notes were issued in 1862 in the strain 
of the Government. They were put out with a brand upon them. 
While it was said that they were good enough for all the transactions 
of ordinary life between the citizens of the country, they had not the 
value which would justify their reception for customs or for the pay- 
ment of the interest upon the public debt. The law under which 
they were issued provided that they should be fundable in the 6 per 
cent. bonds of the United States—the 5.20 bonds which afterward 
became so poeere- They were sent out with this provision for fund- 
ing upon the one hand and this stigma upon them on the other; and 
yet in two or three years, I think in 1864, the provision for their be- 
ing funded in the bonds of the United States was repealed and they 
were allowed to stand upon their own basis. Because they fell in 
the market, because they went below the par of gold under this treat- 
ment from the Republican party, which had put them into existence, 
they were derided and decried, and for years we had them called in 
tones of derision the rag-money, the dishonored currency ; and gen- 
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tlemen went so far as to say that their existence was a stain upon 
the financial honor of the country, that they were the one melancholy 
reproach on the financial virtue of the country. 

Now they have.grown up, they have strengthened, they have be- 
come honored members of the financial household, until to-day it is 
true that they are better than bank notes, better than silver, better 
in many respects even than gold, because they circulate, as we were 
told exultingly here in the Senate the other day, wherever the geld 
coin circulates; and they are somewhere at a premium. When they 
were derided and decried, when they were called rag-money in terms 
of derision, they sustained wonderfully the fabric of our domestic 
commerce; and now they aid to sustain wonderfully the fabric of 
our foreign commerce. 

Mr. President, I am very inexpert in all these matters. I compete 
with nobody in a knowledge of finance. I am no prophet, but I 
wish to state now and here that the time will come, in my opinion, 
when, by reason of our faults or our misfortunes, when, by reason of 
domestic or foreign complications which we cannot control, when, 
by reason of disturbances of financial or commercial relations of 
which we may be as well the victim as the cause, the people of this 
country will be deprived of their coin, and then they will turn to 
the Treasury-note circulation as the means of upholding the tottering 
fabric of their domestic industries and of maintaining the prosperous 
interchange of their domestic productions, 

There:is another amendment proposed to the bill for which I in- 
tend to vote. It is that offered by my honorable friend, the Senator 
from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis, ] near whose seat I have the honor 
to sit. It provides that while these 3 per cent. bonds shall be re- 
deemable at any time within the pleasure of the Government they 
shall not be called in until other bonds bearing a higher rate of in- 
terest, also redeemable at the pleasure of the Government, shall have 
been first redeemed. I shall vote for that amendment. If, as my 
honorable colleague and my friend from Alabama have said, it is true 
that the revenues of the Government will not be able, in view of the 
large responsibilities which the Govergment bears, to redeem more 
than $350,000,000 of these bonds within five years, then these bonds 
will be as valuable for investors as if by law their redemption was 
limited to a period longer,than five years. On the other hand, if our 
revenues shall increase, if our obligations shall be diminished, then 
I say that we ought to pay these bonds at the earliest moment, and 
I am not willing to put it out of our power to pay them. 

I believe that debt is a curse to a nation as toa man. I believe 
that it is better to pay the debt and pay the enlarged interest as soon 
as possible rather than to continue the debt at any rate of interest, 
however small. Debt is a mortgage upon the property and labor of 
a nation as it is upon the property and labor of aman. It is a mort- 
gage upon the bone, the blood, the sinew, the heart, the brain, the 
house, the home, the domestic circle of every individual in the na- 
tion. The periodical recurrence of the payment of interest, whether 
it is by coupon or upon the note of the single individual, is the spec- 
tre before which all prosperity flies affrighted. It is the darkness 
that shuts out the sunlight; it is the torrid heat that prevents the 
dew and the rain; it is the scorching fire that burns the fertile earth; 
it is the cankerworm which eats into the vitals of all growing life. 
Taxes pay interest. Labor pays taxes. Reduced to its last analysis, 
it is the brawny arm and the patient heart of the man who goes out 
in the early morn and remains until darkness clothes the earth at 
daily labor in order that he may gain food and shelter for his loving 
wife and tender children who gives some of those hours to the pay- 
ment of the interest and the principal of the national debt. I will 
not, I cannot, vote for the continuance of the national debt, or any 
part of it, one hour beyond what is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the pending bill; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Can we not have a vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ransom in the chair.) The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. SAULSBURY. ] 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 17, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
F. D. PowrEr. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal of yesterday will now be read. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. I move to dispense with the reading of that 
portion of the Journal relating to the, bills, &c., introduced and 
referred yesterday. 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read the remainder of the Journal, and it was approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


1882. 
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SIXTH COLLECTION DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. ARMFIELD. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consider- 
ation at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it appears from the report of the Commissioner of Internak Revenue 
for the year ending June 30, 1881, that there are more licensed distilleries in the 
sixth collection district of North Carolina than in any other collection district in 
the United States, and that it costs the Government to collect the internal reve- 
nues in said district the sum of $268,324, and for per diem of storekeepers and 
gaugers the sum of $211,437, while the total revenue collected in said district amounts 
to only $449,455; while in the fifth collection district of North Carolina, which ad- 
joins the said sixth district, it costs only the sum of $106,502 to collect $1,015,229, 
and in the fifth collection district of Illinois it costs only $23,470 to collect $11,495,131; 
and 

Whereas it further appears from said report that the per diem of storekeepers 
and gaugers in said sixth collection district of North Carolina, to wit, the said sum 
of $211,437 is almost twice as much as is paid for the same class of officers in any 
other collection district of the United States, and is three or four times as much as 
the average paid for that class of officers in all the districts of the United States, 
and the total cost of collecting internal revenue in said sixth district of North Caro- 
lina is more than three times the average cost paid for the same purpose in all the 
collection districts of the United States ; and 

Whereas it is openly charged by the newspaper press of the country, and is gener- 
ally believed by the people of said sixth collection district of North Carolina, and 
widely over the country, that the extraordinary cost of collecting internal revenues 
of said sixth collection district of North Carolina is caused by frauds against the 
Government, perpetrated, among other means, by the multiplication of small dis- 
tilleries, with the knowledge and encouragement of the internal-revenue officers of 
said sixth district of North Carolina, many persons having three or four small dis- 
tilleries on the same farm, with the same ownership, with their kindred or depend- 
ants in charge as storekeepers and gaugers, from whom, with the full knowledge 
and consent of the said revenue officers, they exact a large part of their daily 
wages paid by the Government, some of them boasting that they exact enough in 
this way to pay for all the grain they use in distillation ; and 

Whereas many other flagrant frauds and abuses are commonly charged and be- 
lieved to exist in said sixth district of North Carolina, and to be practiced against 
the revenue laws of the United States by the officers in charge in said district, to 
the t loss of the Government in its revenues, and to the scandal and demoral- 
ization of the people of said sixth cellection district of North Carolina: ‘Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee, to consist of five members of this House, be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker to inquire and report to the House concerning the said 
alleged abuses practiced by the ofticers of internal revenue, or by other persons, in 
the said sixth collection district of North Carolina, and concerning all other abuses 
practiced in said sixth collection district by internal-revenue officers, or others, 
which abuses relate in any way to the internal revenue of the United States or to 
the conduct of internal-revenue officers ; and said committee shall have power to 
sit during the sessions of the House, to go in a body to the sixth colle tion district 
of North Carolina to take es if they shall deem it necessary. or to send a 
sub-committee of two members, to be appointed for that purpose by the chairman. 
The committee, or any sub-committee appointed by the chairman as aforesaid, 
shall have power to send for persons and papers, toadminister oaths. nd to employ 
a clerk at a pay of not more than $4 per day, to examine witnesses under oath. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering th. resolution 
at this time ? 
Mr. HOUK. There is objection. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. Then I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
Mr, KELLEY. 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. That is the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. ARMFIELD, ] and if thereis no objection it will be so 
referred. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr, HOUK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOUK. Does all that stuff go into the Recorp? 
I desire that the answer to it shall go along with it. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution having been read, it will go into 
the REcorpD. 

Mr. HOUK. Then I ask the House to hear read a letter from the 
district attorney of the sixth district of North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope it will be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


If so, then 


GREENSBOROUGH, NORTH CAROLINA, 
January 10, 1882. 

DEAR Sir: The statement which has been made in some of the newspapers of 
the State in relation to the expenses attending the collection of internal-revenue 
taxes in your district does you great injustice, because the whole facts are not 

iven. One who is well acquainted with the circumstances can very readily see 
ow the Government loses nothing by the apparent increase in the expenses of 
collecting in your district. 

A ae xe ago Western North Carolina (which is included in the sixth district) 
was noted throughout the country for the almost innumerable violations of the 
internal-revenue laws committed within its limits. Hordes of the citizens of the 
mountains and other portions of the district were brought as defendants and wit- 
nesses in criminal prosecutions to the terms of the United States courts at States- 
ville and Asheville, and the expenses incurred by the Government in the prosecu- 
tions of these people were simply enormous. The only way which suggested itself 
to make a change in this state of affairs was to putit within the power of the poorer 
classes to operate distilleries under the law. This plan was adopted, and the 
capacity required of distilleries was so reduced that men of small means could man- 
ufacture legally. 

This has had the effect to put an end in a great degree to illicit distilling in your 
district, and consequently to reduce very much the expenses of the courts incurred 
in the prosecutions of violators of the law. I have not made acareful estimate, but 
Iam satisfied that the expenses of the Federal courts at Asheville and Statesville 
are reduced within the last two or three years more than one-half. Then, on the 
other hand, the increase in your expenses is the pay of storekeepers and gaugers, 
who became necessary when the number of legal distilleries was increased. When 
the capacity was reduced a great number of those who had been operating ‘‘ block- 
ade distillers” became distillers under the law, and this, of course. required a 


I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
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Many of these distil- 
em pay expenses, and the 
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great increase in the number of storekeepers and gaugers. 
leries are operated on a very small scale, but all of 
Government loses nothing. 

The product of these distilleries has increased the collections, but the expense of 
officers to attend them has increased the expenses. I have thought it but fair to 
you to send you this statement, for in my position as United States attorney for the 


— district I have had an opportunity to know the facts, and what I write is 
rue. 


The statements which have been made are calculated to mislead those who are 

not fully informed as to all the facts. 
Very truly, yours, 
JAS. E. BOYD. 

Dr. J. J. Morr. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Before the House proceeds to other business I 
desire to call attention to the reference of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. ARMFIELD.] Has it been referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I suggest that the proper reference would be to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, espe- 
cially as the Committee on Ways and Means has an immense amount 
of other business before it. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] object to the reference I suggest ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I will say that this resolution in going to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means will go of its own force to a sub-commit- 
tee appointed to consider subjects connected with the collection of 
internal-revenue taxes, and wil! receive immediate consideration by 
gentlemen the whole course of whose business gives them special 
familiarity with the question. I was about to ask that the letter 
just read be referred with the resolution to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the letter as well as 
the resolution will be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

There was no objection; and the resolution submitted by Mr. ARM- 
FIELD, together with the letter presented by Mr. Houk, was referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


REPRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. JOYCE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 
1720) providing for the appointment of a commission on the subject 
of the aleoholic liquor traffic be reprinted, as all the copies of the 
original print are exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the order for reprinting 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the second paragraph of Rule XIV be amended so that it shall 
read as follows: 

‘When two or more members rise at once, the Speaker shall name the member 
who is first to speak; but no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate 
on any question in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this 
rule; and if any member shall fail to occupy the hour allotted him, he shall relin- 

uish the floor and not be allowed to assign the remainder of his hour, or any por- 
tion thereof, to any other member.” 
DANIEL LEWIS. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims: 
Resolved, That Daniel Lewis be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 


the sum of $128, the same being the amount due him for services rendered in the 
Doorkeeper’s department during the last session of the Forty-fourth Congress. 


SOPHIA B. MOORE. 

Mr. HUBBS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3176) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore, of New Berne, North Carolina ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SESSIONS OF COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have been instructed by the Committee on Ways 
and Means to offer the resolution which I send to the desk and ask 
its immediate adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to sit during 
the sessions of the House. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will not the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY ] modify the resolution so as to allow the same privilege to 
sub-committees of the Committee on Ways and Means ? 

Mr. KELLEY. It was the understanding of the committee in 
agreeing to this resolution that it would cover all business of the 
committee in its room. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENT OF INDIAN AGENTS. 


Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3177) in reference to the appointment of Indian agents; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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AGRICULTURAL AND MINERAL SPECIMENS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also, by unanimous consent, submitted from the 
Committee on Agriculture a report to accompany the bill (H. R. No. 
2796) to appropriate $5,000 for packing, transporting, and arranging 
certain agricultural and mineral specimens; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

T. W. STONE. 

Mr. WARNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3178) for the relief of T. W. Stone; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask-unanimous consent to submit for immediate 
consideration the resolution which I send to the Clerk. Itis simply 
a resolution of inquiry directed to a committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire and report 
wherein existing laws can be amended so as to afford relief to our merchant marine 
engaged in the foreign carrying trade, and what measures can be adopted to pro- 
mote our shipbuilding and other commercial interests. 

Mr. ATKINS. That resolution ought to go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If it be referred at all, it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think it ought to go to the Committee on Ways 
andMeans. Ithasreference tothe revenue ; it contemplates a change 
of the revenue laws. 

The SPEAKER. It has reference also to commerce. 

Mr. ATKINS. Iknowithas; but the primary object isthe revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that the proper 
committee is the Committee on Commerce ; but he has no wish in the 
matter. In the absence of a motion for a different reference, the 
Chair would hold that the resolution should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. ATKINS. As the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. KELLEY, ] the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
is present, I shall not make any further suggestion on that subject. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS, BOUNTY, ETC. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I ask unanimous consent to submit a resolution 
for consideration at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the special Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 


Back Pay be discharged from the further consideration of all bills referred to said 


committee, and that such bills be returned to the House for reference to the appro- 
priate committees under the rules. 

Mr. JOYCE. I object to that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution will be 
referred. 

Mr. CALDWELL. If it cannot be acted on now—and I am sat- 
isfied the reference of all these bills to that committee is a mistake 
and ought to be corrected—I suppose I shall have to consent to its 
reference. I will move it be referred to the Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXTENSION OF BOUNTY LAWS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, (by request, ) by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3179) to extend the various bounty laws to all Union 
soldiers who were mustered into the service of and who were sub- 
sisted and paid by the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


PEACE BETWEEN CHILI AND PERU 


Mr. BELMONT. 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested, if in his opinion it 
be not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the House all cor- 
respondence and communications between the Government of the United States 
and its diplomatic and other agents occurring since the 1st day of April, 1879, relat- 
ing to the efforts of this Government to bring about peace between Chili and Peru 
and Bolivia, and an: ree affairs in or between those states, and also such 
other correspondence and information on the subject as may be in the possession 
of the Executive Department. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York ask for the 
reference of this resolution ? 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes; let it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HORR. I now demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the morning hour begins at twenty-five minutes to one o’clock, and 
committees will be called for reports. 


CYRUS C. CLARK. 


AND BOLIVIA. 
I ask by unanimous consent to submit the fol- 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. 
Clark ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
STATE NATIONAL BANK, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, from the same committee, also 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 700) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of Boston, Massachusetts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, GEORGIA. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No, 124) toestablish distinct United States 
courts with distinct officers in the northern and southern judicial 
districts of the State of Georgia, and detine their jurisdiction and 
powers ; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BANKS, 

Mr. CRAPO, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back the following resolution, with the recommendation that 
it be adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form this House what number of national banks have been organized from the 
ist day of July, 1881, to the Ist day of January, 1882; the amount of the capital 
of each; the character and description of United States bonds held by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury as security for their respective circulation ; the amount thereof 
paid to said _banks, and the name and location of such banks; and that he also 
inform the House as to the number of banks and their location and name whose 
corporate existence must expire between the Ist day of January, 1882, and the 
Ist day of January, 1884, with the amount of the capital of each; the amount of 
circulation outstanding, and the amount to which they are entitled by law; the 
character, amount, and description of United States bonds held by the Treasury 
as security for their circulation respectively, and the date respectively when the 
charter of each of said banks expires under existing laws. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CRAPO moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LANCASTER NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. CRAPO, from the same committee, also reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2944) authorizing the Lancaster National Bank of Lan- 
caster, Massachusetts, to change its location and name, with the rec- 
ommendation that it be passed at once. 

Mr. CALKINS. After this bill I give notice that as these bills 
must all go to the Calendar under the rules, I shall object to any 
request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. CRAPO. Do I understand that it requires unanimous consent 
to have this bill acted upon at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill the title of which has been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be first reported before unanimous 
consent is granted. 

The bill, which was partly read, provides that the Lancaster Na- 
tional Bank of Lancaster, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, is 
authorized to change its location to the town of Clinton, in the 
county of Worcester, in said Commonwealth, whenever the stock- 
holders representing two-thirds of the capital stock of said bank, at 
a meeting for that purpose, determine to make such change ; and the 
president and cashier shall execute a certificate under the corporate 
seal of the bank specifying such determination and showing the 
cause of same, to be recorded in the office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency; and thereupon such change of location shall be effected 
and the operations of discount and deposit of said bank shall be car- 
ried on in the said town of Clinton. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no use of reading that bill any further, 
as the reading of the bill itself is consideration under the rule. Now, 
under the rules of the House, during this morning hour bills re- 
ported back from committees cannot be considered, but must go to 
the Calendar, and even unanimous consent cannot be asked. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand it cannot be done even by unani- 
mous consent, but the bill must go to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Tlinois 
on the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will save the point of order by objecting to its 
present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to its present considera- 
tion, the bill will be referred to the House Calendar and the report 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
1226) to amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes relating to yachts; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

PIERS AND CRIBS IN THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 813) to amend sec- 
tion 5254, title 63, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, con- 
cerning the use of piers and cribs in the Mississippi River ; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the report ordered to be printed. 
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SAINT VINCENT A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. GUENTHER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back, with favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 814) mak- 
ing Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, a port of entry in lieu 
of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT BALTIMORE, MARYLAND, 


Mr. McLANE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 656) to provide 
for the establishment of a marine hospital at Baltimore, Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McLANE. The report accompanying this bill recommends the 
reference of it to the Committee on Appropriations, in order that the 
necessary appropriations may be provided for. I ask the adoption 
of the report. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 

Mr. McLANE. The question should be on the adoption of that 
report. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. McLANE. I will read the report myself. The Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred House bill No. 656, to provide for 
the establishment of a marine hospital at Baltimore, Maryland, report 
the same to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, and 
recommend its commitment to the Committee on Appropriations that 
the necessary appropriations may be included in the general appro- 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred, under the rule, to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ATKINS. This places the marine hospital on the same footing 
as light-houses. 

Mr. McLANE. There is no such rule, Mr. Speaker, and that is 
why the motion was made for its reference to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice of the House it will go to the 
Committee on Appropriations without objection. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ANNA M. MARSHALL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. No. 2491) for the relief of 
Anna M. Marshall, referred to that committee, and ask that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam also instructed to report back several 
memorials, which should be referred to the Committee on the Militia. 

The SPEAKER. All memorials and petitions reported back in 
this way will go through the petition-box in the usual manner to the 
committees to which they appropriately belong. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. MAGINNIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1926) to 
amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so as not to exclude 
retired Army officers from holding civil offices in the Territories ; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CHIRIQUI COALING STATIONS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I am directed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to submit the following resolution as a substitute 
for the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] onthe 9th instant, calling onthe Secretary of the Navy 
for the papers and correspondence relative to the Chiriqui coaling 
stations, and ask its immediate consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, is it proposed to consider this reso- 
lution now? 

The SPEAKER. This is a resolution of inquiry, and its present 
consideration is asked for. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to transmit to this House all papers and correspondence in the 
Department relative to the Chiriquicoaling station and the appropriation for the pur- 
chase thereof; and that the Secretary be requested to continue to withhold all pay- 
ments for such coaling stations until the said information has been received and 
laid before the House and action had thereon at this session of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that while these reso- 
lutions of inquiry are in order under this call, they are still privi- 
leged questions and can be introduced outside of the morning hour. 

CAPTAIN WILLIAM D. WHITING. 


Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 697) for the relief 


.There is only one other amendment. 
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of Captain William D. Whiting, which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calandar and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

NAVY-YARD, ETC., ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 561) to establish a 
navy-yard and depot of supplies on the Mississippi River at Algiers 
or at some point between Algiers and Point Eads; and the same was 
laid upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN THORNLEY. 

Mr. TALBOTT also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief 
of Medical Director John Thornley, of the United States Navy; and 
the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

RECONSTRUCTION OF NAVY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to report back a resolution introduced by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] on the 12th of January and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, calling on the Secretary of 
the Navy for certain information regarding the condition of the Navy, 
with a substitute therefor. I ask that the substitute be read and 
that it be considered at this time. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Whereas the President in his annual message to Congress recommends that 
the Navy be reconstructed in accordance with the report of the majority of the 
commission which had been organized by order of the Secretary of the Navy to con- 
sider the condition of the Navy and what measures should be taken to secure its 
efficiency ; and 

Whereas full information is desirable in order to enable Congress to form an 
intelligent judgment upon the subject: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to report to this House 
at the earliest practicable time the views of the minority of said commission as con- 
tained in the original and modified report of the minority, and the correspondence, 
if any, which led to the modifications; and that the Secretary of the Navy also re- 

port the name of each steamer in the Navy, specifying the material of which it is 

uilt; its mode of propulsion, whether by side-wheel, propeller, or otherwise ; its 
type of engine and indicated horse-power ; its tonnage and displacement ; when and 
where built, whether by the Government or by contract; and also the amount of 
money expended in each fiscal year under each bureau since July 1, 1865, on each 
vessel; the aggregate cost to October 1, 1881, for construction ‘and repair, steam 
engineering, Seeerant and recruiting, since the vessel was built; the number of 
miles steamed by each vessel as shown by logs since the vessel was built up to Oc- 
tober 1, 1881; the consumption of coal per indicated horse-power per hour, as shown 
by the latest steam logs of each vessel received at the Department; the average 
enn per hour for twelve hours, under full boiler power and under steam and sail 
of each vessel recorded in logs last received ; the present condition of the hull and 
machinery ; the condition and age of boilers, and the necessary time and cost to 
make each vessel efticient to engage in battle with an enemy of same general classi- 
fication ; and also what is the penetrating power in inches of solid iron armor at 
1,000 yards’ distance, and the range of the most powerful gun actually in service. 
and how many of these guns are actually available for service. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs what modification was made in the 
original resolution. From the reading at the Clerk’s desk it is evi- 
dent there is some great error in the copy or else that the resolution 
has not been correctly read. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. The only changes made in the 
resolution by a vote of the committee were these: the gentleman 
from New York called for information as to the cost of those vessels 
back to July 1, 1879. The committee saw fit to go back to July 1, 
1865. The original resolution called for the speed of vessels under 
full steam-power. The committee have added “and under steam 
and sail,” so as to get the two questions answered. | 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But not excluding what was speci- 
fied in my resolution ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. No, sir; not excluding that. 

The gentleman’s resolution 
provided the cost should be given from each of the bureaus of con- 
struction and of equipment and repair. There is no such bureau as 
the bureau of equipment and repair. The bureaus are ‘“‘Construc- 
tion and Repair,” “‘Steam Engineering,” and “Equipment and Re- 
cruiting.” We corrected the resolution in that particular. All else 
stands as the gentleman drew it, although I notice the Clerk in read- 
ing the resolution was unable to make out some of the terms. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It was the reading of the Clerk 
which induced me to address the question I did to the chairman of 
the committee. p 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to ask the Chair a parliamentary question. 
Is the resolution subject to amendment at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It is. eS 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I move to amend the resolution by striking 
out all that part which relates to a minority or supposed minority 
report made to the Secretary of the Navy by part of a board organ- 
ized by him, whose duty it was to report to hiia for his information. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I hope my friend from Illinois will not in- 
sist upon that amendment. I call his attention and that of the 
House to the tact that the minorit,- of that advisory committee or 
board were composed of constructors in the Navy; and it is impor- 
tant I conceive to the House, if the consideration of the question 
should come before the House, that it should have the views of the 
constructors of the Navy upon the character or type of ship to be 
built. It is important toa right understanding of the question upou 
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the part of the House and the country that the men who have been 
heretofore charged with the duty of construction should at least be 
granted a hearing for their views and opinions. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman from Dlinois will submit his 
motion in writing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the portion of the resolu- 
tion which the gentleman from Illinois proposes to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The views of the minority of said commission as contained in the original and 
modified report of the minority. 

Mr. THOMAS. In support of the amendment I desire to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that this board was organized by 
the Secretary of the Navy, not under any authority granted by Con- 
gress nor in obedience to any resolution or mandate of Congress, but 
was organized by him for his own information, so that he might, as 
one of the executive officers of the Government, report to the Presi- 
dent of the United States his views with reference to the reconstruc- 
tion of the Navy. 

This resolution comesin now and proposes to extort from him the 
views of some of his subordinate officers, taken not for our infor- 
mation, or for the information of the country, bud for his informa- 
tion alone. I protest, sir, against the Congress of the United States 
mixing itself up in a contest or a difference of opinion between the 
different bureau officers of the Navy Department. If this board had 
been organized by authority of a resolution of Congress, then we 
might with propriety ask for the views of the minority. But since 
it was organized at the instance and under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, we have no right to inquire what this clerk or 
that clerk in his Department may have said. Itis urged here that 
the minority report called for by this resolution was made by the 
eonstruction officers, or the chief of the construction bureau, and that 
it is important that Congress should know what they say. 

It is true that there were different views expressed by members of 
that board, and that the men who live and have their places of busi- 
ness in offices comfortably and magnificently furnished in this city 
say that they know more about how a ship should be built than the 
men ‘ who go down to the sea in ships;” in other words, that they 
know more than the line officers, than those who command the ships; 
and because they were not able to impress the Secretary of the Navy 
with their views, so that he might adopt them instead of the views 
of the active efficient officers of the Navy, they intend to have Con- 
gress extort from him the views they have expressed, so that they 
may go before the country. I protest against it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I desire to say that the Secretary 
of the Navy has inaugurated certain measures looking toward the 
building up of the American Navy. In doing so he called a board to 
examine and report what ships should be built in the near future. 
That board was enabled to agree in all the main essentials, but I un- 
derstand that there were some differences as to the material of which 
these ships should be built, and perhaps some differences in regard 
to other matters. 

The Secretary of the Navy, in his report laid before us, has given 
us only the report made by the majority of that board. I have no 
doubt he intends to submit to Congress the minority report. But 
whether he does or not I think I am authorized to say, representing 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House, that we want all the 
information we can get upon this subject, let it come from what 
source it may. 

When the resolution of the honorable gentleman from New York 
[Mr. HEWITT] was submitted to our committee we readily concurred 
in all its provisions, among others in this particular provision. I 
hope, therefore, that the resolution as reported by the committee will 
be adopted by the House. Unless there is something more to be said 
I will move the previous question. 

Mr. THOMAS. One word more. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. A brief statement, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HARRIS] insist upon his demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I will not at present. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The origin of this resolution was very 
simple. The President of the United States in his annual message 
has commended to the attention of Congress the reconstruction of ime 
Navy; and he re-enforces that recommendation by reference to the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The Secretary of the Navy, in his report, says that a commission 
was instituted to examine this question. On referring to the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy I found that only the views of the ma- 
jority of the commission had been printed. LI applied to the Secretary 
of the Navy for a report of the commission, both the majority and the 
minority; but I was furnished only with a copy. of the majority 
report. 

This subject of the reconstruction of the Navy is one of gravest con- 
sequence to this country, especially in view of the peculiar foreign 
relations which have recently been inaugurated. For one I feel that 
we cannot take up this subject too soon and pursue it orderly and 
intelligently to its conclusion, In order to do that we want infor- 
mation, and it is a new doctrine propounded by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. THoMAs] that information which has been gained by the 
Secretary of the Navy, or by any Secretary, is to be withheld from 
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this House; that a commission instituted by his authority is a pri- 
vate commission for his own personal use. 

The expenses of that commission were paid by the country. The 
information procured by that commission belongs to the country. 
It is possible that the minority of that commission may have had 
more knowledge, more information, more valuable views to commu- 
nicate than even the majority. I know nothingaboutthat. Iwant 
to arrive at an intelligent conclusion, in order that Congress may 
take prompt and earnest action on a subject which I believe to be 
one of the gravest consequence to the people of this country. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is urged by the gentleman from New York that 
this information was obtained at the expense of the country. This 
board was composed of officers of the Navy whose sole compensation 
was the salary they drew. 

Now, if we deem it important to obtain this information, let us 
summon’ before a committee of Congress, or before ee the 
officers who have made this report, and let them give us the benefit 
of their views. Let us not attempt to slap the Secretary of the Navy 
in the face by forcing him to disclose what his suberdinate officers 
may have stated to him for his information. 

What I object to is not the information, but the means resorted to 
to obtain it. I think that if we are in need of this information we 
should procure it in a legitimate manner. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. THOMAS] inform this House in what way we can get this mi- 
nority report unless we ask for it? 

Mr. THOMAS. By inviting the gentlemen before Congress, or a 
committee of Congress, to give their views. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The people of the country want the 
information as much as the committee. 

Mr. ROBESON. Thesubject of the improvement of the Navy is one 
of the last importance to the House and tothe country. There ought 
to be no disposition to enter upon its consideration without the full- 
est information. If anybody has any knowledge, or there has been 
gathered in any report, majority or minority, any information which 
throws light upon the subject, it is not only the right but the ven d 
of Congress to ask for it in a natural and regular way, and I thin 
that we ought to do so promptly. Therefore the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of this House this morning agreed to this resolution 
with a single dissent upon this single point. I hope the resolution 
will be adopted without question and without delay, and I am sure 
no executive officer to whom it is respectfully addressed will have 
any feeling on the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. 
on the resolution. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Before the vote is taken on ordering the 
previous question I ask the Chair to state the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the eee from Illinois [Mr. THomas] to the resolution reported 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Harris] from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER. A's the Chair understands, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] desires that the portion of the resolution pro- 
posed to be struck out by the amendment be read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask that the original resolution be read, 
and the question stated by the Chair as it now comes up. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will also read that portion of the reso- 
lution which the gentleman from Illinois moves to strike out. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. THOMAS, as follows: 

Strike out the following: 

The views of the minority of said commission as contained in the original and 
modified report of the minority, and the correspondence, if any, which led to the 
modification. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts calls for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. THOMAS, it 
was not agreed to. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COURTS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, from the Committee on the Territories, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 866) establishing courts of justice 
and record in the Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes, moved 
that the Committee on the Territories be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The call of committees was then concluded, no further reports 
being presented. 


I now call the previous question 


ENLARGEMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up now the report 
of the Committee on Rules on the subject of increasing the member- 
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ship of committees, the report which was antagonized yesterday by 
the call of the States. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred sundry amendmests to the rules 
of the House, having had the same under consideration, submit the following 
report: 

TThe committee recommend the amendment of sundry paragraphs of Rule X so 
as to read as follows, namely: 

‘On Ways and Means, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Judiciary, to consist of nineteen members. 

‘On Banking and Currency, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Commerce, to consist of nineteen members. 

“On Agriculture, to consist of nineteen members. 

‘On Foreign Affairs, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On aoe Affairs, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On the Public Lands, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Pacific Railroads, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Invalid Pensions, to consist of nineteen members. 

‘‘On War Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘*On Accounts, to consist of eleven members.” 

The committee also recommend the appointment of the following standing com- 
mittee, namely: 

‘Committee on Interoceanic Canal and Foreign Inland Transportation, to con- 
sist of thirteen members.” 

And amend Rule XI by inserting the Shores words: 

“To the interoceanic canal or other public highway connecting the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans by the nearest practicable route, and also subjects relating to for- 
eign inland transportation routes, to the Committee on Interoceanic Canal and 
Foreign Inland Transportation.” 

Amend paragraph 21, Rule XT, so as to read as follows, namely: 

‘To the navigation of the Mississippi, to the Committee on Improvement of the 
Mississippi River.” 

Mr. ROBESON. In calling up this report for present considera- 
tion and action, I desire to say on behalf of the Committee on Rules 
that they have considered this subject as a whole. Many resolutions 
and suggestions have been submitted to them looking toward the 
increase of the working committees of this House, those which are 
largely burdened with public business; and as a result of their in- 
quiry they have recommended an increase in the membership of thir- 
teen committees, On this question I wish to say that these thirteen 
committees have now before them nearly 90 per cent. of all the busi- 
ness of this House; that of over three thousand, possibly nearly thir- 
ty-five hundred, bills which have been introduced and referred in this 
House, more than twenty-six hundred, I believe, and if we include 
those that have gone to the petition-box (post-route and river and 
harbor bills) more than twenty-eight hundred bills are now before 
these committees that are sought to be increased. These commit- 
tees have now before them more than fifteen bills to each man; and 
if the business of this House goes on as it did in the last Congress 
they will before this Congress adjourns have more than fifty bills to 
each man. 

I wish to say further that should these committees be increased as 
we propose they will not be larger or in proportion to the member- 
ship of this House, as it will be increased at this session by some 
twenty or twenty-five members, I suppose will not be so large as the 
committees of the House of Representatives in the early years of the 
century. Then the ordinary membership of committees was seven— 
one to about every twenty members in a House of one hundred and 
forty-two members. If the proposed increase is now voted by the 
House the proportion of the membership of these committees to the 
membership of the House will be one member of a committee to every 
twenty-one and a half members of the House. That will be the pro- 
portion with regard to the membership of the whole House. It would 
be impossible to estimate the proportion with reference to the busi- 
ness of the House, increased ten thousand fold in relation to the 
business of the country, its varied, its growing resources and inter- 
ests in every part of this vast nation. 

Mr. Speaker, in a house of this size, with business such as we have 
before us, it becomes necessary that the business should be sifted in 
committee ; that committees should be large enough not merely to 
pass bills through committees because they do not give them atten- 
tion, but are enough to keep off the Calendar bills which ought not 
to be there, bills which if there operate only to the interruption of 
necessary business and the clogging of the progress of the country’s 
interests. 

I have heard no argument at any time against this proposition 
which does not find its origin either in the convenience of individual 
men or in the power of special committees, or in that general idea 
which is natural to all of us not to enlarge the boundaries of asso- 
ciated influence. 

_Mr. Speaker, with these general remarks I shall now call the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. PAGE. Before that is done, I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
PAGE] for a moment. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I find that in one of the amendments 
proposed by the Committee on Rules it is provided that all bills and 
resolutions referring to the navigation of the Mississippi River shall 
be referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River. Now, I wish to ask whether the Committee on Rules intended 
to report arule giving to that committee the power to report an 
appropriation to this House ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I will answer the gentleman distinctly and defi- 
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nitely. The Committee on Rules did not intend any such resolution; 
nor does their report give to any committee that has not now the 
power to report appropriations such power; nor does it take from 
the Committee on Commerce its power to report appropriations for 
all the improvements of all the rivers and harbors. 

Mr.PAGE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey whether he feels at liberty to allow me to offer an amendment 
which I have been instructed to offer by the Committee on Commerce, 
that the provision to which I have referred shall be amended by in- 
serting, after the words ‘‘ Mississippi River,” the words “‘ other than 
appropriations therefor.” That certainly will settle the question for 
all time to come. 

Mr. ROBESON. I am willing to accept that, if you choose, as 
part of my resolution, and have it inserted without motion, by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. All right. 

Mr. ROBESON. But, when I do that, I desire to go on and say 
that I propose to move the previous question on this resolution as a 
whole, and after I have done so I intend to allow to this House, as 
far a6 ny time goes, that is to the opponents of this measure, full and 
complete freedom of debate. But I do not—— 

Mr. HUBBELL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say to the gentlenian from New Jersey 
that he has no power toaccept an amendment to’a report made from 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ROBESON. Ido not accept it as an amendment, but merely 
say that, if there is unanimous consent to have that amendment 
come in as part of the original resolution, then, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not object. 

Mr. HUBBELL. [I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I wish to ask whether this question is not divisi- 
ble? 

The SPEAKER. It will be divisible, as the Chair understands, 
when it comes to the vote. 

Mr. ORTH. I desire to propound a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. ATKINS. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and it is this: If 
the previous question is sustained, does it not cut off all amendment? 

Mr. HUBBELL. ‘That is what it does precisely. 

Mr. ATKINS. Willit not cut off allamendments? I ask the ques- 
tion of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee understands the 
operation of the rules. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I ask the gentleman from New Jersey this ques- 
tion, whether he intends, in moving the previous question, to cut off 
all amendments to his resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then I hope it will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentle- 
man from New Jersey will not undertake to put upon this House for 
its guidance just the voice of the Committee on Rules. Have we not 
any rights here as members ? 

Mr. SCALES. I join the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBESON. I have the floor, and desire to ask gentlemen on 
the other side a question. This Committee on Rules has reported 
this proposition as a whole. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Let it be debated. 

Mr. ROBESON. I mean to have it debated. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Let it be amended. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask gentlemen on the other side how much time 
they want for debate? 

Mr. MILLS. We want opportunity to amend it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I want at least thirty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Business cannot be proceeded with until there is 
order in the House. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 

The SPEAKER, 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 


I desire to ask a question. 
There must be order. 

I desire to ask, Mr. Speaker, whether the pre- 
vious question does not cut off amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order, as the gentlemam 
from New Jersey has the floor. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish to ask a question. 

The SPEAKER. When the House is in order the gentleman will 
be recognized. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. If the previous question is ordered, how much 
time will be permitted for debate? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. One hour, to be given out by 
the gentleman from New Jersey; that is all. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. If it is ordered the gentleman from New Jersey 
can prevent all amendment and give only such time as he pleases. 
It ought to be voted down. 

Mr. ROBESON. Havel the floor? [Laughter and applause. ] 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to the 
oor. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Cannot I be recognized? 
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The SPEAKER. Gentlemen cannot be recognized until the House 
is in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will hear the parliamentary inquiry of the 

entleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to know whether it is in order to move 
to refer this to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of having it considered in that committee as 
other reports are considered. 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [understand under the rules, ifthe Chair pleases, 
it is in order, and I make that motion. 

Mr. ROBESON. Itisnot inorder; and, even if it were, the gentle- 
man cannot make that motion while Iam upon the floor. I have 
not yet surrendered the floor, and I am not going to until I have con- 
cluded what I have to say. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ROBESON. Not now. I make the point that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is not on the floor to make his motion ; 
and, even if he were, the motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order under the rules. 

Mr. KELLEY. Would it not be in order if the previous question 
were voted down ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will read the rule when I find it. 

The SPEAKER. The last clause of Rule XVII is the one referred 
to by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ROBESON. There it is provided that it may be referred to a 
standing or a select committee, but it is not provided that it is in 
order to refer it to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a rule that it is in order either before 
or after the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. To refer to a standing or select committee, but 
not to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to ask the previous ques- 
tion, and I will give my reasons, because I wish to cut off amendments. 
I want to be frank about it. We have considered this matter as a 
whole in the committee, and this is a report from that committee as 
a whole; and for one I do not desire a particular thing which has 
not been considered in committee to be launched upon the House in 
the shape of an amendment upon its report. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. ROBESON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. My point of order is, that the gentleman from New 
Jersey presented a report from the Committee on Rules to this House, 
and has occupied perhaps fifteen or twenty minutes in the discussion 
ofit. If the previous question is now ordered, he will have one hour 
to distribute, and will probably occupy one-half an hour further him- 
self in discussing the adoption of the report. I hold that it is out of 
order, and that the gentleman from New Jersey has no right now to 
discuss this matter and hold the floor to the exclusion of other mem- 
bers who may desire to be heard upon it, and so shut them off by the 
demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman does not state a point of order. 

Mr. HUBBELL. The question I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey is whether he will not accept an amendment. I do not 
want to antagonize the report of the committee, but I want to pre- 
sent an amendment for the further increase of two committees. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will hear the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I wish to incorporate an amendment providing 
that the Committee on Rules shall consist of nine members, and the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of fifteen members. 

Mr. ROBESON. Ishould be perfectly willing to accept the amend- 
ment if I had the power to do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state to the House that after an ex- 
amination of the rules I find that I was mistaken in the statement 
that a motion would be in order to refer this whole matter to the 
Committee of the Whole House pending the demand for the previous 
question. But I give notice that if the previous question be voted 
down, I shall make that motion. 

Mr. ATKINS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on seconding the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I wish toask a parliamentary question. I desire 
to know whether the yeas and nays can be ordered upon seconding 
a motion? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on the pre- 
vious question, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BROWNE. Do I understand the Chair responds to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, that the yeas and nays may be taken 
on a demand for a second to the previous question ? 


Will the gentleman permit me to 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that such has been the prac- 
tice. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

The SPEAKER. 
hibits it? 

Mr. ROBESON. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, 
and ask for tellers on the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot withdraw the demand for 
the yeas and nays when they have been ordered by the House, except 
with unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I move to lay the whole subject 
on the table, and I think that motion takes precedence of any 
other. 

Mr. PAGE. The point of order has been made that the yeas and 
nays cannot be called on a second, and the Chair has asked the gen- 
tleman to give the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made that the yeas and 
nays cannot be ordered on this question, and the Chair now calls 
upon the gentleman to furnish the rule. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will the Chair hear a sug- 
gestion ? 
~The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I wish to state that there has 
been some confusion. Formerly, under the old rules of the House, 
there was a motion for the second to the demand for the previous 
question ; but under Rule XVII, now in force, that motion is not re- 
quired ; therefore the only motion is that the previous question be 
ordered. The Chair has inadvertently used the old language and 
called for a second. If the Chair had asked, ‘Is the previous ques- 
tion ordered,” that would have been such a question as to permit the 
call of the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. The second to the previous question was pur- 
posely left out of the new revision. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Unquestionably. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order 
to move to lay the whole question on the table ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I ask the Chair to respond to my 
seaeey > whether the motion to lay the whole subject on the table is 
in order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to lay the 
whole subject on the table. 

The question was taken, when 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, demanded tellers. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Iwish toask ifthe Speaker can entertain that motion 
after the yeas and nays have been ordered on the previous ques- 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER. But the call of the roll had not commenced. 

Mr. ATKINS. I know it had not; but does the Chair hold that 
this motion precedes that order of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the practice 
where the call of the roll has not been commenced. 

Mr. ATKINS. I had demanded the regular order before this mo- 
tion was made. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I made the motion to lay on 
the table some time ago, and have asked for a division upon the last 
vote on my motion. 

Mr. HOUSE. I callfor the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I rise to repeat my parliamentary 
inquiry. I asked the question some time ago whether it would be in 
order to move to lay the whole subject on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Before that inquiry the gentleman’s colleague 
[Mr. ROBINSON] had made the motion and the Chair entertained it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg pardon; I did not understand 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to lay the 
whole question on the table, and demands tellers on that motion. 

Mr. HOUSE. The yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 73, nays 175, not 
voting 44; as follows: 


JANUARY 17, 


I think not. 
Will the gentleman state the rule which pro- 


YEAS—73. 
House, 
Hutchins, 
Klotz, 
Knott, 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Bayne, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Briggs, 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 


Crapo, 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dugrow, 
Dunnell, 


Evins, 

Farwell, Chas. FP. 
Geddes, 

H 


Scales, 

Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho Rk. 
Skinner, 

Smith, J. Hyatt 
Strait, 

Thompson, P. B. 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
‘Tyler, 

Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 
Washburn, 
Wellborn. 


McCook, 
MeMillin, 
Morrison, 

Morse, 

Muldrow, 

Murch, 

Mutchler, 
Payson, 

Phelps, 

Phister, 

Reagan, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 


Hammond, N. J. 
Hatch, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hoblitzell, 


Clements, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
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NAYS—175. 

Anderson, Ford, Manning, Shultz, 
Barr, Forney, Martin, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Beach, Fulkerson, Mason, Smith, A. Herr 
Belford, Garrison, Matson, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Bingham, Grout, McClure, Sparks, 
Blackburn. Gunter, McKenzie, Spaulding, 
Blanchard, Hammond, John McKinley, Speer, 
Bliss, Hardenbergh, McLane, Spooner, 
Brewer, Hardy, Miller, Springer, 
Browne, Harmer, Mills, Steele, 
Buckner, Harris, Benj. W. Moore, Stockslager, 
Burrows, Julius C. Haseltine, Merey, Stone, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Haskell, Mosgrove, Talbott, 
Butterworth, Hawk, Moulton, Taylor, 
Calkins, Hazelton, Oates, Thomas, 
Camp, Heilman, O'Neill, Tillman, 
Campbell, Hewitt, Abram S. Orth, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Carpenter, Hewitt, G. W. Page, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Cassidy, Hill, Parker, Updegraff, J. T. 
Caswell, Hiscock, Paul, Updegrat?, Thomas 
Chace, Holman, Peelle, Upson, 
Chalmers, Horr, Pettibone. , Urner, 
Clardy, Houk, Pound, Valentine, 
Clark Hubbell, Prescott, Van Aernam, 
Cobb, Hubbs, Randall, Van Voorhis, 
Colerick, Humphrey, Ranney, Wait, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Jacobs, Ray, Walker, 
Cox, William R. Jadwin, Reed, Ward, 
Cravens, Jones, George W. Rice, Theron M. Watson, 
Darrell, Jones, James K. Rice, William W. Weber, 
Davis, George R. Jorgensen, Rich, West, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Joyce, Richardson, Jno. 5S. Wheeler, 
Dawes, Kasson, Richey, White, 
De Motte, Kelley, Robertson, Whitthorne, 
Dezendorf, Kenna, Robeson, Williams, Chas. G. 

iowa, Ketcham, Rosecrans, Williams, Thomas 
Dunn, King, Russell, Willis, 
Dwight, Lacey, Ryan, Willits, 
Ellis, Latham, Scoville, Wilson, 
Errett, Leedom, Scranton, Wise, George D. 
Farwell, Sewell S. Le Fevre, Shackelford, Wise, Morgan R. 
Finley, Lewis, Shallenberger, Wood, Walter A. 
Fisher, Lindsey, Shelley, Young. 
Flower, Lord, Sherwin, 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Covington, Harris, Henry 8. Norcross, 
Allen, Crowley, Henderson, Pacheco, 
Atherton, Cutts, Herndon, Pierce, 
Barbour, Deering, Hoge, Rice, John B. 
Berry, Deuster, Hooker, Richardson, D. P. 
Bowman Ermentrout, Jones, Phineas Robinson, James 8S. 
Bragg, Frost, McCoid, Ross, 
Buck, George, Miles, Stephens, 
Cannon Gibson, Money, Tucker, 
Chapman, Godshalk, Neal, Van Horn, 
Cornell, Guenther, Nolan, Wood, Benjamin. 


So the House refused to lay the subject on the table. 

After the completion of the second roll-call, 

Mr. HOOKER said: I have voted “no,” but withdraw my vote, 
finding I am paired. 

Mr. MARSH. [I listened attentively to the second roll-call and did 
not hear my name. I desire to vote, and vote “ay.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be recorded. 

Mr. ATKINS. I understood the Chair to rule that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Marsn] had a right to vote, although he did not 
respond on either roll-call. Am I correct in that understanding ? 

The SPEAKER. The rule is a gentleman is not entitled to have 
his name calledathird time. Butifhesayshe listened attentively, as 
the gentleman from Illinois says he did, on the second call of the roll, 
and did not hear his name, the Chair takes his statement as absolute 
and allows him to have his name recorded. 

Mr. ATKINS. I only desired to have the rule stated. 

ae HOGE. I did not hear my name called on the second roll- 
eall. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia state he 
was giving attention and did not hear his name called ? 

Mr. HOGE. Iam afraid I cannot make that statement. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair has no discretion. The 
gentleman’s vote cannot be recorded. 

Mr. HOGE. Then I state that I would have voted “ no.” 

Mr. CAMP. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 

a being no objection, the reading of the names was dispensed 
with. 

The following pairs were announced. 

Mr. Rice, of Ohio, with Mr. ATHERTON. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. Norcross with Mr. HooKEr. 

My. ERMENTROUT with Mr. O'NEILL. 

Mr. PHELPS with Mr. MILEs. 

Mr. Rosrnson, of Ohio, with Mr. TuckEr. 

Mr. Buck with Mr. Monry. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McLANE. I wish to ask the gentlemen from New Jersey [Mr. 

20BESON ] whether he proposes to yield for amendment? The gentle- 
man behind him, [Mr. Pacr,] the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, is instructed by that committee to move an amendment 
to one part of the report. It is not in the power of the gentleman 





from New Jersey to accept the amendment, but I think he ought to ! 





give us the opportunity to move the amendment and not confine us 
to the simple grace of an hour of debate. Let us have an opportunity 
to move our amendments, and then let the debate be limited to any 
time that may be thought proper, whether one or two hours. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood that the previous question was de- 
manded and that the yeas and nays were ordered on that. Is not 
the call of the yeas and nays the regular order at this time ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is right. ‘ 

Mr. ROBESON. I find by inquiry that on the other side of the 
House I was understood last Thursday to say, perhaps withoutproper 
consideration of my authority under the instructions of my commit- 
tee, that I would give gentlemen who desired to debate this ques- 
tion, as far as my motion went, an opportunity to debate, and many 
gentlemen upon whose word I rely say that I added ‘‘amendment” 
also. Now I cannot afford, even as the organ of the committee, to 
stand in antagonism to my own promise, and on consultation with 
the members of my committee I will agree, as their representative, 
to recede from the position heretofore assumed, and to leave the 
question open to such debate and to such amendments as are ger- 
mane to the question and proper. 

I move, therefore, to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered on the previous question. And if that is done I 
will withdraw the demand. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know if that is in order now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it to be in order and in 
accordance with the practice. 

The question being taken, the House agreed to reconsider the vote 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question being again taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 
they were not ordered. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to move an amendment to the last paragraph 
reported by the Committee on Rules. I offer as an amendment the 
following : 

After the word ‘‘ Mississippi” insert the words ‘‘othor than appropriations ;"’ so 
that it will read: 

‘To the navigation of the Mississippi, other than appropriations, to the Com- 
mittee on improvement of the navigation of the Misaissippi River.” 

The SPEAKER. That amendment will be considered as pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this proposition embraces many classes, I 
think the proper place to discuss it is in the Committee of the Whole 
House, where we can consider it by clauses and offer amendments 
with a view to its consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROBESON. I have made a fair proposition, that I thought 
was satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am not asking anything at all; I am only 
claiming my right to move that this report be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and then I will immediately move to go 
into the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering it. 
There is no motion pending, and I have the right to make that 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemon from New Jersey, as the Chair 
understands, has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. KASSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ie It is whether the floor is now open or is held by 
any one 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey was entitled to 
an hour, and his time has not yet expired. 

Mr. KASSON. And he is therefore now disposing of it, as he has 
a right to do? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that he has a right to 
control his hour, which has not yet expired. 
one ROBESON. I would like to ask how much of my time I have 

t 
“The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty minutes remaining. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I risetoa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. It is whether or not the gentle- 
man from New Jersey can distribute his time by giving way to 
amendments, or to debate only ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can yield for amendments. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to inquire whether the clause relating 
to the improvement of the Mississippi River contains the words ‘of 
the navigation.” I have been informed that those words were erro- 
neously printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that they were errone- 
ously put in in one place, in giving the name of the committee. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. But not in the other. 

The SPEAKER. Not in the other. 

Mr. ROBESON. Inowyield, according to my promise, to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to amend the report of the Committee on 
Rules by striking out the words ‘‘on Ways and Means, to consist of 
fifteen members.” I want to strike out all that relates to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and I move the amendment now, in 
order that it may be pending when the discussion begins. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be pending. 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield the floor now absolutely, reserving the 
right at some other time to take the portion of my hour remaining. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to move an amendment. 
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Mr. HUTCHINS. In order that we may proceed regularly in this 
matter, I would like to inquire of the Chair how many amendments 
can be offered and be pending atovetime? I understand thatunder 
the rules an amendment and anamendment to an amendment can be 
offered, and also a substitute for the whole proposition. But I do 
not understand that twenty amendmentscan be offered and bepend- 
ing at one time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBEsON] 
yielded to the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] to offer an 
amendment, which is now pending and is the question before the 
House. 

Mr. PAGE. 






Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Have I the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor; the gentleman 
offering the amendment has the floor. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I desire to speak to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recognized to 
speak to his own amendment. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. He was not on the floor. 

The SPEAKER. He is entitled to be first recognized in support of 
his amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I desire to inquire whether 
the gentleman from California takes the floor now in his own right, 
or under the gentleman from New Jersey? 

The SPEAKER. He will speak in his own time. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And the gentleman from New 
Jersey has yielded the fioor ? 

The SPEAKER. He has so stated. 

Mr. ROBESON. I askthe gentleman from California [Mr, PAGE] 
to yield to me to make a motion. I move that we now proceed to 
consider the report of the Committee on Rules in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALKINS. Under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ROBESON. Under the five-minute rule, and we can take up 
the propositions in their regular order. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think we had better consider this report in the 
House. Some of these propositions may require more than five min- 
utes for consideration. I object to the five-minute rule, and there- 
fore propose that we proceed in the House, and not as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the Chair might sub- 
mit the question to the House, but the Chair does not understand 
that the motion to consider this report in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole is in order. Objection is made to it by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEy.] The gentleman from California 
[Mr. PaGE | is entitled to the floor to speak on his amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. I offered the amendment which I just read from my 
seat by direction of the Committee on Commerce. I understand that 
the Committee on Rules in reporting this proposition did not intend 
to give to the Committee on the Mississippi River Improvement the 
right to report appropriations. But there are some members of this 
House, and some members of the Committee on Commerce, who doubt 
whether the proposition reported by the Committee on Rules is suffi- 
ciently explicit. They therefore directed me to offer this amendment 
in order that in the future there should be no contest between these 
two committees—the Committee on Commerce, and the Committee 
on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. I understand that the 


1 desire to make a parlia- 


chairman of the latter committee is not contending that his com-, 


mittee shall have the power to report appropriations. I shall not 
attempt (for it is unnecessary) to give the House the reasons why I 
think it would be very unfortunate for two committees of this House 
to be intrusted with the control of river and harbor bills, each being 
allowed to report appropriations of money trom the national Treasury. 
That responsibility must rest somewhere; and this House has for 
many years past, under its rules, provided that the responsibility 
should rest with the Committee on Commerce. This amendment 
which I submit in accordance with the instructions of my committee 
is desired only in order that in the future there shall be no contest 
and no misunderstanding as to the effect of the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Hutcurns, ] who, as the Chair understands, rises for the 
purpose of opposing the amendment. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] proves, it seems to me, that 
it would not be wise to adopt the resolution proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and now before the House for its consideration. 
Why has such a report been made ? Who has asked for it? I would 
like to know whether any one of the committees referred to in this 
resolution has asked that the membership of the committee be in- 
creased? Ifso, I have not heard of it. Does the demand come from 
any other quarter? Does any one complain of the way in which 
these committees have been organized? I for one have heard of no 
complaint. Every one seems to be satisfied. We all know the diffi- 
culties, surrounding the Speaker in framing these committees. Iap- 
preciate these difficulties, and if error has crept in here and there, 
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and some member may feel that he has been slighted, had we not 
better submit to it than endeavor to patch the work after it has 
been done ? 

I confess that, in looking through the committees, if I had been 
called upon to frame them I should, in some respects, have done 
differently. It seems to me that as the committees really control the 
legislation of the House, reference should alone be had in framing 
them to the business of the House. In examining the list of com- 
mittees it occurs to me that the Speaker has fallen into some errors, 
but probably not more than under the circumstances might have 
been expected. I have to assume that he has consulted and advised 
with others in what he has done, and therefore he should not be held 
alone responsible for any mistakes. The formation of the committees 
of this House is an arduous duty, from which any one man may well 
shrink and ask for assistance. It is for this reason that I hope some 
plan may be devised by which, in the future, not one man, but the 
House itself, shall frame its committees. 

Let me call attention to some of the incongruities of the commit- 
tees as organized, though I am sure nothing unfair was intended ; it 
wassimply anoversight. Take the Judiciary Committee, Mr. Speaker. 
Now, the statutes of the United States provide for nine judicial cir- 
cuits, divided in such manner that the States embraced in each dis- 
trict shall be contiguous, with ready means of intercommunication, 
so that it may well be supposed that the interests and wants of the 
people residing in these districts can be consulted by having reference 
to these divisions. Furthermore, take into consideration that so far 
as this Congress is concerned some of the most important business to 
come before it is that concerning the judiciary. We have outgrown 
our present judicial system. The business interests of the people 
demand that there shall be a change ; that there shall be more judges, 
a different division of circuits, different jurisdiction. All these ques- 
tions come here, and should be considered and reported upon at this 
session. 

Now, let us see how the Committee on the Judiciary has been 
framed. Recollect that there are nine judicial circuits. The first 
judicial circuit, consisting of Maine, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island, has four members, the State of Massachusetts 
having two. When youcome to the second judicial circuit, emhrac- 
ing New York, Connecticut, and Vermont, you find it has not a mem- 
ber. So with the third, including New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and 
Delaware; ithas not amember. Take the fourth circuit, consisting 
of Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, and the District of Columbia ; this district also is without any 
representative on that committee. The ninth circuit, with its vast 
territory on the Pacitic, is not represented. 

Thus we have presented this anomalous state of things: that on 
the Committee on the Judiciary, which should represent every judi- 
cial circuit, four of the judicial circuits, comprising nearly one-half 
the population of the country, have not a onal representative. Not 
one of the seaboard States from Massachusetts to Georgia has a mem- 
ber; so that the judges and others residing within those circuits and 
wishing to confer with this committee in relation to business before 
it must do so second-hand, through strangers, if it be done at all, 

I am sure the Speaker intended no such thing; I am positive that 
if his attention had been called to it it would not have happened. 
Who is responsible? Those who advised, consulted, or helped in 
this matter should have foreseen and prevented such aresult, Every 
part of the country ought to be represented on the Committee on 
Ways and Means. I know it has been proposed to have the business 
of this committee performed by a commission to be appointed for the 
purpose. 

I assume that this committee will perform their duties. This 
being the case, ought not the committee to have been so framed that 
every part of the country should have been represented upon it? 
But what do we find? The territory embracing the States of New 
York, Connecticut, and Vermontis unrepresented. Again, the Pacific 
States have no representative. We find, however, that the third 
judicial circuit has three, all from the State of Pennsylvania, The 
sixth circuit has threes Ohio is located in that circuit. The eighth 
circuit has two. Thus we find that eight members of this important 
committee are from three judicial circuits, these eight members con- 
stituting the majority of the committee, with power to mold the 
legislation of this House in reference to the ways and means by which 
this Government shall be supported. 

Some of the most important legislation which will be considered 
by this Congress will be perfected by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. Some of the national-bank charters are about expiring, 
and the great question which will soon have to be decided is whether 
they shall be rechartered. Also the mode and manner in which the 
public debt shall be refunded in the future. ‘hese great questions 
are to come before this committee. Should not all portions of the 
country be represented? Every one will say, yes. 

Let us see what is the fact. The fourth, fifth, and ninth judicial 
circuits are not represented. The fourth, consisting of the States of 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and the fifth, consisting of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Texas, as also California, Oregon, and Nevada, com- 
posing the ninth district, are all unrepresented. Just think of it! 

his large territory, with all its various interests and indastries, ex- 
tending from Maryland to Texas, unrepresented on this committec! 
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Mr. POUND. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POUND. I understand the pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California relating to the reference of 
matters touching the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It is an amendment to the original resolution. 
I am against the amendment as well as the resolution, as I believe 
there is no necessity for them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. POUND. Linsist that the gentleman from New York is not 
discussing the pending question before the House, and that is the 
amendment of the gentleman from California. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not want to discriminate, espe- 
cially when a gentleman is discussing a question which it thinks 
relates to it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, let us glance at the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I have heard it said in discussion on the floor of the 
House this morning that probably the most important business which 
is to come before this Congress is that in reference to the reconstruc- 
tion of the Navy; to endeavor to find out whether we have a navy, 
and, if we have not, to provide some means by which we shall have 
one. I should suppose, as would éverybody, that, so far as that 
comnittee is concerned, all sections of the country should be repre- 
sented upon it. But whatisthe fact? The sixth, eighth, and ninth 
judicial cireuits are unrepresented. 

Mr. POUND. I understand the Chair feels a little delicacy about 
deciding the point of order. Now I insist that the gentleman from 
New York shall confine himself to the pending question before the 
House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is not this general debate? 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is the amendment of the 
gentleman from California to a portion of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
proceeding ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has the right to show why it 
should not be adopted in part or in whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. It opens the entire question. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia is to a portion of the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It brings it all up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman said he rose for the purpose of 
opposing the amendment of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. That is all right, and I am trying to confine 
myself to the subject before the House. I am talking about the 
connnittees and their formation, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to germane 
discussion of the pending question. 

Mr. POUND. I understand the Speaker entertains a delicacy in 
continuing the gentleman to the pending question. 

bea SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will proceed in 
order, 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I was considering the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. I find to my surprise that the third judicial circuit has four 
members on that committee, They are from Pennsylvania and New 
Jersey. ‘The first has two and the fourth two. So we find in this 
committee that three judicial circuits, (leaving the sixth, eighth, 
and ninth unrepresented,) have the control of all legislation con- 
cerning the Navy. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for a 
moment ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE, I wish the gentleman would state to the House when 
the a were ever made up by reference to the judicial dis- 
tricts 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It is not for me to say when, if ever, it was 
done. I am endeavoring to suggest some plan by which justice may 
be done in the formation of the committees of this House. 

Mr. HASKELL. Why not as well appoint them according to 
counties? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. You may do it by counties if you think it right. 
The question is how can the committees be organized so as to best 
represent all interests in matters of legislation. My friend who has 
just interrupted me, I have no doubt, is perfectly satisfied with the 
committees as they stand. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman’s discussion may be proper when the 
general question comes up, but I insist the gentleman shall be con- 
fined to the pending amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has decided that point. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBESON. I understand the gentleman is not insisting the 
cominittees should be made according to judicial circuits, but that 
they should be made judiciously. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Yes,sir; and I am glad the gentleman from New 
Jersey has so clearly comprehended my meaning. But how are those 
who inay be dissatistied to find a remedy for their fancied wrongs? 
They might as well go ont and air their little complaints by stand- 
ing on the lawn in front of the Capital on some bright day, and there 
wait until my friend from New Jersey comes along, and beams upon 


That may be, but is not the general debate now 
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them with his winning smile, [laughter.] Or perhaps it would be well 
for them, while there, each and all, to join in the chorus: 
If places are not good enough for him 
hich are good enough for me, 
Then what a most particularly pure, good man 
This pure, good man must be. 


(Laughter. } 

Or if not satisfied with that, and they still continue to grieve, I 
would advise them to vote with the honorable gentleman to mcrease 
the membership of the commitee as proposed ; although even in that 
case, I think they would still have to say: 

Thirty misplaced members we, 
a all against our will; 

Grumbling, we shall always be 
Thirty misplaced members still. 

{[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, let us proceed to the consideration of these commit- 
tees. That is the question we are upon, and which must receive our 
attention. We come now to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
let us see how that committee is framed. The rules require, as I un- 
derstand them, that all matters relating to railroads and telegraph 
lines between the Mississippi River and the Pacitic coast shall be re- 
ferred to this committee. Examination shows on that committee 
there is but a single member of this House who represents a district 
west of the Mississippi River, that is my friend Mr. DuNN, of Arkan- 
sas. That whole vast territory which is interested in the legisla- 
tion affecting these telegraph and railroad lines is not represented, 
and most of the members of that committee, with the exception 
named, have been selected from places remote from those lines of 
communication. 

I find in looking through the assignment of members of the com- 
mittees of this House that they are not as yet all complete, at least 
one of them is not filled, and if there is any one who is dissatisfied 
I would suggest to him that the Committee on the Militia has yet a 
vacancy. There are but ten members on that committee, and the 
rules require that there shall be eleven. 

There is, however, one consolation, and that is that the great 
States of Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Ohio have not been for- 
gotten. They have been traveling so long in the political wilder- 
ness, and have been left out in the cold for so long a time, and their 
modest worth so long unappreciated that it is a cheering sign of the 
times when we are able to perceive that their merit and worth are 
being at last rightfully appreciated and properly rewarded. [Laugh- 
ter.] Those who are disposed to find fault with the organization of 
these committees and think that they can be improved by adding a 
few members to them must recollect that this great act of justice has 
been done to these States. They should be satistied with that. 

Now, let me say, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that there are two 
courses to be pursued, one is to commence anew—let all the work 
that bas been done be undone, or else leave it as it is. I do not 
believe in adding a new structure to an old building. It will do no 
good. It does not in this case provide a remedy for the complaint. 
The course suggested by the Committee on Rules will not accomplish 
the desired results. Let us do the best we can with the committees 
as framed, and if we work earnestly in the interest of the people 
there is no necessity for additions to the membership of either of the 
comuittees. - 

Mr. Speaker, if a proposition shall be presented to this House fora 
radical change in the mode of organizing its committees, I will advo- 
cate it, providing it can be made to represent the will of the House. 
It seems to me that it is too much power to be vested in the hands of 
one man. By the exercise of it he controls the legislation of the 
country. This being the case, such power should be exercised by the 
House itself. The Speaker should be its presiding officer, to see that 
its rules are carried into effect ; that order and decorum are observed ; 
but we should not make him the dictator and arbiter of the legislation 
of the American people. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, [rise to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey as well as the friends of this measure to a point 
which I think has escaped the attention of the House—in the phrase- 
ology of the report of this committee. Therule proposed to be amended 
is Rule X, which provides 

That, unless otherwise ordered by the House, the Speaker shall appoint at the 
commencement of each Congress the following standing committees, namely. 

And then follows some forty different committees which are men- 
tioned. The report of the committee which is now under consider- 
ation provides as follows : 

That the committee recommend the amendment of Rule X so as to make it read 
as follows: ‘‘On Ways and Means, to consist of fifteen members ; on the Judiciary, 
to consist of nineteen members,” &c. 

Leaving out entirely every committee which is not increased in 
membership. Literally, therefore, this report if adopted abolishes 
some twenty-odd committees and increases the few remaining. I 
call the attention of the chairman of the committee to it, as my own 
attention was called to it on reading it. When it provides “that the 
rule shall be amended so as to read as follows” it leaves out all that 
is not specifically enumerated thereafter. That would be the effect 
of the adoption of this report. I presume it is an inadvertance in the 
wording of the report. 

The report is found on page 3of the Record of January 13. Itstates 
that the rule is ‘‘so amended as to read as follows.” That necessarily, 
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there can be no doubt, leaves out all that is not reproduced, and 
changes what is reproduced more or less. That is a matter, however, 
that car. be easily corrected. : ; 

But I pass from that and shall endeavor to consider, if possible, 
what practically is the question that is presented. I think it is not 
worth while for this House to content itself merely with the feeling 
that more men, as is proposed, shall have more places. I do not 
think it is an appreciation of the feeling of the House if it be dis- 
contented; I say nothing affirming that it is so. I simply say that 
as far as I know the fecling of the House, this motion does not come 
from the gentlemen who deem themselves misplaced or not placed 
sufficiently. We have higher duties than to gratify personal ambi- 
tions for places on any committee, Very little complaint has come 
to my ears from the members of this House. That there is dissatis- 
faction is undoubtedly a fact, and I wéuld not deny it. It may be 
more or it may be less than has existed before. We have a Speaker 
who has performed his duties as he thought wisely and under coun- 
sel that he thought wiSe. We propose to stand by the Speaker and 
do the duties as well as we can. exp 

I have regretted the presentation of this proposition to the House. 
It amends nothing that is complained of in the opinion of the coun- 
try upon the subject. I find no committee of the House that affirms 
it needs more members. I find no committee chairman rising here 
to state that he demands more members. Why did not the framers 
of this proposition inquire of the chairmen of the committees if as 
now organized they were incompetent to do the work? I find no 
chairman advocating this and saying that his committee is insuffi- 
cient. If a committee does make such a representation to the House, 
let us respect it and increase the members. If the jurisdiction of any 
committee is too large, let the Committee on Rules, on learning that 
fact, report a proposition for a new committee and divide it. 

There are plenty of precedents in the House on that subject. Five 
committees to-day are doing the work originally done by the Ways 
and Means Committee. And I confess, sir, that on principle I think 
it wrong to arrange our committees with reference to personal desires, 
if personal desires exist, It is for the transaction of the business of 
the country that these committees are organized, and my whole 
experience teaches me that more business is done by a small commit- 
tee always than is done by a large one. For that reason, sir, the 
House itself refuses in the first instance to take up its business, all its 
business, and does not even consider or discuss it till it has gone to 
a smaller number. For this reason all our great committees make it 
their first business to appoint sub-committees in order to reduce the 
number to consider the questions referred to them. And now the 
proposition is to go in the contrary direction, to increase the num- 
ber of members upon committees that make no complaint touching the 
discharge of their business; while to increase their numbers does 
almost always increase the contrariety of special and personal opinion. 

It is this that we have found making delays. My worthy chairman, 
for example, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
will remember that committee, as I do, when it was smaller. I ree- 
ollect then there were far fewer bills unacted upon in the committee 
than are left unacted upon at the end of a session now, according to 
the information given tome. If we had committees of three, I think 
we would get the business back before the House with the requisite 
information quicker than we do with committees of nineteen, fifteen, 
or thirteen. 

But our committees have their numbers fixed ; for whatever reason, 
the present numbers have been fixed. And my point is, there is no 
argument and no proof that the business will be better transacted by 
giving additional numbers of members to those committees. May I 
refer, sir, to the experience of a house of a sister republic, embrac- 
ing some hundreds more members than our own does? The House of 
Deputies in France divides its work at the beginning of every session 
into only eleven bureaus, but every member of the house is on one 
of those bureaus, and then for the special consideration and execu- 
tion of their resolutions each of those bureaus furnishes one commit- 
teeman, making a committee of eleven for the consideration of the 
questions before them. 

If we are not satisfied, sir, with the present mode of appointment of 
committees by the Speaker of the House, let us asa deliberative body 
have a committee appointed to consult aud recommend a better mode 
of giving due representation to the various interests of the country. 
Let the gentleman from New York who has spoken, the gentleman 
from Indiana and others, present to this committee for deliberate 
consideration the mode of appointment that will better accord with 
the public interest and with justice to sections. This would be no 
disrespect to our Speaker. He has done what all Speakers before 
have done; he has discharged a duty imposed on him by the rules. 
A duty always embarrassing and troublesome. It would relieve 
him immensely if we could devise a plan among us here on the floor 
by which that labor, that embarrassment—shall I say it sir, that in- 
ducement to bribery by the offer of places in the election of Speaker ?— 
shall be done away with at once and forever. [Applause.] Every 
Speaker and every candidate for Speaker ought to be removed from 
the sphere of temptation. Every man in the House will agree with 
me it is infinitely better for the public interest that this perpetual 
assault upon him while he is a candidate shall be removed and done 
away, and that the House itself shall be free to vote according to its 
best and highest judgment in the selection of its presiding officer. 
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I therefore trust, sir, that instead of acting upon this report in the 
manner in which it is presented to us, and affirming it, we shall leave 
our work already begun in the hands of the members already as- 
signed to their duty, and that we shall allow those committees to 
assist the House in the transaction of the public business on the pres- 
ent basis instead of attempting to deal with any supposed dissatis 

faction, be that what it may. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to reply briefly to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. PaGr] who has offered an amendment which will take 
away from the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River the power to report to this House bills making appro- 
priations for those objects. 

I think that a committee having jurisdiction over any subject-mat- 
ter ought to have control of the whole subject-matter. 'The Com- 
mittees on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River in the 
last Congress, and in the Forty-fifth Congress, took jurisdiction over 
the subject of all improvements of the Mississippi River, not only 
in regard to the protection of alluvial lands, as partly indicated by 
its title, but the title of the committee having been amended so as 
to include other improvements of the Mississippi River, they took 
into consideration and reported to this House a bill establishing the 
Mississippi River commission, and reported 2n appropriation to carry 
the law into effect. 

In the Forty-fifth Congress, as a member of that committee, I 
offered an amendment, which I was authorized to report to this House, 
making an appropriation of nearly four million of dollars to protect 
alluvial lands and improve the navigation of the Mississippi River. 
My colleague [Mr. ELLIS] offered a substitute which was purely and 
simply an appropriation bill. My other colleague [ Mr. Gipson] offered 
a substitute which was an appropriation bill looking to the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi River. There was no objec- 
tion raised upon the floor of this House by any person as to the right 
of that committee to bring in appropriation bills upon the subject- 
matter which they had before them. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress the Committee on Levees and In- 
provements of the Mississippi River, by an amendment of the rules, 
was restricted exclusively and entirely to the subject of levees. 
Although they had perfected legislation upon the subject, although 
they had brought in a bill which had passed Congress and become ¢ 
law, establishing the Mississippi River commission, which took juris- 
diction over the whole subject—the improvement of the navigation, 
the protection of the alluvial land, and the postal service, &c., no objec- 
tion was raised on the part of any member of the House that the 
committee having jurisdiction over the subject-matter had no right 
to bring in an appropriation bill; and that committee did accord- 
ingly bring in an appropriation bill, which was placed upon the Cal- 
lendar for action inthe House. It being too late in the session, how- 
ever, to fix a day for its consideration, it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and that committee acted, and, after reducing 
the amount, included it in the river and harbor bill. 

If you give the committee jurisdiction over the subject-matter of 
river improvement then they should have the right to bring into 
this House such propositions as will express their views as to how 
the Mississippi River should be improved, not only as to the method 
and plan of improvement but as to the extent of the improvement. 
Having this matter before them, having discussed it and perhaps 
understanding it better than any committee which can know nothing 
about it, because they have never examined into the matter, it is 
proposed now that if they bring in a bill making an appropriation 
it shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce or to some other 
committee for approval. 

Now, how can the Committee on Commerce understand the matter 
to the same extent as the committee which have made it a special 

‘subject of investigation? Isay that if you give the committee juris- 
diction over the whole subject-matter, then they have the right to 
bring before this House the appropriations as well as all other 
measures relating to the subject. 

I will not now take up the time of the House in advocating the 
= which I will hereafter propose and ask the House to 
adopt. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think the gentleman is mistaken about the effect 
of this proposed amendment to the rules. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. While you retain the name of the committee, 
in giving jurisdiction to the committee you make the restriction which 
I object to. 

Mr. THOMAS. The committee is called ‘‘The Committee on Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River.” 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I rose toa parliamentary inquiry at the begin- 
ning of this discussion, and called the attention of the Chair to this 
matter. 

Mr. THOMAS. Let that part of the report be read. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I will ask that that portion of the report be 
read, not as printed in the RECORD, but as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read so far as relates to the Com- 
mittee on Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend paragraph 21, Rule XT, so as to read as follows, namely : 
“To the navigation of the Mississippi, to the Committee on Improvement of 


' the Mississippi River.” 
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Mr. ROBERTSON. So it will be seen that while you give this 
committee the name of “The Committee on Improvement of the 


Mississippi River,” you restrict its jurisdiction to the improvement’ 


of the navigation alone. I say that in giving jurisdiction to this 
committee according to this report you would take from it all 
jurisdiction over the improvements of the Mississippi River other 
than those affecting channel improvements; you restrict it to the 
simple question of navigation. Therefore I am right in offering my 
amendment to that part of the report of the committee so as to give 
it a more comprehensive scope of action. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the addition of the word navigation 
to the proposed jurisdiction of the committee. A proposition to re- 
strict appropriations is one thing, to limit discussion and shut out 
light is another. The whole subject-matter of the Mississippi should 
be freely discussed; not only its navigation, but its commerce both 
internal and external, its postal service, light-houses, alluvial lands, 
and every other branch of this great subject. But it cannot be if 
the word navigation is added. It is substantially an attempt to 
amend the act creating the Mississippi River commission, which act 
was passed by an almost unanimous vote after years and years of 
wrangling over conflicting theories and plans. The language of the 
act is as follows: 


It shall be the duty of said commission to take into consideration and mature 
such plan or plans and estimates as will correct, permanently locate, and deepen 
the channel, and protect the banks of the Mississippi River; improve and give 
safety and ease to the navigation thereof; prevent destructive floods; promote 
and facilitate commerce, trade, and the postal service. 


This broad and comprehensive language was adopted by this House 
in June, 1879, by a vote of 166 against only 11. The committee of 
this House should have the same jurisdiction as the commission and 
not be restricted in its deliberations. When the question of appro- 
priations comes up for consideration the gentlemen of the Committee 
on Rules can put on all the brakes they please, provided they can 
find votes enough to sustain their objections. But they go too far 
when they attempt to refuse a hearing to any of the material inter- 
ests of the great valley. They might as well attempt to check the 
tlow of the Mississippi itselfas to restrict the voice of the great West 
and Southwest. They are entitled to a full hearing upon this floor 
upon each and every branch of their greatest material interest, the 
improvement of the Mississippi. As arecognized authority upon con- 
stitutional law, the gentleman who brings in the report from the 
Committee on Rules is familiar with that clause of the Constitution 
relating to the right of petition ; I respectfully suggest that he dis- 
regards the spirit of that clause when he attempts to debar the com- 
mittee on the Mississippi from a consideration of memorials of State 
Legislatures and conventions of the people on any branch of the 
main subject. Itrust the gentlemen will, in a spirit of fairness, not 
insist upon the proposed limitation and wait with their objections 
until the question of appropriation comes before the House. 

Mr. ORTH. I desire to offer an amendment by way of substitute 
for the original report of the Committee on Rules and the pending 
amendments thereto. ' 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendment pending is the one offered by the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE. ] 

Mr. ORTH. I offer this as a substitute for the original proposition 
and all amendments. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. OrtTH] to allow us to perfect the report before he offers the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. ORTH. That can be done pending my substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires that the original text shall be 
perfected before a substitute is voted upon. 

Mr. PAGE. I understand the gentleman proposes a substitute for 
the whole report of the Committee on Rules now before the House. 

Mr. ORTH. Ido. 

Mr. PAGE. Including my amendment as well, 

Mr. ORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I understand that if the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrtH] shall be adopted it 
will strike out everything that may be added. to the report. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the proposed substitute be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the said report after the word ‘ namely,” in the second line 
thereof, and insert— 

“ The following shall hereafter be Rule X, of the House : 

“1, The House, after its organization at the commencement of each Congress, 
shall proceed to constitute a ‘board to select committees,’ to consist of eleven 
members, to serve during such Congress. 

“The board shall be selected and constituted as follows: The roll of members 
shall be called, and each member shall thereupon, by a viva voce vote, designate 
some oné mentber to serve as chairman of such board, and the person pega | 
the highest number of votes given, if a majority of the whole House, shall be such 
chairman ; and at the same roll-call each member shall name five members to serve 
on said board, and the ten persons having the highest number of votes shall with 
such chairman constitute such board: Provided, however, If no person shall have 
received a majority of the votes of the House for chairman, there shall be imme- 
diately a subsequent vote or votes, until a chairman is elected as aforesaid. 

‘It shall be the duty of said board, within a reasonable time, to report to the 
House the standing, select, and joint committees provided for by the rules or 
ordered by the House—the names of the members of each committee to be reported 
in the order of their length of service in Congress, and where two or more are 
equal in length of service the names of such shall be reported in alphabetical order ; 
and when such report is agreed to by the House, either with or without amend- 
ment, the committees thus constituted shall be the permanent committees durin 
sueh Congress. Vacancies occurring in any committee shall be filled by said board, 
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subject alike to the action of the House. The following shall be the standing com- 
mittees, namely : 

‘On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘‘On Ways and Means, to consist of thirteen members. 

‘On Appropriations, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘*On the Judiciary, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘*On Banking and Currency, to consist of eleven members. 

‘On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of eleven members. 

‘On Commerce, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘‘On Foreign Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On Military Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

‘‘On Naval Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On the Public Lands, to consist of eleven members. 

**On Indian Affairs, to consist of eleven members. 

* On the Territories, to consist of eleven members. 

‘On Railways and Canals, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On Manufactures, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On Mines and Mining, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of eleven members. 

‘On Pacific Railroads, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, to consist of eleven 
members. 

‘*On Education and Labor, to consist of eleven members. 

‘‘On the Militia, to consist of eleven members. 

‘‘On Patents, to consist of eleven members. 

**On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘On Pensions, to consist of eleven members. 

‘*On Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

‘“‘On War Claims, to consist of eleven members. 

‘‘On Private Land Claims, to consist of eleven members. 

‘On the District of Columbia, to consist of eleven members. 

‘On Revision of the Laws, to consist of eleven members. 

‘On Expenditures in the State Department, to consist of seven members. 

‘On Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to consist of seven members. 

‘On Expenditures in the War Department, to consist of seven members. 

‘‘On Expenditures in the Navy Department, to consist of seven members. 

‘On Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, to consist of seven members. 

‘‘On Expenditures in the Interior Department, to consist of seven members. 

‘*On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to consist of seven members. 

‘On Expenditures on Public Buildings, to consist of seven members. 

‘On Rules, to consist of five members. 

‘On Accounts, to consist of seven members. 

‘*On Mileage, to consist of five members. 

‘* Also the following joint standing committees, namely : 

‘*On the Library, to consist of three members. 

‘‘On Printing, to consist of three members. 

**On Enrolled Bills, to consist of seven members. 

‘2. At the first or subsequent meeting of any committee of the House, two- 
thirds at least of its members being present, it shall —— to designate some one 
of its members to act as its chairman during such Congress, and shall also have 
power to fill any permanent or temporary vacancy in such chairmanship. 

“*3. The chairman shall appoint the clerk of his committee, subject to its 
eee who shall be paid at the public expense, the House having first provided 
therefor.” 


Mr. ORTH. Mr. Spenker—— 

Mr. ROBESON. I reserve a point of order upon that amendment. 
My point is that it is not germane to the pending report. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on his 
point of order? 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not wish to interrupt the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Orru,] but I want to reserve that point 
of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the point be reserved, so as to give the gen- 
tleman from Indiana an opportunity to be heard in full. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, I fear that on account of a severe cold 
affecting my throat I shall not be able to give my views so extensively 
in reference to this substitute as I might otherwise do. 

I wish, in the first place, to make this distinct announcement: that 
should this substitute receive the sanction of a majority of this House, 
it isnot its purpose nor will it be its effect to interfere with the present 
organization of the House in reference to its committees. 

I wish, in the second place, to state, what probably is not necessary 
except to correct some impressions which are entertained outside 
this,House, that in offering this proposition I mean no disrespect to 
the occupant of the chair and no infringement upon his rights as such 
occupant. 

The selection of the committees of a deliberative body naturally 
belongs to such body. It is an inherent right necessary to accom- 
plishits purposes. It was exercised by this House directly and with- 
out intervention until 1840, when for some reason or other, into which 
it is not necessary to inquire, it resolved that the Speaker should 
thereafter appoint the committees of the House. The action which 
I propose now is simply that the House shall resume its natural, legiti- 
mate, and proper power and duty; and no occupant of the chair can 
claim that this is done in derogation of his rights or is prompted by 
any disrespect for him personally or officially. Itis merely a serer- 
tion by this body of aright which naturally belongs to it, and which, 
for insufficient reasons, inmy judgment, was delegated to its presiding 
officer. 

Let me ask this question of members upon both sides of this Cham- 
ber: Suppose some gentleman should offer a resolution providing that 
the Speaker should appoint the Clerk of the House, would any of you 
vote for it? I pause forareply. Let me repeat the question: Sup- 
pose a resolution had been offered at the commencement of this session 

wroviding that the Speaker should appoint the Clerk, or the Door- 
Komen: or the Sergeant-at-Arms, (these officers are all part and parcel 
of the organization of the House, ) would the proposition have received 
a single vote? Now, if there is not a single member who would be 
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willing to confer upon the Speaker authority to appoint even the 
Doorkeeper of this House, what reason can there be for permitting 
the Speaker to appoint its committees? None whatever; but every 
reason why the House should reserve this power and exercise it, as 
was done in the earlier history of the country. Not one of us is willing 
the Speaker should appoint the humblest official of the House, but 
many appear willing to continue in his hands the infinitely greater 
power of appointing our committees. Sle 

This is a one-man power of vast proportions, and far reaching in 
its influence. Not only isthe Congressional destiny of every member 
placed absolutely and without remedy in the hands of the Speaker, 
but what is of infinitely greater importance, it places in his hands 
practically the entire legislation of the country. Under the peculiar 
situation in which this House is placed in reference to the consider- 
ation and examination of questions before us affecting every material 
interest of the country, we are of necessity compelled to rely mainly 
upon our committees, and are governed in our action by their reports 
and recommendations. Under this practice the Speaker can so or- 
ganize your Committee on Banking as to imperil the safety if not the 
existence of every national bank inthe country. He could so organ- 
ize the Committee on Ways and Means as to inaugurate a system 
either of free trade or a protective policy, and the Appropriations 
Committee so as almost to bankrupt your Treasury, with all its over- 
flowing wealth, or else to cripple the Government by a wanton spirit 
of parsimony. The Committee on Elections might beso constituted 
as to seat or unseat at its almost sovereign will whomsoever it might 
please. These are afew of the great powers of legislation belonging 
to your committees. 

I may be told that the reports of committees are under the control 
of the House. In one sense that is true; but let me say to the 
younger members, the longer they serve on this floor the more they 
will be satisfied that the legislation of this House is, after all, mainly 
under the control of its committees. We are compelled to take their 
action upon the respective subjects confided to them, and vote in 
accordance with that action, for the reason that no individual mem- 
ber has the time or the opportunity to post himself thoroughly upon 
even a tithe of the subjects brought before him for consideration. 
For this reason we must rely upon our committees and place confi- 
dence in their recommendations. 

When you thus reflect upon this vast power and the fact that it 
might be abused, you must of necessity admit that the time has 
arrived when this House should, without hesitation, resume its au- 
thority to make these appointments. 

I am asked, how can the House make these appointments? Is 
not our body too large and unwieldy to undertake the task? Will 
it not be easier for one man, and cannot one man do the work more 
expeditiously ? 

I grant the relevancy of these queries, but I do not recollect in my 
service of any Speaker doing this work under two weeks’ time, and 
I think my venerable friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] will 
bear me out in this recollection. 

No Speaker of my acquaintance, with all his knowledge of the 
members, with all his experience, has ever been able to do this work 
in a less time than I have indicated. Now, the plan which I propose 
will not take an hour beyond that time, as I am well satisfied. 

What is the plan I propose? It is practically the plan adopted 
and pursued for years by the Senate of the United States. Their 
Vice-President has no more to do with the appointment of commit- 
tees than your Clerk hashere. The Senators have taken that matter 
entirely into their own hands. They have formed their committees 
time and again, and they have formed them to the general accept- 
ance not only of that high body, but to the acceptance of the country 
at large. , 

This is a one-man power, which is liable to be abused. And, sir, 
when the American people once make up their minds in regard to the 
destruction, or curbing, or curtailing of this one-man power, they 
will doit. It is always safe to trust the calm and deliberate judg- 
ment of the American people. They may err for a time, but so soon 
as the error is discovered they will not hesitate to make the correc- 
tion. They have no pride of opinion to stand between them and 
their disposition to do right so soon as they perceive the right. This 
very question is to-day attracting their attention; they are reading 
about it ; they are thinking about it, and when ready to do so they 
will act, regardless of any little questions of courtesy which may 
for a time cause individuals to hesitate in doing what sound judg- 
ment suggests should be done. 

I may be met with this objection: that we have no right to make 
rules for the nvxt House of Representatives. I grant you that is so. 
We all know that. But I say, furthermore, that when you place a 
rule within the lids of this book, which has behind it the deliberate 
judgment and approval of an intelligent people, that rule will be 
permanent. No man dare disturb it when he finds the American 
people are determined their Representatives shall again exercise this 

at power. No member will undertake, in the next or subsequent 





ongresses, to divest this House of this authority and place it again 
in the hands of one man. 

Mr. BLAND. Did not this House organize under the rules of the 
former House, and by virtue of them provide for the appointment of 
these committees ? 

Mr. ORTH. 


Precisely so. It was done by common consent, as 
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Congress has constantly done under similar circumstances. But, sir, 
when we get this rule placed in the book of rules, if it meets with 
the judgment of the American people it willremain there. Let us, 
at least, do our duty, and let the members who are to fill our places 
two years hence do theirs. 

What, then, is the proposition? I have given this matter a good 
deal of thought, and believe that it will operate fairly to the ma- 
jority and also to the minority, and in the shifting scenes of Ameri- 
can politics the majority may not long remain on either side of this 
House. And, sir, I hold that the minority have rights which must 
be respected by the majority unless the wheels of legislation are to 
be constantly embarrassed. I yield to no man in devotion to Re- 
publican principles; and yet to-day, Mr. Speaker, the majority on 
this side of the House is so small that a mere breath may take it 
from us. An unwise and injudicious action will not strengthen us. 
Who knows who will occupy these places two years hence? Who 
knows but what Iam contending for to-day in the interest of the 
right of the minority may be in the interest of the Republican mem- 
bers of the Forty-eighth Congress of these United States. 

I make no criticism upon the committees as they have been formed. 


That is no part of my purpose in advocating this proposition. This 
question rises over and above any such consideration. What I wish 


to do is to advocate its great underlying principle, which is that 
this House shall take into its own hands the appointment of its 
committees, and no longer delegate it to any one else. 

My proposition is that immediately after the organization of the 
House it shall constitute what I have denominated here a “board 
to select committees,” to consist of eleven members.. I provide that 
the roll shall be called in the same manner as when we elect a 
Speaker; that upon such roll-call each member shall cast his vote for 
a chairman of this board. The members to constitute this board 
would be selected with care and circumspection by both parties; the 
position would be one of distinction and great responsibility ; the 
diversified interests of the country and its different sections and 
localities would enter into their selection as well as length of service 
and legislative experience. Most probably the Speaker-elect and his 
unsuccessful competitor would be the candidates of their respective 
parties. The Speaker is not ex officio a member of this board, but 
can be placed there by a vote of the House. I provide that the chair- 
man shall be elected by a majority and not by a plurality vote. He 
should be chosen as chairman of that board by the same vote that 
places a member in the chair—by the voice of a majority of this 
House. 

In the second place, I provide that at the same roll-call each mem- 
ber shall vote for five members of this board. 

When the name of my Republican friend from Wisconsia in front 
of me [Mr. HAZELTON] is called, he responds that he votes for A, B, 
C,D,and E. When the name of my Democratic friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. Ricuarpson]is called, he votes for five members, and 
they, five Republicans and tive Democrats, with the chairman, shall 
constitute this board, whose duty it shall be to select the committees 
for the subsequent action of the House. By this method we provide 
a board constituted by the House itself, and consisting of eleven 
members, six representing the majority and five the minority side of 
the House. Iain not wise enough, nor is any man wise enough, to see 
what will be the political status of parties in the next Congress, nor 
for this purpose does it matter, for we have here a principle in the selec- 
tion of committees which gives as nearly as may be a fair proportion 
of the relative strength of the minority as well as the preponderating 
strength of the majority; and if in that Congress this side of the 
House shall be relegated to a-minority, we shall regard the existence 
of such a rule with great favor. 

I provide further that when this board has thus organized it shall 
be permanent and exist during the continuance of the Congress 
which selected it. I provide that its duties shall be to nominate 
the standing, select, and joint committees provided for by our rules or 
which may be ordered from time to time by the House, and present 
them for our action, for our amendment, for our acceptance or re- 
jection. 

I have made provision in this method to give precedence in the 
order of names on the committees as far as possible to those members 
who may have seen a long period of service upon the floor of this 
House. I provide that the names of the members on each committee 
shall be reported in the order of their length of service in Congress ; 
but when two or more members have equal lengths of service their 
names shall be reported in alphabetical order. In other words, that 
those who have had the longest term ef service should have their 
names placed highest on the roll of the committees. That, how- 
ever, is a mere matter of form. .Then these nominations shall be 
reported to the House, as I have stated, for our acceptance or rejec- 
tion. 

I have thus far, as you will perceive, Mr. Speaker, made no pro- 
vision for the appointment of the chairmen of the several commit- 
tees, for obvious reasons. It is probable that this board will con- 
sist of eleven of the most prominent members of Congress. They 
would naturally feel some delicacy in appointing each other at the 
head of the committees, and yet it would be important to the public 
that they should be thus placed. Hence, in order to relieve them of 
that feeling of delicacy, I provide that they shall merely nominate the 
committees and report them to the House without any designation 
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of chairman. When the committees are agreed upon by the House, 
it is provided thateach committee, at its first orsubsequent meeting, 
shall appoint its chairman, toactas such during said Congress. You 
will observe in all of this machinery that the party a a ma- 
jority of members on the floer will preserve that majority through- 
out the entire organization of the committees, and you will observe 
further that the minority will have a voice in the creation of our 
committees, and thus be in a better position than at present to see 
that it is properly represented upon the committees of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. How would that security be given 
to the minority? Would not this board, composed of five on one 
side and six on the other, be in the power of the majority, and the 
six would absolutely make up the whole of the committees ? 

Mr. ORTH. I will answer that question in this way: as a matter 
of course, if a majority of the members constituting that board choose 
at any time to do anything of that sort they would have the power 
to doit. But I submit to the gentleman from New York whether it 
is not much more unlikely that the six men holding the majority on 
this board, when selected in the manner provided, would do such a 
thing, tlsan under the present arrangement? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. ButI ask the gentleman from Indi- 
ana to state what security there would be forthe minority in such a 
ease ; and whether there is any more security in his method of selec- 
tion for the minority than there is underthe present mode of selecting 
by the will of the Speaker alone? What security does he offer the 
minority that they might not have to complain of the same grievance 
that the gentleman himself complains of? 

Mr. ORTH. The same, sir, that there is now, with this addition: 
that, where you have now the will of one man alone to make up the 
committees, you then select eleven members to constitute this board 
for that purpose, who are selected on account of their high character, 
standing, and long service, as well as their recognized ability upon 
the floor. Besides, their work is subject to our revision. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But, Mr. Speaker, even with such a 
board as the gentleman contemplates, I am unable to see where the 
protection of the minority is to be found. The same complaints are 
liable to be made that the gentleman himself makes. 

Mr. ORTH. I bave not undertaken to speak for the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman from Indiana him- 
self brought the subject to the notice of the House. 

Mr. ORTH. Only so far as the “gentleman from Indiana” was in- 
dividually interested. I suffer the gentleman from New York to take 
care of himself. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And I ask the gentleman what secu- 
rity his plan offers the minority, or wherein it remedies the difficulty ? 
if this one man holding the balance of power will not select the 
committees ? 

Mr, ORTH. And I respond that they will obtain protection in the 
manner [ have pointed out, by dealing with men whose conduct is 
subject to revision by the House itself. They will have that secu- 
rity which belongs to honesty and fair dealing among men whose ac- 
tion is subject to the revision of public opinion, which is a stronger 
condemnation than any other known to men. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. ORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. Would you accept an amendment allowing the mi- 
nority of that commission to fix the minority representation in com- 
mittees, as is done in the Senate? 

Mr. ORTH. I have thought of that, aud of the extent to which 
that could be done. I thought at one time of fixing it according to 
the ratio or percentage of the numbers belonging to the Democratic 
or Republican side. But here comes in a third or fourth party that 
may have representation on this floor. What would the gentleman 
from Arkansas do with that party ? 

Mr. DUNN. I would leave that for the action of the House. I 
understand your commission only nominates. 

Mr, THOMPSON, of Kentucky. May I make a suggestion to the 
gentleman from Indiana ? 

Mr. ORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Could not the gentleman from 
Indiana say, in reply to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEWITT, ] 
that there is another protection against the one-man power in your 
proposition*in this respect: that now, when the Speaker nominates 
the committees, no appeal can be had to anybody, and the House 
cannot modify his action; whereas under the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana, if the one-man power to which the gentle- 
man from New York alludes should be abused, then it is merely a 
nomination by that committee, over which the House, by his propo- 
sition, has full control. ; 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But the majority of the House is with 
the majority of the committee. 

Mr. ORTH. Iam glad the gentleman from Kentucky has called 
my attention to that point. The organization of committees under 
the rule authorizing the Speaker to appoint them remains as perma- 
uently fixed asthe laws of the Medes and Persians. The House cannot 
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change the members of a single committee. 


But when this nomina- 
ting board embraced in my proposition brings in its report, we have 


entire control over it. We can add to a committee, take from it, 
change it, until the House is satisfied with its constitution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these are the substantial provisions of my sub- 
stitute for the report of the Committee on Rules. 

I have presented them somewhat hastily and hence imperfectly, 
but felt it my duty to bring this matter to the attention of the 
House and of the country, believing the time has arrived when the 
House should resume its control over its committees, and that the 
important interests involved in such control should urge us to early 
and favorable action. 

I know with what tenacity the human mind adheres to long- 
established usages and how reluctant it is to make changes. This 
is a law of our nature, but when convinced that a change is essen- 
tial we should not hesitate to address ourselves to the duties which 
arise from time to time and to make changes when in accordance 
with public interest, as this one will in my opinion be, beyond doubt 
and cavil. 

I have done my duty, and leave this matter now to the judgment 
of the House and the ultimate judgment of the public, whose voice, 
sooner or later, will make itself felt upon this subject and respected 
also by their Representatives. 

Mr. REED rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire whether the gentleman 
making the point of order insists on his point of order as against the 
resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. I insist upon the point of order, of course; but I 
do not wish to interrupt the debate if the House desires it shall pro- 
ceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is recog- 
nized. 7 

Mr. REED. I should feel called upon as a member of this House, 
and as a possible member, if I have good luck, of the next House, to 

protest vigorously against the plan of the gentleman from Indiana, 
if I thought there was the slightest danger of its adoption by this 
or any other House. Whatever complaint can be made against the 
appointment of committees as the result of pressure on the Speaker 
can be made with redoubled force against the appointment by a board 
elected by this House. Think of the Speakership of this House going 
into commission! Think of the log-rolling there would be in order 
to get such a board as would favor various measures that might be 
presented; supposing always that in this House there is any danger 
of tyranny, or ruin and corruption such as is suggested by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. What modest, good men the board would have 
to be! Think of the self-denying ordinance they would have to pass 
and how virtuous they would have to be not to shine as members of 
Judiciary, Appropriations, Ways and Means, and Foreign Affairs, all 
at once on their own suggestion! 

Among other things I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not be- 
lieve it is wise or sensible or fair for any member of this House at 
this time to make suggestions to the American people that there is 
any danger of ruin or corruption such as he has described. I believe 
for my part that no committees are likely to be constituted, or oe 
to be endured by this House, that will produce the disasters whic 
are suggested by him. No material interest in this country is liable 
to be Tiseedet or injured by any committee to be appointed by a 
Speaker of this House. Every action of every committee has to un- 
dergo the scrutiny of this House, and the moment a committee is ap- 
pointed which is not in accord and harmony with the wishes and 
desires of members, that moment that committee is such an object of 
suspicion that its power is utterly destroyed and lost. On the con- 
trary, committees are always appointed by the Speaker to represent 
if not the individual wishes of members, at least the wishes of the 
country upon matters of public policy. The whole history of the 
Congress of the United States will bear me out in that statement. 

Now I say it is wiser for this House to commit the appointment of 
the committees on the various interests of the country to the Speaker 
than to any board, because the Speaker is’ not only under the con- 
stant supervision of that public opinion to which the gentleman 
from Indiana alludes, but is also under the supervision of this House. 
And I venture to say that not one word can be said against any of 
the committees of this House charging that they do not represent 
the material interests of this country as they are represented on the 
floor to-day. 

If there be any personal grievances I can only say that such per- 
sonal grievances exist in all Houses and in all legislative bodies. If 
the Speaker has done his duty honestly and fairly, as I think he has, 
I sincerely believe that although he cannot have escaped mistakes 
even then, yet this House is ready to-day to stand by what has been 
done. 

1 want to call the attention of this House to the difficulties that 
are in the way of a Speaker, especially a Speaker when there has 
been a transfer of power. The members of the Republican party 

have hitherto occupied fewer places on the committees. In this 
House, their power being enlarged, their number of places on the com- 
mittees is enlarged also; and, on the other hand, the Democratic party 
is reduced in numbers, and gentlemen who have been in the habit of 
being on important committees can no longer be there because there 
are not enough places for them. 
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Then there enters another disturbing element and causes complaint, 
the very one which was mentioned by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Hutcurns,] and that ane aphical situation, which it is said 
is not sufficiently represented. Now, when you have these three 
things together, when there is a new House and change of power, 
and a diminution of numbers on the one side and an increase of 
numbers on the other, you naturally impose upon a Speaker duties 
which are more troublesome than any Speaker can have when his 
party continues in power from one Congress to another. When this 
House takes that into account and takes into account also the geo- 
graphical element, I am sure that upon mature reflection the last 
vestige of reasonable discontent will disappear. 

I want to say, gentlemen, (for I want to be perfectly frank with 
this House upon this matter,) that I do not concur with my com- 
mittee, the Committee on Rules, in this proposition to increase the 
membership of all the committees that have been spoken of. I do 
not know that an increase of the membership of any of them meets 
my views exactly, but I have not a RLY some of them, as it was 
said to be in obedience to the geographical demand. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. HutTcHins] has divided the 
country into judicial districts, and although this body is composed 
largely of lawyers I venture to say that it was jargon in a fog to 
every one of them when the gentleman talked about a division of the 
membership into judicial districts, 

If you will take the Committee on the Judiciary as constituted by 
the last Speaker of the House, and also by the present Speaker, you 
will see at once the absurdity of the criticism made = geograph- 
ical grounds. It will be found upon examination of that committee 
that the majority of them come now from the very States where the 
majority of the committee appointed by the last Speaker were located, 
| for the substitutions and changes any man who will take the 
trouble can find reasons that are neither personal nor invidious, such 
as the decrease of the number of Democrats and the increase of the 
number of Republicans. It will be found that that committee 
(which I undertake to speak for, because I know about it) is consti- 
tuted geographically as far as it can be consistently with what should 
omni 1 geographical positions, that is, the suitableness of mem- 
bers for the werk of the committee. 

I believe that the general opinion in regard to the geographical 
demand is an exaggerated one. I believe that the particular fitness 
of individuals, not the places where they oe nights, ought to be 
the first thing to be considered in determining their positions on com- 
mittees. 

Nevertheless there is a strong feeling the other way and a desire to 
enlarge these important committees so that geographical interests 
may be represented. It was in obedience to that and to the feeling 
which has arisen on account of the decrease of numbers of the one 
—_ on the committees that some members of the Committee on 

ules have deemed it wiser and better to have a larger number of 
members on these committees. That also must be taken in connec- 
tion with the fact that the next House will undoubtedly consist of 
three hundred and twenty members or about that number. 

My own judgment on the subject is that committees may be made 
too large for practical, actual work. I have grave doubts whether 
the Committee on the Judiciary, consisting of fifteen members, is not 
large enough. Other members of other committees must speak for 
themselves. 

I have felt it my duty to say these things. I had not intended to 
address the House at all on this subject, because I have no desire to 
antagonize my committee on this proposition. But I felt that the 
general remarks made here demanded that Ishould submit the objec- 
tions I have made for the consideration of this House, and possibly 
for some portions of the country should they reach so far. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ibring no wounded feeling to the consideration of 
this question. The ambition of my Congressional life has been abun- 
dantly gratified by the kindness and courtesy of the Speaker, the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules. 

Ican have no complaint to make of the gentlemen associated with 
me on the committee to which I have been assigned. There is not 
one of them who is not abundantly qualified to perform the impor- 
tant duties confided to him. I have no complaint to find with any 
committee of this House. 

While the Speaker himself may regret that he had not seen before 
the committees were announced some things that he has seen since, 
I may say that he probably believes as General Scott used to say, 
when one of the officers, especially of his staff, would discuss past 
battles: ‘‘Oh, yes, ts it is easy to fight that battle now; 
hindsight is so much more clear and certain than foresight.” It is 
possible the Speaker may have realized that fact in some few cases. 

I believe that he has not appointed a committee without ample 
consideration and without the conviction that he had confided the 
business of that committee to gentlemen who would devote them- 
selves faithfully to the discharge of their duties and to the welfare 
of the public so far as involved in the business of that committee. 

I believe the repert of the Committee on Rules to be a grave mis- 
take, a mistake in detail and in whole. It will remedy no evils, and 
it will, if adopted, aggravate many existing evils. 

I had proposed to wait until the amendment I have submitted, to 
strike out so much of the reportas relates to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, should come upin order. But the discussion has taken so 
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eneral a scope that I have thought it best to say at this time what 
had to say. 

For seventy-odd years the Committee on Ways and Means con- 
sisted of nine members. Upon the authority of the gentleman from 
New Jersey who made this report [Mr. RoBrson] I say to the House 
that in all the earlier years of the history of our Government there 
were but seven committees of the House, and the important commit- 
tee which had charge of ways and means was one of the seven, a 
leading one of the seven committees, It was found to be sufficient 
for all purposes of duty and the gratification of the ambition of the 
members of the House while embracing but nine members. 

It was then charged with duties that are now distributed among 
fifty-odd members, and which this report proposes to distribute among 
sixty-five members. For nearly seventy years that committee of 
nine members had charge of the duties now performed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, by the Committee on Appropriations, by 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, and by the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. And in later years from the time 
the consideration of the Pacific railroads became a practical ques- 
tion the Committee on Ways and Means, with all its other duties, was. 
charged with the Pacific railroad business. Yet nine members were 
sufficient, and in reading the history of my country and challenging 
old Senators and Members for their recollection, I have never heard 
it suggested that the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives failed in faithful and prompt performance of duty. 

n March, 1873, after more than seventy-one years, (for the first 
organization of the committee took place in January, 1802,) it was 
increased to eleven members. Now I aver, without the fear of con- 
tradiction by any gentleman who was then a member of the com- 
mittee—and I have talked with some who are now at the other end 
of the Capitol—I aver, without fear of contradiction, that the in- 
crease of numbers diminished the sense of responsibility of members, 
increased the opportunities for diversity of opinion, which chal- 
lenged discussion and resort to tactics to promote or defeat particu- 
lar legislation, and that the close of the Congress disclosed the fact. 
that with a committee of eleven members—the duties of the com- 
mittee not embracing, as formerly, the subjects of appropriations, 
banking and currency, coinage, weights, and measures, &c., but con- 
fined purely to ways and means—were neither so promptly nor so. 
well performed. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] called to the attention of 
the House to-day and to my memory the fact that in the last Con- 
gress but one in which the Committee on Ways and Means remained 
with nine members it reported no bill to this House that did not, 
meet its concurrence and ultimately become a law. The nine mwem- 
bers could compare notes; there was room for conciliation; no bill 
came from that committee that was to challenge discussion upon the 
floor; there was no complaint of the want of prompt action by that 
committee. But when it had been increased to eleven there went 
out over this floor from time to time breathings that the Committee 
on Ways and Means had ceased to be a practical committee ; that it 
was useless to send to it any bill which involved two opinions. 

But the number having been increased in 1873, was further in- 
creased in 1880 to thirteen. Now, I appealto the recollection of every 
member of the last Congress whether, for some cause (and I mean no 
reflection upon any gentleman who was then'a member of the com- 
mittee ; there was no — upon it who was not fully compe- 
tent for his duties)—I appeal to gentlemen who were members of 
that Congress whether the committee was not denounced as a “ cof- 
fin” filled with bills that had died under its care; whether it was not 
compared to every tomb that has been made famous by history or 
story; whether during the last months of the first long session every 
means that could be resorted to was not adopted for the purpose 
of avoiding sending to the “coffin” and the “ grave” bills properly 
belonging to this committee and referring them to some other com- 
mittee, so that there might be a hope that the bill would go to the 
Calendar and come before the House in time for action. 

Now, I give it as my calm, deliberate judgment that it would be 
fairer to the capital and the labor employed in the development and 
manipulation of the material interests of the country to blot from 
your list of committees the Committee on Ways and Means and leave 
its duties unassigned than to make it a committee of fifteen, from 
which there could be no hope of practical legislation being reported 
to the House. 

I want to give a striking illustration of the value of a small com- 
mittee. Your committees of thirteen, fifteen, and seventeen are 
scarcely organized; none of them, so far as I know, has transacted 
any business or matured any bill for the House. Yet there is a com- 
mittee which during the last week has matured and breught to the 
attention of this House a measure fraught with consequences equal 
in their reach and magnitude to those involved in any bill that will 
come before us. While your committees of thirteen, fifteen, seven- 
teen, or nineteen would have been debating whether the subject 
should be considered, your Committee on Rules, eonsisting of five 
members, has surprised the House with a matured measure for which 
no member, so far as I have been able to learn, had asked, and to 
which I believe the sense of a majority of the members of both sides. 
of the House is very decidedly hostile. If your Committee on Ways 
and Means were reduced to seven, and the six members who should 
leave it were drawn by lot, I believe there would be a better chance: 
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for wise legislation coming from it than I can hope for from the best 
committee of fifteen that this House can afford. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, believing what I have said about my committee 
to be equally applicable to other committees, I propose to take the 
sense of the larger body, the whole House, on the wisdom of this 
efficient little committee of five. I move to lay the report and the 
amendments on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 

oress that motion at this time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam willing to leave the motion pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It cannot be pending; it is undebatable. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to lay 
the report and pending amendments on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
withdraw that motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
agreeing to the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ATKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
whether the point of order raised by the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. RoBESON] upon the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. OrTH] has been decided. 

The SPEAKER. Ithas not been. 

Mr. ATKINS. At what stage of the proceedings will that decision 


I call for the yeas and nays on 


be made? 


The SPEAKER. At any time when it is insisted upon. The point 


of order was reserved. 


Mr. ATKINS. For one I would like to have that decision rendered 
n this motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ; 
avor the proposition offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana; and if there is any chance to get a vote on the substitute 
But if it is to be ruled out of order 
I shall vote, as I did awhile ago, to lay this whole subject on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has moved to 
amendments on the table; and on this 


before voting u 


for I sincerel 


for the report, I shall vote for it. 


lay the report and pendin 


motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 140, not 


voting 45; as follows: 


Aiken, 
Aldrich, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, 
Blount, 
Bowman, 
Briggs, 
Brum, 
Buchanan, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Carpenter, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Crapo, 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 
Darrell, 


Anderson, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 


Beach, 
oe, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Brewer, 


Browne, 
Buckner, 


Burrows, Julius C. 


Burrows, Jos. H. 
Dearwree, 


Davidson, 

Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 

Deering, 

Dibrell, 

Dowd, 

Dunn, 


YEAS—107. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kasson, 


Dezendorf, 
Dibble, 

Dingley, 

Dugro, 

Dunnell, 

Errett, 

Evins, 

Farwell, Chas. B. 


Kelley, 
Knott, 
Latham, 
Lewis, 
1aaaney, 


Lord, 
Marsh, 


Farwell, Sewell S. Mason, 


Fulkerson, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Godshalk, 
Guenther, 


Hall, 

Hammond, N. J. 
Harris, Benj. W. 
Hatch, 

Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Hoblitzell, 

Horr, 

Hubbell, 
Jadwin, 
Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 


McClure, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKinley, 
Moore, 


Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Pacheco, 
Payson, 
Pettibone, 
Pheips, 
Phister, 
Ranney, 


NAYS—140. 


Dwight, 
Ellis, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Flower, 
Ford, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Grout, 
Hammond, John, 
Hardenberg, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Haseltine, 
Haskell, 
Hawk, 
Hazelton, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 


Hewitt, Abram S. 


i G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Houk, 

House, 
Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 


Jones, George W. 


Jones, James K. 
K 


enna, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Klotz, 


Lacy, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
McKenzie, 


Reed, 

Rice, Theron M. 
ich, 

Richardson, D. P. 


Shallenberger, 
Shultz, 

Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 


Reagan, 

Rice, William W. 
Ritchie, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Russell, 

Scales, 

Scranton, 
Sherwin, 
Simonton, 
Skinner, 

Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 

Strait, 

Taylor, 


Thompson, Wm. G. 


Townsend, Amos 


Washburn, 
Webber, 
Wellborn, 
White, 

Wise, Morgan R. 


Sparks, 


Thompson, P. B. 
Tillman, 

Turner, Henry G. 
‘Tarner, Oscar 
Updegraff, Thomas 
Upson, 

Urner, 

Valentine, 

Vance, 

Van Aernam, 


Watson, 

West, 

Wheeler, 

Whitthorne, 

Williams, Chas. G. 

Williams, Thomas 

Willis, 

Willits,. . 

Wise G D 
se, G eD. 

Wood, Walter A. 

Young. 
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NOT VOTING—45. 
De Motte, 
Deuster, 
Ermentrout, 
Frost, 
Gibson, 


Allen, Robinson, James 8. 
Atherton, 
Be Shackelford, 
Shelley, 

Stephens, 

Gunter, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Harris, Henry S. ‘Tucker, 

Herndon, Van Voorhis, 
Hoge, Wood, 

Hooker, S 


Cornell, 

Cox, Samuel S. 
Covington, 
Crowley, Hutchins, Ray, 

Cutts, Jones, Phineas Rice, John B. 

So the House refused to lay the subject on the table. 

During the roll-call the Clerk read the following additional pair : 

Mr. Dr Morte with Mr. Matson. 

Mr. KING. I move to amend paragraph 21, Rule XI, so as to read: 

To the at of the Mississippi River, to the Committee on the Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, including appropriations therefor. 

Mr. PAGE. I make the point of order that amendmentis not now 
in order as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] has offered a sub- 
stitute for the whole proposition. 

The SPEAKER. If the substitute is held to be in order it would 
still be in order to perfect the text before voting on the substitute. 
The Chair understands the aon of order on the substitute has been 
reserved by the gentleman from New Jersey, and also by the gentle- 
man from Michigan. Before entertaining any other motion that point 
of order should be disposed of or withdrawn. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I trust we will have an understanding when the 
vote will be taken. [Cries of ‘‘ regular order.” ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chairentertains the motion for adjournment. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask whether gentlemen are ready now 
after four hours’ general debate to give us the previous question, and 
that will give us an hour to-morrow to close the debate? [Cries of 
“ No ! ” 

Mr. RING. I give notice I shall claim the floor to-morrow when 
this question comes np. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is insisted on. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I withdraw it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I renew it. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Buck 

until Tuesday the 24th instant, on account of important business. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, appointed Mr. BEACH on 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to fill the vacancy 
caused by Mr. Hewitt, of New York, being excused at his own 
request. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, if there be ne 
objection, the Chair will lay before the House some executive com- 
munications which should be referred to the appropriate committees. 

There was no objection. 

INCREASED MAIL SERVICE, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Postmaster- 
General, relative to the resolution of inquiry of the House adopted 
on the 11th instant, as to a list or detailed statement of all mail- 
routes on which transportation service has been discontinued, de- 
creased, curtailed, changed, restored, increased, expedited, or estab- 
lished since March 4, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

ORDNANCE BUREAU. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
taty of the Navy, recommending an appropriation of $1,500 for the 
Ordnance Bureau, and that it be made immediately available; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmittin —_ nineteenth annual report of the 
Comptroller of the Currency; which was referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

COAST SURVEY REPORT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting the annual report of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to an appropriation and payment of rent for the 
building occupied by the Surgeon-General’s Office; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a lotter from the Seere- 
tary of the Navy, recommending an additional appropriation for the 
Bureau of Steam Engineering ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
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RENT FOR GEOLOGICAL SURVEY BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, relating to the payment of rent for a building 
used as an office for the United States Geological Survey ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


STEAMSHIP MAIL SERVICE TO AUSTRALIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, relative to the continuance of steamship service be- 
tween San Francisco and Sydney, Australia; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

NORWEGIAN BARK VASA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy,relative to the claim against the Government 
arising from the collision between the United States ship Hartford 
and the Norwegian bark Vasa, which occurred at Hampton Roads, 
Virginia, March 28, 1877, and asking for special appropriations for 
the payment of the same; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

SILVER COIN IN SUB-TREASURY AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence relative to the 
amount of silver coin on hand and the facilities for its safe-keeping 
in the sub-treasury in San Francisco; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


PAY OF PROFESSOR OF CHEMISTRY AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, recommending that the pay of the professor of chem- 
istry at the Naval Academy be increased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


A. C. LARKIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting the Indian depredation claim of A. 
C. Larkin; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

W. F. GROUNDS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of the Interior, transmitting the Indian depredation claim of 
W. F. Grounds; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


JOSEPH L. SMITH. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of War, transmitting a report in regard to the claims of Joseph 
L. Smith; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, these Indian depredation claims 
which have just been referred to the Committee on Claims have been 
generally referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and a bill pro- 
viding for the settlement of Indian depredation claims has been re- 
ferred to that committee. I think all these Indian depredation 
claims should go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right; whenever there are 
claims which are to be charged against the annuities of the Indians. 
If. that be the case with reference to these communications, the 
change will be made from the Committee on Claims to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HASKELL. They have always been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. It is only my desire that they shall go to 
the same committee and not be separated or scattered. Indian dep- 
redation claims for the last eight or ten years have been so referred. 

The SPEAKER. The matter will be looked into and reference 
corrected if necessary. 


ARMS PURCHASED BY THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting papers in regard to duties paid on 
certain arms purchased by the State of New York in 1863; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SAN JUAN DE LA BOQUILLAS Y NOGALES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting papers and map in relation to the 
Arizona private land claim of San Juan de la Boquillas y Nogales ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

CIVIL EMPLOYES, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with section 
194 of the Revised Statutes, a report of the civil employés of the 
Navy Department during the calendar year, 1881 ; ‘aiioh wos referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 
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J. H. MASSEY AND WILLIAM HINDMAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relative to the claims of 
J. H. Massey and William Hindman; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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tee on War Claims. 











ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Ohio, for an efficient organization of the United States Signal Serv- 


Also, the petition of the National Guard Association of the United 
States, for the amendment of the militia laws—to the Committee on 


Also, the petition of Andrew J. Clingan and others, of Summer- 
ford, Ohio, for the passage of a bounty law—to the Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, the petition of M. F. Conway for arrearage of compensation 
and mileage as a Representative in the Thirty-sixth Congress—to the 


Also, the petition of the auxiliary corps of letter-carriers for addi- 
tional compensation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, the petition of and resolutions adopted by the citizens of 
Spink County, Dakota, for the admission of the Territory as a State— 


By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the application for relief of 
the Episcopal Seminary in Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of William H. Vaughan—to the 


By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of Nicholas J. Bigby 
for compensation for loss of coal and ——— the same committee. 

ents of Orange County, New 

York, for the repeal of so much of section 2 of chapter 125 of the law 

of 1879 as amends section 3282 of the Revised Statutes, so as to per- 

mit the use of alcoholic spirits in the manufacture of vinegar—to the 


By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petition of E. 8. Dortch, 8. B. Phillips, 
T. G. Pickett, and 100 others, protesting agaipst the closing of Tom’s 
Bayou, an outlet of Red River, in Louisiana—to the Committee on 


By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of R. D. Sal- 
mons, praying to be reimbursed for cotton taken by the United States 
military authorities—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Ellen Moore and many others, 
of Pierceton, Indiana, for the enactment of laws for the prevention 
and suppression of polygamy, and the. punishment of such persons as 
shall contract polygamous marriages—to the Committee on the Judi- 


By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the claim of the Roman 
Catholic clergymen of Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CHAPMAN: Papers relating to the claim of A. T. Conway— 


By Mr. COLERICK: Papers relating to the claim of Jas. B. White, 
of Fort Wayne, Indiana—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Jacob A. Ramsay and others, citizens of Whit- 
ley County, Indiana, for a law to forbid, under adequate penalties, 
the extortions and discriminations now practiced by railroad corpo- 


By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of W. S. Jennings for compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Hugh Core, of Arkansas—to 


By Mr. DE MOTTE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Henry 
Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
erance Union of Maine, officially signed, representing 1,150 mem- 
ers, for the appointment of a committee of inquiry concerning the 

. aleoholic liquor traftic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac Halpen—to 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, officially signed, representing 714 members, for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Com- 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claimvof Henry Ware, for 
compensation for damage sustained by seizure of cotton by United 
States military authorities—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James Ryback—to the Com- 


Also, the petition of certain masters of eteamboats of New Orleans, 
relative to license assessed against them by general Government— 


Also, papers relating to the claim of R. C. Olesby—to the Commit- 
By Mr. FORD: Three petitions for legislation to restrict the rate 
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of interest to 6 per cent. per annum on all indebtedness and all money 
loaned, with a forfeiture and penalty attached for exacting or re- 
ceiving more than the rate prescribed—severally to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: The petition of Mary F. McKeever, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEORGE: The petition of William Dodge and others, for 
an amendment of the bounty laws—to the Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. N. J. HAMMOND: Petition relating to the claim of John 
D. Stocker, administrator, for compensation for carrying the United 
States mails—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the pension claims of D. 
Hamlin and of 8. P. Harding—severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWK: Papers to accompany joint resolution regarding 
the pay of employés of the Government Printing Otiice for time lost 
in the obsequies of the late President Garfield—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: The petition of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Iowa, representing 5,048 members, for a commis- 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor trafiic—to the Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Iowa, for the repeal of the tax on 
banks and the stamp tax on bank-checks—severally to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Stovall, 
for compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Israel L. Blackman and others, for 
increase of pay of the employés of the Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to the claim of James Alexander— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Joseph Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Lydia A. Hockensmith, for compensation for 
property taken and used by the United States Army during the late 
rebellion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of George C. Harper— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. KENNA: The resolution of the Legislature of West Virginia, 
urging the immediate passage of the apportionment bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 

By Mr. LEEDOM: Papers relating to the claim of Peter Pence— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of citizens of Illinois, for legislation 
to regulate railroad transportation—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of David Hobart and others, citi- 
zens of Maine, for a law to regulate railroad transportation—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of citizens of Illinois, for an appro- 
— to improve the banks of the Mississippi River between 

rury’s Landing and New Boston, in the State of Ilinois—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of J. Gladden, for a post-route— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLANE: Papers relating to the pension claim of John 
Halpin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of George W. Bradley, for compen- 
sation for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Papers relating to the claim of heirs of Col- 
onel Stephen H. Long—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE : The petitions of Sallie Bunch and of Nancy 
Williams, for a pension—severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Milliton Seals, for an honorable discharge from 
the United States military service—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the application of Enoch Seal for back 
pay and bounty—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill making an appropriation to continue 
the work of improving the navigable channel of Salmon River, in 
the State of Connecticut—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RAY: The resolutiohs of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of New Hampshire, in favor of legislation in behalf of deserving vet- 
eran soldiers, their widows, and orphans—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICH: Papers relating to the claim of Moses F. Carleton— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. D. P. RICHARDSON: The petition of citizens of Corning, 
New York, for the repeal of the tax imposed on banks and stamp tax 
on bank-checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

_ Also, the petition of citizens of Painted Post, New York, of similar 
import—to the same committee. ' 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
John M. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSS: Three petitions from the third Congressional dis- 
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trict of New York, praying that increased compensation be allowed 
to employés in the Life-Saving Service—severally to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. E. Gordon, supervisor of census, twenty- 
eighth district of New Jersey, for additional compensation—to the 
Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the claim of George W. 
Sims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers relating to the pension claim of Daniel 
B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Papers relating to the claim of Jethro M. Boyd, 
ot Indiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of William H. Whiting, for relief on 
account of personal injuries resulting from his treatment while a 
prisoner of war on board the confederate cruiser Alabama—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON : Memorial of the members of the asso- 
ciation of the officers of the Irish Brigade, recommending that 
Captain John H. Donovan be placed on the retired list of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of Daniel Martin and 
2,000 others, citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, and vicinity, in opposition 
to the adoption of the French metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. URNER: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph H. J. Rut- 
ter, of Maryland, for compensation for services rendered the military 
authorities of the middle military department in 1861—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: A bill establishing a mail-route in North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of the National Division of the Sons of Temper- 
ance of the United States, representing over 60,000 members, for a 
committee of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of citizens of Chester County, Penn- 
sylvania, for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBBER: The petition of 45 citizens of Michigan, for 
equality of rates inrailway charges—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 18, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of January 5, 1882, certain papers on file in that Depart- 
ment relating to the improvement of the Mississippi River levee. in 
front of New Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with aresolution of January 11, 
1882, reports of the board of engineers relative to the location of a 
harbor of refuge on the Pacific coast ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of December 
7, 1881, reports from the Chief of Engineers and Major D. C. Houston, 
Corps of Engineers, containing information relative to the Govern- 
ment works on the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers improvement at Mena- 
sha and Appleton, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
December 21, 1881, the present rate of duties imposed by France, Ger- 
many, and Mexico on the manufactures of the United States when 
imported into those countries; which, on motion of Mr. BECK, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of the City of Chicago, Nlinois, favoring the establishment of 
a line of water transportation connecting the Upper Mississippi River 
with the northern lakes, known as the proposed Hennepin Canal, and 
asking Congress to make an appropriation for that object; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Minnesota Temperance 
Union, representing 1,500 members, praying for the appointment of 
a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition signed by the faculty of Ober- 
lin College, twenty clergymen, and a large number of other citizens 
of Oberlin, Ohio, and the petition of Mrs, E. A. Nichols, Mrs. J. 
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Jarvis, and 691 other women of Oberlin, Ohio, praying for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Virginia, officially signed, representing 2,000 mem- 
bers, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. JONAS presented the memorial of E. 8. Dortch, L. B. Phillips, T. 
G. Pickett, and 100 others, citizens of Louisiana, protesting against 
the closing of Tone’s Bayou, an outlet of Red River in Louisiana ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of the Board of Trustees of the city 
of Shreveport, Louisiana, praying an appropriation for the erection 
of a public building in that city ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New Orleans, praying fa- 
vorable consideration of the claim of the estate of Martin Kenofsky; 
which was referred to the Committee on po Relations. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Maryland, representing 1,500 members, and a petition 
of the State Temperance Alliance of Maryland, praying for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Maryland, praying for 
the passage of an act to reorganize the volunteer militia organizations 
of the respective States, and to increase the annual appropriation 
for arming the militia to $1,000,000 ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JACKSON presented a petition of Jacob Jones and others, citi- 
zens of Tennessee, and a petition of W. W. Hilderbrand and others, 
citizens of Tennessee, praying Congress to regulate railway trans- 
portation and prevent extortions and discriminations by railways ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROVER presented the petition of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars of Oregon, representing 2,000 members, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry to investigate the alco- 
holic liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of Enoch Totten and 65 other 
attorneys, and of Barbour & Hamilton and 50 other business men of 
the city of Washington, praying for the passage of an act concern- 
ing the land records and the security of land titles in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of Jerry Gib- 
son and others, citizens of Wisconsin, praying for legislation regulat- 
ing charges for railway transportations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the board of supervisors of Outa- 
gamie County, Wisconsin, relative to the Wisconsin River improve- 
ments; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of R. W. 
Rewalt and others, citizens of Middletown, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of a law granting a pension to Captain J. D. Boynton; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WINDOM presented the petition of G. Gulbrandson and others, 
citizens of Minnesota, praying for the repeal of taxes on national 
banks and other banking corporations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of George W. Sprague and 
others, vessel-owners of New Jersey; the petition of W. G. Conrad and 
others, masters of vessels and citizens of Barnegat, New Jersey; and 
the petition of keepers and surfmen of life-saving stations of New 
Jersey, praying for the passage of a bill increasing the pay of keepers 
ands enemployed in the Life-Saving Service ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of C. V. Priest and others, citizens 
of Sears, Michigan; and a petition of the Grand Division Sons of 
Temperance of Michigan, representing 1,500 members, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

ir. LOGAN presented a petition of merchants and keepers of life- 
saving stations near Chicago, Illinois, praying that an increase of 
compensation commensurate with their services be paid keepers of 
life-saving stations; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of C. E.Topping and others, citizens 
of Illinois, remonstrating against the confirmation of the so-called 
Spanish grant entitled the Socorro grant; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of members of the bar of Springfield, 
Illinois, and vicinity, praying for the passage of what is known as 
the intermediate court bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the census supervisors of Illinois, 
praying for an increase of compensation ; which was referred to the 

elect Committee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census 
and ascertaining the results thereof. 

He also presented a petition of letter-carriers of the second class 
employed in cities of the first class, Chicago, Philadelphia, New 
York, Detroit, Cleveland, Pittsburgh, Baltimore, Boston, and Wash- 
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ington, praying for an amendment of the act of February 21, 1879, 
regulating the pay of letter-carriers of the second class employed 
in cities of the first class; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a resolution of the common council of the city 
of Chicago, Illinois, in favor of the passage of a bill ceding the title 
of the Fort Dearborn lands to that city ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of William K. Caffee, cap- 
tain, and Charles O. Harrington and Charles Brown, lieutenants, 
and W. W. Pate, captain, and Clark Craycroft and A. P. Hoyt, lieu- 
tenants, National Guard of Missouri, praying for an amendment of 
the existing militia law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a letter from the Secretary of War, a 
letter from the General of the Army, and a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers relative to the sale of Oglethorpe Barracks, Savannah, 
Georgia, as contemplated by the bill (S. No. 667) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to sell the military barracks, and the lands upon 
which they are located, in the city of Savannah, Georgia; which 
were ordered to lie on the table, the bill having been reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. No. 808) granting a pension to John Masters; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FERRY. On Monday last I introduced a bill amending the 
existing- statutes providing for an increase of pay to the inspectors 
of hulls and boilers of steamboats. in the district of Michigan and 
Superior. I hold in my hand a communication from the inspector- 
general favoring the increase of pay, and I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee onthe Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 152) to amend an act entitled “ An act to in- 
corporate the National Safe-Deposit Company of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia,” approved January 22, 1867, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (Mr.WixpoMinthechair.) Iam instructed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 873) to permit Ward Hunt, an associate justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to retire, to report it favorably without 
amendment; and I give notice that I shall ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to consider the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 491) for the relief of Henry P. 
Rolfe, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 619) for the relief of Marcos Radich, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Warren Hall, praying for such legislation as 
may enable him to obtain certain moneys which he claims, in the 
Treasury of the United States, submitted a report thereon, accompa- 
nied by a bill (S. No. 892) for the relief of Warren Hall. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom were referred certain papers in the matter of the 
claim of George F. Brott, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Claims ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 885) to authorize the compilation and 
printing of the naval history of the war, reported it without amend 
ment. 

Mr. GROVER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 53) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
orderded to be printed. 

NAVAL DEFENSE. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
have received a communication from Captain Ericcson in regard to 
a new system of naval defense, and have directed me to report the 
following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to examine into a 
new system of naval defense, invented by Captain J. Ericcson, and to report the 
result of such examination to the Senate by bill or otherwise. 

I ask for the immediate passage of the resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let me ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if the 
resolution will involve any expenditure of public money ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. None whatever, except the 
printing of a few letters from Captain Ericcson. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
nection with this subject be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. M. WILBUR. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Claims, reported the follow- 
ing resolution ; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be empowered to summon and examine 
witnesses to testify in regard to the claim of J. uM Wilbur for relief, now pending 
before said committee, and that in the consideration of said claim the committee 
be empowered to employ a stenographer to report the testimony, and that the 
necessary expenses 0: d examination be paid out of the appropriation for select 
and special committees. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask for the adoption of the resolution at this 
time. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the claim of Wilbur about? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is for extra work done on the post-office at New 
York. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was read the second time and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims whether this is not a novel procedure and 
introducing a new feature into the legislation of the country? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think not. I have not been a 
member of the Senate as long as the Senator from Vermont, but on 
several occasions since I have been a member of the Senate the Sen- 
ate has authorized the Committee on Claims to investigate claims by 
calling witnesses before it. This claim, we are satisfied, ought to be 
examined further and with more particularity than it possibly can be 
examined upon the ex parte affidavits that are now before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have supposed that it was our policy, on the 
part of the Senate at least, in all contested cases where sworn wit- 
nesses are required, that claims should be referred to the Court of 
Claims, where they can be properly investigated and testimony ad- 
duced as well on the part of the Government as on the part of the 
claimant. I do not know anything about this claim. I only desire 
that we shall preserve some uniformity in relation to claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Court of Claims would have 
no jurisdiction of this case. 

Mr. MORRILL. We can give them jurisdiction. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will state for the information of the Senator from 
Vermont and of the Senate that the committee have no doubt as to the 
justice of this claim, to some extent at least. The question about 
which we have doubt is as to the amount which the claimant ought 
to be allowed, and it is upon that point that we desire to examine 
witnesses. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to know from the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi whether this claim has not heretofore been once examined 
by the Committee on Claims and rejected? 

Mr. GEORGE. IfsoI am not advised of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not know what the fact may be. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It has not been unless it was prior 
to six years ago. It has not been during the last six years. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 893) in respect to the Venezuela claims and 
awards ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. [introduce this bill by request, and do not desire 
to take any personal responsibility for the character of the bill. A 
very aged man, ninety-two years of age, who has drawn his own bill, 
requested me to introduce it. Imove its reference to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
inttoduce a bill (S. No. 894) to amend sections 2 and 3 of the act of 
February 21, 1879, of the statutes of the United States, relating to 
the compensation of letter-carriers, and to provide for the appoint- 
ment of substitute letter-carriers ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 895) for the relief of Henry M. Rector and John 
H. Russell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 896) concerning the land records of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for the security of land titles in said District; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 897) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the late James Monroe, lieutenant-colonel in the Virginia 
State Line during the war of the Revolution, and President of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. : 

_ Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 898) to encourage agriculture and manufact- 


I move that the papers in con- 


ures; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 899) to regulate the practice in the courts of the 
United States in relation to pleas or exceptions to the jurisdiction 
thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 900) to amend the laws in relation to the juris- 
diction of courts of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 901) to protect employés and servants engaged in 
foreign and interstate commerce; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 902) for the relief of Basil Moreland ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 903) for the relief of the First Minnesota Mounted 
Rangers Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 904) granting a pension to John M. Broome; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 905) for the relief of Richard 
H. Porter ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 906) granting a pension to Powhattan B. 
Short; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 907) for the relief of John Fletcher; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 908) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 909) to correct the military record of William 
S. Smith, of Tennessee ; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 910) for the relief of Bayse N. Westcott ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 25) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States so as to provide for the election 
of certain judges of the United States by the people, and their removal 
from office for disability ; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, providing for the election of cer- 
tain officers by the people; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table. : 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. LOGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 727) to amend the pension laws, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Edgar Huson be taken from the files of 
the Secretary and weaned to the Committee on Patents, there being no adverse 
report. 

PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instructed to inquire intothe 
administration of the land laws and system, and their operation, in the practical 
disposition of the public lands, and any abuses and hardships which may exist in 
their administration, and to report to the Senate any facts and recommendations 
with reference tothe same which, in their opinion, the publicinterests may require. 


REPORT ON ALASKA. 
Mr. ROLLINS submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate the reports of Captain L. A. Beardslee relative to affairs in the 
Territory of Alaska, and the operations of the United States ship Jamestown, 
under his command, in the waters of that Territory. 


COINAGE AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. BROWN. If there is no further routine morning business, I 
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ask leave to call up the resohitions submitted by me on Thursday last 
on the currency question, that I may submit some remarks thereon. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing resolutions submitted by Mr. BROWN on the 12th instant: 

Resolved, Thatitis nee and unwise to contract the currency by the with- 
drawal from circulation of what are known as silver certificates, or to discontinue 
or further restrict the coinage of silver. 

Resolved further, That gold and silver coin, based u a proper ratio of equiva- 
lence between the two metals, and issues of paper, predicated upon and convertible 
into coin on demand, constitute the proper circulating medium of this country. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, in the formation of society it was 
found that no one man could make for himself all the necessaries and 
conveniences of life. It was also discovered that by devoting his 
attention to a particular pursuit he soon became more proficient in 
that, and was able to do more for the interests of society by availing 
himself of the skill he had acquired in the production of a single arti- 
cle. The wants of men engaging in different pursuits soon suggested 
the necessity of bartering the articles produced by one for those pro- 
duced by others. The farmer made his own bread and other pro- 
visions, but he needed the aid of the mechanic in building his house. 
For a covering for his head he looked to the hatter. The hatter 
needed the provisions made by the farmer, and they naturally pro- 
posed an exchange. The carpenter also needed provisions, and he 
was willing to exchange the productions of his labor for the products 
of the farmer’s labor. 

But in this state of things it was soon found that the quantity of 
provisions needed by the hatter was not always a just equivalent for 
the hat he manufactured for the farmer, and the house needed by the 
farmer was probably more than an equivalent for the provisions 
needed by thecarpenter. Theideathen on itself that all should 
agree upon some article or thing which should represent values and 
that it should be made the standard by which the value of the pro- 
ductions of each should be determined. Just as a yard-stick was 
agreed on as a proper instrument for measuring cloth, when the 
length of the stick was determined it was easy by applying it to the 
bolt of cloth to ascertain how many yards the bolt contained ; or 
when the bushel measure was agreed upon by all, it was easy, by 
the proper use of this measure, to determine how much wheat or how 
much corn was in the farmer’s crop, or in the portion of it offered by 
him for sale. So when the standard of values was agreed upon by all, 
it was soon found to be no difficult task to determine, judged by that 
standard, how much of the farmer’s provisions the carpenter should 
have for the house built by him, and how many hats the farmer 
should receive for the provisions supplied to the hatter. 

The next difficulty, however, was to agree upon this common com- 
modity which should represent values and become the medium of 
exchanges. In the earlier periods, among the less enlightened na- 
tions, and even at this day among savage tribes, certain shells of the 
ocean of a particular character were made the representatives of 
values, or the medium of exchange. In certain cases copper was 
agreed on as a proper medium. But after a thorough consideration 
some thousands of years ago the more advanced and civilized nations 
of the earth agreed upon two metals usually known as the precious 
metals as the proper material out of which should be made the arti- 
cles to represent values and be used as money. Those metals were 
gold and silver. They were well adapted to the use intended, as they 
are easily molded into the proper shape and upon them can be indelibl 
impressed the stamp of the government authority, which gives to eac 
a specific value as compared with other articles of commerce by which 
we test the value of such articles. Again, these metals seem to have 
been intended by the Creator for the uses to which they have been ap- 
plied, us they are found in larger or smaller quantities in every grand 
division of the globe, and they are nowhere found in such quantities as 
to exceed the legitimate demands of the world for a proper ¢irculating 
medium. Divest them of their value as a circulating medium, or as a 
standard of the values of other articles, and they would be less useful 
to mankind and less valuable than iron, which is used in making the 
tools and implements of every trade and calling, in the construction 
of our railroads, the supply of the immense motive power used by 
land and water, the building of our houses, the construction of our 
ships at sea, and the clothing of our men of war upon the ocean. In 
point of intrinsic value to mankind there would be no comparison 
between iron on the one hand and gold and silver on the other, were 
it not that the two last mentioned metals have for thousands of years 
been used by common consent as a medium of exchange. The value 
of gold or silver is not, therefore, found in its intrinsic worth, but it 
is found in the laws of the different nations and the laws of trade; 
and it is worth more or less as the nations stamp their signets of 
value upon it for a larger or smaller amount. 

As stated by an able French writer, Mr. de Laveleye, the value of the 
money metals is controlled by the continued and obligatory absorp- 
tion of them at the mints at the rates fixed by law. If the employ- 
ment of them for coinage should cease, the value of the metal would 
fall to a half, or a third, or further still. The State creates the greater 
Hae of the value, both of gold and of silver, for it creates a sure mar- 

et for them. It is admitted that in the case of monopoly it is the 
demand which chiefly determines price. Now the demand which 


rules the market of the precious metals is that which acts at the mint. 
Minister Gaudin said, in the year 1803, the market value of the 
precious metals is the mint price. 
ates the demand can fix the price. 


The State, therefore, which cre- 








The same writer, speaking of the success of France in maintaining 
the ratio of equivalence established between the two metals for so 
long a period, says: 

Experience has demonstrated that a single country, provided it has extended: 
territory and a large stock of coin, can in practice maintain the ratio of equiva- 
lence between silver and gold which its law has established. 

And in the international conference of 1881 Lord Reay, represent- 
ing British India, used this expression : 

The surplus in the French budgets and the brilliant conversion of a portion of 
their debt just effected by the United States establish in a most remarkable man- 
ner that their marvelous financial condition is strong enough to permit of their 
making the experiment of bimetalism. 

Lord Reay also admits that while gold has been adopted as the 
standard in Great Britain, British India adheres to silver monomet- 
alism. More than three-fourths of the whole population of the na- 
tions of the earth use silver or silver and gold as the standard; and 
in Great Britain and Germany, where silver is demonetized, it cannot 
be kept out of circulation, but still retains practically almost its: 
original power as money. The French Government in 1803, in fixing 
the ratio of equivalence between the two metals at 1 in gold to 154 in 
silver, was merely acting, as a distinguished writer says, in con- 
formity with historical precedents, and was not violating economic 
laws. 

In the monetary conference in 1878 M. Say was able to affirm that 
during sixty-six years the French system had stood steadfast under * 
circumstances the most extraordinary—wars, invasions, revolutions, 
crises of every kind, and even under the deluge of old after 1850, 
which it was believed would bring about its rnin. The French law 
upon this subject could not have been far wrong in establishing the 
relative value of the two metals. If it had been, France asa great 
commercial nation, surrounded by great commercial powers, could 
not for sixty-six years have maintained this difference under the try- 
ing circumstances in which she was placed without suffering great 
inconvenience growing out of the want of proper equilibrium. 

But there came a time when the English Government, whose colonies, 
I believe, produce a greater proportion of gold than of silver, discarded 
as a medium of exchange the silver which for centuries, by the com- 
mon consent of the civilized world, had been used for that purpose. 
Germany, another great European power, at a later period was in- 
duced to follow the lead of Great Britain in the demonetizatien of 
silver. Other small powers followed, and the Congress of the United 
States, on the 13th of February, 1873, passed a statute which author- 
ized the coinage of the trade-dollar of 420 grains of standard silver, 
and not the old dollar of our fathers of 412} grains. The act also 

provided for other smaller silver coins, and declared that said coins 
should be a legal tender in payment of any debt not exceeding $5 
in any one payment. And the codifiers of our laws, at a later period, 
gave this statute a broader latitude by declaring in the code that 
the silver coins of the United States shall be a legal tender at their 
nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment. 

This embraced not only the trade-dollar of 420 grains authorized 

by the act of 1873 and the smaller coins, but it also embraced the old 
dollar of 412} grains, which had from an early period in the Gov- 
ernment been a legal tender. Thus did we follow Great Britain 
and Germany in the demonetization of silver. But it is believed 
that very few members of either House of Congress understood the 
scope and intent of the act of 1873, and the people generally felt that 
they had been outraged when the act was made public and its pro- 
visions understood. And their indignation was the greater when 
they learned that the code had been made broad enough to cover all 
silver coins of all the denominations coined in the United States, no 
matter at what period they may have been issued from the Mint. 

We were then told by the representatives of the money power of 

the country that it had become necessary to demonetize silver, as the 
quantity was becoming so great as to destroy the proper equilibrium 
between it and gold, and to render it unsuited as a medium of ex- 
change. And to sustain this theory it was affirmed that the same 
quantity of silver which had previously been used in coining the legal- 
tender silver dollar, and which is now used, was asa legal tender, more: 
than the equivalent in value of the same number of grains of silver. 
In other words, that the silver out of which the Government of the: 
United States had coined a silver dollar, stamped with the authority 
of the Government as a legal tender, was not worth a legal dollar— 
that this result had been produced by the overproduction of silver.. 
Now, I deny the correctness of this position, and shall attempt to: 
show that the argument was founded in a fallacy. As already stated,. 
the commercial value given to either gold or silver is not its intrinsic 
value as a metal, but the value at which the Government estimates 
it as a medium of exchange, the value which, by its authority, the: 
Government stamps upon it asmoney. Now, why wasit at that time, 
and why is it now, that 412} grains of the standard silver would not 
and will not in the market bring a legal dollar? I maintain that it 
is not on account of overproduction of silver or of the fact that the 
old ratio between silver and gold has been destroyed, but that it 

rew out of the fact that the British Government and the German 

overnment had demonetized silver as a legal circulating medium. 
This very naturally reduced in the market the value of silver as a 
metal. The value is reduced as compared with gold, not because the 
equilibrium upon the old ratio has been, in fact, destroyed by the 
overproduction of silver, but because the great powers mentioned 
retained gold as a medium of exchange, giving it as a metal the fic- 






titious value which it has on account of its being stamped by author- 
ity of the Government as money, while that fictitious value was with- 
drawn from silver, and it was left, so far as its legal status was con- 
cerned, to stand upon its natural value as a commodity, or as other 
metals stand. And but for the fact that the larger portion of the 
world continued to use it as money it would have depreciated to a 
much greater extent. There had, therefore, on account of the action 
of the two great powers above mentioned, been a reduction of the 
value of silver in the market. When the United States demonetized 
it this produced a still greater reduction in its value. With all this 
injustice done to silver as a circulating medium, it maintained a high 
standard of value, much above what could have been expected in the 
face of the unfriendly legislation of the great powers above mentioned. 

Now let us reverse the picture for 1 moment. Suppose at the time 
Great Britain demonetized silver that Government had retained 
silver as money, or as a circulating medium, and had demonetized 
gold; and Germany had followed suit; and the United States had 
then in turn reduced its power as a legal tender to debts not exceed- 
ing $5, who can doubt that with this injustice done gold it would 
have fallen as much below silver in the market, relatively, as silver 
under the like unfriendly legislation has fallen below gold ? 

But I may be told that the act of Congress of February 28, 1878, 
remonetized silver, and authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to 
have coined silver dollars of 4124 grains of standard silver, which 
were again declared to be a legal tender, and that notwithstanding 
this remonetization of silver, the silver bullion still sells in the market 
for a lower price than the same quantity of silver brings when coined 
into a legal-tender dollar. This may be true, but the cause that has 
produced the decline in the silver has not yet been removed ; other- 
wise it would not be true. The Government only permits the coinage 
of from two to four millions of silver dollars each month; in prac- 
tice about two million. Let the Congress of the United States pass 
an act making it the duty of our mints to coin all the silver that is 
produced in this country into legal tender, with full opens and 
purchasing capacity, and you will see and hear in the United States no 
more of the destruction of the equilibrium as heretofore established 
between gold and silver. Of course silver has not been able to stand 
this unfriendly legislation without depreciation, and gold certainly 
could have stood it no better if the assault had been made upon that 
metal. 

But the important question after all probably is, what shall be the 
ratio of equivalence? It is of course very desirable that all the com- 
mercial nations should unite in fixing a standard, and it is believed 
that the French standard is about the true one. And France would 
be ready to stand with the United States upon that ratio. 

Notwithstanding the fact that both Germany and Great Britain 
decline to unite on both gold and silver as a circulating medium, 
there is no insurmountable difficulty in maintaining both metals as 
legal money by the other commercial nations. This fact was recog- 
nized by the representatives of the different powers, who advocated 
both gold and silver as money in the conference of 1881, when the 
draught of a resolution for an international treaty was presented by 
a distinguished French representative, M. Cernuschi. It is proposed 
that the members of the union shall admit gold and silver to mintage 
without any limitation of quantity, and shall adopt the ratio of 1 to 
154 between the weight of pure metal contained in the monetary 
unit in gold and the weight of pure metal contained in the same 
unit in silver. 

The position frequently taken that there is so much silver now pro- 
duced as to make it unsafe to admit its universal coinage asa medium 
of exchange unless all the commercial powers unite can neither be 
maintained in sound theory nor in practice. Of course such union 
is very desirable. It has been well remarked that every new acces- 
sion of gold or silver in fostering trade opens a new field of employ- 
ment for itself, and prevents its own depreciation. 

I am aware that it was predicted when we remonetized silver in 
the United States and authorized the coinage of from two to four mill- 
ions of dollars per month of that metal that the silver coin would 
become so plentiful as compared with gold that other nations would 
import their silver to the United States for sale, and that we would 
have to pay balances abroad in gold; that our gold, the more valua- 
blearticle, would be purchased by silver, theless valuable article, from 
other countries, and exported from this country, leaving the United 
States with a local silver circulation, while Great Britain and Germany 
maintained monometalism in gold, which would soon compel other 
great commercial countries to follow suit. 

It was said that silver was so plentiful that 1 ounce of standard 
gold was worth more than 16 ounces of standard silver; or that 412} 
grains of standard silver contained in the legal-tender silver dollar 
was not worth as much as the gold dollar of 25.8 grains; that the 
ratio of 1 in gold to 16 in silver was not right, but that it should 
be 1 in gold to 17 or 18 in silver. In other words, we should put 
more standard silver in a legal-tender silver dollar than it now con- 
tains; and, to give emphasis to this theory, banks have thrown out 
the trade-dollar of 420 grains, (which, compared with the coins of the 
world, is intrinsically worth nrore than a dollar in gold, ) and will only 
receive it ata heavy discount. This is done with the view, no doubt, 
of depreciating silver in the market and of deterring the Congress 
and the people of the United States from giving it its proper position 
as a circulating medium. 
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The Secretary of the Treasury in his last annual report has thought 
roper to throw the weight of his position against silver coin in the: 
ollowing language: 


choice but that of exclusive silver coinage, and tend to reduce us to a place in the 
commercial world among the minor and less civilized nations. Itmay be assumed 
that a people as enterprising and progressive as that of the United States, holding 
a leading position among the nations, will not consent to a total abandonment of 
the use of gold as one of the metals to be employed as money; and we cannot con- 
sent to be placed in the awkward position of paying for all that we buy abroad 
upon a gold standard and selling all that we have to sell upon a silver standard. It 
is therefore recommended that the provision for the coinage of a fixed amount each 
month be repealed, and the Secretary be authorized to coin only so much as will be 
necessary to supply the demand. 


Again he says: 


It is believed that the amount in circulation will be steadily increased, but not 
so fast as to require for some months or perhaps years any addition to the amount 
already coined. 

Here the honorable Secretary in effect reiterates the warning given 
us in 1878 when we remonetized silver, that we must stop the coinage 
of silver or the gold would all flow from our borders and the silver 
come to our country and take its eee, and that we should be re- 
duced to a place in the commercial world among the minor or less 


sustain this assumption on the vart of the Secretary of the Treasury ? 
Absolutely none. The practical results have been a sufficient con- 
tradiction of this theory, and that should put such assumptions at 
rest in future. We have adopted a ratio of equivalence which puts 
more silver or less gold in a dollar than the usual standards of the 
world, ours being 16 to 1, while most commercial nations adopt 15} 
to 1, and Germany in all she now coins 14. While this state of 
things lasts the practical workings of the system will continue to be 
the sufficient refutation of the position of the honorable Secretary. 
Instead of a flow of gold from the United States and a flow of silver 
to this country, the very reverse will be true. 

Why should the people of this vast continent, including the 
United States, Mexico, and all the South American States, who use 
both gold and silver as legal currency, and a large majority of the 
people of Europe, who also use the double standard, and the im- 
mense number of the population of Asia, who use a silver currency, 
be unable to maintain iver in the position it has ocewpied for thou- 
sands of years as money or as a legal circulating medium ? 

Certainly the United States and Mexico (which taken together 
produce almost half of the precious metals) should not be among the 
first to consent to the depreciation of either of these metals. 

In a late work entitled The Silver Country, or the Great South- 
west, by Alexander D. Anderson, I find the following statement as 
to the production of the precious metals. In referring to the coun- 
try known as New Spain, which embraces Mexico and that portion 
of the present territory of the United States which formerly belonged 
to Spain, he says: 

We hare seen in comparing its precious metals with those of the world for the 
same periods that the Southwest from 1521 to 1876 produced over one-third of the 
combined products of silver and gold of the whole world; that its silver product 
was from 1521 to 1804 a trifle less than half of that of the world; from 1804 to 1848 
over half of that of the world ; from 1848 to 1868 half of that of the world; from 


1868 to 1876 but a trifle less than two-thirds of that of the world; and for 1875, the 
last year of the whole period, three-fourths of that of the world. 


If, then, at the present time, or during the year 1875, Mexico and the 
United States produced three-fourths of all the silver of the world 
and nearly half of its gold, itseems to me it cannot be seriously con- 
tended that wise statesmanship would prompt either: government to 
give the advantage to Great Britain and Germany or to any other 
power by yjelding for silver the true position which it is entitled to 
occupy as a medium of exchange in the commercial transactions of 
the world. 

When we produce more gold than any other power on earth, and 
when we fix the ratio between the two metals higher than the other 
leading commercial powers fix it, how is the Secretary to maintain 
his assertion that— 

A maintenance of the monthly addition to our silver coinage will soon leave us 


no choice but that of an exclusive silver coinage, and tend to reduce us to a place 
in the commercial world among the minor or less civilized nations. 


While I do not impugn motives I must say this assertion is sus- 
tained neither by the facts, by sound theory, nor by practical expe- 
rience, 

Let us contrast this opinion of the Secretary with that of other dis- 
tinguished financiers in other countries. In the late monetary con- 
ference, of 1881, Mr. Cernuschi, a distinguished delegate from 
France, says: 

If, however, we were doomed to monometalism, if it were necessary to choose 
one of the two metals, the choice could not be doubtful. Silver would have to be 
chosen. The existing mass of gold is too small; gold is too difficult to subdivide 
ever to become universal money. 

Again he says: 


If it is real and sincere bimetalism which must be attained, it is practicable 
with four states, with three, or even with two. Yes, the bimetallic union would 
be supreme in the world even if composed only of the United States and France. 


Now let us quote from a distinguished advocate of the gold stand- 
ard in the late conference, and see whether he agrees with the Sec- 
retary. Mr. Broach, the delegate from Norway, a country that ha» 


A continuance of the monthly addition to our silver coinage will soon leave us no- 


civilized nations. Now, what pretext isthere in fact or in practice to: 
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-adopted gold monometalism, made the following important state- 
ment during the discussion : 

In short, universal bimetalism is not possible, for Asia, India and China are 
silver monometallic, and in Europe two of the chief powers are resolved on remain- 
ing gold monometallic. 

Again, he says: 

The United States might put evi the system, because in the capacity of large 

“exporters of merchandise payable in bills on London, they are sure of always 
keeping large quantities of gold. They could do so, also, because they would not 
be exposed to seeing silver flow to them. They are too great producers of silver 
for Europe to send them that metal, which they furnish, on the contrary, to Europe. 
The time is approaching, moreover, when the United States, sufficiently provided 
with coin, will no longer have to ask Europe for it, and when in payment of their 
consignments of breadstuffs and raw materials to the old continent they will have 
to demand in exchange a greater and greater quantity of manufact: articles, or 

-of European securities. But on either hypothesis they will be no resource for 
Europe for the sale of its depreciated silver. 

Here is the opinion of a distinguished representative of Norway, a 
monometallic gold State, sustaining that of Mr. Cernuschi, and Lord 
Reay, representing British India, (already quoted,) that the United 
‘States ina union with France alone can suffer no serious detriment 
by adopting and practicing bimetalism. Then these distinguished 
financiers, one representing monometalism in silver, one representing 
monometalism in gold, and one bimetalism, all differ with the honor- 
able Secretary of the Treasury as to the ability of the United States 
to maintain without serious difficulty the bemetallic standard of both 
gold and silver. 

Not only do these distinguished representatives of the three differ- 
ent systems of metallic currency discard the theory of the Secretary 

-of the Treasury, but what is still more important and conclusive, in 
practice the facts are in the very teeth of his theory, and show its 
ansoundness beyond controversy. What are the practical facts ? 

I quote from the quarterly report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
‘Statistics of the Treasury Department of the United States for the 
three months ending June 30, 1881, which also contains other statistics 
relative to the trade and industries of the United States. Among 
those other statistics, I find on page 444 that there were imported into 
the United States gold and silver coin and bullion during the year 
ending June 30, 1881, a total of $110,575,497. Of this amount there 
was $100,031,259 in gold and $10,544,238 in silver, making the impor- 
tation of gold during the last fiscal year within a fraction of $10 for 
every $1 of silver imported. 

Now, let us look a moment at the exports. During the same period 
there were exported from the United States in gold, coin, bars, and 
bullion, foreign and domestic, a total of $2,565,132, and of silver 
$16,841,715 were exported. Thus we see in its practical working 

that there was in one year nearly ten times as much gold as silver 
imported, and nearly seven times as much silver as gold exported, 
after nearly $100,000,000 in silver had been coined under the act of 
1878. Possibly it may be said the year 1881 was an exception to the 
common rule. 

Then let us see how the matter stood the previous year, ending 
.June 30,1880. The total importation of gold that year amounted to 
$80,758,396. The total importation of silver was $12,275,914, show- 
ing that we imported over six and a half times as much gold as silver. 

ow did the exports stand the same year? The domestic and for- 

‘eign exports of gold amounted to $3,639,025, and the exports of silver, 
domestic and foreign, amounted to $12,834,904. That is, we exported 
over three and a half times as much silver as gold and we imported 
over six and a half times as much gold as silver during the year end- 
ing June 30, 1880. And during the year ending June 30, 1881, the 
importation of gold, as already stated, amounted to nearly ten times 
as much as the importation of silver, and the exportation of silver 
to about seven times as much as the exportation of gold. This 
shows that under our present system of coinage the drain of gold to 
the United States, and the drain of silver from the United States in- 
creases largely from year to year. Andif this state of things con- 
tinues for a few years longer on the same basis, and in the same pro- 
portions as in the two last years, we shall have, in the teeth of the 
theory of the Secretary of the Treasury, an almost exclusively gold 
currency, while foreign powers will have nearly all our silver. And 
the reason already given is obvious. We estimate 1 ounce of gold as 
the equivalent of 16 ounces of silver, while the Latin Union and 
other foreign nations estimate 1 ounce of gold as being worth only 
15} ounces of silver. . Hence the drain of gold to our country, where 
the highest estimate is put upon it, and the drain of silver to other 
countries, where it is estimated higher than it is in the United States. 
The theory of the Secretary looks well upon paper, but it cannot 
for a moment stand in the light of the facts, nor bear the test of 
experience, or endure the ordeal of practice. 

The fact that the ratio in France and most other bimetallic nations 
is 154 to 1 while ours is 16 to 1 shows that we have discriminated 
against silver, putting more silver or less gold in the dollar than 
the just ratio. And this is demonstrated in practice, as the flow 
of gold is 10 for 1 to the United States and the flow of silver nearly 
7 for 1 from the United States. Then, those who maintain that 
the silver dollar as compared with the gold dollar does not contain 
enough grains of silver are really in error, as is clearly shown in 
practice, which is the best test of the correctness of a theory. One 
practical fact is worth half a dozen theories that will not work in 
practice. If, then, we would do full justice to our great silver- 
mining interests in this country, and would place silver and gold on 
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the proper ratio existing in most posts of the world, we should put 
more gold into the standard gold dollar than we now do if we main- 
tain the standard silver dollar at 412} grains. I repeat, it is not 
true in practice, and the theory that asserts it is therefore erro- 
neous, that 4124 grains of standard silver in this country is intrinsic- 
ally worth less than the legal-tender gold dollar. We have not 
fixed the ratio as to silver too low, but if we have erred at all we 
have fixed it too high; and if the trade-dollar of 420 grains of stand- 
ard silver or 420 grains of standard silver in any other shape will 
sell in our market for less than a legal-tender dollar it grows out of 
the fact that we have by legislation discriminated against silver and 
in favor of gold, and thereby depreciated the price in the market. 
A test which, under like unfavorable legislation, gold could endure 
no better than silver has. 

Neither the people of the United States nor the other great powers 
of Europe look at present with favor upon the action of Great Britain 
and Germany in demonetizing silver; and if the Government of the 
United States will stand firmly upon the old rule, and, as the heaviest 
producer of both the precious metals, give to each, to the extent of 
our power, its proper position in the currency of the world, it will 
not, with the aid of the other bimetallic powers, be many years be- 
fore the contest will be ended and silver coin will again occupy its 
proper position, not only in the United States, but in every country 
in Europe, as it now does in every country elsewhere ; and the proper 
ratio of relative value will still be found to be from 15 to 16 of silver 
for 1 of gold. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
the morning hour shall be extended until the Senator from Georgia 
concludes his remarks ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that it be extended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the morning hour will be so extended. 

Mr. BROWN. Not only do the other leading nations of Europe 
deprecate the course taken by Great Britain and Germany in the 
demonetization of silver, but the German Empire is itself sensible of 
the danger attending its general demonetization. In the monetary 
conference of 1881, the chief representative of the German Empire, 
Baron von Thielmann, refers to this question in terms of no doubt 
ful import. He says: 

We recognize, without reserve, that the rehabilitation of silver is to be desired, 
and that it may be attained by the re-establishment of free coinage of silver in a 
certain number of the most populous states represented in this conference, it 


these states, to this end, should adopt as a basis a fixed relation between the 
value of gold and that of silver. 


And after stating that Germany adheres to-her present system, he 
says: 


The imperial government is, on the other hand, entirely disposed to do its best 
to second the efforts of the other powers which might wish to unite, with a view 
to the rehabilitation of silver by means of free coinage of this metal. In order to 
reach this end and to guarantee these powers against the afflux of German silver, 
which they seem to fear, the imperial government would voluntarily impose upon 
itself the following restrictions : 

During a period of some years, it would abstain from all sales of silver, and dur- 
ing another period of a certain duration it would pledge itself to sell annually only a 
limited quantity, so small in amount that the general market would not be glut- 
ted_thereby. he duration of these periods and the quantity of silver to be 
sold yearly during the second period would form the subject of ulterior nego- 
tiations. Such an arrangement would efficiently protect the mints of bimetallic 
states against the unlimited overflow of German thalers, drawn from the national 
fund. Private individuals, or the Imperial Bank, (which is a private bank under 
one control of the government,) would not be able, on the other hand, to cause 
thalers to flow to the mints of the bimetallic union, except in the case of the balance 
of trade being against Germany, or unless the relation of 1 to 154 established by 
the bimetallic union should undergo a considerable modification in favor of silver. 
This last contingency appears, however, but slightly probable. 

In all other cases, the exportation of thalers would of necessity entail a loss to 
those who might undertake it ; and hence the states of the bimetallic union have 
no occasion to apprehend that the silver of Germany will inundate their mints. 
Furthermore, these operations could be rendered still more difficult by excluding 
specie in thalers from the coinage in the bimetallic union. A measure of this kind 
would add to the other expenses to be borne by the exporters of silver that of 
the cost of melting down and refining the thalers. 


So the United States could very easily keep out an influx of Euro- 
pean coins by refusing to permit their coinage at our mints. 
But the German delegate continues : 


If an international arrangement based upon these indications could be arrived 
at, Germany would still remain free to sell silver within these self-imposed limits, 
or to sell none at all. But Germany, in order still further to contract even these 
limits, might make other concessions. She could provide in her own circulation a 
wider area for the metal silver, thus enlarging the use of it. 

To attain this end, the imperial government would engage eventually to retire 
the gold pieces of five marks, (twenty-seven and three-fourths millions,) as well as 
the imperial treasury notes of the same value, (forty millions of marks.) It might 
further melt down and recoin the silver pieces of five and two marks, (seventy-one 
and one hundred and one millions of marks,) taking as a basis a relation between 
the two metals approaching that of 1 to 15}, whereas under existing legislation one 
hundred marks are made from the pound of fine silver, which is equivalent nearly 
to the ratio of 1 to 14. 

You have here, gentlemen, the concessions which the imperial government 
would offer, and of which its delegates are now ready to discuss the scope and the 
details of execution. 


This shows conclusively that the German Government sees the 
hazard in the future involved in its new system, and that it is ready 
by self-imposed restrictions to do all it can, short of present aban- 
donment of the system of gold monometalism, to encourage the re- 
habilitation of silver. With these restrictions imposed upon the 
sale of German silver, a very large part of which, by the bye, has 
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already gone upon the market, and with the bimetallic system ac- 
cepted by the Latin Union, Austria-Hungary, and Russia, and with 
said system prevailing as it now does all over the continent of Amer- 
ica, and with monometalism in silver as the rule in Asia, there 
could, it seems, be no serious hazard to our Government and com- 
merce in establishing bimetalism on a firm basis. 

It is very clear from the foregoing statement that the German Gov- 
ernment is not willing in future to sell its silver upon a basis of more 
silver than 154 to Lin gold. Under the present law of Germany there 
is a small quantity of silver coined for each inhabitant of the empire, 
about ten marks, I believe, and there, as stated by the German dele- 
gate, the ratio established is about 1 to 14. When our ratio is 1 to 
16 there is no danger of German silver inundating our mints or inter- 
fering with our markets. They do not wish to sell their silver at the 
price we putupon it. While we hold itat 1 to 16 silver will be drained 
from America to Europe, and not from Europe to America. This is 
clearly shown by the importation and exportation of gold and silver 
for the past two years, and cannot be changed unless there is an im- 
mense overproduction of silver. But here again the very reverse is 
true; the overproduction is in gold, and not in silver. 

Dr. Broach, of Norway, prepared a table, which he laid before the 
monetary conference of 1881, from the best sources of information at 
hiscommand, as to the production of the precious metals in the world 
since the discovery of America, estimating the value of each metal 
during each period in francs. 

From the year 1493 to 1600 the whole production, in round num- 
bersin franes, was, of gold, 2,600,000,000 ; silver, 5,074,000,000. From 
1601 to 1700, of gold, 3,143,000,000 ; silver, 8,275,000,000. From 1701 
to 1800, of gold, 6,544,000,000 ; silver, 12,672,000,000. From 1801 to 
1850, of gold, 4,081,000,000; silver, 7,271,000,000. During the twenty- 
nine years from 1851 to 1879, gold, 18,778,000,000 ; silver, 9,101,000,000. 
Showing that during the eighteenth century the silver produced by 
the world doubled the gold in value. During the first half of the 
present century it occupied the relation of about 4 in gold to 7 in 
silver, and for the last twenty-nine years the production of gold has 
more than doubled that of silver. 

So far, then, from there being anecessity for depreciating the value 
of silver in the coinage on account of overproduction, the value of 
gold should be depreciated and the value of silver increased. In 
other words, if either must be demonetized on account of overpro- 
duction, it should be gold, which from half the amount of silver pro- 
duced during the eighteenth century sprang during the twenty-nine 
years after 1850 to double the amount of silver produced. 

As already stated, then, overproduction is not the difficulty. The 
world is making rapid strides in developing new enterprises every 
year. Commerce has received an impetus from the discoveries made 
in the arts and in the sciences, in steam and electricity, within the 
last half a century, which has no parallel and no approximation to 
a parallel in all the history of the past. The different nations of 
the world are being thrown together as near neighbors, space is 
being annihilated, and the human race is becoming more intimately 
associated as one people. There has been a rapid advancement in 
agriculture, in all the mechanic arts, in railroading, ship-building, 
in transportation on land and by sea, in nanufactures and commerce, 
requiring 2 greatly increased quantity of money for a circulating me- 
dium to do the business of the world, and instead of an overproduc- 
tion of the precious metals, the great increase in the demand and 
the yearly waste or loss from use taken into the account, the present 
production is not adequate to the real wants of mankind. This is 
further demonstrated by the extensive use of a paper circulation not 
predicated upon a solid specie basis which several great powers are 
compelled to adopt. In the monetary conference of 1878 Mr. Goshen, 
in speaking of having gold alone as a standard, uttered a solemn 
warning when he said: 

Any important new step in this direction will have the effect of provoking one 
of the gravest crises ever undergone by commerce. 


And he adds: 


The theory of a universal gold standard is Utopian and, indeed, involves a false 
Utopia. 

And he might truthfully have added it is a departure from the 
practice of civilized nations for many centuries past. 

Why, then, should we, the great silver-producing power, seek to 
depreciate the value of this most valuable and precious product ? 
Why should we join with Great Britain and Germany in destroying 
the relative position it has held during all the past history of the 
world as compared with gold, giving to gold alone the name and 
importance of money ? 

It is a well-known fact that silver is the principal money or nic- 
dium of exchange used in China, British India, Japan, and in fact all 
the other eastern nations. More than two-thirds of the people of the 
globe prefer it to gold, and use it chiefly as their money. South 
America is a large producer of both gold and silver; so is Mexico, 
but there the silver dollar is still recognized and used as a circulat- 
ing medium, as legal money; no discrimination against it. 

Ve are fast becoming a vast manufacturing power, as well as a 
great agricultural power, with a large surplus of our farm products 
and the products of our different manufacturing establishments for 
exportation. We look chiefly to China and other eastern nations 
and to South America as the markets where we can most success- 
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fully compete with England and France and other commercial 
powers, but especially with the former. There is a very large bal- 
ance of trade against us in Brazil and the West Indies. Both these 
countries use silver as legal money. In paying that large balance of 
trade in specie, why should we send our gold, if we prefer to keep it, 
out of the country, when they would as soon have silver? Why not 
send it to them in payment of these balances? The same remark 
applies to the Hawaiian Islands, where our purchase of sugar turns 
the balance of tradeagainst us. Why not maintain our silver stand- 
ard and our silver coins, and pay these balances in silver or in gold 
as it suits our convenience; and why not send our silver to China 
and the other eastern nations in exchange for their commodities ; 
for there, too, the balance of trade is laregly against us? 

We occupy the vantage-ground in this, that the balance of trade 
is largely due to us from the great gold powers, as Great Britain 
and Germany, and they settle balances with us in gold. On the 
other hand, the large balances of trade against us are due to the 
foreign powers in which silver alone or silver and gold are the 
standard, and we can settle with them in silver. 

Great Britain in demonetizing silver may have advanced her Euro- 
pean interests, but it can not be said she has advanced her trade 
with eastern powers. She has struggled hard to introduce gold cur- 
rency in India, where she dominates, but she has been unable to do 
so. Why, then, should not the United States, the great silver-pro- 
ducing power, stand by her production and maintain for it its proper 
position as money, to be used perpetually in our competition with 
Great Britain for this vast and growing trade ? 

Mr. Jevons, an able British author, speaking of the policy of Great 
Britain and Germany in demonetizing silver and its effects upon the 
commercial world, says: 

The nations of Europe constitute only a small part of the nations of the earth. 
The hundreds of millions who inhabit India and China and other parts of the 
eastern and tropical ee employ a silver currency, and there is not the least 


fear that they wiJl make any sudden change in their habits. The English Gov- 


ernment has repeatedly tried to introduce gold currency into her East India pos- 


sessions, but has always failed. The gold coins now circulating there are supposed 
not to exceed one-tenth of the metallic currency. Although the — out of 


forty or fifty millions sterling from Germany may for some years depress the price 
of the metal, it can be gradually absorbed without difficulty by the eastern nations, 
which have for two or three thousand years received a continual stream of the 
precious metals from Europe. If the other nations should one after another de- 
oe silver, yet the East may be found quite able to absorb all that is thrown 
upon it. 

This is the opinion of an English writer. In this state of the case, 
why should the Government of the United States, looking as it must 
to these great eastermi nations for a vast commercial intercourse, 
which will be greatly to our advantage, strike down silver as a cur- 
rency or as a medium of exchange, and thus lose the great advantage 
which its use would give her with those densely-populated countries 
where it stands in such high favor as the principal currency in use ? 
Looking to the present, and more especially to the near future, it 
seems to me that neither wise statesmanship nor practical common 
sense would dictate such a course. 

In the nature of things there can be no more reason why gold 
should fix the standard value of silver than why silver should fix the 
standard value of gold. Commercial nations have given to gold the 
greater value because it was the scarcer metal. But in its essence 
it is no better adapted for the uses of currency than silver; indeed, 
gold is probably less adapted to the uses of a circulating medium, 
as the loss by wear, when the value is considered, is much greater. 
But after all the value of any article or commodity to be used as a 
circulating medium depends on the ability and authority of the gov- 
ernment that puts it into circulation. A piece of blank bank-note 
paper isintrinsically as valuable as a one-hundred dollar United States 
Treasury note of the same size and weight. But, in fact, the first is 
worth almost nothing, while the last is worth a hundred dollars. 
Why? Because the Treasury note has upon it the stamp of the au- 
thority of the Government of the United States, declaring that this 
piece of paper shall be a legal tender in the payment of debts. If it 
were stamped with the same letters and figures, bearing the same 
colors and appearance, with the name of some Indian tribe or African 
chief, it would probably have no greater value than its size and 
weight in blank paper. It is the authority of the Government and 
its ability to pay and its known good faith that gives value to its 
promises and causes mankind to receive the paper bearing the stamp 
of its authority as money. 

I have assumed, and I have no doubt correctly in this age of enter- 
prise, improvement, and development, that all the gold and silver 
in the world is scarcely adequate to the requirements of the world 
to supply the demand for money now in existence. It might or 
might not have been as well for mankind if gold alone or silver alone 
had been agreed upon as the circulating medium or as money. In 
that event all the property of the world, compared with this standard, 
would to-day have had a value of say one-half its present value com- 
puted in pounds or dollars, because the quantity of the circulating 
medium or standard by which all the property of the world was to 
be measured or weighed would have been, if gold had been the only 
standard, about half what it now is. Say, for the purpose of illus- 
tration, that one-half of the money in the world, estimated in dollars 
or pounds, to-day is gold and the other half is silver. If you strike 
down silver as a circulating medium and destroy its value as money, 
you will have just one-half as much metallic money in circulation as 











A476 





there was before you demonetized the silver. And in doing this you 
at once reduce the price of every man’s property as compared with 
the standard value of gold coin just one-half. NowIcan very readily 
see the great advantage such an act would be to those who have 
hoarded large quantities of gold, and to the holders of gold in every 
part of the world. Before the demonetization of silver, in the case 
supposed, the property of each person was worth in dollars double 
the amount it is worth after the demonetization. It would follow, 
therefore, that the creditor after the demonetization of silver, in the 
collection of a debt contracted before the demonetization, would get 
twice as much property in payment of his debt as he would have had 
if the currency had remained on a bimetallic basis, as it was when 
the debt was contracted. 

Again, every capitalist holding a large amount of gold at the time 
of the demonetization of silver could afterwards buy twice as much 
property with his gold as he could have done if silver had remained 
money. It is not very strange that the wealthiest nations and the 
largest capitalists of the world, having the control of most of the 
gold of the world, should desire to strike down silver as a circulating 
medium, or as money, and establish gold as the sole standard, as 
this would at once double their wealth by giving them the control of 
the larger part of the money of the world and enabling them, with 
that money, to buy double as much property as they could have 
bought under the old system. 

Let us consider this question a moment in connection with our own 
affairs in this country. At the time silver was demonetized by Con- 
gress there was a very large proportion of the people of the United 
States heavily in debt. A much smaller class, who were capitalists 
of great wealth and power, had large accumulations of money at 
their command. Most of those belonging to this able, wealthy, and 
honorable class were bankers, bondholders, or heavy capitalists. 
The United States Treasury notes known as greenbacks had been 
depreciated almost from the time they were issued and had at that 
time never reached par. And why? Because the Government, in 
issuing them, had declined to make them a legal tender in payment 
of the bonds of the United States or of the coupons upon the bonds, 
and had declined itself to receive them in payment of duties on im- 
ports. If they had been receivable by the Government they would 
long since have been at par. In this inflated condition of the cur- 
rency, when greenbacks were far below par, the people had con- 
tracted large indebtedness. At that time those debts could be paid 
either in greenbacks, gold orsilvercoin. But Congress, it is believed, 
at the instance and certainly with the warm approbation of the bond- 
holders, the bankers, the capitalists, and the monopolists of this 
country, passed the act to demonetize silver, thereby, in case of every 
indebtedness over five dollars, making gold the only legal metallic 
tender in payment. Congress at that time still refused to receive its 
own Treasury notes in payment of duties on imports. 

It has been frequently said in discussions of this currency ques- 
tion that justice to the public creditors of the United States requires 
that the bonds of the Government should be redeemed in gold coin, 
which is the only money that is a legal tender in Great Britain and 
Germany and which the gold party of the United States has strug- 
gled hard to dignify with the same exclusive prerogative in this 
country. 

And here the Secretary of the Treasury comes in as an able ally of 
the gold party and the bondholders. In his annual report, referring 
to the act of 1873, he says: 

Although the act of July 14, 1870, provides for the issue of United States bonds 
redeemable in coin of the present standard value, whereby were included both 

‘old and silver coin of that value, yet as by the act of February 12, 1873, the fur- 
ther coinage of silver dollars was prohibited, and the Revised Statutes declared 
gold coin only to be a legal tender for sums exceeding five dollars, equity, if not 
strict construction of law, requires that the holders of such bonds should receive 
payment in gold or its equivalent. 

Now, I desire not to be misunderstood on this question. I stand 
firmly by the public credit. I am in favor of paying the last obliga- 
tion of the United States in strict compliance with the contract. 
In other words, I am for the strictest good faith in the payment of 
the public debt as a whole and in every part. But Iam notin favor 
of giving large gratuities to the public creditor at the expense of the 
people of the United States. Im my opinion gold and silver of the 
legal standard with the present ratio of equivalence in this country isa 
safe and a proper curreucy to be used by this Government and by the 
people of this country in the payment of every debt of every charac- 
ter. And I am in favor of maintaining such a currency, and of ap- 
plying it alike to all the creditors and all the people of the United 
States. I am opposed to the contraction of our greenback currency, 
and I would reissue them in payment by the Government when re- 
deemed. But I am in favor of redeeming the greenbacks whenever 
they are presented by the creditor at par, in gold and silver of the 
old standard, just as I would pay the bondholder at par in the same 
currency. In other words, I am opposed to one currency for the 
bondholders and another for the people who hold greenbacks or have 
other obligations of the United States. I know the public debt is 
sacred, and the claims of the bondholder are of as high character as 
the claims of any other creditor of the Government; but they are of 
no higher dignity. 

Let us examine this question for a moment. During the late civil 
war there was, I believe, no period after the first few months of its 
existence when greenbacks were at par with gold and silver. There 
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was a time, however, when the irresistible gallantry and splendid 
successes of the Confederate troops caused the gravest apprehension 
in the minds of the ablest statesmen controlling the Federal Govern- 
ment, as well as in the minds of the mass of the people of the United 
States, whether it was possible to suppress what is known as th, 
“rebellion” and restore the Government. These doubts at once pro- 
duced their effect upon the public credit, and a period was reached 
where one dollar in gold or silver coin was worth about two and a 
half in greenbacks. At this stage the Government was buying im- 
mense supplies of ordnance, camp equipage, clothing, provisions, and 
other articles for the Army; and it paid out vast amounts in Treas- 
ury notes, usually called greenbacks, in the purchase of these neces- 
sary supplies ; and these notes or obligations were issued at par, not- 
withstanding their then depreciated value. 

To illustrate: a farmer in Ohio possessed one hundred bushels of 
corn. The Government needed it. It was worth in the market forty 
cents per bushel in gold or silver. In greenbacks, at 2} for 1, it was 
worth $100. The farmer sold it to the commissary for $100 in green- 
backs, which he held until a later period, when, under the act of Con- 
gress passed April 12,1866, he converted those greenbacks at parinto 
a bond of the United States drawing 6 per cent interest. 

Now I do not deny that this was a legitimate transaction. The 
farmer had a right to sell his corn for the use of the Army at its mar- 
ket value and take payment in greenbacks, in their then state of 
depreciation ; and when the act of Congress authorized the funding 
of those greenbacks in the bonds of the United States he had a right 
to avail himself of the provisions of the act; and by his good fortune 
he became the holder of a bond of the Government, payable in gold 
or silver coin, for an amount that wastwo and a half times the value 
in specie of his corn when he sold it to the Government. 

But having become a legal creditor of the Government, the holder 
of one of its bonds for $100 for one hundred bushels of corn that 
were worth in the market at the time he sold it but $40 in the same 
coin which he is to receive in payment for his bond, he is neither in 
equity nor justice a legal creditor of higher dignity than any other 
legal creditor of the Government. And there was no very substan- 
tial reason why there should have been one currency established by 
law for his benefit and another for the benefit of a holder of another 
class of the obligations of the Government. Congress carefully pro- 
vided, however, that the interest on his debt and the debt itself 
when due should be paid in gold or silver coin, while other credit- 
ors were compelled to take payment in greenbacks. To carry out 
this arrangement the Government refused to receive its own Treas- 
ury notes in payment of custom-house dues upon imports, but com- 
pelled such payments to be made incoin; and that coin, ora sufficient 
quantity of it to meet the demand, was set apart for the payment of 
the coupons of the bondholder and for the payment of the bond at 
its maturity, while other creditors of the Government of other 
classes were compelled by law to receive the depreciated greenbacks 
in payment of their demands, and the people were compelled to 
receive them of each other in payment of debts due from man to 
man. 

The bondholders became a large and very influential class, and 
they seem to have been the peculiar favorites of the Government ; 
and in 1873 an act was passed, as already stated, demonetizing the 
silver coin, in which the Ohio farmer above mentioned, at the option 
of the Government, had agreed to take payment of his bond, and 
which every other bondholder had by contract agreed to receive in 
payment, and gold by that act being made the only legal-tender 
coin of the United States, the farmer became entitled to receive, 
while the act was in force, in gold coin, payment of the one-hundred- 
dollar bond which he had received for one hundred bushels of corn 
worth forty cents a bushel in gold or silver at the time he sold it. 
This act demonetizing silver and making gold the only legal tender 
in payment of debts over five dollars was followed by a contraction 
of the currency. This was followed, in September, 1873, by the great 
commercial crash, and the contraction went on, and the price of 
property went down, down, until the farmer with the gold received 
for his coupons could buy produce in the market for a little over half 
its value at the time he converted his greenbacks into a bond. The 
same rule which applied in case of the farmer, with his one-hundred- 
dollar bond, applied in case of every other bondholder. Silver, in 
which the Government had a right by the contract to pay all the 
bonds, had been demonetized; the commercial crash had followed ; 
the price of everything had become greatly depreciated ; gold would 
buy in the market a much larger amount of property than it would 
have purchased before the demonetization of silver and before the 
crash. The bondholders got the benefit of this extraordinary state 
of things; the people were the sufferers. It certainly cannot be said, 
then, that the United States Government has dealt otherwise than 
liberally with the bondholders. 

I make no further point upon the past. I simply recite what I un- 
derstand to be the history of this matter. But I say most emphatic- 
ally that lam unwilling in future that there should be one currency for 
the bondholder and another and a different currency for the satisfac- 
tion of other claims against the Government, and for a medium of 
exchange for the whole mass of the people of this country. In other 
words, I would have the Government purebase the bullion with gold 
and silver certificates when offered for sale, and I would compel the 
coinage at the mints of the United States, for just compensation, of 
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all the gold and all the silver produced in this country that may be 
tendered for coinage, at the present ratio of 1 to 16, till the other com- 
mercial powers have agreed, as I believe they will do at no distant 
date, upon the ratio of:1 in gold to 154 in silver. And I would make 
that gold and silver coin a legal tender in payment of all debts to 
all creditors of every class, public or private, and in all transactions 
among the people of the United States. 

The act of 1870 makes the bonds payable in coin of the then stand- 
ard value, which included both gold and silver. Subsequent acts 
for the issue of bonds provide that they shall be paid in coin of the 
standard value of 1870. This being inserted carefully in the face of 
the bonds, every holder is put on notice when he receives the bond 
that it is payable in gold or silver coin of the standard of 1870 at the 
option of the Government. That is, each holder contracts to receive 
payment in gold coin of 25.8 grains of standard gold to the dollar or 
4124 grains of standard silver to the dollar. The Government, by the 
act of 1873, suspended the coinage of the silver dollar of this standard, 
and for the time suspended its legal-tender quality. Afterwards, 
before the bonds of the present holders came due, it resumed the 
— of the silver dollar of 412} grains, and restored its legal-tender 

uality. 

: Now the Secretary of the Treasury argues that this temporary sus- 
pension of the issue of the silver dollar as a legal tender gave the 
bondholder the right in equity to demand payment in gold coin alone. 
In other words, that it gives hima a in equity to refuse to accept 
in payment silver coin of the exact description stipulated for in the 
contract, because there was a period between the date of his bond 
and its maturity when the Government did not issue legal-tender 
silver dollars of the description mentioned in the bond. 

Now I deny that the bondholder has any such equity. He con- 
tracted to take coin in standard silver dollars of 412} grains. When 
the bond is due he is entitled to receive silver dollars of the standard 
of 1870 or gold doliars, at the option of the Government. And it is 
too clear for argument that this is the full measure of his rights and 
equities under the contract. It does not matter whether the Gov- 
ernment coined or possessed a silver or a gold dollar during the 
period the bond hadtorun. If it has the coin of the standard of 1870, 
and tenders it to him in payment, at the maturity of each coupon 
and at the maturity of each bond he gets the full measure of his 
rights in law, equity, and justice, and he has no right to demand or 
receive anything more. And the Government can give him no more 
without flagrant injustice to its tax-payers. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says the Government is able to pay 
the bonds in gold. Thatis true. The people of this country are 
able to pay, within a reasonable time, the bonds in gold with 50 per 
cent. added. They are able to make a present to each bondholder 
of 50 per cent. on the amount of his bond. But upon what principle 
of equity, justice, or common honesty can he demand it? I protest 
— all such gratuities to the bondholders and injustice to the 
people. 

Having thus frankly stated my position on this question, I must be 
permitted further to express my regrets that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his annual report, and the President, in his message, 
have thought proper to recommend still further restriction on the 
coinage of silver and the withdrawal of the silver certificates from 
circulation. To contract still further, or to discontinue for months 
or years, as the Secretary recommends, the coinage of silver, the pro- 
duction of our own mines, seems to me to be great injustice to one 
of the important industriesof thiscountry. Butthis is not the worst. 
It is an act of gross injustice to all the laboring masses, no matter in 
what branch of industry they may be engaged. Itamounts to acon- 
traction of the currency of the country, a destruction of part of the 
circulating medium, which must result in the depreciation of the 
value of the property of the. people, the stagnation of business, the 
obstruction of enterprise, the reduction of the price of labor, and the 
sacrifice of the property of the debtor class to satisfy the claims of 
the creditor at a price far» below its value when the indebtedness 
wascreated. Andall forwhat? In plainEnglish, that the rich may 
be made richer and the poor poorer. 

What is the circulation it is proposed to retire? It is $66,000,000 
of silver certificates. What are these certificates? Each is in sub- 
stance a certificate that there isin the Treasury of the United States 
thenumber of legal-tender silver dollars mentioned on its face, which 
belong to the bearer. It is noinflated paper currency. Each dollar 
of itis predicated upon a dollar of the legal coin of the United States, 
held by the Government, payable to the owner on demand. 

One of the chief objections made to silver coin by its opponents 
was that it is bulky, heavy, and inconvenient to handle, transport, 
or count in making payments. Sois gold coinina less degree. But 
this difficulty is met and overcome at once, in case of both metals, 
by the use of the silver or gold certificate. Instead of transporting 
the coin from place to place, to be used in settlements or other trans- 
actions, the gold and silver coin is deposited in a vault in the Treas- 
ury, that is perfectly burglar-proof, in charge of the proper officers 
and under the necessary qiaeds and, instead of sending out ten 
silver dollars or ten gold dollars, the Treasurer issues a certificate 
which represents the ten dollars in either coin, which contains the 
pledge of the faith of the Government that the ten dollars in coin 
which the certificate represents is in the Treasury, payable to the 
bearer on demand. This certificate, in the shape of a Treasury note, 


is transported and used in payment with all the ease and facility of 
a bank bill. The same rule which applies in case of the ten dollars 
applies equally to ten millions or a billion of dollars; the coin lies 
in the Treasury, and the certificates which represent it go into cir- 
culation as money in its place. Not a dollar of certificate is issued 
without a dollar in specie in the Treasury which it represents. 

This, in my opinion, is the soundest and most reliable currency 
that can be used by the Government. It is not subject to any of the 
objections which apply to the old banking system, where the bank 
was authorized to issue three dollars in bills for each dollar in specie. 
The Government issues its certificates dollar for dollar with the coin 
in the Treasury. What better currency could any people desire? 
What sounder currency did any people ever possess? It meets fully 
the objection made to coin on account of its being inconvenient to 
handle, and substitutes in the place of coin its representative in paper, 
which is convenient to handle. The representative is only equal in 
amount to the coin represented. The depreciation of the representa- 
tive is impossible, because a dollar in legal-tender coin lies in the 
Treasury ever ready to meet the demand of the holder. 

There is a large wear, and consequent loss, in the handling of the 
coin, whether gold or silver, while it passes from place to place, and 
from hand to hand in payment. But if it is laid up securely in the 
vault of the Treasury, and its representative in paper passes from 
place to place and from hand to hand in its stead, there is no wear of 
the coin, and no loss or depreciation on that score. 

It is true the silver certificate, or the gold certificate, issued may 
be lost upon the ocean, or burnt in a house, or otherwise destroyed, 
so that the holder loses it just as he loses a bank bill. But he takes 
this risk for the convenience of the circulation, just as he takes it in 
case of the bills of a bank. In the case of the lost certificate, the 
Government, representing the whole people of the United States, holds 
the coin represented by the lost certificate as the money of the peo- 
ple, whew the certificate cannot be identified and established. In 
case of a bank bill the owner loses the amount just as he would lose 
it in case of the gold or silver certificate. In every view of it, there- 
fore, the silver certificate and the gold certificate would be a better 
currency for the people of the United States than the currency now 
in use in the shape of bank bills. 

I refer in this connection to the bills of banks, because the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury, in recommending the with- 
drawal of the silver certificates, propose that the banks issue their 
bills to take the place of the certificates in the circulation of the 
country. Why should we withdraw the silver certificates to make 
room for bank bills? When withdrawn, if the bankers, who are gen- 
erally large capitalists, should determine that it is their interest to 
contract the currency, and not issue other bills in lieu of the silver 
certificates withdrawn from circulation, they would have the power 
to make a contraction of fifty millions or more in the present vol- 
ume of the currency, and there is no law to control it. It is not pro- 
posed, as I understand it, to compel the banks to issue other bills to 
take the place of the silver certificates withdrawn, but it is proposed 
to leave them under our banking laws with the privilege of issuing 
their bills in lieu of certificates. In other words, if the policy of the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury is carried out, we ex- 
change a better currency for a worse one in this, that the silver cer- 
tificate is always redeemable promptly on delivery at the Treasury, 
in legal-tender dollars, while the bank bill, in case of a failure of 
the bank, though secure, is not so promptly redeemed. True, the 
Government in the end provides for the redemption of national-bank 
bills. But why have this cumbrous machinery? Why prefer to au- 
thorize the banks to issue bills for the payment of which they give 
the Government security, rather than authorize the issue by the Gov- 
ernment of its certificates, which represent gold or silver lying in 
the vault of the Treasury ? 

] say nothing in reference to our banking system, That is a ques- 
tion I do not purpose at present to consider. But I do say I would 
never consent to the withdrawal of the silver certificates or gold cer- 
tificates, of the kind above mentioned, to make room for the circula- 
tion of bank bills. I would never do the people the injustice to take 
from them the legitimate profits of such a circulation that I might 

ive those profits to corporations, capitalists, or organized mono 
ists. And why risk the contraction of the currency by withdrawing 

old and silver from cireulation by their legitimate representatives, 
eaving it in the hands of the bankers to expand or contract at their 
will or as their interest may dictate? 

Such a policy may serve the interest of the few who have large 
wealth and enable them greatly to increase their accumulations, 
but it can never benefit the laboring masses of our people, the hardy 
sons of toil, who earn their bread by the sweat of the brow ; and 
after all, whether in the field of production, the harvest-field, or the 
field of battle, they are the bone and sinew and muscle and nerve of 
society. 

The middle classes and laboring men of our country are always 
most prosperous when every branch of industry is flourishing. When 
trade is active our villages, towns, and cities are building up. When 
the products of our factories and mines are in active demand; when 
new railroads are being constructed, new boats put upon our rivers, 
and new lines of steamers upon the ocean; when our machine-shops 
are kept busy to make and repair motive power and other means of 
transportation, then the engineer, the machinist. the mechanic, and 
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the artisan find ready demand for their labor at good prices, and the 
farmer and planter remunerative and liberal prices for their produc- 
tions. This state of things can never exist while the capitalists of 
the country, backed by the Government, pursue the policy of con- 
tracting the currency founded upon a ie basis, which contraction 
drives new enterprises from the field, destroys the demand for labor, 
reduces the value of property, and produces distrust, depression, and 
bankruptcy. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 


RETURN OF PAPERS TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HARRIS. Late during the last session of the Fortv-sixth Con- 
gress a bill for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others passed the 
House of Representatives. I sent to the Committee on War Claims 
of the House for the papers connected with that bill and they were 
sent tome. At the end of that Congress they should have been re- 
turned to the House of Representatives, but were not. At this ses- 
sion I introduced a bill for the relief of Johnson and others, and had 
an order made withdrawing the papers from the files of the Senate, 
and referring them to the Committee on Claims. There is a bill 
pending in the House also upon the same subject, and they wish the 
papers. They properly belong there. I desire an order to withdraw 
bac a and send them to the House of Representatives, where they 

ong. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order 
will be made. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I intended not to have participated 
in the debate on this question, and I shall only offera few remarks upon 
the bill and the several amendments that have been presented merely 
for the purpose of endeavoring to explain the amendment that I pro- 
pose to offer at the proper time as a substitute for the bill. 

After what attention I have been able te give to the condition of 
the finances of the United States at this time, I am entirely satis- 
fied of our ability to pay the $550,000,000 that are embraced in what 
are called the continued or Windom bonds, without the slightest 
strain upon our resources or without denying ourselves the opportu- 
nity to do any of those great public services that some gentlemen 
seem to think are essential for the welfare of the country in the future. 
I concur .in the views expressed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
when he said in his last annual report: 

It is not improbable that the subject of the funding of the public debt in bonds 
bearing a rate of interest less than that of any yet issued will be considered by 
Congress during the present session. When that subject is taken up, itis respect- 
fully suggested that it should be borne in mind that the bonds now outstanding 
known as the extended sixes and fives, on interest at the rate of 34 per cent., pos- 
sess a quality seldom found ina debt againsta government. That quality is in the 
power that the Government has to call them in for payment at any time, or to post- 
pone ae of them for years. This is a valuable privilege to the Government, 
and it is to be considered whether it will be wise to give itup. The possession of 
it enables the Government to accommodate the payment of that 
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g state of the public means. It would be difficult, probably, 
to market aloan at alow rate of interest which should be redeemable at the pleasure 
of the Government. Indeed, one of the requisites of a loan proposed at a low rate 
is, that it be issued for a long term, and made irredeemable until the expiration 
thereof. The reason is on the surface. A debt at a low rate is not likely to be 
sought for, save by those wishing permanent investments, as public institutions, 
trustees, rdians, and other fiduciary holders of funds, or wealthy persons with 
whom safety, stability, permanence, and regularity of income are of more impor- 
tance than a high rate of return. It is also to be considered that the gain that 
would accrue to the Government from a small reduction of the rate of interest is, 
to some extent, lost in the expenses necess%rily attendant on the making of a new 
loan. It is a part of the information that the Department has from men engaged 
in financial operations that anew loan at 3 per cent. would be taken up if it was 
its condition irredeemable save at along term. Emphasis is put by them on thjs 
condition. None have placed the term at less than ten years. Most have put it at 
twenty. Some have ori term of forty years, with an option in the Gov- 
ernment to pay at the end of ten. 

I am of the class who believe that it is for the best interests of the 
Government of the United States to pay its debts to the last dollar 
of its capacity every time it has the chance. The credit of our Gov- 
ernment has been commented upon here on all sides, and no one in 
the Senate and no one out of the Senate seems to have even a suspi- 
cion that our credit is not to be permanently good, we may say for 
all time to come, so far forth at least as human sagacity can penetrate 
into the future. With a basis of credit and confidence like this to 
operate upon, and with a debt clearly within the reach of our annual 
financial power, I may say, it would be very unwise in us to accum- 
ulate a large portion of any part of our debt to mature in the dis- 
tant future, at a period of ten years or twenty years or thirty years. 
We are under no pressure, under no exi gency, which requires that we 
should in this way anticipate our credit. 

If it can be demonstrated that out of the current revenues of the 
United States now required by law to be applied to the extinguish- 
ment of the interest and principal of the public debt in the form of 
a sinking fund we can pay this debt in eleven years by the additional 
appropriation of $540,000 or $550,000 a year, then it would seem to 
be fatuous on our part to postpone the period of the payment of the 
debt to five years positively, or to ten years, or to twenty years or 
thirty years, and thereby greatly add to the burdens of those upon 
whom this increase shall fall at the period of maturity. 


ne has been said here, particularly by the honorable Sen- 
e 


ator from New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON, ] in respect of the duty of 
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terity to assist us in the shouldering of the burdens which have 
Com thrown upon the country by the late war and by some othe1 
disturbances of a financial character through which we have passed. 
I take issue with the honorable Senator in respect of the doctrine 
which he advocates upon this question as to the duty of the Govern- 
ment. I do not conceive that it is any part of the duty of a wise 
man, a good father, or a good statesman to throw u posterity 
burdens which he himself has the ability to shoulder if he wishes te 
de it. Every instinct of humanity, every instruction we have re- 
ceived from experience, and every principle of good government, it 
seems to me, require at our hands that we should do all that we are 
uble to do in order to relieve posterity of burdens of debt or burdens 
of any other description. Our manhood requires that at our hands; 
our statesmanship equally requires it. 

More than that, there is not a more vicious principle of govern- 
ment than that which requires posterity to assume the burdens cre- 
ated by the existing generation of men. If all the civilized govern- 
ments of this world could be held strictly andrigidly up to the duty 
of paying the debts that they themselves create and for which they 
nae the country responsible, both posterity and the existing gen- 
eration of men would have far lesstrouble and far lessconflict in war 
than they have now or have had in the past. If the principle of 
government which I have often heard advocated in the Senate as a 
true one is in fact true, that every generation of men ought to be 
compelled to liquidate the debts that they contract, then we should 
be very far wrong in undertaking, even for the sake of a present re- 
lief, to impose our obligations upon posterity. But when we are in 
a condition where we need no presentrelief, when we are in a condi- 
tion, without denying ourselves anything, to extinguish the debt 
that is upon us and before us, it seemsto methe duty becomes a high 
and an indispensable one that we should proceed to apply the money 
now being taxed out of the people tothe extinguishment of the debt 
resting upon the country, and thereby relieve their burdens. 

In looking over this general subject it seems to me impossible that 
we can shut out from our minds the purpose of each of the amend- 
ments which has been offered with a view to extend a portion of this. 
debt to a future period at a lower rate of interest than that which it 
is now bearing. The purpose has been avowed on all sides; no one 
seeins to have attempted to conceal it; the purpose is vindicated by 
able argument and by powerful importunity before the Senate of the 
United States; and that is to provide a basis of banking for the 
national-bank system. I have heard no one yet avow that there was 
a necessity resting upon us of a financial character; that there was. 
any stringency in the condition of our financial affairs which required 
that we should postpone this debt; but admitting our ability to pay 
it, the purpose of a postponement of a part of it, or all of it, has 
avowedly been to provide a basis for the support of the national- 
bank system, which we have had since 1863 or 1864. 

At the time the national banks were organized the avowed object of 
their organization was to enable us to float the national debt by caus- 
ing them to absorb a large part of it, and to make it the basis of the 
issue of currency for the people. Long since we have passed beyond 
the necessities of that condition, and the situation is precisely re- 
versed. Now the question is not whether the national banks shall 
be perpetuated for the purpose of floating the national debt, but 
whether the national debt shall be perpetuated for the purpose of 
keeping the national banks afloat. 

Considering this subject in the light of existing circumstances, and 
considering every proposition made to extend the debt as a proposi- 
tion to enable the national banks to go on in business, and to increase 
their business, by floating them upon the national debt, I desire to 
eall the attention of the Senate to some facts in our financial condi- 
tion which it seems to me argue very powerfully against the conclu 
sions that we should.enact any such measure. We are informed by 
the last report of the Secretary of the Treasury that the income from 
annual revenues which may be applied to the public debt and the 
interest thereon is as follows: In 1881 we paid to the sinking fund 
$74,480,000 ; we paid to interest on the public debt $82,508,741, leav- 
ing a surplus of $25,598,404. In 1882 we will pay to the sinking fund 
$59,634,856 ; to interest on the public debt, $70,699,999, leaving an 
estimated surplus of $70,365,143. In 1883, according to estimates 
based upon the last two years, we will pay to the sinking fund 
$45,611,714; to the interest on the public debt, $65,000,000, leaving 
a surplus of $59,000,000. In these three years the amount that we 

ay to the sinking fund and to the interest on the public debt is 
2,898,857, just about the amount of money remaining due upon the 
Windom continued fives and sixes. The efiect of the laws requiring. 
us to apply these revenues to these bonds we cannot get rid of except 
by passing some of the measures presented here to fix a time for the 
payment of a portion of this debt in the future, and thereby repeal- 
ing so much of the existing laws as now compel us to apply the sink- 
ing fund, and other funds derived from annual revenue, to the ex- 
tinguishment of this debt and interest. 

Can there be any doubt, taking the last three years as a test, that 
even in the next three years we can extinguish the entire principal 
of this bonded debt, and that in four or five years we can extinguish 
the principal and interest of the bonded debt, without as 
the sinking fund, that we have already provided for by law, beyon 
about $540,000 annually ? 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the existing state of 
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the law in reference to the sinking fund. By section 3694 it is pro- 
vided that— 

The coin paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart as a special fund, 
and shall be applied as follows : 

First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the 
United States. 

Second. To the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
United States, to be made within each fiscal year, which is to be set apart as a 
sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like manner be applied to the pur- 
chase or payment of the public debt, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from 
time to time direct. 

The coin receipts from customs through all the custom-houses of 
the United States are hereby solemnly appropriated by this stand- 
ing act of appropriation to the sinking fund. 

n addition to that, according to section 3699, it is provided that: 

The Secretary of the Treasury may anticipate the payment of interest on the 
public debt, by a period not exceeding one year, from time to time, either with or 
without a rebate of interest upon the coupons, as tohim may seem expedient; and 
he is authorized to dispose of any gold in the Treasury of the United States, not 
necessary for the payment of interest of the publicdebt. The obligation to create 
the sinking fund shall not, however, be impaired thereby. 

There are in various sections of the Revised Statutes, which have 
been taken from acts of Congress passed at different periods of time, 
express injunctions on the Congress of the United States that it shall 
provide and keep up a sinking fund, which shall be equal to 1 per 
cent. of the whole amount of the debt of the United States. I donot 
know whether that is properly construed to mean the debt as it is 
reduced from year. to year, or the debt as it was at the date of the 
enactment of these laws; but however that may be, I take the lowest 
figure of the sinking fund based upon the existing state and amount 
of the public debt, and computing 1 per cent. upon that I make a 
calculation under which I expect to be able to show that we have in 
the sinking fund an ample annual sum fixed by law for the extinguish- 
ment of these $550,000,000 with the interest thereupon. There is one 
matter in connection with this subject that I have never yet been 
satisfied about. In section 3473 of the Revised Statutes, taken from 
the act of 1862, is this provision: 

All duties on imports shall be paid in gold and silver coin only, [coin certificates, ] 
or in demand Treasury notes, issued under the authority of the acts of July 17, 
1861, chapter 5. 

There are other provisions also in the statutes which prohibit the 
collection of duties upon goods imported in anything else than coin ; 
“coin” of course means coin of gold and coin of silver; yet we find 
that that law is not obeyed in the United States. We find that no 
respect is paid to it, and while it isexpressly required by the statutes 
that the notes of the United States shall not be received in payment 
of customs duties, itis the constant practice of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to receive these notes through the custom-houses. Now I will 
read the statute on that subject, section 3588 : 

United States notes shall be lawful money and a legal tender in payment of all 
debts, public and private, within the United States, except for duties on imports 
and interest on the public debt. 

Notwithstanding the positive prohibitions of these statutes, the 
notes of the United States, the greenback legal-tender currency, are 
received in the custom-houses; and thereby duties are not received 
in gold or silver; and thus the duties upon imports required to be 
received in a particular way for the sinking fund for the relief of the 
public debt are allowed to be paid in greenbacks, I suppose for no 
other purpose, I can see no other purpose, than to prevent the use of 
silver coin and to increase the margin of circulation of national-bank 
notes. 

If there is any explanation to be given of this act, the honorable 
Senator from Ohio, who was Secretary of the Treasury at the time 
this practice of receiving greenbacks for customs duties in the cus- 
tom-houses originated, can explain it. I have never yet heard it 
explained. I have not seen any statute of the United States that 
authorized the receipt of greenbacks in the custom-houses of the 
United States. I have seen no repeal of the act which I have just 
read, contained in section 3558 of the Revised Statutes. That stat- 
ute contains a positive prohibition against the receipt of anything 
into the Treasury except coin in payment of duties on imports. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Alabama willallow me a word. 
He is perfectly correct in saying that the Treasury Department did 
decide that under the law as it stood, without any change in the law, 
United States notes could be received after the 1st of January, 1879, 
in payment of duties; but I will inform him that he will find the 
whole subject-matter thoroughly discussed in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the month preceding, and the grounds upon 
which that decision was made stated, and the attention of Congress 
was called to the fact that the decision had been made the month 
before it went into operation with a view that Congress might inter- 
pose if it conceived that the Department was about to make a wrong 
decision; but no interposition was made. 

The ground of that decision I can state in a word, I think. It was 
this: the law, it is true, required coin to be paid; but the law also 
required United States notes to be redeemed in coin when presented 
at the sub-treasury in New York. The result would be if we could 
refuse to receive United States notes in payment of duties, it would 
be only so construing the law as to require an unreasonable and im- 
probable requisition on the part of the custom-house officers, because 
the effect would have been that notes would have been presented to 
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pase to the custom-house, and then brought back from the custom 

ouse that night to the sub-treasury. I held, it is true, as Secretary, 
that it was not to be presumed that Congress, in the p e of the 
resumption act, intended to require this unreasonable circumlocution, 
but that the resumption act itself operated as a modification of the- 
law in respect of the payment of the duties in coin. That construc- 
tion never was brought to the test of a judicial tribunal; but Con- 
gress made no complaint of it; no objection was made to the decision, 
and I believe it still stands as a recognized decision of the question 
of law; but anybody can raise it before the courts at any time he 
chooses to do it. F 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to say a 
word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. As soon as that decision was made I introduced a bill 
to require the legal-tender notes to be received at the custom-houses. 
Somehow or other I never was able to get it passed. It isnow pend- 
ing again, introduced by myself, and before the Finance Committee, 
for the passage of such a law, and for this reason: the executive 
officers of this Government are now receiving greenbacks in violation 
of law, and prefer to doit, so they tell us, by the executive authority, 
so that they can supersede their own orders whenever it becomes 
convenient for them to do so. They would rather do it in that way 
to preserve the power in the Executive Department than to have a 
positive requirement of law authorizing it. That is the obstacle in 
the way. 

Mr. BAYARD. My friend from Alabama will allow me to say that 
I do not think it was in the power of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to change either the substance or the letter of the law. I think the 
stricture of my friend from Kentucky so far is justified. I wish to 
say further that I do not believe it competent for the Congress of the 
United States by law to violate a contract contained in prior laws: 
of the United States. At the time this Government was in distress, 
at the time it was in need, it distinctly and plainly stipulated, as 
plainly as the English language would permit, that the duties upon. 
imports should be pledged to the payment of the interest upon the 
debt then incurred, and that those duties should be payable in coin. 
Now until every beneficiary of that law, which means every creditor 
of the United States holding its bonded obligation, shall consent to 
have the promise of the Government instead of the performance by 
the Government, shall consent to take the substitutes for money 
instead of the money, I hold that the Government has no right to 
alter that contract with the public creditor, either by its executive 
or by its legislative department. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to say an- 
other word? That same law that applied coin received at the cus- 
tom-houses to the payment of the interest on the national debt, 
embraced not only the gold but the silver coin of the United States. 
of the standard value of July, 1870, and yet the Secretary of the 
Treasury has steadily refused and now refuses, and the present Sec- 
retary insists that it would be wrong to use the silver coin received 
at the Treasury in accordance with that law and under its provisions 
to pay the interest on the public debt, because the bondholders have 
a right to demand gold alone. That is another executive ag; ion 
on the law. They stand by the law when it suits them, and donot 
when it does not. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Kentucky certainly does not 
mean to state that the law of 1862 stipulated for silver coin or men- 
tioned the metal. 

Mr. BECK. The “coin of the United States”—all coin—and gold 
and silver stand on an on under the law. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not had any doubt, Mr. President, that the 

urpose of that order was to prevent the collection of customs duties 
in silver. I never had any doubt also that it was for the further 
purpose of taking the control and direction of public affairs in refer- 
ence to customs collections into the hands of the executive branch 
of the Government without any ee to Congress. I have 
always regarded it as a plain breach of duty, an attempt to construe 


away 2 statute—a statute which (whether it was a vat oe upon 


the public revenues for the payment of the interest or not) was stil? 
a cl coven enactment of the Congress of the United States, and which 
did not contain mere words of permission or direction, but contained 
words that are mandatory, and words of prohibition, by which the 
officers of the Government were prohibited, solemnly by law, from 
receiving anything in payment of duties upon imports at the custom- 
houses except coin of the United States. 

The reason I have drawn attention to that subject now, and I am 
glad that my remarks have led to some explanations and statements 
on this curious chapter of executive conduct, is to show that under 
a proper construction of the laws of the United States all receipts at 
the custom-houses, except coin certificates, are by law dedicated to 
the payment of the interest on the public debt, and so far as that 
may not be added to the sinking fund (although I think it is com- 
petent to be added to the sinking fund every year) it constitutes an 
additional fund for the payment of the principal of the public debt. 
I am arguing the proposition that we have ample means already pro- 
vided by law to pay off the debt, and that in order to avoid the pay- 
ment of our debt we shall have to repeal some of our statutes, if not 
in direct terms at least by implication. If we allow the laws of the 


the sub-treasury for the gold, the gold carried across the street and | United States that we now have on the statute-book to operate and 
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have their force in reference to the Windom bonds, there cannot be | in ten equal annual installments, and the $200,000,000 at the end of 


.a doubt on the mind of any man that we can pay the $550,000,000 
within the next eleven years, without drawing one cent from the sur- 
plusrevenue,whateverthatmay beannually. Wecan pay $550,000,000 
in eleven years, with an average appropriation of $60,500,000 each 
year, as is shown by the following computation: 

Under the plan of paying 
$50,000,000 each year for eleven years, the appropriations would have 
to be made as follows: 


| Appropriation 
Year. | Interest. Installment. necessary each 
year. 
RE OR cise nnensts card $19, 250, 000 $50, 000, 000 $69, 250, 000 
‘Second year............... 17, 500, 000 50, 000, 000 67, 500, 000 
x: Uf ee 15, 750, 000 50, 000, 000 65, 750, 000 
Fourth year...........-.-. 14, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 64, 000, 000 
Fifth year... — 12, 250, 000 50, 000, 000 62, 250, 000 
‘Sixth year. -. 10, 500, 000 50, 000, 000 60, 500, 000 
Seventh year ea 8, 750, 000 50, 000, 000 58, 750, 000 
Highth year............... 7, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 57, 000, 

Ninth year...............- 5, 250, 000 50, 000, 000 55, 250, 000 
ER cba yb oxs-ccrsey 3, 500, 000 50, 000, 000 53, 500, 000 
Eleventh year............. 1, 750, 000 50, 000, 000 51, 750, 000 
PEER shkies Fe RET. sew sutnow stu se cbe ic ensecct cate 665, 500, 000 





At the conelusion of the eleventh year the entire debt and interest 
will have been extinguished and the average appropriation will 
have been about $60,500,000. The whole amount of money taken out 
of the Treasury of the United States for the payment of these bonds 
under existing law in eleven years in annual installments of $50,000,- 
000 each is $655,500,000. The sum paid to the sinking fund for 
the fiscal years ending June 30, 1881, 1882, and 1883 was and will be, 
on the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury, $59,908,850. So 
thatit would require an amount of appropriation annually of $592,000, 
to be added to the sum now set apart annually by law for the sink- 
ing fund, to pay the debt and interest in eleven years, covering almost 
the exact interval of time between this and the maturity of the first 
series of ourlong bonds. With that deduction we shall have accumu- 
lated a surplus revenue in ten years of this time of $593,165,600. 

If we can pay $665,000,000 by an annual appropriation of $592,000 
in addition to the sinking fund, and then, upon the estimates predi- 
cated upon the last two years’ experience, at the end of ten years 
we shall have a surplus fund in our Treasury of $593,165,600, let me 
ask where is the occasion for postponing the payment of this debt 
to a time certain ? 

It does not seem to me to make a difference to the people who are 
taxed whether you take the money out of the Treasury to-day or take 
it out to-morrow; it is their labor and their privations and sufter- 


ings that has filled up your coffers to overflowing. The surplus of 


$593,165,600 at the end of ten years, after paying the principal and 
interest of the five hundred and fifty million of the continued bonds, 
will remain, and to allow it to accumulate would be almost a crime. 
The few million dollars you might save by the difference in the rate 
of interest between 3} and 3 per cent. would amount to nothing, so 
far as the people are concerned, when you come to compute the actual 
weight of the burden they are bearing and will have to bear until 
the whole of the public debt is paid. 


The surplus revenue for the three fiscal years named is an average of 


$59,908,850 after the current expenses of the Government, the interest 
on the public debt, and the sinking fund are all paid. This entire 


sum less $540,000 will be received from our annual revenue as a sur-* 


plus, after paying the interest on our entire public debt and the 
annual installment of $50,000,000 on the $550,000,000 of continued 
bonds. Therefore we see that we are in the possession of ample 
means, without additional taxation, to pay this debt. We see that 
in the next ten years we can save our people five hundred and odd 
millions, nearly six hundred millions of taxation, now represented by 
surplus revenue, and still pay the debt. We are in no difficulty about 
this matter, except the difficulty we always find ourselves in to get 
the consent of Congress to pay out of the Treasury to the public debt 
that which the people have _ into it. It seems to me that this 
$593,000,000 of surplus that will be remaining after this debt is paid, 
at the end of ten years, ought to be enough to satisfy those gentlemen 
who are desirous of piling up money in the Treasury of the United 
States that they may devise new ways of expending the taxes drawn 
from the people. That ought to gratify and satisfy them. 

I wish now to call attention to what is the cost to the Treasury of the 
United States of the plan proposed by the Finance Committee in this 
bill, if that plan means that the debt shall be paid at the end of five 
years. On the plan proposed by the committee, to pay $200,000,000 
in five years would cost $230,000,000, and the other $350,000,000 would 
cost, if paid in equal annual installments, $386,000,000; total cost, 
$616,000,000—provided we pay at the end of five years. This plan 
would require an annual appropriation of $123,200,000, which will 
just about absorb the entire sinking fund and the entire surplus 
revenue. 

Suppose that, under the plan proposed by the committee, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should make the payments of the $350,000,000 


$550,000,000, in yearly installments of 
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ten years, it would cost for each year the following sums : 
























































Appropriation 
Year. Interest. Installment. necessary each 
year. 

ccc cd-anenceecn o $12, 250, 000 $35, 000, 000 $47, 250, 000 
Second year ............... 11, 025, 000 35, 000, 000 46, 025, 000 
Thitd GOAT <5 ...2...c.00508 9, 800, 000 35, 000, 000 44, 800, 000 
Fourth year............... 8, 575, 000 35, 000, 000 43, 575, 000 
SI ss on Socinnninns +e 7, 350, 000 35, 000, 000 42, 350, 000 
MUIR een 6, 125, 000 35, 000, 000 41, 125, 000 
Seventh year. --..--- Sone 4, 900, 000 35, 000, 000 39, 900, 000 
Eighth year 3, 675, 000 35, 000, 000 38, 675, 000 
Ninth year. . 2, 450, 000 35, 000, 000 37, 450, 000 
Tenth year. . 1, 225, 000 35, 000, 000 36, 225, 000 
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SEE ONE IER. 5, ho cocncngscccecness ccscosencenennesewa 477, 375, 000 
Add interest for following twenty years............--.--------- 120, 000, 000 
Pe UR iene os 38o. Late sn dinwaschy ities che cewel hind 200, 000, 000 





UE «3 awk Cucina phapne canvetee teas snskbaeetsiee 797, 375, 000 








If you extend the time further, so as to make $200,000,000 of this 
debt run to the ultimate period of maturity, that is to say thirty 
years, it will cost $797,375,000 to pay the $550,000,000 we are owing 
now and have a right to call in at any moment. The difference in 
the actual amount required to pay this debt that is made possible by 
the report of the committee, if it shall be enacted into a mn above 
the sum at which it can be paid under existing conditions is so great 
that it seems to me impossible that we can undertake to subject the 
people of the United States to a loss so serious as this. 

The proposition of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON] has been referred to. It seems to contemplate the payment of 
$150,000,000 of 34 per cent. bonds through the means of the sinking 
fund, and to put $400,000,000 into 10-30 bonds at 3 percent. The 
interest on this loan would be $12,000,000 per annum. In thirty 
years it would amount to $360,000,000, and we should then owe the 
$400,000,000, making the sum to be provided by taxation $760,000,000 
to pay the bonds and interest on the terms and conditions stated ; 
and to this add $150,000,000, with two years’ interest, and the sum 
would be $920,500,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will bear with me a moment, I 
should like to make an explanation. I prefer to continue the entire 
debt by funding the bonds for a long period of time bearing 3 per 
cent. interest ; but inasmuch as there is a large sum in the Treasury, 
and it will take some time to fund this debt, I leave that balance in 
such a way that the money in the Treasury can be used to pay the 
debt, though I would much prefer to fund the entire sum of $550,000,000 
to funding only $400,000,000. 

Mr.MORGAN. I wasdiscussing the possibilities of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey, and it is among the possi- 
bilities that the debt will run for thirty years before any of it shall 
be paid; and if it does run for thirty years before any of it shall 
be paid, except the $150,000,000, the total expenditures would be 
$920,500,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will observe that I extend the 
time for making the bonds redeemable; but- the bonds may be paid 
at the option of the Government at any time after the expiration of 
ten years. I extend the time of the committee’s bill five years. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that all these propositions, whether 
for 5-10 or 10-30 bonds, mean the same thing, to give the opportunity 
to the Government after five years in the one case and after ten in 
the other to redeem or pay the bonds. Then we are to have the same 
clamor for the next ten years or the next thirty years that we are 
having to-dr~. We must not pay these bonds for fear we may dam- 
age the national banks, and that great power is brought to bear upon 
us continually to prevent us from paying the bonds. The Senator’s 
proposition pays $150,000,000 for the purpose of enabling us to ab- 
sorb the surplus revenue now inthe Treasury. How did that revenue 
get there? It came from the pockets of the people by taxation. How 
much will be left next year or the year after or the yearafter? There 
will be perhaps not one dollar left after the treasury-wreckers are 
done with it. If he prefers to have $150,000,000 of the debt met by 
the surplus in the Treasury, why can he not equally afford to let 
the same surplus be applied to it in future in annual installments of 
$150,000,000, so that in four years we shall have the debt entirely 
extinguished ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would reduce taxation. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is proposing too much. . By the time 
he gets his bill passed and $50,000,000 annually of new burdens on 
the people, he will find himself hampered in his earnest and, I have 
no doubt, sincere and patriotic desire to reduce taxation. Reduce 
taxation first; take off the burdens of the people so that we can have 
some excuse or apology for thus extending the debt and rolling u 
the millions that we are piling upon them, and after that I wi 
confer with the Senator on the question of extending the debt. But 
while the taxes remain and the revenue is coming in, do not let rs 
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allow $100,000,000 a year to remain in the Treasury for the mere 
purpose of allowing it by speculative legislation to be spent, but let 
us, as the laws of the country require us to do, apply the money 
to the payment of the debt. 

I have already demonstrated that it cannot only be done with 
safety, but that after we have paid the debt by the annual appro- 

riation of $540,000 in addition to the sinking fund we shal) still 
an enormous surplus revenue in the Treasury; and what dis- 
position shall be made of it? 2 : f : 

Now, I will take the plan of paying this debt in thirty years, and 
see what the actual appropriation will have to be at 3} per cent. 
The first annual appropriation would be $37,583,333.33, a sum that 
is a little over one-half of the sinking fund. The Iast appropriation 
would be $18,975,000.01, and the entire sum of appropriations for the 

ayment of this debt in the period of thirty years would be $848,375,- 
800.16. Does any Senator here doubt our ability to pay $37,000,000 
a year average on this debt? Yetthe average would be below that. 
The average annual appropriation would be $28,279,166. If theSec- 
retary of the Treasury in his wisdom shall see proper or shall find 
it neeessary in virtue ofany exigency that may arise, as a war or any 
at public calamity, to apply a small amount ef money annually to 
the extinguishment of this debt, and if he should extend it in that 
way for thirty years, as the honorable Senatcr from New Jersey de- 
sires it to be extended, for the benefit of the national banks, we could 
pay it by an vernee annual appropriation of $28,279,166. 
ell might the honorable Senator from Delaware state that this 
was the greatest triumph any government had ever achieved in rela- 
tion to its public debt. Whether this was done according to the 
strict letter of the law I am not prepared to say, or at least to admit; 
but it has been done in a way which deserves to be ratified and car- 
ried into effect. We have nochange to make in our laws in order to 
perfect the arrangement finally by paying the debt according to 
a ment. We stand precisely where we found the law at the time 
thane bonds were continued. An annual appropriation for the pay- 
ment of the interest of the public debt stands on the statute-book, 
so that we need make no appropriation even for it. An annual 
appropriation stands on the statute-book of a certain sum of money 
equal to 1 per cent. of the entire amount of the national debt to sup- 
ort a sinking fund, and the interest upon that to be added to it. 
hen there is a statute for the redemption of fractional currency to 
be added te the sinking fund. Then there is a statute which has 
been violated in every custom-house when it was found convenient 
to get rid of its effects, appropriating every dollar of coin that comes 
into the custom-houses of the United States to the payment of the 
interest on the national debt and the principal of that debt. Sowe 
have statutes enough within the reach of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, without any new enactments, whereby he will find himself fully 
empowered to pay this debt. He can doit in five years, in tive equal 
annual installments, or in ten, or in twenty, or in thirty; and [have 
gone into these computations to show how easy it will be for him to 
extinguish this debt under existing conditions, and how entirely it 
is within his power to avoid any friction and to meet any public 
exigency, it makes no difference how severe it may be, in the appli- 
cation of the money annually to the payment of the debt. Isuppose 
we cam hardly anticipate that in any trouble which may overtake 
this country we will ever fall below the ability to pay $28,279,166 
annually; and by doing this we should get rid of the debt at the time 
the honorable Senator from New Jersey proposes by his amendment. 

It seems to me under such circumstances that there is a plain duty 
resting on the Senate, and that is simply to ratify and confirm that 
which has been dene since the adjournment of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress in reference to the continuation of these bonds at the rate of 34 
per cent. per annum, with the option on our part to call them in for 
Pow at our pleasure. Why dol speak of ratification? Because 

think it is fit and becoming that we should ratify it. More than 
that, I would like, by an act of ratification, to cut off all question or 
quibble about it hereafter. I do not want to leave a chance for men 
to come hereafter and say, ‘‘ We were in a strait; we were afraid of 
somebody, the Government of the United States or somebody else, 
and we consented to take 3} per cent. for a 5 per cent. or 6 per cent. 
bond.” I want to cut off by an act of ratification all such claims in 
the future; and after we have done that we need do nothing more, 
except to say to the Secretary of the Treasury, ‘‘ You must apply the 
sinking fund to this debt, at least that much, and more if you have 
the available means to do it. It isin your power to apply the sur- 
plus revenue to the payment of this debt. Go and pay it, and pay it 
as soon as possible.” 


The American people are working to pay this debt to-day, and 


will be for more than twenty years tocome. They do not live by 
hours, days, or years. Asa people they expect to live always, and 
every year is alike tothem. What is right to be done in respect to 
the debt to-day will be right twenty years from now, and what will 
be right twenty years from now is right to-day. The money that 
we have belonging to the American people was taxed out of them. 
It is our duty to control and manage it for the best interests of the 
people of this Government, and that is all the concern we have with 
it. We cannot afford to increase the amount of money they must 
pay by borrowing money at the rate of 3 per cent. on a five or ten 
er twenty or thirty year bond, based alone on their credit, when we 
have their money in our charge ready to be paid out on the debt. 
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That is the way I look at it, Mr. President. This bill of the com- 
mittee is a bill to borrow $200,000,000 at 3 per cent. for five years. If 
we place our bonds at 3 per cent. for five years on the market and say 
they shall not be sold for less than par, that is borrowing in the name 
of the American people. It is pmeey equivalent to the case of a 
man who has got the money in his pocket or due to him or payable 
to him and within his réach to pay his debts, and who goes out to 
borrow the money from somebody else to pay them. Such a man as 
that would be considered very unwise, and, dealing with the affairs 
of the Government, we cannot deal with them much more appropri- 
ately than to adopt the rule a wise man would with respect to his 
own private affairs. We have no occasion to borrow money. We 
have no occasion to issue any bonds. The mere fact that we issue 
$200,000,000 of bonds after the disposition that has been made of our 
debt by the Windom agreement might be, and I think ought to be, 
justly interpreted as an evidence on our part of a want of faith and 
confidence in our ability hereafter to realize as revenue or to control 
money enough to pay this debt within five years or within ten years. 

Mr. President, 1 would like very much, indeed, that the people of 
the United States should have an opportunity of paying their debt 
without having any institution or any man say to them ‘“‘ You must 
not pay it, becaase if you do it you take an opportunity out of my 
hands to make money in a banking operation,” or “ you take an op- 
portunity out of my hands to make money by selling and buyin 
bonds in the market.” I would be very glad, indeed, that we shoul 
have a chance in this country to pay the debts of the people that they 
are so willingly contributing their labor and toil to pay, without, 
also, paying tribute to persons who claim that they have a right te 
fasten themselves on the people with demands for exclusive privi- 
leges and to prevent them paying their debts. 

Sir, if we had the money in our Treasury this very day, it is next 
to one of the impossibilities of legislation that we should find an 
a to pay the entire debt of the United States of America. 
If we had $1,500,000,000 in gold in our coffers, and if all our bonds 
were now redeemable, the Congress of the United States would find 
itself without the power to pay it on the public debt and thereby to 
extinguish it. Who would prevent the payment of it? Thenational 
banks would prevent the payment of it. These institutions that we 
have built up in order to float the national debt now require of us 
that we should continue the national debt in order to float them. 
Losing sight of the great purpose for which they were created in the 
outset, they have turned themselves into the masters of this country 
and demand that the people shall not pay the public debt because they 
want from five hundred to a thousand millions of these bonds to 
bank upon and to make money upon. They say this for themselves, 
and well may they say it. 

Under the laws of the United States nobody can organize a na- 
tional bank on gold and silver. It must be organized on bonds of 
the United States; hence those who hold the bonds have the monep- 
oly of the banking business of the United States. That is a great 
and valuable franchise and privilege which gives to a eompany the 
fiscal agency of the Government of the United States, making it a 
depository of the public funds, making its notes a medium for the 
exchange of commodities between State and State, and a legal tender 
for public lands and all public dues except duties on imports. That 
benefit and privilege, immensely valuable as it is, is all based upon 
the exclusive fact that the men who may enjoy it hold the bonds of 
the United States. You may have a million dollars of gold in you. 
safe to-day; your credit may be as good as that of any man in the 
United States; you may desire to organize a bank with a million dol- 
lars capital; you may go to the Treasury of the United States and 
offer to deposit the entire million as security for the use of $900,000 
of currency, and you cannot get it. Why? Because the privilege 
of enjoying the benefits of this franchise has been conferred only and 
solely on those who hold bonds of the United States; hence there is 
= anxiety to hold on to the bonds. Over and over I have heard 

ankers say that they did not care anything about the privilege of 
circulating the currency of the United States, the national-bank 
notes, but they wanted the extension of their franchise, because it 
brings to them larger profits, far greater strength in commerce than 
the mere privilege to issue 90 per cent. of the bonds deposited by 
them in currency. 

Mr. President, is there no way toremedy this? Are we still to keep 
in debt and burden the people of the United States with an interest- 
bearing bond debt ranging between five hundred millions and a thou- 
sand millions of dollars at a rate of interest never below 3 per cent. 
perhaps, for it is said that is extraordinarily low? Are we to have 
the burden of this debt eternally fastened upon this people without 
the power of canceling it even by the tender of gold in its discharge, 
because we have in a moment of folly or distress created within our 
own borders and by our own hands a power which holds us down 
with unrelenting grasp, and prevents us from doing justice and our 
duty to the people? If we are in that condition, I do not know what 
we might not do to get relief. 

There must be some device by which we can have the national 
banks furnished with a basis upen which to operate, or, as they used 
to say in the border States, with “an underpinning” on which to 
rest, that is less dangergus to the people. I am in favor of trying to 
find some other basis for the national banks than the national debt. 
Perhaps it cannot be gold and silver, that might withdraw too much 
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of the precious metals from circulation. We might not be able to 
make a guarantee of the solvency and redeemability of the issues of 
the national banks on an issue of two for one or three for one of coin 
deposited, as is the custom in banking circulation, I believe, and has 
been for a great many years. It may be possible that gold and silver 
cannot be the only basis of the banks. What, then, can be a basis 
for the banks? If you must have bonds, have this condition annexed 
to them, and it isnot an unkind or harsh provision by any means: 
while the bonds are being used for the purpose of furnishing the 
basis of a national-bank circulation, stop the interest on them. What 
is the injustice of that? let us inquire. Suppose a man were to go 
to the State of New York and get a charter from that State fora 
bank of issue, and should agree that he would deposit in its vaults 
$333,333. 33 in coin, and should have the privilege of issuing a million 
of circulation, what would be the nature of the condition imposed by 
New York on that bank? ‘‘You shall not remove this money from 
your vaults; you shall hold it here in trust for the redemption of 
your circulation; youshall not bank upon it; you shall not discount 
paper with it; you shall not loan it; it isa fund set apart for the 
redemption of the currency.” Is not that a fund held in trust, and 
would not the whole commercial world be shocked if that institution, 
after issuing a million dollars of currency should then undertake to 
loan the money thus set apart in trust as a fund for redemption? It 
is a principle of banking without which banks cannot exist in the 
respect and confidence of commercial communities that the fund that 
is set apart for redemption shall not be a fund on which money shall 
be made. 

This is a fund held in sacred trust, and if then the holders of the 
bonds of the United States go to the Treasury of the United States 
and offer to deposit them as security for the redemption of currency 
issued to them, where is the hardship, where is the wrong, where is 
the violation of contract if we say to them, ‘‘ While these bonds re- 
main on deposit here as a fund for the redemption of your currency, 
they cannot draw interest?” If we cannot have a national bank 
without national bonds, I am willing to issue national bonds and 
turn them into the hands of the banks, but not one cent of interest 
would I allow them to draw while the fund for the redemption of 
that circulation was remaining in the Treasury of the United States ; 
and in doing that I would control that class of banks by the very 
same rule of action and secure to them the same confidence and re- 
spect among the commercial communities which have been the requi- 
sites and privileges of all banks since the first one was established. 
I deny the principle that any man who banks upon capital set apart 
to secure circulation has « right to use that capital in the manner 
of making interest upon it. Whenever the capital is used as a basis 
for circulation set apart by the law or by usage for the redemption 
of circulation, that part is a fund which he has no right to touch. 
If that be a correct principle of banking in all institutions, it is so 
in the national banks, and the national banks ought not to hesitate, 
if we repeal our tax upon their circulation and deposits, to say, ‘‘We 
deposited our bonds in the United States Treasury as a security for 
the redemption of circulation ; we shall not charge interest upon 
them.” The power given and the monopoly given is too great for 
any people to bear without some such equivalent. 

Let me ask one more question about this matter. Where, afterall, 
is the basis for the redemption of the currency of the national banks? 
The national banks found their issues on the bonds pledged with the 
Government of the United States. How much money have we got in 
the Treasury for the redemption of those bonds? We have got none 
atall. There is nothing in the shape of money—nothing except the 
ability of the people to pay taxes to secure the bonds. 

Here, then, you have one promise built upon another, and the secu- 
rity that lies at the bottom of the bonds of the United States is the 
good faith and honor and tax-paying power of the people of the 
United States. What sort of basis of banking is that, if you take 
away from it the credit of the United States? It is no basis at all. 
Therefore, the currency of the United States, called the national- 
bank currency, is bottomed upon nothing except the confidence of 
the Government of the United States in the good faith of the people. 
No man, reason as he may, can find any other foundation for it. 

More than that, the Governmentof the United States has solemnly 
engaged that it will redeem these notes without reference to the 
ability of the banks. A bank goes to the Treasury of the United 
States and deposits there 5 per cent. of its circulation under the exist- 
ing law. Youmay go to New York or New Jersey or elsewhere and 
find notes of broken banks. The bonds stand here to guaranty the 
circulation. The circulation is redeemed by the Government of the 
United States under its own original promise. The promise of the 
Government of the United States is noteven collateral to that ofthe 
banks; it is a direct original promise according to the proper con- 
struction of these statutes. So that every dollar of national-bank 
money issued to the people of this country is a direct obligation of 
the Government of the United States that it will pay on demand the 
amount of money contained on the face of the particular bill. The 
signing of it by the president and cashier of the national bank and 
the putting it into circulation isa mere fiscal operation, a means 
adopted hy the Government of the United States through which to 
bring its money into contact with the trade and commerce of the 

ple of the country; but it is the obligation of the Government of 
the United States redeemable on demand and always redeemed at 
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sight. Therefore, the men who hold these national-bank notes virtu- 
ally hold nothing else than the obligation of the United States. 

The Government of the United States is as literally a banking iu- 
stitution carrying on business through these fiscal agencies as ever 
was the old Bank of the United States. We may refine and philoso- 
phize about them as much as we please, but when we come down to 
the solid reality of the case the Government of the United States issues 
a national-bank note and when demand is made the Treasury pays 
the money. The national bank is used for nothing else than a mere 
agency of convenience for distributing this money through the coun- 
try according to the necessities of trade. That isthe actual situation. 

Now, Mr. President, cannot we do a little more, and can we not do 
it without any violation of right, and can we not do it also in assist- 
ing a theory which I think would do an immense amount for the ben- 
efit of the people of this country in furnishing a basis of banking ? 
Take the bonds of the State of New York, or of Connecticut, or of 
Massachusetts as a basis, and let us see how that would do. Their 
tives and sixes are worth from 6 to 8 per cent. premium in the market 
to-day and have been fora long time. Their interest is always paid 
punctually at maturity, and there is no holder of the bonds of these 
ilifferent States who has any greater mistrust of their ability to pay 
and of their ultimate payment, and of the payment of the interest 
thereupon as it falls due, than have the holders of bonds of the United 
States. The truth is they have not got as much fear of the insolv- 
ency of these States, because there are many thinking men in the 
United States who believe that if by any misfortune the Government 
of the United States should ever fall to pieces, the old commonwealths 
of New York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts, with all that belongs 
to them, with all their powers, would survive the wreck of the United 
States Government. 

Take the bonds of Massachusetts; go to the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States and say “I have $1,000,000 of bonds of Massachusetts 
bearing 5 per cent. interest; I propose under a law of Congress to 
pledge that $1,000,000 in bonds and upon it I propose to get an issue 
of $500,000 of circulation, guaranteed by the United States. If these 
bonds shall fall below fifty cents on the dollar you can sell them out 
of my possession and take from me my franchise, and put fines upon 
me if I do not make up the difference.” Would not that be good 
security ? When will these bonds fall below 50 cents? Never. The 
man who deposits these bonds gets his 5 per cent. regularly paid by 
the State of Massachusetts, and not by the United States Govern- 
ment. He places in the hands of the United States Government as 
collateral twice the amount for which it is pledged and asks the 
Government of the United States to guarantee him on the faith of 
that collateral $500,000 of bills. If the Government of the United 
States can afford to make the guarantee upon the bare subscription 
of stock and the ownership of its own bonds by the men who com- 
prise the corporation of a national bank under the existing law, why 
inay it not, with great security to itself and to the advantage of the 
people, take in the place of its own bonds the bonds of the State of 

fassachusetts? What is the objection to it? Where is the trouble 
about the propesition? Having a bonded debt resting upon these 
States that amounts to an enormous sum, and after having got our 
own national debt under easy eontrol, why should we not commence 
adding something to the respectability and credit of the great States 
of the Union? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Would the Senator apply the same rule to the 
bonds of Virginia that he would apply to those of Massachusetts? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; whenever a State like Virginia or Min- 
nesota repudiated its debt I would say that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall not receive its bonds under any condition or circumstances ; 
I would put that in the bill so that every State should have full encour- 
agement for keeping up her credit, and so that her credit among the 
people of the United States should be marked by her standing in the 
Treasury of the United States. 

I do not state this proposition in detail at all. I have matured no 
bill. I merely make the suggestion, asI said before, that we can put 
sufficient underpinning under the national banks by allowing men 
who want to organize national banks to come forward with State 
bonds of undoubted value and place them in the Treasury of the United 
States as collateral. Make it fifty cents on the dollar, if you please, 
when the bonds are worth 105; fix any amount of collateral that you 
please, so as to make it absolutely safe. ‘Then let the Government of 
the United States upon a basis of that sort issue national-bank notes 
and guarantee their redemption. 

Mr. President, I do not throw this out asa proposition that I expect 
to present to the Congress of the United States now or hereafter. 

I am not an enemy of the national-bank system. 1 believe that it 
has done great good to this country, but I think the time has come 
when we ought to put a bridle upon it and.control it so thas it shall 
not in the end control us, providing wisely for the preservation of 
all its rights, privileges, and immunities, except that of drawing too 
high a tax and too much interest out of the people. Let us sustain 
and support them as a wise and excellent fiscal arrangement. I do | 
not doubt their value as a fiscal omer of the Government, but it is 
not necessary, to carry on the national banks upon a sound basis of 
banking, that we should defer until doomsday the payment of a debt 
that the people of the United States are struggling so hard to pay. 
There is no reason for an eternal burden of national debt to rest 
upon the people of the United States when there are so many advan- 
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the Crow Indians for the sale of a portion of their reservation in the Territory of 
Montana, required for the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary 
appropriation for carrying the same into effect. 
he subject is presented for the consideration of Con 8. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


tageous opportunities presenting themselves in every direction to 
found the national banks upon a sound and substantial basis where 
we can afford to guarantee their issues just as we are doing now about 
their circulation. 5 ‘ 

I shall at the proper time move the consideration of the amend- 
ment which I have had the honor to present to the Senate. Al- 
though it is not exactly the parliamentary rule, I should be very glad 
indeed if the committee would consent to have a test-vote taken on 
the adoption of that amendment as a substitute for the bill, without 
waiting to take votes upon the other collateral propositions; be- 
cause after the amendments have been made, or after they have been 
voted down, if they happen to be voted down, if my amendment 
would come in as a substitute for the bill it would be an unneces- 
sary waste of time, and perhaps call for expressions of opinion upon 
collateral questions, where many gentlemen would prefer not to ex- 
press an opinion. Therefore, if the committee feel satisfied they can 
defeat my amendment, or if they feel satisfied that they cannot, I 
hope they will waive the parliamentary question and permit the 
amendment to be voted upon at once. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Several messages in writing were received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the permission of the Senate, 
the Chair will lay before the Senate communications from the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

The following message was read, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior and 


accompanying letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs recommending a 
renewal of the appropriation of $10,000 heretofore made for defraying the expenses 
of the board of Indian commissioners. 

The subject is commended to the consideration of Congas 


Ss. 
ESTER A. ARTHUR. 









EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1882. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock and 
fifty-two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 












HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 18, 1882. 
The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 










WATER COMMUNICATION BETWEEN UPPER MISSISSIPPI AND LAKES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to present at 
this time for reference to the Committee on Commerce resolutions 
passed by the Chicago Board of Trade; and I also ask that the reso- 
lutions be printed in the REcorD. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. They are as follows: 

WATER TRANSPORTATION. 


Action of the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago on the subject of the establish- 
ment of a line of water transportation connecting the Upper‘Mississippi River 
with the northern lakes, adopted October 25, 1881, to wit: 


Whereas this board is advised that a renewed effort is about to be made to. 
direct the attention of the Congress of the United States to the question of con- 
structing a short line of canal of copantty ual to that which may be obtained in 
the M ely i River between Rock Island and Saint Paul from a point at or 
near Rock d to the Illinois River at Hennepin, thus opening direct water com- 
munication between the Coogee Mississippi River and the es via the present 
Illinois and Michigan Canal; and 

Whereas this work is of national character and of great im ce as & means 
of cheapening the cost of transporting the products of the Northwest to foreign 
countries, and especially to the principal points of consumption in our own country, 
not only on such commodities as might seek that line of transport but also on the, 
perhaps, larger volume carried by rail, as it, if completed, would act as an efficient 
regulator of railway tariffs throughout a vast area of the most productive agricult- 
ural territory in the United States, on the well-known principle that rates of freight. 
by rail are controlled by the rates current on, and the possibilities of diversion te, 
the cheaper water routes; and ' 

Whereas the estimated expenditure necessary to place this line in successful 
operation, as shown by the surveys of competent engineers in the United States 
service, is quite insignificant in co: ison with the it benefits to be secured 
to both producers and consumers by its construction : Therefore, 

Be it resolved bg the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago, That Congress be respect- 
fully but urgently petitioned to grant at its next session an appropriation for this 
object which will be sufficient to commence and prosecute the work with a vigor 
which shall insure its completion with the least ble delay. 

Resolved, That this expression be communicated to the President of the Senate 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives, with the request that it be laid before 
the honorable bodies over which they res tively preside, and also to the Senators 
and Representatives in Con from this State, with the earnest est that 
they use all honorable means to secure favorable action by Congress on this subject. 

A copy from the record of proceedings of the b board. 


- ROGERS, President. 
CHARLES RANDOLPH, Secretary. 













EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of a bill, and accompanying papers, in reference to the settlement of the 
estate of deceased Kickapoo Indians, in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes. 

The matter is commended to the attention of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
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He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of bill, and accompanying papers, providing for the improvement of the 
condition of Indians occu ying reservations, and for other purposes. 

The matter is commended to the consideration of Con 8. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
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He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, forwarding copy 

of a letter addressed to him by the Commissioner of Indian 4 ffvirs, inclesing drat 


ot — to create the office of medical inspector for the United States 
service. 












CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 18, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 

draft of a bill, and sccompenring a , amendatory of the act of March 3, 1880, 


for the sale of the Otoe and Missouria Indian reservation, in the States of Nebraska 
and Kansas. 


The subject is presented to the consideration of a. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 







CHICAGO, December 1881. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I desire to report from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds a bill authorizing and directing 
the Architect of the Capitol to make certain changes and repairs in 
the House wing of the Capitol, and ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the ole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not understand why this bill cannot be 
offered in order. I object. 

The SPEAKER. It isa bill which the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds desire to report for the p of having it go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it come in in the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania insist on 
his objection ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Then I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the 
call of committees for reports. 


MIAMI LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. HASKELL, from the Committee on Indian irs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. ) to 
provide for the sale of the lands of the Miami Indians in Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HASKELL. I would rather have it go to the House Calendar. 
The rule requiring a reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union is in regard to bills providing for the disposition 
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He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 


draft of a bill to appropriate money to meet deficiency in the Indian service for the 
tiscal year ending June 30, 1882. 


A copy of report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 13th instant, in 
veges the is also inclosed. 
he subject is commended to the attention of Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1882. 


He also laid before the House the following message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with a 

draft of a bill, and accompanying papers, to accept and ratify an agreement with 
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of public lanfls. These areIndian lands. I ask also that the report 
aa accompanying letters be printed. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 

Mr. HASKELL also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 386, a bill (H. R. No. 3180) to provide for 
the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reser- 
vations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the States and 
Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, recommitted to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RAELROAD COMPANIES IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Iam instructed by the Committee on 
Railroads and Canals to report back the bill (H. R. No. 2534) to au- 
therize the consolidation of railroad companies in the Territories of 
the United States, and to move that the committee be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroads, as it relates to railroads west of the Missis- 


sippi. 
© motion was agreed to. 
CAPITOL CHANGES AND REPAIRS. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3181) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Architect of the Capitol to make certain changes and repairs 
in the House wing of the Capitol; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION BILLS. 


Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a question of privilege concerning the 
reference of certain bills and executive communications. I have 
‘been informed that in accordance with a previous order of the House 
all claims haye been referred to the Committee on Claims, which, of 
course, is entirely proper and legitimate under the rules. But the 
Committee on Rules at this time has over six hundred bills referred 
to it, and is = buried underits work. And I rise this morn- 
ing to ask the House to give an order that all claims oe. from 
Indian depredations, wherein certain treaty stipulations are affected 
in certain instances, and where in some instances a question arises 
whether a claim shall be paid from Indian annuities or the public 
Treasury—that all such claims may be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, with the executive documents relating thereto. I 
make the motion to that effect, believing that will be in the interest 
of the fair consideration and dispatch of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state there is a large class of 
claims known as Indian depredation claims over which the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs might probably have jurisdiction, provided they 
are claims that would be paid or might be paid out of the Indian 
fands. But the Chair has hitherto, when called upon to consider 
this question, referred such bills, following a precedent of the last 
Congress, to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HASKELL. I move that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of such bills as this and that they be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and that all subsequent 
bills of the same character and executive documents relating thereto 
be likewise so referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is this a privileged question ? 

The SPEAKER. Strictly, itis nota privileged question, the Chair 
thinks. The House, however, made no objection to the considera- 
tion of it. It is a matter that concerns the conduct of the business 
so closely that the Chair felt disposed to entertain the motion in the 
absence of early objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair will pardon me. The gentleman from 
Kansas said it was a privileged question and the opportunity to 
object was not presented. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas did state it was a 
question of privilege, and the House seemed to entertain it, nobody 
questioned it. 

Mr. HORR. Will the 


entleman from Kansas tell us who is to 
determine which bills will go one way and which will go another. 

Mr. HASKELL. — The bills on their face will state whether they 
are Indian depredation claims or not, whether they are claims for 
damages committed by Indians... It is my desire to discharge the 
Committee on Claims from the consideration of these Indian claims ; 
that those bills now before that committee go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and that all such bills hereafter introduced shall also 
go to that committee in order that there may not be divided jurisdic- 
tion. As the case is now we have some of the Indian depredation 
claims before the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which committee 
such claims have been referred for the last ten years, while at the 
same time others of them have been referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and executive documents giving us information are continu- 
ally being sent to the wrong committee and missing the bills to 
which they should be attached. My motion is made simply to unif: 
the entire matter so that some one committee may be charged wit 
this business, and that two committees may not be troubled with it. 

Mr. RANDALL. | I would like to ask if the chairman of the Gom- 
mittee on Claims is present f 
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Mr. HASKELL. The chairman of the Committee on Claims, I 
have been informed, desires this action, as I before stated, for the 
reason that that committee has now over six hundred bills before it, 
and it is completely overloaded with work. 

Mr. RANDALL. Still I think the chairman of the committee 
should be present. 

Mr. CAMP. The chairman of the Committee on Claims is neces- 
sarily absent from the House to-day, and I suggest to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] to allow this matter to stand over for 
the present. 

Mr. HASKELL. The chairman of the Committee on Claims has 
already stated that this action is what he wants. 

Mr. RANDALL. He has not said so in a public way. 

Mr. HASKELL. Iam entirely willing that this matter should go 
over. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the motion. 

Mr. HASKELL. It is not a matter which I desire to press upon 
the House. I brought it up simply that the House might under- 
stand that a great deal of trouble was being caused by the reference 
of these bills to the wrong committee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees has been concluded. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iwas detained from the House and was not pres- 
ent when the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures was 
called. I desire to submit a report from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can submit his report now by 
unanimous consent. 

There was no objection. 

AMERICAN METRIC COINAGE. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I am directed by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures to submit a report in writing in favor of the 
—- of House bills Nos. 113 and 115, and embracing the whole sub- 
ject of American metric coinage. I move that the report be printed, 
and recommitted to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

The motion was agreed to; and the:report was accordingly printed 
and recommitted. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Inowmove that 10,000 extra copies of the report 
be printed for the use of the House, and that I suppose will go to the 
Committee on Printing, under the law. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to print extra copies will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing, under the law. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read and referred to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform this House what action has been taken by him under the provis- 
ions of oe 133, third session Forty-sixth Congress, which appropriated $15,000 
to enable the President to execute the provisions of section 1753 of the Revised 
Statutes, for the promotion of efficiency in the different branches of the civil serv- 
ice; and if said sum is insufficient, what farther amount is necessary for the pur- 
pose. 
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TRIAL OF GUITEAU. 
Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed 3,000 copies of the trial and proceedings of Charles 
J. Guiteau, for the use of the House. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. NEAL. I ask consent to submit for consideration at this time 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be requested to inform 
this House at his earliest convenience of the number and nature of tho suits which 
have been brought in the Court of Claims against the District of Columbia under 
the act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the 
settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of Columbia, and con- 
ferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other pur- 
poses,” specifying the names of suitors, the character of the claims, the number 
of those already disposed of, names of suitors and amounts of their respective 
claims, and the amounts of the judgments rendered on the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proper term to be used by the House is “ di- 
rected,” not ‘“‘requested.” 

Mr. NEAL. That is a mere verbal matter which I do not think 
of any importance. I will modify the resolution in that respect. 

The resolution as modified was then adopted. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

QUALIFICATIONS OF TERRITORIAL DELEGATES. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce and have considered at this time the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. I suppose there will be no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill defining the qualifications of Territorial Delegates in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Be it enacted, dc., That no person shall hereafter be a Delegate in any House of 
Representatives from any of the Territories of the United States who shall not have 
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attained the age of twenty-five years, and been seven years acitizen of the United 
States, and who shall not when elected be an inhabitant of the Territory in which 
he shall be chosen. And no such person who is guilty either of bigamy or polyg- 
amy shall be eligible to a seat as such Delegate. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. May I ask what committee this 
bill comes from ? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that it comes from 
any committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Then I object to its consideration. 

ee ee of Michigan. Do I understand that objection is 
made 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the present consideration 
of the bill, and one objection is sufficient. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Letthe bill go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I withdraw the bill for the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the withdrawal. A bill of this kind 
ought to be considered by a committee. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I did not offer it for reference. I 
asked unanimous consent for its consideration. Consent not being 
granted, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I object to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. I have no objection to its reference. 

Mr. VANCE. Why does not the gentleman from Michigan offer 
the bill for reference, and let us take action upon it regularly ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. The regular 
order is the unfinished business, which is the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. 

r. KING. I believe I have the floor on that subject. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MINERAL SPECIMENS. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Before the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
KING] proceeds upon the regular order of business I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration at this time of a bill making 
a special er Paaces for the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. KING. I have no objection. 

A MEMBER. How long will it take? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Only a very few minutes, I think. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska, [Mr. VALENTINE, ] 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a bill the title of which wi!! be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2796) to appropriate $5,000 for packing, transportins, and arrang- 
ng certain agricultural and mineral specimens. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hearthe bill read, the right to oject being 
reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Be it enacted, éc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropri the sum of $5,000, or so much ihereof as ma: 
be necessary, for the purpose of enabling the Commissioner of Agriculture to pac 
and transport to Washington, and arrange for permanent exhibition, certain agri- 
cultural and mineral specimens recently exhibited at the Atlanta exposition and 
presented to the Department of Agriculture by the exhibitors, said sum to be im- 
mediately available ; and that the Commissioner of Agriculture shall report to 
Congress an itemized account of expenditures. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill was reported 
by the Committee on Agriculture and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. The gentleman from 
Nebraska now asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged fromits further 
consideration and that it be brought before the House for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, and Mr. ATKINS objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Who makes the objection? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SINGLETON. } 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Iam afraid that if this bill be passed 
the next thing will be a proposition to put up additional buildings 
to hold these specimens. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will state—— 


ENLARGEMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CALKINS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. The regular 
order is the unfinished business coming over from yesterday, being 
the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KING. I call your attention, Mr. Speaker, to your remarks of 
yesterday in which you stated that before entertaining any other 
motion the pending point of order should be disposed of or withdrawn. 
I presume before I proceed that point will have to be decided. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that it cannot enter- 
tain a motion to amend a pending amendment or substitute until a 
point of order raised upon the amendment or substitute has been 
disposed of. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] and 
also the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] made a point of 
order upon the substitute offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. OxtH.] Is the point of order insisted upon? ; 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair allow the point of order to be | 
discussed briefly before he decides the question? I would like to be | 
heard upon the point. 


| namely. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey desire to 
be heard on the point of order ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I should be glad to have the point of order re- 
served until other gentlemen have made their speeches. 

The SPEAKER. The question cannot be reserved, as gentlemen 
desire to offer further amendments. 

Mr. ROBESON. Very well, I insist on my point of order. The 
point is that the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is not 
guees to the proposition before the House, for two reasons. First, 

ecause the pending report is a proposition to amend the rufles gov- 
erning the present House, whereas the proposed substitute is a propo- 
sition to provide rules for a House which is to come after us. My 
second objection is that the proposed substitute is not germane, be- 
cause the report of the Committee on Rules is a proposition to increase 
the number of certain committees, and that only; while the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana is to change the whole method of 
appointing committees, going to an entirely different subject, having 
relation to different principles not embraced in this report nor in 
order to be discussed in this debate. 

Mr. JOYCE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOYCE. Would it be proper now to move to recommit this 
whole matter to the Committee on Rules? If in order, I will make 
that motion. 

Mr. ROBESON. The Committee on Rules has presented this re- 
port. According te the sense of the House we have opened it for 
debate. We have allowed debate on the other side without limit, 
for gentlemen have spoken in opposition to this proposition of the 
Committee on Rules, while the Committee on Rules itself has not 
been heard. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, after he had been 
accorded the floor and made his speech, seemed to think that was 
the end of the whole maiter, and thereupon moved to lay the whole 
subject upon the table, which had the effect to cut off all further 
debate. Now, sir, I desire the Committee on Rules, which is repre- 
sented on both sides of this House, shall be allowed a chance to 
speak before any positive action is taken upon the pending report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. I merely ask that that committee may have a 
chance to be heard. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the motion to 
recommit would be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Having been recognized to speak to the point 
of order, I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has been recognized 
on the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I yield to the gentleman from Indiana, who 
moved the substitute for the purpose of making a statement in 
regard to his own proposition. 

Mr. JOYCE. I should like to know whether my motion to recom- 
mit is now pending? 

Mr. ORTH. The gentleman from Illinois yields to me, as I under- 
stand it, for half a minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not limit the gentleman to half a minute, 
but for the purpose of making his statement in reference to his propo- 
sition, whatever it may be. P 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am not in condition of voice this morn- 
ing to enter into any discussion at length, and do not “esire to do so, 
but merely wish, in half a dozen words, to meet the objections stated 
by the gentleman from New Jersey in reference to the pending ques- 
tion of order. j 

And, in the first place, I will read for the benefit of the House so 
much of the report of the gentleman from New Jersey as is applica- 
ble to the point of order. It states that— 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred sundry amendments to therules 
of te House, having had the same under consideration, submit the following 
Te : 

The committee recommend the amendment of Rule X so as to read as follows, 
namely. 

That, then, is the question before this House, the amendment to 
Rule X, and to that I have offered a substitute embracing a larger 
amendment than that suggested by the Committee on Rules. ‘ 

The gentleman from New Jersey says it is not in order because it 
applies to the next House and not to this House; that we do not 
make rules for the next House, but merely rules for ourselves. In 
the second place, he alleges it is out of order because my substi- 
tute embraces more than the original proposition; that the original 
proposition is confined merely to an increase of a certain number of 
specified committees. My substitute does embrace a larger amend- 
ment of Rule X than the report of the committee, but I hear now for 
the first time any amendment to a proposition is out of order because 
it embraces more than the original text, and especially when the 
effect of the original proposition as well as of the substitute is to 
accomplish the same object, namely, the amendment of Rule X. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
language of the report submitted by the gentleman from New Jersey. 
It says: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred sundry amendments to the 
rate of = House, having had the same under consideration, submit the follow- 

ng report: 

the committee recommend the amendment of Rule X ao as to read as follows, 


: 
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general parliamentary law. What is general parliamentary law 
upon any given subject? It is a system so varied in its application 
in different localities that no man can exactly define it. And general 
parliamentary law for the action of the House of Representatives of 
the United States in the absence of defined and adopted rules is general 
parliamentary law, proceeding according to the rules, precedents, and 
practices of the last House of Representatives, which is the nearest 
analogous body. So that under that proposition these committees 
might have been directly appointed without motion. But my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] moved, and it was carried, I believe, 
unanimously or almost unanimously in this House—it was certainly 
carried that we adopt for the government of this House the rules of 
the last House until otherwise ordered by the House. And one of 
those rules was that when it is ‘‘ otherwise ordered,” that is, when 
arule is changed, it shall be changed according to the rules which 
we then adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
moment ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The last one of the rules of this House, which is 
now the rule of this House as much so as any other rule, is to the 
effect that these rules shall be binding not merely upon this House 
but upon its successors. That is now the positive, unequivocal law 
of the House ; so that the proposition of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON, ] which at first blush seems to be a strong point, 
that we cannot legislate for the next House of Representatives, abso- 
lutely falls to the ground. The gentleman from New Jersey cannot 
escape from the fact that, whatever the powers of this House may be 
upon its successor, it is declared that these rules shall operate in the 
next House as they operate in the present House until otherwise 
ordered. 

Then how does the case stand here? Itis proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to amend Rule X by increasing the number of mem- 
bers of the several committees; and now it is proposed by way of 
amendment to add a proviso that hereafter the members of those 
committees shall be elected in a particular manner. Why, sir, the 
argument is unanswerable. 

One word further. There isa principle of absolute universality on 
the question whether a proposition is germane or not. A bill is 
pending to appropriate money. Does anybody doubt that any propo- 
sition limiting that appropriation of money, or in any way control- 
ling this expenditure, is germane and therefore inorder? Does any- 
body doubt that when an office is being created you can, by a pro- 
viso which is necessarily germane, impose any limitation you think 
proper upon the office to be created? And can any gentleman doubt 
that when a proposition is before the House that certain committees 
shall be composed of a certain number of members—for that is the 
pending proposition—it is absolutely germane to say in what man- 
ner those committees shall be appointed in the future ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana one 
question before he sits down. Would it be germane in an appropri- 
ation bill to make an appropriation for the next Congress or to 
assume the powers of the next Cengress in making appropriations ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do it all the time. We do that every session 
of Congress. And let me make this suggestion : et na there was 
a bill making an appropriation ef money extending through a period 
covered by more than one Congress, then does the gentleman doubt 
you could impose any limitation operating upon the next Congress 
so far as that act of legislation is concerned ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. HASKELL, and Mr. CALKINS rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBE- 
son] allow me to have read—— 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield tothe gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CaLk- 
INS] for one moment. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say a word in reply to my colleague, 
(Mr. HoLMAn. 

Mr. BELFORD. Lrise toa question of order. Paragraph 6 of Rule 
XIV is as follows: 

No member shall speak more than once to the same question without leave of 
the House unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer of the matter pending, 
in which case he shall be permitted to speak in reply, but not until every member 
choosing to speak shall have spoken. 

Now, I raise the point that the gentleman from New Jersey and the 
gentleman from Kansas, if I recollect aright, have been heard half a 
dozen times upon this subject. And I want to inquire whether the 
privileges of this House are entirely in the hands of two or three 
members or whether other gentlemen on the floor of this House shall 
have aright to be heard upon questions affecting its organization? 
[Applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] 
rises to a point of order and reads the rule. The gentleman himself 
was not insisting upon the floor for the purpose of being leard on 
this question. 

Mr. BELFORD. I have been here for two days without an oppor- 
tunity of being heard, because I do not belong to the sacred circle 
that assumes domination of the debates in this House. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] is 
recognized. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire the attention for a moment of the gentle- 
roan from Colorado, [Mr. BELForD. ] 


Will the gentleman from New York allow me a 
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Mr. BELFORD. I willsay, in reply to the suggestion of the Chair, 
that I desire to be heard on this subject notwithstanding that I sit 
on one of the back seats and when at home am so far removed from 
this Capitol, living inthe Rocky Mountains. And I but utter a com- 
mon complaint when I say the younger members of this House do not 
seem to have any rights in it that are respected. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, the gentleman from 
Colorado does not desire to be heard upon the point of order which 
is pending. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to be heard upon that point of order, and 
to speak to it as other gentlemen have spoken to it, by discussing the 
whole question. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made against the substitute 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. ORTH. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. That is what I want to speak about. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard upon the 
point of order? 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to be heard upon the question of order, 
if I can discuss it like the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] yesterday or the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] 
to-day, for it seemed to me that they discussed the entire question. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. 
be disposed of. 

Mr. CALKINS. [rise for the purpose of making a suggestion in 
regard to the point made by my colleague on the other side, [ Mr. Hot- 
MAN.] Lunderstand him to assume that this House may make a rule 
which will bind a succeeding House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my colleague allow me? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The rule of the House so declares, and the present 
rules of the House are under consideration. These rules are the law 
of this House, whether they can operate upon the next House or not. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not care what the rules declare. What I 
wanted my colleague to answer was whether he asserts that this 
House may make a rule that will bind a succeeding House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that it is undoubtedly clear that each 
House may adopt its own mode of proceedings. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then what becomes of my colleague’s, argument 
that this substitute is germane to the amendment of the rules reported 
by the Committee on Rules, when if the substitute be adopted, it is 
not to bind this House at all, and if it is to have any operation at all 
it will be upon the next Honse? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my colleague will permit me to answer, I will 
say that it is germane, because it applies to a rule which is declared 
to be a rule of the next House as well as of this. 

Mr. CALKINS. A declaration which my colleague admits this 
House cannot make to bind a succeeding House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Still it is in the rules adopted by this House. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise also to say that this House cannot make a 
restriction on any bill, appropriation or otherwise, so as to bind the 
next House; for what one Congress may enact another Congress 
may repeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Independent of the declaration in the rule that 
these rules shall be the rules of succeeding Congresses, looking at 
the ee as one of practical legislation for this House, do not the 
rules adopted by the House at the present session, and for the present 
Congress, become the rules of the next House for all practical pur- 
poses? And is it proper that the Speaker shall be called upon to 
rule a proposition to be not germane when it applies to a measure 
which the rules of the House say is continuous in its operation ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me state it in this way: my colleague’s posi- 
tion now is that this proposed substitute is germane because it con- 
tains a suggestion which the next House may or may not adopt; 
althgugh it is not germane so far as it affects the action of this 
House; for, as he admits, the report of the committee is upon the 
rules for this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my colleague allow meto ask him a question 
right here ? 

fr. CALKINS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to ask him a question on the point of 
whether this is germane or not. Suppose my colleague should offer 
a proposition that the modification of the rules proposed by this 
report should not take effect during the present Congressional term. 
Does my colleague say that proposition would not be germane ? 

Mr. CALKINS. If the Committee on Rules had made such a re- 
port—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. I would say that if the Committee on Rules should 
make any such report to this House we would simply say it was 
foolishness and would refuse to entertain it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague misapprehends me. The report of 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESON] is to amend Rule X. 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir , to amend portions of Rule X. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report says “ to amend Rule X.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Takeiteitherway. Suppose my colleague should 
now move by way of proviso that the proposed amendment to Rule 
X should not operate upon the present House, but shall operate u 
the next House. Does he doubt that such a proposition would be 
germane to the main question? Undoubtedly it is clearly germane. 


The Chair thinks the question of order had better 


Yes, sir. 
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Mr. CALKINS. Let me again answer my colleague, because he 
seems uneasy every time I call him to the point. He admits that 
this House cannot make rules for the next House. He admits that 
the proposition of my other colleague from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] to 
amend the report of the Committee on Rules by way of substitute 
is to apply not to this House but to the next, if it has any applica- 
tion at all. He admits that the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules is to operate on this House; and yet he says the 
substitute of my other colleague is germane to the question before 
this House because it may be persuasive upon the next House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague does not answer my question. 

Mr. ATKINS. As pertinent. to this very point, I desire to have 
read from the RECORD, an authority which I suppose this House will 
not doubt, the very highest authority that this House has, to the 
effect that the rules of the last House are in force upon this House 
until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me finish what 1 have to say. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let it be read, for it will throw light upon what 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] is talking about. 

Mr. CALKINS. Very well; I will yield for that purpose. 

The Clerk read as follows, from the proceedings of December 19, 
1881: 

The Speaker. The Chair is of the opinion that by immemorial usage or 
practice the Speaker in each Congress has recognized the rules of the last House 
as governing until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is precisely what the 
gentleman from New Jersey has said, that by immemorial usage 
we adopt by common consent the rules of the last House as being 
nearest to the rules which should govern such a body as this. That 
is all there is in that point. _I now yield to my other colleague [Mr. 
ORTH] for a moment. 

Mr. ORTH. I wish to put this question to my colleague, whether 
he contends that the entire proposition embraced in my substitute is 
inoperative upon this House, or simply a part of it? 

Mr. CALKINS. Before I answer that question my colleague will 
allow me to say that I am perfectly willing and very anxious that 
a proposition of this kind shall at a proper time come before the 
House upon a square vote. But I do not believe that the present 
substitute is in order as an amendment to the report made by the 
Committee on Rules. I donot believethat it can be offered as a sub- 
stitute for the reasons already given by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, and for the further reason that it cannot be germane to the 
report now before the House, because there is nothing upon which it 
can operate, the report being for the government of the action of 
this body, and the substitute offered by my colleague being for the 

vernment of a future or subsequent House. 

Mr. ORTH. There is just where my colleague falls into an error. 
My substitute does not embrace exclusively matters for the govern- 
ment of the next House. My colleague’s assumption that the whole 
of my substitute applies to the next Congress is unfounded, as he will 
see when he reads it. The only portion of my subsitute that can by 
any process of reasoning be construed as applying especially to the 
next House is with regard to the organization of committees. Does 
not the entire residue of Rule X remain for the government of the 
House until the 4th of March, 1883? I embrace in my substitute in 
the form of a new rule the standing and select committees of this 
House and the duty of the chairman of a committee with regard to 
the appointment of his committee clerk. Are not those things applica- 
ble to this House? I do not see why my colleague should suppose 
that the whole of my substitute relates to the appointment of com- 
mittees. It does not. The substitute proposes simply to amend Rule 
X more extensively, more broadly, than is contemplated by the re- 
port of the Committee on Rules. Now, I hear a great deal said about 
a ‘‘fair and square vote” on this proposition. Sir, now is the time 
for a fair and square vote. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is a question of order. 

Mr. ORTH. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I think that the tendency of this 
debate has been to draw us away from the real question presented 
in the point of order made by the gentleman from New Jersey. That 
gentleman says that the amendments proposed in the substitute of 
the gentleman from Indiana are not germane to the subject-matter 
of the report, and are, therefore, out of order. Now, Mr. Speaker, it 
will be seen upon looking at the report that it is a response on the 
part of the Committee on Rules to various propositions for the amend- 
ment of those rules which have been read in the House and referred 
to that committee. If the point of order made by the gentleman 
from New Jersey is a good one, then the House is powerless to make 
any amendments to a report which the Committee on Rules may 
make with regard to the amendment of any rule now operating as 
the law of this House. Mr. Speaker, it is a startling proposition that 
there can be no change of a rule save that which is reported by the 
Committee on Rules. 

The report starts out with the declaration that in response to nu- 
merous amendments offered in the House the committee makes this 
report. I beg to call the attention of the Speaker to the language of 
the report; and I take it for granted that there is no misprint in the 
RECORD of this morning in regard to it. 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. HOOKER. In what regard? 
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The SPEAKER. In the heading, in the number of members of 
certain committees, and in the name of one committee. 

Mr. HOOKER, (reading :) 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred sundry amendments to the 
rules a the House, having had the same under consideration, submit the following 
report: 

‘The committee recommend the amendment of Rule X so as to read as follows.” 

The SPEAKER. It should read ‘sundry paragraphs of Rule X.” 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, sir, it does not so read in the RECORD; but 
even if the Speaker is correct, as I presume he is—even if that 
should be the language printed in the report of the committee, does 
the Speaker mean to hold or can anybody contend that the power of 
this House in making amendments to the rules is limited by the report 
of the committee? Can the House make no amendment to a propo- 
sition thus reported by making it broader or more restricted? The 
substitute of the gentleman from Indiana simply makes a broader 
amendment of the rules than that recommended by the committee. 
Surely no one who will refer to the ordinary rules by which parlia- 
mentary bodies are governed, the ordinary principles of parliamen- 
tary law which the gentleman from New Jersey so eloquently in- 
vokes—no one referring to these principles of parliamentary law, in 
the absence of any specific rule, will say that this House is powerless 
to make a broader and more restricted amendment than the one pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that the point of order 
cannot be sustained according to any principle of parliamentary law. 
Suppose there were attached to the report of the committee a pro- 
vision that the repert should not be operative until the meeting of 
the next Congress, I think that no rule of parliamentary law would 
exclude such a provision. If any gentleman here should offer as an 
amendment the proviso that ‘‘ this shall not apply to the present 
Con ,” it seems to me that no principle of parliamentary law 
would exclude such a provision, Hence it is obvious to my mind 
that the question of time does not enter into this question of order 
at all. Whether the report of the committee shall apply te the 
present Congress or to a subsequent Congress does not, in my view, 
affect the propriety of the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

What is the report of the Committee on Rules? It is that, having 
had sundry propositions referred to it having for their object the 
amendment of the rules of the House of Representatives, it proceeded 
to report for the action of the House the measure now pending pro- 
viding for the increase of the membership of certain committees and 
a different name for some of the committees. The gentleman from 
Indiana offers as a substitute for that report and for the amendments 
proposed a proposition which bears on the construction of the com- 
mittees, on the organization of the committees, on the mode of se- 
lecting the committees of the House. Now, then, the proposition 
reported by the committee contemplates the selection of the commit- 
tees by the House, and the increase in the membership of those com- 
mittees would be provided for by appointment of the Speaker of the 
House, if that proposition shall be adopted and made applicable to 
the present Congress. If the proposition of the gentleman from In- 
diana shall be adopted, the increase in membership of the commit- 
tees will be chosen by the House. 

It will not do to undertake to say that a square vote on this ques- 
tion would lead, perhaps, to a different result, for it is not only ger 
mane, but it bears directly on the selection of additional membership 
of committees, if that shall be provided, by a vote of the House; it 
takes away from the Speaker the power of choosing that additional 
membership, and places the control and appointment of it in the 
House, according to the plan suggested by the gentleman from 
Indiana. But to argue that it is not germane when it leads to this 
definite, material result, when it provides a different course for effect- 
ing the object proposed by the committee, is, to my mind, simply a 
way of evading a direct and square vote on the proposition itself. 
And I hope, sir, for the sake and vindication of parliamentary law 
and correct principles, no such ruling will be made by the Speaker 
on the point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, there is unnecessary 
confusion thrown into this discussion. Now, what are these rules? 
They are for the government of this House. How fardothey extend? 
During the pleasure of this House. When they are once adopted as 
the rules of the House of Representatives, until changed, they govern 
the next House. I insist as a correct proposition that until changed, 
until some action rescinding the rules or adopting others, they are 
rules of the next House. Now, the question is, can you in this 
Congress prescribe rules for the next Congress? In opposition to 
the next Congress, no; but without any action to the contrary of 
the next Congress, yes. By common practice and immemorial usage 
it is so established, sir. We would indeed be in a chaotic condition 
were it otherwise. I grant, sir, that this House is not bound by the 
rules of the last against its own will. It can change any rule of the 
last Congress—do away with all of them and adopt entirely new 
ones; but until it affirmatively does do that, we act under the old 
ones, and do this by common practice and immemorial usage. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you have appointed these committees under the 
rulesof the last House of Representatives, and thereby sanctioned this 
view of it. And your predecessors have done the same thing. This 

| proposition of the gentleman from Indiana is to change that method 
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of appointing the committees. When the next House meets, if this 
amendment prevails, the House as a body, and not the Speaker, will 
appoint the committees. Now, while the next House has the consti- 
tutional right to prescribe its own rules and would not be bound by 
our action, nevertheless until they affirmatively act on the subject, 
I hold that the rules in force when it met would bind it. 

What are the rules? They are built up from the usages and cus- 
toms of the House of Representatives since the organization of the 
Government; simply this, and no more. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. In reply to the point suggested by 
the gentleman from Illinois, who has just taken his seat, that the 
rules of the last House are binding upon this, that a former House 
has the power to bind by its rules a succeeding House, I do not care 
to submit any views of my own so much as to read briefly from the 
Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, by Mr. Cushing. I 
think that will be a complete answer to all that the gentleman has 
stated upon that proposition. I deny the doctrine, and I doubt if 
there is any recognized authority on the subject which will sustain 
the gentleman in the position he hastaken. The Constitution of the 
United States provides that ‘‘Eaeh House may determine the rules of 
its proceedings.” Now the — from Illinois contends that if 
one House determines its rules of proceeding and then declares that 
those rules shall be binding upon a succeeding House, it follows that 
they are so binding until abrogated. I deny that proposition, and 
I wish to call the attention of the Chair and the gentleman from 
Illinois to section 613 of Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative 
Assemblies. I read: 


In addition to what has already been incidentally stated concerning the rules of 
proceeding which are in use in our legislative assemblies, it may be remarked here 
that in all the American constitutions, except those of North Carolina and Georgia, 
it = — provided that each assembly shall determine the rules of its pro- 
ceeding. 


Such a declaration is embodied in the Constitution of the United 


States. 
The author further says: 


Two important differences between the two houses of the British Parliament 
and our legislative assemblies in respect to the rules by which they are respec- 
tively governed seem to result from the establishment of this principle. The first 
is that the system of standing orders by which one house of Parliament binds its 
successors does not prevail here at all. The other is that each assembly, until it 
adopts rules and orders for itself, is without any other rules for its government 
than those which result from the common parliamentary law. 


I desire further to call the attention of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to the following section: 


The principle that each branch of a legislative assembly has a right to determine 
its own rules is deemed so important that where it is inserted in the constitution of 
a State (as it is inserted in the Constitution of the United States) ithas been doubted 
whether it was competent for the Legislature of such a State by law to provide 
rules for the government of its respective branches which should bind them and 


supersede their authority to make rules for themselves. 


Again, at section 792, I find it further stated : 

In the American constitutions itis provided generally that each House shall have 
the right to determine the rules of its own proceedings. 

Now, if the gentleman from Illinois will give me his attention while 
I read this section bearing upon his proposition that the rules of the 
last House may declare such rules binding on asucceeding House until 
— Iam quite sure he will recede from the position he has 
taken. 

Mr. SPARKS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him just 
here to answer that question ? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. As soon as I am through with this 
proposition. The author states upon this point how, in the Ameri- 
can Constitution, it is provided generally that each House shall have 
the right to determine the rules of its own proceedings: 


No legislative assembly, therefore, can make any rule which shall be binding 
upon its successors, even until abrogated or rescinded by them. Hence the sys- 
tem of standing orders is not in use in our legislative ies, but it is the invari- 
able practice of cach of them soon after their first organization to provide and 


adopt a code of written rules for the government and regulation of its own pro- 
ceedings. 

This lays down the doctrine clearly and unequivocally that the 
Lp is not called upon to abrogate the rules of the preceding 

Ouse. 

Mr. SPARKS. Of course I admit that every House has the power 
to make its own rules. That isa constitutional right. There is no 
question of that. How far now can a preceding bind a succeeding 
House is the question? Practically, and as against the will of the 
succeeding House, not at all. There is no rule here attempting to do 
so in opposition to the will of the succeeding House, but it is and 
has been the practice and immemorial usage, so far as our Govern- 
ment is concerned, for succeeding Houses to act upon and be bound 
by the rules in force at the expiration of preceding Houses, And 
that usage, in my judgment, makes a binding rule of action until 
the new House adopts its own rules. ‘This House has always pro- 
ceeded in that way. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I think a new House never pro- 
ceeds upon that theory, and we certainly did not in the organiza- 
tion of the present body. One House should never attempt to adopt 
rules for a succeeding House, and if it makes such attempt-it has no 
binding force. We only acted under the rules of the last House as 
a matter of convenience, and in the absence of any rules of our own 
except common parliamentary law. 
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Mr. SPARKS. I do not pretend to claim that a House can pre- 
scribe rules which will be binding upon its successor without its 
consent, but I insist, and I am trying to show that by usage, by com- 
mon consent, by usage which has become immemorial, that a sue- 
ceeding House without rule of its own has been bound primarily by 
the laws of the preceding House. That point I understand to be 
fully settled; you yourself, Mr. Speaker, so decided at the beginning 
of this session. Mr. Frost. of Missouri, made a point of order that 
there were no rules of the House for the reason that the rules of the 
preceding House had not yet been adopted by this House, and you 
ruled that therules of the preceding House should be binding, should 
be the guide and the rule of this House until changed or otherwise 
ordered. 

But that is not all. Not only was that the ruling of the present 
occupant of the chair, but every preceding Speaker of the House who 
has been called upon to rule upon the subject at all, so far as I have 
been able to examine the question, has ruled the same way. The 
rules in orce when one House dies are the rules of the succeeding 
ees they all say, until changed or others are adopted by the new 

ouse, 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? I think he will find on examination that Speaker Kerr 
made an exception to that ruling. 

Mr. SPARKS. Ifthe gentleman from Texas knows of an excep- 
tion, or knows of a case where a different ruling has been had, I am 
willing of course to stand corrected ; but I do not remember in my 
experience here such a case, nor have I found on examination any 
such exception. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to call his attention 
to the ruling of Speaker Kerr, in which he held that there was no 
rule exeept by usage ? 

ro SPARKS. Ido not remember the ruling to which my friend 
refers, 

Mr. CALKINS. He held that the rules of the preceding House did 
not bind the succeeding House. 

Mr. SPARKS. I will now read the ruling of the present occupant 
of the chair, to which I referred awhile ago: 

Mr. Pace. I move that we now proceed to draw for seats. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, if the rules adopted in the last Con- 
gress are to be regarded as governing this body, (and the Chair is obliged so to re- 
gard them, whether this House has adopted them or not, because we must act under 
some rules, for the time being at least,) there is no doubt that the next business in 
order would be the drawing of seats. 

The present occupant of the chair, as shown by this quotation and, 
as I undertake to say, in keeping with the uniform practice and de- 
cision of former Speakers, with the single exception of Speaker 
Kerr, (if, indeed, he made the ruling as stated,) has held that the 
rules of the preceding House should be the rules to govern the then 
existing House until changed or otherwise ordered. And that ruling 
having grown into immemorial usage makes a valid and binding rule, 
according to my judgment. 

Mr. MILLS. There can be no question, as stated here, as to the 
authority of each House to make rules for its own guidance. But 
there can be no question but that that principle has been uniformly 
violated in all Congresses of the United States that I have exam- 
ined. ‘ 

Mr. CALKINS. Attempted to be violated. 

Mr. MILLS. Every legislative body prescribes the rules for the 
succeeding body. They alwaysdid. Now the objection made tothe 
substitute of the gentleman from Indiana is that his amendment 
reaches to the next House of Representatives. Still I say that he 
has precedent for that in the rules before us; that is to say, the rules 
adopted by the last Congress. Rule II provides— 

There shall be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, to continue in office until their successors are chosen and qualified, a Clerk, 
Sergéant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, Chaplain, &c. 

That rule provided for the election of a Speaker of the presenti 
Congress. That rule was adopted by the Forty-sixth Congress, and 
the election for Speaker of the present Congress was held under it. It 
provided how the officers of the present Congress should be chesen, 
whether by ballot or by 2 viva voce vote. That rule of the last House, 
therefore, provided a code and prescribed precisely the manner of the 
organization of the Forty-seventh Congress, notwithstanding the 
fact that the Constitution gives exclusive authority to each House 
to prescribe its own rules. 

And that is not the only rule to which I now wish to call atten- 
tion. Here we find Rule IIT providing that— 

The Clerk shall, at the commencement of the first session of each Congress, cali 
the members to order, proceed to call the roll of members by States in alphabet- 
ical order, &e. 

There is authority under two rules of the last House for the guid- 
ance of this; and I have only had the opportunity to look at them 
for a moment. In this last rule, where a code is provided for the 
government of the Clerk in the succeeding Congress, this practice is 

clearly set forth. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is done by law. The Clerk of the House is 
directed by the law how to organize each House. 

Mr. MILLS. But the rules of the preceding House provide a way,. 
as I have shown. 


Mr. CALKINS. That is the statute law, however. 
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Mr. MILLS. And what right has the statute to say anything on 
the subject? The statute has done precisely what I say the rules 
have been doing. This House is a sovereign body, and members 
ought not to forget it, so far as its rules are concerned, just as the 
two bodies are sovereign so far as legislative authority 1s concerned. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALKINS. Suppose, notwithstanding the rule of the statute, 
the House should come together and elect by some other method, it 
would be as lawfully organized as if it followed the rule. The rule 
is a mere suggestion, is merely persuasive in regard to organizing 
the House in an orderly way. 





Mr. MILLS. Precisely; and the resolution of the gentleman from | 


Indiana [Mr. OrTH] is persuasive to the extent the rules and law of 
the House have been. If, therefore, the proposition of the genitle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] is not authorized by law, then all 
these rules and the statutes made by both branches of the Congress 
of the United States are in violation of law. 

What, then, are we todo? The gentleman from Indiana offers a 
proposition that looks back to the first hour of the organization of 
the House. That hour is past with this House, and he simply pre- 
scribes in the very language that the Committee on Rules used in the 
midst of the term of the last House a method for the organization of 
the succeeding House of Representatives; and it was held to be in 
order, I suppose. The House took jurisdiction of that question, and 
said how both the Speaker and Clerk should be elected by the next 
House of Representatives. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this proposition offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana is germane because it touches a reform that may be made 
in this House. It is only inchoate inthis. It may be amended after- 
ward. It is not perfect. This House can say, by an additional line 
at the end of the proposition offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
that this rule shall apply to the present House of Representatives ; 
and that the Speaker shall, on a day fixed, proceed to reorganize this 
House in accordance with this rule. That can be done. It can be 
amended and made to apply to this House. And if it goes one step 
of the way it is no sound objection to assert that it does not go the 
whole way. It is in the line of march to the correction of what this 
House characterizes as an abuse, and it is germane to the very ques- 
tion. 

Why, sir, we have here in the report of the Committee on Rules a 
proposition to amend the rules. The power of this House over its 
rules is a continuing power. It continues through every moment of 
its existence. This House does not part with its constitutional power 
to make its own rules, because it makes a code of rules on the first 
day of the session. That power is as full of vitality on the second 
day of the session as on the first. It is as full of vitality on the last 
day of the session as on the first. The House has, during its whole 
existence, the power to construct, to destroy, to reconstruct again 
at its pleasure, so far as the mode of the procedure of its business is 
concerned. It has a continuing sovereignty, wearing its crown and 
wielding its scepter every moment of itsexistence. If the House can 
amend this rule by adding two members to a committee, it can amend 
it by odding forty, or it can take away one-half or any other number. 
And it can reconstruct that committee. It can prescribe a different 
mode frem that already existing by which that committee can be 
reconstructed. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. SCALES. ] ; 

Mr. SCALES. I do not desire to detain the House more than a 
few moments, and I address myself only to the objection that we can- 
not bind the next House. I do not think it is essential in discuss- 
ing this question or deciding upon it that it should have any refer- 
ence to the next House. We are not now making rules for the next 
House. We are now making rules for this House only ; and the fact 
that this rule cannot take effect in this House is no reason for deny- 
ing the power of the House to change it. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, what is the rule of this House as it stands? I 
will read it: 

Unless otherwise ~ poe! ordered by the House, the Speaker shall appoint at 
the commencement of each Congress the following standing committees. 

Now it is maintained by many here that there is something radi- 
eally wrong in that rule. That it gives the Speaker too much power, 
and that it ought to be changed now and here in the Forty-seventh 
Congress. Am I told that because I cannot bind the next House I 
cannot change this rule and make it express the views of a majority 
of the present House, and thus by the example and precedent, with 
whatever of authority they may have, show to succeeding Houses 
that the Forty-seventh Congress did not believe in the principle that 
the Speaker should appoint the committees and thus control the legis- 
lation of the country rather than the House itself? 

What is the proposition, Mr. Speaker? It is simply that the num- 
bers of the committees shall be increased. An amendment is offered 
that the method of appointment shall be changed. Now, the main 
objection urged so far against the change is that it cannotapply to this 
House and wecannot makerulesfor thenext. Concede both, and still 
I maintain that this House not only can but should make its own 
rules without reference to any other House, so as in their judgment 
to promote the public interest. 

Under this view, sir, we act for ourselves, if I am correct, and our- 
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selves alone, and claim the right to make rules to sait ourselves alone. 
They may not be wise or effective, but they are ours. Why,then,discuss 
it upon any such basis? The fact that this rule cannot affect this 
House may be an argument why we should not pass it, but certainly 
is no argument against the power todo so. That power, in my view, 
cannot be denied. If further authority be needed it is found in the 
very commencement of this Rule X, which says: 


Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House the Speaker shall appoint. 


Now, sir, it is proposed that it shall be “otherwise specially or- 
dered.” But you meet me by saying that it will not have any effect in 
this Congress. It will have an effect. It will be the voice of this 
Congress. It will be the act of this House of Representatives, to go 
down to succeeding Congresses, with all the other rules we have 
adopted, with whatever weight or authority this House can give 
it, for their acceptance or rejection. I have confined myself to this 
point because upon this was urged the principal objection to this sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
the House has been betrayed into a great deal of irrelevant discus- 
sion by a remark made on yesterday by the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. OrtH] which is not printed in the RecorD of this morning; 
that is, that he did not ae his remedy to apply to this House. 
He says this morning that he does seek to apply it to this House, as 
I now understand him. 

Mr. ORTH. No; I beg pardon of the gentleman from Georgia. I 
say that so far as the appointment of committees of this House is 
concerned, my proposition will not apply; but it will apply to the 
balance, so far as this House is concerned. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The gentleman says that so far as 
the appointment of committees is concerned his proposition does not 
apply to this House. 

Mr. ORTH. AsI said yesterday. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. As to the balance, it does apply to 
this House ? 

Mr. ORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Does the gentleman mean as to the 
selection of the additional members proposed by this report ? 

Mr. ORTH. No, but as to the power of the chairmen of the stand- 
ing committees to select clerks of committees, &c.; everything but 
the appointment of committees. 

Mr. HAMMOND, ofGeorgia. I have naught to say now upon the 
merits of the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana because it 
would be out of order. I understand that the ouly question before 
the House is, Is the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana in 
order? 

One objection made to it by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
ROBESON] was that it was eut of order because it only pro to 
bind a succeeding House. Of course, to show the futility of that, it 
is only necessary to quote the Constitution. It is worse than a waste 
of time to talk about this House making a rule for a future House; 
and I submit that it is worse than a waste of time, it isindelicate for 
this House to talk about advising a future House how it ought to act. 

I cannot understand, therefore, how such arguments of gentlemen 
are sought to be made pertinent to thissubject. It may be held, they 
may think, that the adoption of this proposition would change the 
whole organization of the committees of this House. I do not know 
that it would; I do not care to express any opinion on the subject. 

But I want to say that under the latter clause of paragraph 7 of 
Rule XVI the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrtTH] 
is clearly out of order. Some gentleman says that this House has the 
power to change these rules. Certainly. It has power to change its 
committees. Certainly. The rule says that ‘“‘unless otherwise spe- 
cially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall appoint, at the com- 
mencement of each Congress, the jfollowing standing committees,” 
&c., and we can change it if we please. But we have arule to carry 
on business “decently and in order,” which provides that when a 
“subject” is before the House no other ‘‘ subject” shall be ingrafted 
upon that by way of amendment. The language of the rule is: 

And no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under considera- 
tion shall be admitted under color of amendment. 

Now, to take an illustration made by a gentleman here, suppose this 
was a question of appropriating money in a general appropriation 
bill, and I wanted to ingraft an amendment upon it to pay some pri- 
vate claim. You would say, Your claim may be right, it may be 
very just, but it cannot come in on this bill, ‘because it is not ger- 
mane to this business, it ison adifferent subject. Therefore it seems 
to me that the only question for the House to determine, or rather 
for the Chair to determine, in order to ascertain how to decide this 
question of order is, What is the subject now before the House? 
The report of the Committee on Rules does not propose to change the 
organization of the committees, it does not propose to change the 
person who shall appoint the committees. Itsimply declares that 
certain paragraphs of Rule X shall be so changed as—to do what? 
To increase the members of certain named committees that are em- 
braced in Rule X. 

How can it be germane to the subject to say that instead of having 
one man to appoint the committees we will have ten? That isa for- 
eign proposition. We are not discussing how many committees we 
shall have, nor what committees we shall have, nor how they shall be 
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organized. The proposition now is simply that certain committees, 
which in the opinion of the Committee on Rules have too small a num- 
ber of members, shall have a greater membership. That isall. It 
seems to me perfectly clear that the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. ROBESON. This discussion of course is going on under the 
permission of the Speaker, whose authority it is to decide the qnes- 
tion of order, if he chooses, without debate. He is, I suppose, simply 
desirous of taking the sense of the House upon a matter of impor- 
tance. 

Therefore, under the permission of the Speaker, and with the favor 
of my friend from Colorado, [Mr. BELFoRD, ] if he will give it, I will 
restate the proposition which I originally made, and upon which, as 
its maker, I occupied three minutes only, while the discussion has 
gone on for an hour and ahalf. If the gentleman from Colorado 
desires the floor on that point I will yield it to him. 

My proposition is that this proposed substitute is not germane for 
obvecia reasons. It is out of order, first, because it undertakes to do 
what the Constitution refuses toletusdo. It is out of order, second, 
because it is not germane, even if the Constitution did allow us to 
do it. 

The proposition embraced in the report of the Committee on Rules 
is generally a proposition to control the organization of the present 
House. The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrTH] 
is a proposition not only absolutely different in terms, but a proposi- 
tion of different applications and looking to a different end, to the 
control of the organization of the next House. Therefore it is not 
germane. 

It is not germane for another reason. This report seeks to amend 
certain paragraphs only of Rule X of this House, those paragraphs 
being the paragraphs which provide that the Committee on Ways 
and Means shall consist of thirteen members, the Committee on the 
Judiciary of fifteen members, &c. The question that is introduced 
here by the report of the Committee on Rules is how many members 
shall there be on these committees, and not who shall appoint them. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me—— : 

Mr. ROBESON. Excuse me; I have yielded for so many interrup- 
tions that the debate is running away from the proposition before 
the House. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] is out 
of order for another reason, the reason suggested by the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. HAMMOND, ] that it is entirely a different subject 
brought in under form of amendment. Being a different subject 
brought in under form of amendment, it is not only out of order 
under paragraph 7 of Rule XVI, but it is also out of order under 
Rule XXVIII, which provides that no proposition to change the rules, 
which the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Indiana does 
in a most essential manner, shall be presented to the House without 
<r one Gay’s notice. And our proposition went over under that 
rule. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana is a substantive 
proposition, put in under color of amendment, to establish a new 
order of things. It is subject directly to that point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to dispose of this question. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. When I was addressing the House on the point of 
order which the Speaker is about to decide, I was interrupted, by the 
Speaker with a remark that the publication of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules was incorrectly made in the REcoRD. My inquiry 
of the Chair is whether or not the report of the committee as it appears 
in to-day’s REcorD is not correctly printed as it was originally pre- 
sented from the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HOOKER. As I understand, the report is correctly printed in 
the REcorD of to-day, as it was originally presented for the consid- 
eration of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The report as originally printed in the RecorpD 
was, as the Chair is informed, reprinted in this morning’s RECORD; 
but it was always erroneous. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will make another inquiry of the Chair. I have 
not noticed peeenerey whether there has been any proposition 
adopted in the House by way of amendment to that report; but I 
will inquire of the Chair whether that report has been amended in 
any respect whatever since it was presented to the House; and I put 
the same inquiry to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that to be a par- 
liamentary inquiry ; it is a question of fact. 

Mr. HOOKER. When the Speaker interrupts me and says that a 
_ has been incorrectly printed, I certainly am entitled to know 
whether it was in fact correctly printed, because the remark was 
made by the Speaker as an answer to the argument I was making on 
the point of order. If the Speaker was mistaken about that and I 
was right, if this report as printed was the original report, then my 
point of order is well taken. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I offered yesterday an amendment to the 
report of the Committee on Rules, and the first amendment offered to 
that report. I moved to insert, after the words ‘‘ Mississippi River,” 
the words ‘‘ other than appropriations therefor.” After my amend- 
ment had been offered and discussed, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 


ORTH] submitted a proposition as a substitute for the original report 
of the Committee on Rules, including my amendment. I read the 
proceedings from page 463 of the RECORD: 

Mr. OrTH. I desire to offer an amendment by way of substitute for the original 
report of the Committee on Rules and the pending amendments thereto. 

he SPEAKER. The amendment pending is the one offered by the gentleman 

from California, {Mr. PAGE.} 

Mr. Ortu. I offer this as a substitute for the original proposition and all amend- 
ments. 


Mr. Pace. I understand the gentleman proposes a substitute for the whole 
report of the Committee on Rules now before the House. 

Mr. OrTH. I do. 

Mr. Pace. Including my amendment as well. 

Mr. OrtH. Certainly. 

Now I would like any member of the House to point out wherein the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Indiana is germane to the 
amendment offered by myself. My amendment was to insert certain 
words in a certain paragraph reported from the Committee on Rules. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana was offered as a sub- 
stitute for the report of the committee, including my amendment. 
The substitute of the gentleman from Indiana is not germane, has 
no reference at all to the perfecting of the report, but proposes sim- 
ply to provide how this House shall be organized in the future. In 
this view, I submit the Speaker must decide that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana is clearly out of order, at least at this 
stage of our proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands this point of order to be 
made against the substitute of the gentleman from Indiana upon 
several grounds. That substitute, as stated by the gentleman from 
Indiana himself, and as appears upon the face of the substitute, is 
for a change in the mode of appointing committees. It is nota propo- 
sition to amend the report of the Committee on Rules, but it is a sub- 
stantive Lay care ea to change the rules. It is not in any respect 
kindred, in the opinion of the Chair, to the enlarging of eommittees. 
In that view it is not germane. It does not propose in and of itself 
to amend the report of the Committee on Rules. It is, however, 
—enocnenty Soanes to decide that question. As long ago as the 
Seventeenth Congress, when Speaker Barbour, of Virginia, was in 
the chair, a question similar to this, involving the construction of a 
similar rule, came up. The present occupant of the chair has taken 
some pains to examine not only that decision, but decisions by Mr. 
Clay and others who have occupied the chair, and up to the present 
Congress there has been no variation in the holding with reference 
to the construction of this rule. The Chair directs the Clerk to read 
paragraph 1 of Rule XXVIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without one 
day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended except by a 


vote of two-thirds of the members eo shall the Speaker entertain a motion’ 


to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays of each month after the 
call of States and Territories shall have been completed, preference being given on 
the first Monday to individuals and on the third Monday to committees, and during 
the last six days of a session. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read also from 
the Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An amendment to the rules cannot be proposed without one day's notice, nor 
without a similar notice is it in order to offer an amendment the effect of which is 
to change a standing rule; and it is virtually an amendment of the rules to impose 
other duties upon an officer of the House than those already prescribed. 

The SPEAKER. The House will note that the proposed substitute 
is not a proposition to amend the report, but to amend the rules ina 
substantive way and not in the same manner thatis proposed by the 
Committee on Rules in its report. The Chair, however, notwith- 
standing its very distinct views as to the question of order, avails 
itself, on account of the peculiarrelation of this proposed amendment 
to the Chair, of its right to submit the question to the House for de- 
cision. The Chair therefore now submits to the House the question 
whether the point of order made by the gentleman from New Jersey 
against the substitute is well taken ? 

The Speaker was proceeding to put the question on sustaining 
the point of order, when 

Mr. ORTH said: I call for the yeas and nays. 

Pending a count upon the demand forthe yeas and nays, 

Mr. ORTH said: I withdraw the call. 

Mr. ROBESON. Do I understand the Chair to have decided this 
question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is submitting the question to the 
House for decision. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on the ordering of the yeas and nays, 
there were—ayes 46, noes 96. 

So (one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I am very confident the question 
was not understood as the Chair put it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I misunderstood it. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I think there was misapprehension. 

Mr. BAYNE. The difficulty is, the Speaker did not announce—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that instead of making a 
final decision on this point of order it would avail itself. 

Mr. BAYNE. But that isnot my'point. Whenthe vote was taken 
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vive voce in the first place there was no announcement by the Speaker 
as to whether the affirmative or negative had carried it. 

Several MpemMBers. Oh, yes, there was. 

Mr. CALKINS. There was no announcement, but immediately my 
colleague [Mr. ORTH] called for the yeas and nays, and in that way 
the confusion occurred. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the yeas and nays superseded any 
announcement. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I wish simply to say that the House 
voted under misapprehension; I do not think they understood the 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I move to reconsider the vote ordering 
the yeas and nays, and after that has been done they can be ordered 
understandingly. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on ordering the yeas and 
nays, which have been demanded by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. ROBESON. I withdraw the demand for the present, and I 
hope the Chair will state the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question which the Chair submits to the 
House is whether or not the point of order made by the gentleman 
from New Jersey against the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana is well taken. 

Mr. ROBESON asked for a division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 131, noes 64. 

Mr. ORTH demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KASSON. Before the roll is called I ask for the reading of the 
introductory part of the substitute of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the report after the word ‘‘namely,” in the second line thereof, 
and insert ‘‘ the following shall hereafter be the rule of the House.” 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 74, not 
voting 56; as follows: 





YEAS—1€2. 
Aiken, Dingley, Kelley, Robinson, James 5S. 
Aldrich, Dowd, Ketcham, Rassell, 
Anderson, Dunnell, Lacey, Ryan, 
Barr, Dwight, Lai , Shallenberger, 
Beach, Ellis, Leedom, Sherwin, 
Belford, Errett, Le Fevre, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Beltzhoover, Evins, Lewis, Smith, A. Herr, 
Black. Farwell, Chas. B. Lindsey, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Blackburn, Farwell, Sewell S. Lord, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Blanchard, Fisher, Martin, Spaulding, 
Blount, Flower, Mason, Speer, 
Bowman, Garrison, of McClure, Spooner, 
Brewer, George, McCoid, Steele, 
Briggs, God : McKinley, Stone, 
Browne, Grout, McLane, Strait, 
Buchanan, Gunter, Miller, Talbott, 
Barrows, JuliusC. Hammond, John Moore, Taylor, 
Batterworth, Hammond, N.J. Morey, Thomas, 
Cabell, Hardenbergh, Morse, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Calkins, Hardy, Moulton, Tillman, 
Camp, Harmer, O'Neill, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Campbell, Harris, Benj. W Pacheco, Townshend, R. W. 
Candler, Haseltine, Page, Tyler, 
Cannon, Haskell, Parker, Updegraff, J. T. 
Carpenter, Hawk, Paal, Updegraff, Thomas 
Cassidy, Hazelton, Payson, Urner, 
Caswell, Heilman, Peelle, Valentine 
Chace, Henderson, Pettibone, Van Voorhis, 
Chapman Herbert, Pound. Walker, 
Cook, Hewitt, G. W. Randall, Ward, 
Cornell, ill, Ranney, Washburn, 
Cox, William R. ek. Ray, wae 
Crapo, Orr, an, ebber, 
Gallen, Houk hot West, 
Darrell, Hubbs, Rice, Theron M. White, 
Davidson, Humphrey, Rice, William W. Williams, Chas. G. 
Davis, George R. Jacobs, Rich, Williams, Thomas 
Dawes, Jadwin, Richardson, D. P. Wise, Morgan R. 
Deering, Jones, James K. Ritchie, Young. 
Dezendorf, Jorgensen, Robeson, 
Dibble, Joyce, Robinson, Geo. D. 
NAYS—74. 

Armfield, Finley, McCook, Singleton, Otho R. 
Atkins, Forney, McKenzie, Skinner, 
Bayne, Geddes, MeMillin, Sparks, 

ont, Hall, Mills, Springer, 
Berry, Hatch, Morrison Stockslager, 
Bland, Hepburn, Mosgrove Thompson, P. B. 
Barrows, Jos. H. Hewitt, Abram S. Muldrow Turner, Henry G. 
Caldwell, Hoblitzell, Murch, Turner, Oscar 
Chalmers, Hoge, Mutchler, Van Aernam, 
Clardy, Holman, Oates, Van Horn, 
Clark, House, Orth, Wadsworth, 
Clements, Hutchins, Phelps, Warner, 
Cobb, Jones, George W. Phister, Wellborn, 
Colerick. Kenna, Richardson, Jno. S. Willis, 
Converse, King Robertson, Wilson, 
Cravens, Klotz, Robinson, Wm. E. Wise, George D. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Knott, Scales, Wood, Walter A. 
De Motte, Ladd Shelley, 
Dibrell, Matson, Simonton, 

NOT VOTING—5é. 

Allen, Bliss, Buckner, Crowley, 
Atherton, Bragg, Carlisle, Culberson, 
Barbour. Brumm, Cox, Samuel S. Curtin, 


Bingham, 


Covington, 


Cutts, 
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Deuster, Herndon, Nolan, Shultz, 

Dugro, Hooker, Norcross, Stephens, 

Dunn, Hubbell, Pierce, Tucker, 
Ermentrout, Jones, Phineas Prescott, Upson, 

Ford, Kasson, TRrice, John B. Vance, 

Frost, Manning, Rosecrans, Wait, 

Fulkerson, Marsh, Ross, Wheeler, 

Gibson, Miles, Scoville, Whitthorne, 
Guenther, Money, Scranton, Willits. 

Harris, Henry 8. Neal, Shackelford, Wood, ‘Benjamin. 


So the point of order was sustained and the substitute ruled out. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. ARMFIELD said: Mr. Speaker, my celleague, Mr. SHACKEL- 
FORD, is absent on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. McCOOK. I move that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. SPARKS. I object. 

The following pairs were announced, under the rules, from the 
Clerk’s desk : 

Mr. Rick, of Ohio, with Mr. ATHERTON. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. Norcross with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. Rosrnson, of Ohio, with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. Buck with Mr. Monry. 

Mr. GUENTHER with Mr. DEUSTER. 

Mr. Prescott with Mr. Cox of New York. 

Mr. WILLITs with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. BRUMM. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the President by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries. 

It also announced that he had approved and signed, ee 12, 
1882, joint resolution (H. R. No. 66) tendering the thanks of the 
United States to the Khedive of Egypt for the gift of an ancient 
obelisk. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES. 


Mr. HAWK. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman some 
other time, unless the question of privilege relates to the pendin;; 
question. 

Mr. HAWK. Very well, I will present the question at another 
time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
connection with this subject. 

Mr. KING. I claim the floor. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I desire to offer an amendment. . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I move to lay the whole matter 
on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not a privileged motion at present; the 
gentleman has not the floor to make it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman announced that he rose to a point 
of order, as the Chair understood. The Chair desired to hear the 
gentleman and asked him to stateit. The gentleman from Louisiana 
is entitled to the fleor. 

Mr. KING. 1 send to the desk, Mr. Speaker, a paper which I desire 
to have read and appended as a part of the amendment which I 
introduced on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that an amendment was 
offered on yesterday by the gentleman from California, [Mr. PaGeE, ] 
which is still pending, and a further amendment was proposed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY.] The Chair, how- 
ever, desires to state that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania relates to one paragraph of the report and the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California to another. The Chair would 
suggest that the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will be in order when we come to consider another paragraph of this 
report, which relates to the number of members composing the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. KELLEY. That is agreeable to me. 

The SPEAKER. With that understanding the Chair will direct 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana to be read. 

Mr. PAGE. Ioffered an amendment yesterday to the report of the 
committee. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] offered 
an amendment to my amendment. Now, then, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. KiNG] offers another amendment. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ROBERTSON,] and 
which was proposed with the understanding that at the proper time 
he desired to offer it, was not entertained as an amendinent to the 
gentleman’s own proposition, and was withheld, as the Chair under- 
stood, for the time being. The Chair will direct this proposed 
amendment to be read, however, after which we can determine 
whether it is now in order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And said committee shall have the same privileges, in reporting bills making 


appropriations for the improvement of said river, as is accorded to the Committee 
on Appropriations in reporting general appropriation bills. 


I rise to a privileged motion in 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Louisiana offers this as a substitute for the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. HAWK. Let the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
California be read in connection with this proposed amendment. 

Mr. KING. I offer that amendment in connection with the one I 
submitted on yesterday, and as a part of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman yester- 
day was not pending. 

Mr. KING. I was not aware of that. 

The SPEAKER. It was read for the information of the House. 

Mr. KING. I propose to offer it now. 

Mr. HAWK. Letthe amendment of the gentleman from California 
be read in connection with it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know what amendment the 
gentleman from Louisiana proposes, whether the one just read or 
the one offered yesterday. 

Mr. KING. I wish the amendment just read to be added to the 
amendment offered yesterday, and together to form a single amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from California. 

Amend os 21, Rule XI, so as to read as follows: 

‘To the Committee on Improvement of the Mississippi River, including appro- 
riations therefor, and said committee shall have the same privileges in reporting 
Bills making appropriations for the improvement of said river as are accorded to 
the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general appropriation bills.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that composes the entire 
amendment the gentleman desires to offer. 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. The report of this committee embraces more 
than one proposition. I desire to know if under the rules there can 
be a division of the question? 

The SPEAKER. The demand for a division has already been made. 
That will bo in order if insisted upon when the House is called to 
vote upon the subject. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I would like to hear the report read 
in connection with the amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I would like to have read at the same time 
the amendment offered by myself. 

The SPEAKER. That is not before the House. The Clerk will 
read the pending proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3 of the report of the committee, after these words, ‘‘to the navigation 
of the Mississippi River,” add the words ‘‘ other than appropriations therefor.” 

Mr. KING. How much time have I now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not occupied any portion of 
his time. The Chair will not allow the time occupied in reading the 
amendments to be taken from his time. 

Mr. KING. The important point, Mr. Speaker, to be considered in 
connection with the amendment I offer, and to which I now wish to 
call the attention of the House, is simply the magnitude of the sub- 
ject to be considered by the Committee on the Mississippi River Im- 
provements. 
portance of the subjects presented to that committee shall entitle it 
to rank in the House, and to have equal rights and privileges upon 
the floor with those which are enjoyed by other committees, con- 
sidered to be leading committees of this body. I hold, sir, that there 
is no subject to-day engaging the attention of the American people 
more earnestly, or of higher importance, than the question of cheap 
transportation. 

You have, sir, furnished by nature to this country the grandest 
system of water-ways known under any one civilized government. It 
embraces some forty-odd thousand miles of boatable streams, and 
over, sixteen thousand miles of streams that are navigable. The 
negleet by this great Government of thissystem of water-ways has been 
feltin every portion of thecountry, and a consciousness of that fact has 
been developed by conventions assembled at various points of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley since 1844. Then it was first that men from all portions 
of the country assembled in Memphis to consider the question of the 
improvement of the water-ways of the Mississippi Valley. Ne lessa 
person than the renowned Calhoun of SouthCarolina presided. Sub- 
sequently at Saint Louis, and afterward at Chicago, we find other con- 
ventions engaged on this question; and the rolls of the convention 
last mentioned contain some of the brightest names in American his- 
tory. Among them were to be found Abraham Lincoln, Dudley 
Field, Thomas Butler King, Henry Clay, and Silas Wright. 

During the period that has since elapsed, at various times the 
same voice has come from the Mississippi Valley and been re-echoed 
froma North to South as far as the Pacific slopes. But the action of 
the Congress of the United States has been by no means commen- 
surate with the importance of these various conventions. Proposi- 


The amendment will be read for the information 


tions have been offered by members from every section, but when 
they have come before Congress it has remained dumb. 

I see in the records of the last convention held on this subject in 
the city of Saint Louis in October last, a convention that-continned 
daring three days, the numes of men from all the Territories and 
States of the Mississippi Valley, also from Pennsylvania and New 





The whole question presented here is whether the im- | 
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York, and other great States. The names of some distinguished 
members on this floor appear upon this record. I see telegrams were 
sent by the President of the United States, and by officers of the 
Cabinet. And with all this profession, with all this protestation, 
we arrive at this point: we come into the House of Representatives 
and we find that this whole matter is to be referred—I mean the 
operative portion of it—to’the same committee that has had it in 
hand for half a century. Well do the people of that valley say, 
‘You are trifling with us.” 

I have myself personally no complaint to make of the Committee 
on Commerce. I leave it to the deliberate judgment of this House 
if that committee can well consider the appropriations for six or 
eight thousand miles of harbors and rivers on our coasts, and the 
sixteen thousand miles‘of navigable streams, and the forty-odd thou- 
sand additional miles of boatable streams of the Mississippi Valley. 
If they feel competent to regulate the subject or deal with the money 
part of it, I for one would make no objection to their handling that 
portion of the subject. But we know well in this body there is a 
timidity experienced by committees who have large subjects to handle, 
a timidity that is not warranted by the boldness and the onward spirit 
of the American people, when it comes to the expenditure of public 
moneys for the promotion of the greatest public good. What was the 
history of the last year of the Committee on Commerce on this very 
subject? The Committee on Levees and Improvements reported 
from the Mississippi River commission an appropriation of six and a 
half millions to carry out the plans laid down by the Mississippi River 
commission for the improvement of that stream. The Committee on 
Commerce cut down the grant to one million—not enough to make 
the plant for the work to be done. And the American people toil and 
toil still under the burning sun and under the drenching torrents, feel- 
ing that their products are to go to market only on the most costly 
lines of transportation, in consequence of this failure. 

Mr. Speaker, if it is the calm judgment of this House that the 
Committee on Commerce, with its record on this subject—and I do 
not call attention to that record at all individually—is able to grap- 
ple with it, that is a matter for the House and the American people 
afterward; but I appeal to the House to remember its pledges to 
the people. I appeal to those members who have made those pledges, 
not only here upon the floor, not only in private conversation, but 
in public convention, that everything should be done, that no step 
should be left untaken to advance the interests of this great work. I 
believe that it is the duty of this House to impose upon the Com- 
mittee on Mississippi River Improvements this whole subject, and to 

ive that committee the power to report the same as is given the 

Jomunittee on Commerce the power to report at any time appropri- 
ation bills adequate to the necessities of the case. 

Our late President declared this subject “one of the grandest of 
our material national interests;” and with the fervid eloquence and 
far-seeing sagacity characteristic of that eminent and lamented citi- 
zen, he invoked ‘‘ Representatives from the North and from the South 
to unite in an unpartisan effort to promote a great national interest.” 
“Such an occasion,” said he, ‘‘is good for us both. And when we 
can do it without the sacrifice of our convictions, and can benefit 
millions of our fellow-citizens, and can thereby strengthen the bonds 
of the Union, we ought to do it with rejoicing ; for in doing so we 
inspire our people with larger and more generous views, and help to 
confirm for them and for our children, to the latest generations, the 
indissoluble Union and the permanent grandeur of this Republic.” 

I yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from Arkansas, [ Mr. 
DUNN. } 

Mr. DUNN rose. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the Speaker will not allow any member in 
the discussion here on the amendments to the rules to give out the 
time. It has been the practice in discussions on amendments to the 
rules that as each member rose he might speak in his own time. 

Mr. DUNN. I suppose the gentleman cannot change the rule just 
now which regulates the right to the floor. 

Mr. KING. I understand under the rules I have an hour, and I 
propose to occupy it. I give a portion of my time to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. How much? 

Mr. KING. Ten minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, it is pahees of some importance that 
the exact force and significance of the proposed substitute should be 
well understood by the House. The committee to which it refers is 
now designated in the rules as the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River; and until the adoption of tho new 
rules it had jurisdiction of all matters relating to the levees and im- 
praroments of the Mississippi River. Under the new rules it only 
- jurisdiction of matters relating to the levees of the Mississippi 

River. 

That committee, sir, while it had jurisdiction of the subject of the 
improvement of the river as well as the levees ‘‘ well performed its 
part,” and proved itself worthy at least to retain the things confided 
to it, if not, indeed, worthy of even greater things. For half a cen- 
tury almost Congress had Cie earnestly considering the problem of 
controlling and improving that mighty river, and millions of money 
had been expended fruitlessly om plan after plan had been con- 





sidered and rejected, or, if tried, had failed. Sir, it was mane = 
y the 


this committee to take the first step in the right direction. 
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act of June, 1879, reported to this House from this committee by the | report bills making appropriations for this work of improvement 


distinguished gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. GrBson, ] then a mem- 
ber of it, a scientific commission was created charged with the duty 
of maturing and reporting plans and specifications for “improving 
and permanently locating the channel, securing the banks, giving 
ease and safety to navigation, preventing destructive floods,” &c. 

That commission is composed of perhaps the ablest engineers in 
the world, and they have matured and reported to Congress a defi- 
nite and well-defined ‘‘ plan of improvement with specifications and 
estimates” of cost. Sir, that was done two years ago, and nothing 
has remained to be done since but for Congress to appropriate the 
necessary sums of money to do the work. And, Mr. Speaker, Con- 
gress has promptly voted all the Committee on Commerce would 
allow it to vote, and would doubtless have voted more if it had been 
allowed an opportunity. 

The Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
River, among its last acts, agreed to the plan of improvement and 
reported a bill appropriating $6,000,000 for the work of improvement 
in accordance with the recommendations of the improvement com- 
mission ; but it had no privilege of reporting at any time for consid- 
eration, as the Committee on Commerce has, and its bill died on the 
Calendar, and the friends of the measure had to carry their plan and 
specifications to the Committee on Commerce and pass it through 
the scaling mill of that committee. We got the pitiful sum of 
$1,000,000. 

Now, sir, I undertake to say that had the Committee on Levees 
and Improvement had the privileges in reporting bills making ap- 
propriations for this great work that are accorded to the Committee 
on Commerce in reporting river and harbor bills, Congress would 
have voted the entire $6,000,000 proposed in its bill that died on the 
Calendar. I fear, sir, and the people of the eighteen great States of 
the Mississippi Valley fear, that if this great scheme of improvement 
which they cling to as a “rainbow of hope and promise” shall be 
committed to the tender mercies of the Committee on Commerce it 
will languish and die. Sir, we know that this is a great and difficult 
enterprise, in which success is to be reached only over the stepping- 
stones of difficulties, but the commission are confident of the ulti- 
mate success of their plan and the country is hopeful and even san- 
guine, and I will add impatient of the halting and dilatory action 
of Congress. 

The people believe that upon the success of this great movement 
hangs their last hope of deliverance from the deadly hug of the ana- 
conda of railroad monopoly now fast tightening its fatal folds about 
them. They see and know that the only way to break that danger- 
ous power, concentrated by the vast schemes of consolidation now 
being perfected every day, is for Congress, by the judicious use of 
liberal appropriations under scientific application, to seize and utilize 
every cubic foot of water in the nation, and compel it to bear its 

‘ precious burden of produce to the sea. It is this power which the 
people hold over the free water courses of the country alone before 
which the railroad kings and despots tremble. And if we do not 
hasten to utilize these waters they will send somebody here who will 
do it. 

But to return to the subject of the jurisdiction of this committee. 

After making this splendid record for itself by the successful in- 
auguration of this great and hopeful project, instead of the just re- 
ward for fidelity, it was stripped of the little power it had—literally 
emasculated—and so it stands to-day. 

Now the Committee on Rules kindly agree to change its name, as 
if it was ashamed of the old one, and allow it again to consider sub- 

jects relating to the improvement of the Mississippi River, but it is 
not to handle any money. Sir, the plans, schemes, and estimates 
are all committed to the improvement commission, and so long as 
they report that the plan adopted is working successfully there 
remains nothing to do but to make the necessary appropriations. 

So that if this committee have no power to bring in appropriation 
bills it will, under this proposed change, be yet further degraded and 
stripped of power, for, mark you, sir, if the change recommended by 
the Committee on Rules shall be adopted, with or without the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California, [Mr. Pacer, ] then it 
will not even have jurisdiction of the levees of the Mississippi River. 
Sir, it had better be abolished, for it will be neither useful nor orna- 
mental. What powers will it have, and what can it do? 

Mr. Speaker, I imagine that I see here in the change proposed by 
the Committee on Rules a gentle and stealthy unloading of the levee 
feature of this great scheme of improvement, which will, in my opin- 
ion, if carried out in the spirit of the plan of the commission, not only 

ive deep water in a permanently located and narrowed channel 

m Saint Paul to the sea, but will result in the prevention of over- 
flows and destructive floods of the great delta of that river, and ulti- 
mately reclaim more than 20,000,000 of acres of the most fertile and 
productive land in the world. To us of the Lower Mississippi Valley 
this is, in a local sense, the most valuable feature of this great scheme, 
as cheapened transportation for their domestic provisions is the most 
important feature to the great Northwest and the Upper Missis- 
sippi Valley. That scheme should be carried out in letter and in 
spirit as the law intended, and to which the Government is fully 
committed by repeated acts of Con Sir, I protest against any 
abandonment of or backing down from any part of the plan. 

Finally, sir, I will add, it is folly to give this committee power to 
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unless you give the privileges accorded to the Committee on Appro- 
priations in reporting general appropriation bills, for otherwise their 
bills will die on the Calendar. The substitute gives the committee 
jurisdiction of the whole subject, with power to report bills making 
appropriations for these improvements and have them considered at 
any time, as the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Commerce can do, and I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. KING. I believe I am still entitled to the floor, and I will 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. ‘THOMAS. ] 

The SPEAKER. How much timé ? 

Mr. KING. Ten minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. In order that the House may understand exactly 
how this matter stands at present, I ask that the Clerk read from the 
report of the Committee on Rules the amendments they pro to 
make in reference to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of fifteen members. 





To the Committee on Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. THOMAS. By reference to Rule X it will be observed that 
the Committee on Rules propose to change the name of the Commit- 
tee, which is ‘‘Committee on the Levees and Improvement of the 
Mississippi River,” to the more simple and forcible one of ‘‘ the Com- 
mittee on Improvement of the Mississippi River.” That change was 
made upon the motion and at the solicitation of that committee, and 
with that change the Committee on the Improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River is content. 

By reference to paragraph 21 of Rule XI, the rule which fixes the 
jurisdiction of the several committees of this House, it will be seen 
that the Committee on the Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi 
River has jurisdiction only of questions relating to the levees of the 
Mississippi River. Feeling that the committee had no proper work 
or jurisdiction, its members came before the House and before the 
Committee on Rules and asked that their jurisdiction be extended so 
as to cover all the questions arising or growing out of the improve- 
ment of the great Mississippi River, and in accord with the plan 
determined upon and promulgated by the Mississippi River commis- 
sion organized under act of Congress. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Not at this time. Following up that idea, they 
applied to the Committee on Rules, and it will be seen that it is pro- 
posed to change peregzeph 21 of Rule XI so as to give that committee 
jurisdiction of all matters relating to the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Anxious to do all in my power to secure the proper improvement 
of that great intercontinental artery of trade and commerce, and 
fearing that by asking too much all might be lest, I was willing, so 
far as I was individually concerned, that the Committee on Com- 
merce might report such appropriation bills as were recommended 
by the Committee on Improvement of the Mississippi River, provided 
they would report them in a separate bill or bills, and in a shape and 
in the manner and for the purpose recommended by the committee 
having this subject in charge. 

Members of the committee of which I have the honor to be chair- 
man think that appropriations which are to make effective any legis- 
lation which may be proposed for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River should be intrusted to their hands, and some of those mem- 
bers have proposed amendments here. 

Upon looking over the ground I can see no reason why the commit- 
tee having this matter in charge, and who give their time and atten- 
tion to its investigation, should not report the necessary appropria- 
tion bills. But, as I stated before, fearing that all might be lost if 
too much was asked by us of the House, I was willing to concede to 
the Committee on Commerce the right to report to the House the 
appropriation bills for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

There is no reason, however, so far as I can see or conceive, why 
the Committee on Commerce should report the appropriation bill for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River, unless it is for the = 
of using it as a camel to carry over the deserts of Congress the bur- 
den of appropriations for the catfish sloughs and trout-brooks (pet 
measures of ‘different members) which they desire to secure. Every 
American Congressman recognizes the ‘propriety and importance of 
making proper appropriations for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River, but hte are many men here who do not believe in voting for 
appropriations, either great or small, for streams which have no navi- 
gation, and which cannot be made useful for interstate commercial 
purposes by the expenditure of millions of dollars. So, that I may 
not be misunderstood I repeat, for fear of imperiling this jurisdic- 
tion which rightfully belongs to the Committee on the Improvement 
of the Mississippi River, I for one was willing to leave the appropri- 
ations to the Committee on Commerce, provided they could be re- 
ported in a separate bill, so that the vote of this House might be had 
upon it free and clear from the incumbrances which I have men- 
tioned. 

Other gentlemen have spoken of the importance of this river. I 
desire to call the attention of the House for a moment to the fact 
that the internal commerce of the Mississippi River is twenty-five 
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times greater than the whole foreign commerce of the United States ; 
that there is one port upon the Mississippi River which is second only 
in the United States in the arrival and departure of steam-vessels. 
Recognizing the importance, then, of providing some solution of this 
great interstate transportation question, and knowing that by taking 
advantage of the brawn and broad shoulders of the waves and cur- 
rents of this great natural artery of commerce we may forever solve 
that question, I urge upon Congress to take a step forward; to pro- 
ceed with this work earnestly, and do right and justice between the 
people of the Mississippi Valley and the people of the rest of the 
United States. 

Let that river be made, as it should be, an inland sea. It has two 
thousand miles of coast line—-a coast line greater than the whole 
Atlantic and Pacific coast line of the United States. Gentlemen in 
the southern country referring to it always speak of “ going x and 
down the coast,” and gentlemen traveling along the Mississippi River 
know that it is but a succession of lakes ; that the river is from one mile 
to sixty miles wide, with intervening shoals; and the engineers ap- 
pointed under authority of an act of Congress to constitute the Mis- 
sissippi River commission have devised a plan of deepening these shoal 
places along the river, whereby sea-going vessels may enter the river 
through the jetties and proceed a thousand and forty miles above the 
city of New Orleans, and the contents of the fields and granaries of 
the West can be poured dowa from Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa, Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Western Pennsylvania, West- 
ern New York, and may all be loaded at that port and the expenses 
of the shipment on that grain will be reduced more than 33 per cent., 
as has been shown by actual figures and statistics. 

Now, the Congress of the United States in affording cheap trans- 
portation affords cheap bread, not only to the people of the Atlantic 
and of the Pacific coast, but to the people of the whole world. The 
man who does this is a benefactor indeed ; and I ask that this Com- 
mittee be given charge of that whole question, so that they may 
earry out the recommendations of this Mississippi River commission, 
composed of the best engineers the world has ever produced, and 
thereby benefit and increase the commerce of this country a thou- 
sand-fold. 

[Here the hammer peed! 

Mr. KING. I now yield ten minutes to my friendfrom Kentucky, 
[Mr. THOMPSON. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, having no time of 


my own, I will, by the consent of the gentleman from Louisiana, 

[Mr. KinG,] take the privilege of calling the attention of the House 

to what I consider a few errors made by the Committee on Rules in 

reepect to this matter. 
u 


It seems that if the report of the Committee 
on Rules be adopted we shall have in this House two committees 
relating to this subject, one known as the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River and one known as the Com- 
mittee on improvements and navigation of the Mississippi River; 
one consisting of eleven members and the other of fifteen. To one 
committee will go all bills relating to the levees of the Mississippi 
River; to the other all bills relating to the improvement of its navi- 
tion. 

eThe SPEAKER. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to interrupt 
him for an explanation ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is to amend the title of the com- 
mittee heretofore entitled ‘‘the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River” by entitling it ‘‘the Committee on 
Improvements of the poet River.” 

r. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not find (andI 
beg leave to call the attention of the Chair to this point) that the 
Committee on Rules anywhere in this report state that it is their 
object to change the name of the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River to a committee on the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River. It would seem to be the 
object simply to establish a new committee with this title, to con- 
sist of fifteen members. I read from the report as I find it printed in 
the RECORD: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred sundry amendments to the rules 
of = House, having had the same under consideration, submit the following 
re) : 

"the committee recommend the amendment of Rule X so as to read as follows, 
namely: 

“On Ways and Means, to consist of fifteen members.” 


And then the report goes on to give the different committees by 
their names as they have harebatons heat designated in the rule until 
we come to this clause: 

On improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River, to consist of fifteen 
members. 

Now, where in this report do the Committee on Rules say that 
they propose to change the name of the other committee? They 
leave the name to stand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will allow the Chair to say that 
if he will look at the very last paragraph of the report he will prob- 
7 an answer to his question. 

. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I amcoming to that in amoment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
interlineation—— 

Mr. THOMPAON, of Kentucky. Idonot yield. Now, if the Speaker 
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will turn to paragraph 21 of Rule XI, to which the amendment indi- 
cated by the Chair refers, he will find that the para aph relates 
entirely to the business of the committee, the bills which shall be 
referred to the particular committee. Rule XI provides that— 

All proposed lagiointinn, shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, namely, subjects relating— 


21. To the levees of the Mississippi River, to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Under this clause no bill can be referred to that committee except- 
ing measures which relate to the levees of the Mississippi River. 
Now, I have no doubt the Committee on Rules did intend to remedy 
that error; but it seems to me they have not, in so many words, 
changed the name of that committee; they have not declared their 
— to change itsname. They propose to amend Rule X, but they 

ave not specifically indicated whether they intend to amend by a 
change of the name of the committee from the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River to the committee on im- 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River or to amend 
Rule X by establishing a new committee with anew title and tifteen 
members, as indicated, to which, by the subsequent clause legisla- 
tion appropriate to the new title would be referred, and not legisla- 
tion as provided in clause 21, Rule XI, relating to levees. 

More than that, sir, by some oversight—it must have occurred by 
an oversight on the part of the Committee on Rules in making this 
report—the very subject-matter which these gentlemen contend for— 

roposed legislation relating to the improvement of the Mississippi 

iver—has been omitted; so that, whether by oversight or purposely, 
the committee under this amended report could bring before this 
House no legislation relating to that improvement, because by the 
rule as amended no power to report such legislation would be given 
or can be referred to them, but only such as relates to improving the 
navigation. Navigation relates to the craft and not to permanent or 
temporary changes in the river itself. 

This difficulty can be remedied by an amendment which I would 
like if possible to bring before the House—an amendment which since 
the commencement of the consideration of this subject I have sought 
an opportunity to offer. This amendment would put the matter in 
tangible shape so that there can be no error in regard to the number 
of committees having jurisdiction of this subject or the exact extent 
of jurisdiction given tothem. With the permission of the Speaker, 
I will have this amendment read as a part of my remarks; and if at 
any time during the consideration of this subject it shall become 
possible for me to offer it, | would like todo so, because I think it will 
clear up this difficulty and put the question beyond all controversy. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have this amend- 
ment read as a part of his remarks? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; as a part of my remarks 
and for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the committee heretofore denominated by Rule X as the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River shall be hereafter desi 
as the Committee on the Improvements of the Mississippi River; and to it shall 
be referred all bills relatin; the improvement and navigation of said river; and 
said committee shall have fhe same power in reporting bills appropriating money 
for the improvement of said river that the Committee on Commerce has in respect 
to other rivers and harbors. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. If it were possible the gentleman 
could accept that amendment as a substitute for his, it seems to me 
it would straighten out this whole matter, and then we would not 
have one committee designated by Rule X as the Committee on the 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of eleven 
members, to whom, under clause 21 of Rule XI, are referred all bills 
relating to the levees of the Mississippi River, and another commit- 
tee by the adoption of this measure proposed by the Committee on 
Rules, known as the committee on the improvement of the naviga- 
tior of the Mississippi River, to consist of fifteen members, towhom 
all measures should go relating only to the improvement of the navi- 
gation of that river, not to the improvement of the river itself. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KING. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the objection that is raised by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] is remedied by the 
amendment interlined in the clause of the committee’s report after 
it was read to the House, namely, ‘‘Certain paragraphs of Rule X.” 
The report reads that “the committee recommend the amendment of 
certain paragraphs of Rule X,” and all the others remain as they 
stand in the original proposition. The only amendments are to the 
paragraphs which are indicated. The amendment, in other words, 
only goes to certain paragraphs set out in the report, and they are 
to be amended as provided, so that the other paragraphs in the report 
not covered are to stand as formerly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say there was an interlineation in that report? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido state that there was an interlineation of the 
words ‘certain paragraphs of” after the report was read in the 
House, to make the report apply to these committees only. I am not 
responsible for the change, and do not know howit was made. I did 
not, however, intend to refer to that fact. 

I understand the object of the gentleman from Kentucky isthe same 
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as that of the gentleman from Louisiana, which is to have a separate 
committee to consider appropriations for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Mississippi River. This Housemay not remember, but it 
is true, that a very large convention of commercial and manufacturing 
interests met in the city of Saint Louis last October for the purpose of 
considering measures relating to the improvement of the navigation 
of the Mississippi River. In that convention it was unanimously 
resolved that the interests of the Mississippi River were of such 
transcendent importance that they should be committed to a special 
committee of this House to xecommend the necessary appropriations 
therefor. It is well known that Congress has passed a law creating 
a commission consisting of distinguished engineers, and that com- 
mission has recommended a certain plan for the improvement of the 
navigation of this river, and that that commission is now in exist- 
ence. In the last Congress we appropriated $1,000,000 for the pur- 
~~ of inaugurating the work of improving the navigation of the 
ississippi River in pursuance of the plan adopted by the commis- 
sion. Congress, therefore, is committed to a given mode of improv- 
ing the navigation of that river. It is committed to it by an act of 
Congress, and by a subsequent appropriation to carry that plan into 
execution. That plan will involve a vast expenditure of money and 
a t length of time to complete it. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, there is sufficient in that work to occupy the 
time of any committee of this House during one session of Congress, 
and I ask the Representatives of the people east of the Alleghany 
Mountains to give the great Valley of the Mississippi, which pro- 
duces such a vast amount of the resources of the country, that con- 
sideration in this House to which it is entitled, namely, a special 
committee to consider all of the improvements relating to the navi- 
gation of that river. 

The Committee on Commerce has suflicient to do to occupy its time 
with other measures. All questions of inland transportation will go 
to that committee, all questions of rivers and harbors, except the 
solitary Mississippi, will go to it, and it will certainly have all it can 
do, even with the zealous assistance of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia, [Mr. Pace.] This House would do only justice to that great 
and growing section of the country by giving it a special committee 
to consider this question. 

I do not care about the phraseology of the rule. Iam not particu- 
lar about words. All we ask is a special committee to consider the 
questions relating to our great river and report the necessary appro- 
priations to continue the work of the Mississippi River commission— 
with the power, of course, to consider all bills relating to that subject 
and all appropriations necessary to continue the work. I ask that, gen- 
tlemen, in behalf of the millions of inhabitants in that great valley; I 
ask it in the interest of the greatest work which the Government has 
undertaken from its foundation tothe present time, the work of making 
ithe Mississippi River the great commercial highway of the continent, 
confining its waters to its channel, and making it a blessing instead 
of a terror to the inhabitants along its banks. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. KING. I yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. TURNER. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, during the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-sixth Congress I had occasion to discuss this very 
question, and I hepe the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana 
{Mr. KinG] with the amendment that will be offered will prevail. 
At that time I contended with others that the jurisdiction of the 
imprevement of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries 
should be given to a separate, distinct committee. I entertain to- 
day the same views that I did then on this question regarding the 
magnitude and great interest involved in the improvement of these 
mighty rivers. The question of their improvement should occupy the 
attention of one committee exclusively. 

Now, sir, at the proper time I understand an amendment will be 
offered by another gentleman of this House that the Ohio River and 
its navigable tributaries shall be included in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Louisiana; and I hope it may be adopted. That 
will inelude the Cumberland and the Tennessee, which are navigable 
rivers of over one thousand miles in extent, and the other tributaries 
of the Ohio River. I want one committee, sir, to have jurisdiction 
of the whole Mississippi Valley and of its navigable streams, and 
then I believe they will have the power to carry appropriations of suf- 
ficient magnitude to properly improve those great navigable streams 
as they ought to be improved, and doit economically. Mr. Speaker, 
I believe that we would have carried this proposition at the second 
session of the Forty-sixth Congress, but gentlemen were induced to 
believe that they would get larger appropriations from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. But their hopes were vain—they were deceived. 
The victory that they believed to be won ‘‘turned to ashes on their 
lips.” The appropriation of four millions of dollars recommended by 
the Committee on Mississippi Improvement was cut down to one 
million or less, and the greater part of that large appropriation of 
over ten millions in the last river and harbor bill was made to small 
and insignificant streams, not even subject to admiralty jurisdic- 
tion, and diverted from the channels in which it should have gone, 
and scattered throughout the country on insignificant streams. I 
regarded that bill as one of the most extravagant and worst appro- 
priation bills that ever passed this House since I have beena sae: 
and I veted against it. But by the organization of a separate com- 
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mittee, with the jurisdiction proposed, I believe we can get a fairer 
proportion of the appropriation to which we are entitled for those 
rivers than we have ever before received, and an appropriation ade- 
quate for the great commercial interests of that portion of the country 
through which these navigable rivers flow. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the Representatives of the States bor- 
dering on these rivers, together with the fair-minded Representatives 
of other States, regarding the commercial wants of the vast country 
through which these rivers ran—when this matter comes fairly before 
them and is duly considered—will give to us in a spirit of liberality 
all that is necessary and proper, without subjecting us to a log- 
rolling system, such as has been practiced heretofore and which is 
obnoxious to many members on this floor. é 

Mr. Speaker, as my colleague [Mr. WILLIS] desires me to yield him 

art of my time to offer his amendment and as my time is so short, I will 
incorporate in my remarks part of the remarks that I made upon this 
question at the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, which I 
send to the Reporter. In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I will say that 
there isno member on this floor who more earnestly desires the proper 
improvement of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries 
than I do; and Iam willing to vote for an amount sufficient to ac- 
complish this great perrer- ‘ 2 

Mr. KENNA. Before the gentleman cleses I desire to ask him a 
question. ial 

Mr. KING. If it is to be taken out of my time I object to yielding 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. It must be taken out of the time of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield to me te 
submit an amendment ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I will. at! 

Mr. KING. I will yield to the gentleman from West Virginia for 
& moment. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky, who 
speaks so eloquently in favor of large appropriations for the Missis- 
sippi, the Cumberland, and the Tennessee Rivers, if he will candidly 
inform the House when, after the long service he has seen here, he 
ever voted for an appropriation for any river in the United States. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. In reply to the gentleman’s question, 
Mr. Speaker, I will say to him that he on the Commerce Committee 
seemed to me to regard no interest outside of his own State of West 
Virginia, and that his Braver ester were generally scattered 
among streams that ought to have been macadamized instead of 
undertaking to make them navigable. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman from Kentucky has always taken 
occasion to refer in this manner to any appropriations made for the 
rivers in my State. He had better confine himself to the streams for 
which appropriations should be made in Kentucky. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. The Cumberland, the Tennessee, the 
Mississippi, and the Missouri Rivers are not confined to my district. 
Iam for improving the navigable rivers that float the great com- 
merce of this country, not for improving rivers that ought to be mac- 
adamized and are dry most of the year. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Mr. Speaker, the following are the remarks I referred to: 

Sir, the question that we wanted to present to the Committee of the Whole was 
this: that the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River and of its 
tributaries was a question so momentous and involving so much labor that the 
Committee on Commerce had not the necessary time to devote to that specific sub- 
ject. We thought that the House ought to act in accordance and in a with 
the precedent that has been set heretofore in regard to the Committee en Pacific 
Railroads. It is well known that we have the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
which had a general jurisdiction coextensive with the Union; but, notwithstand- 
ing that, when these railroads to the Pacific were projected a new Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad was formed in this House on account of the magnitude of 
the work and the labor which would be required in investigations of a proper char- 
acter. 

Mr. Chairman, a have been made for many years without any gen- 
eral plan by which the navigation of the Mississippi and its navigable tributaries 
were permanently impoved ; appropriations have been made for this point and that, 
as the popularity of a member might secure them, under a log-rolling system, in 
harbor and river improvement bills, passed under a suspension of the rules without 
debate, in many instances appropriating public money to unimportant streams 
which I have not the time to refer to in my limited time. I refer to the defects in 
this system of improvements on the tributaries of the Mississippi as it has been 
carried on for many years, because it comes within my own knowledge and sad 
experience to know something about the matter, and because the people whom I 
have the honor to represent on this floor have felt the want of a proper and judicious 
plan of improvement of the Ohio River. 

The amount of money which has been appropriated to the improvement of this 
river, which is the natural outlet of the larger portion of the agricultural prodacts 
of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and Kentucky, might as woll have been thrown into it, 
with but few exceptions. Small amounts have been appropriated to improve such 
particular points as could be secured by the influence of Representatives, with no 
view to any general or judicious system, but more to drop a few thousand dollars 
at a particular locality than to accomplish any general good. 

Mr. Chairman, I will give you an illustration of what I mean. In the district 
which I represent is the city of Paducah, at the mouth of the Tennessee River, the 
emporium of Southern Kentucky and a part of West Tennessee, one of the best man- 
ufacturing points west of the Alleghany Mountains, with an inexhaustible amount 
ofiron, coal, and timber ust aboveon the Ohio, Cumberland, and Tennessee Rivers, 
all of which could be utilized and made to add to the general wealth and prosperity 
of the country; and besides this Paducah is surrounded by the finest theses 
growing country in the United States, and is the second largest tobacco market 
west of the mountains; and yet we have been forced, ras we are, to build rail- 
roads at our own expense, with no subsidies from the Federal Government, and at 
an immense and ruinous cost to our people, to remove the products of honest labor 
and to give us intercourse with other points on the rivers. 

And why is this? Nature has given us the Ohio as a great highway, the Ten- 
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messee and Cumberland empty into the Ohio at our very doors, and we are onl 
fifty miles from the mighty Mississippi; and yet, Mr. C. we are dobarsed 
of these great natural commercial advantages because there is a ledge of rocks in 
the river called the Grand Chain, and one bar just above the mouth of the river, 
locking in not only our commerce, but the whole commerce of the States lying on the 
Ohio, Cumber! , and Tennessee by reducing the water at these points to thirt 
inches in the summer months, and forcing us to resort to railroads, with their hig 
and extravagant rates of carriage, which swallow up the profits of the farmers and 
artisans of our country. These barriers would not block a single harbor in the 
Northern States twelve months. The money would have been appropriated to 
remove them as soon as it was suggested, as the appropriation annually of millions 
to northern harbors shows. : ; 

Mr. Chairman, allow me to say something here in reply to an observation which 
was made by my distinguished friend from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN,] who said that 
there had been a spirit of liberality oxhibited toward the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries by the Committee on Commerce. I desire to invite the attention of this 
House for a few moments to that matter. Since those improvements commenced 
we have had appropriated for jhat purpose only $7,000,000, while over $200,000,000 
have been appropriated for the improvement of northern harbors and unimportant 
rivers. Now let us look at tho equity and justice of this thing. 

In 1878 the State of Kentucky paid over $6,000,000 into the Treasury, as shown 
by the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, which I have here. The 
district, part of which I have the honor to represent, paid about $1,000,000 into the 
Treasury in that year. 

I will refer to the amount paid into the Federal Treasury by States along the 
Ohio River since 1863. Illinois has paid $233,763,726.50, Kentucky has paid $101,- 
012,299.47, Indiana $72,664,558.61, and the great State of Ohio $246,397,075.46 of in- 
‘ternal revenue since 1863, As I have sai , Kentucky in the last twelve months 
reported by the Commissioner has paid $6,880,614.15 into the Federal Treasury, 
which is more than double the amount paid by all the New England States in the 
same length of time. 

Now, what have we hadin return? It is true that we have not been urgent in 
our claims before Congress; but when gentlemen talk about the equity and justice 
that have been meted out to us I must say that I cannot see it. I do not contend 
that we ought to have improvements in proportion to the revenue which we pay 
but it does seem to me that these facts ought toenter into the consideration of the 
question when we ask for an oa, : 

I shall vote to give entire j ction over the subject of the improvement of 
the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of Mississippi River, but have no objection to the supervision 
of the report by the Committee on Appropriations, to regulate the amount annu- 
ally; for I am opposed toany extravagantor useless appropriations for this or any 
other pu’ , and only advocate giving the jurisdiction to this committee because 
I believe it will utilizesuch appropriations as are annually made, and will be inthe 
interest of retrenchment and reform. : 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
substitute of the gentleman from Louisiana, to insert after the words 
‘including appropriations therefor” the words “and for the Ohio 
and Missouri Rivers.” 

I have offered this amendment, sir, because the navigation of the 
Mississippi, the Ohio, and the Missouri Rivers is one indivisible and 
inseparable interest of commerce. I believe that there will be room 
for the consideration of this entire interest by the committee, and that 
there is no possible conflict of interest unless it is created here by 
Congress giving to one part of this common interest a hearing and a 
consideration that it refuses to give toanother part. In the language 
of my amendment I have been precise in using the words ‘‘Ohio and 
Missouri Rivers,” quite as precise as the proposition to create a com- 
mittee for the consideration of the navigation of the Mississippi 
River. It is sufficiently precise to cut off headwaters and frog-ponds, 
the Kiskiminetas and even the Kanawha, and it applies to main 
rivers exclusively. The Missouri River is the great father of the 
Mississippi itself. It was the merest accident of nomenclature that 
it was not called by the same name in the geographies, as it should 
have been, and as for the Ohio, it has from Pittsburgh to Cairo a 
thousand miles of navigable waters. It is a line of interstate com- 
merce passing by or through six States, and it floats a tonnage and 
supports a commerce equal at least, I think, to that of the other 
branch of the great river, the so-called Mississippi, above the mouth 
of the Missouri. I appeal, sir, to the Representatives from the great 
valley watered by these rivers and I appeal to the Representatives 
of the nation to give to that one great, overshadowing interest of nav- 
igation that occupies the whole center of the nation its fair hearing 
before Congress, at least before special committees are created to con- 
sider the ties of interoceanic canals, 

I give the rest of my five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri, 
{Mr. Van Horn. } 

Mr. KING. How much time have I now? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. KING. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Van 
HORN 

Mr. 


tan HORN. 1 hadintended to offer an amendment, and will 

if this fails, creating a new committee entirely, having jurisdiction 

over the navigation of the ae. River, and its tributaries the 
n 


Missouri and Ohio. I can only, in the brief time allowed me, say in 
one sentence that it is an anomaly; that this House proposes to im- 
rove that part of the river which least needs improvement, and to 
eave untouched 3,000 miles of navigation which contribute 90 per 
cent. of the commerce that floats on the lower river. It is, as the 
proposition now stands, that the resources of this nation shall be 
taxed to improve a portion of the river extending 1,000 miles whose 
main complaint is superabundance of water, while 4,000 miles of 
navigation which feed it with its commerce are left without any im- 
provement whatever. 
Mr. KING. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Mr. WILLIs. } 
Mr. WILLIS. I offer whatI send to the desk as an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from California, [Mr. PaGE.] 
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Mr. PAGE. 
in already. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
California offered an amendment. Tothat the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. KING] offers a substitute. To the substitute the gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. Dawes] offers anamendment. Before the sub- 
stitute is voted on the original amendment may be amended; and 
new the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. W1x1Is] offers an amend- 
ment to the original amendment, which the Chair holds to be in 
order. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. WILLIS, as follows: 

After the words ‘‘ Mississippi River" add ‘and its principal navigable tributa- 
ries ;" so that it will read: 

“To the navigation of the ee River and its principal navigable tribu- 
taries, other than appropriations therefor, to the Committee on Improvement of 
the Mississippi River." 

Mr. ATKINS. Iask the gentleman from Kentucky to include in 
his amendment the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers. 

Mr. WILLIS. The word “navigable” includes them. 

Mr. ATKINS. Would it be in order to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Iask the Chair what has become 
of my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] 
offered an amendment which he desired to have read as part of his 
remarks. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair inquired of the gentleman if he de- 
sired to have it read as part of his remarks, and he replied that he 
did, as the RECORD will show ; therefore it was not entertained as an 
amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I offered it to the House, and in 
case it was ruled out of order I said I desired to have it incorporated 
in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not rule it out of order, as it was 
simply read. 

Mr. ATKINS. Would it be in order to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WILLIS?] 

The SPEAKER. It would not. : 

Mr. VAN HORN. Would it be in order to offer a substitute for the 
whole question ? 

The SPEAKER. There is one substitute already pending. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I wish toask the Chair whetherthe amendments 
are now being considered as in Committee of the Whole, or whether 
general debate is still proceeding? Is the general debate over, or 
are we under the five-minute rule ? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not closed. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Is the report open to amendment by sections ? 

The SPEAKER. Amendments within the rule are proper. 

Mr. KING rose. 
The SPEAKER. 
KING] has expired. 

recognized. 

Mr. HORR. I desire in the first place for a few moments to direct 
attention to the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana, and 
then by way of conclusion for a little while to give vent to a few 
general reflections that have accumulated in my mind during the last 
few days. This proposition to amend the rules so as to give the Mis- 
sissippi River Committee a power to frame its own appropriation bill 
I think is fraught with great trouble and great danger to the im- 
ae ae of the Mississippi River itself. The Committee on the 

fississippi Levees last year, as our friend from Louisiana [Mr, Kina} 
told us, asked of the Committee on Commerce an appropriation of 
$4,000,000, and that committee in its liberality gave to the Missis- 
sippi River $2,300,000 for its improvement. 

Mr. KING. I wish to correct the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. HORR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. The Committee on Commerce, as I understood it, re- 
ported a bill for $1,000,000 for the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HORR. One million dollars for the improvement of the lower 
— of it. I am correct in what I stated—$2,300,000 for the 

ississippi es I know whatI am talking about, and if the gen- 
tleman had known he would not have interrupted me. 

The Mississippi River received its full share of the appropriations 
that were given for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of this 
nation. Is it entitled to any more? 

Now, I say to my distinguished friend from Illinois, [Mr. Tuomas, } 
who is chairman of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River, and who says to us in his place here that what 
the Committee on Commerce desires in regard to that portion of the 
appropriation which applies to the Missi ippl is to use it asa camel 
on which to ride the rest of their river and harbor bill through—— 
Mr. THOMAS. I did not make any such statement as that. I 
desire to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to be corrected if I am not right. 


It seems to methere are fifteen or twenty amendments 


Was it in order to be offered as 
° 


The time of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is 
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Mr. THOMAS. I said I could not see or conceive of any reason 
why the Committee on Commerce should retain control of the appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Mississippi River unless it was 
for the purpose of using it as a camel to carry over the desert of Con- 

the burden of appropriations for the catfish sloughs and trout- 
brooks (pet measures of different members) which they desired to 
secure. 

Mr. HORR. I only caught the camel portion of the argument. I 
was right in that portion of it. The gentleman’s statement differs 
very little from my own. Now Isay to that gentleman if this amend- 
ment be adopted and his committee proposes an appropriation which, 
if passed, will rob the balance of the appropriations for the harbors 
and the other rivers of this nation, that camel will not stand the 
heat of debate in this House for two days. The third day he will find 
his animal wind-broken, and before it reached the end of its journey it 
would be wind-broken and spavined. [Laughter.] You cannot 
pass a separate bill for the improvement of the Mississippi River in 
that way. 

Now, sir, 1 do not permit any man on this floor to go further than 
I will for the improvement of the Mississippi River. I hope to live 
long enough to see this nation put its hands on that magnificent 
stream and chain and direct it for the good of the commerce of this 
nation. But to accomplish that you must not go into this business 
of splitting up committees, and taking away this jurisdiction and 
that jurisdiction from the Committee on Commerce ; because when 
you do that you at once jeopardize the entire interest of this nation 
in harbor and river improvements. 

One genéleman here has already proposed to add the Ohio, another 
the Missouri, and another the principal tributaries of the Missouri. 
Make these amendments, and who would decide which were princi- 
pal tributaries.and which were not? The next thing, some one else 
will propose a committee on the Atlantic coast, then another one for: 
the improvement of our inland lakes up where I live, then another 
for my friend’sold acquaintance—what was that Pennsylvania creek ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Kiskiminetas. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, a Committee on the Kiskiminetas, [Laughter. } 
Thus you will go on frittering away the jurisdiction of this Commit- 
tee on Commerce until you will destroy its power and usefulness. I 
do not believe there is a single member of this House who wants to 
do that. The great internal improvements of this country should be 
taken up as.a whole, they should be examined as a whole, they should 
be treated judiciously and fairly asa whole. The moment you parti- 
tion them up and piece them out, you will be in great danger of 
defeating the improvement of them all. The Committee on Com- 
merce has no prejudice against the Mississippi River. All of us de- 
sire to give it its full share. More than that its friends should not 
ask. And the only way to determine what that is, is to examine all 
these improvements together. 

This is all I wish to say on that branch of the question, for some 
of my colleagues on the committee will follow me and devote more 
attention to it. I pass now to notice some more general questions 
which have been troubling us in this debate here for the last two or 
three days. 
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Committee on Rules. In the first place, I have endeavored in every 
possible manner to discover where the idea that there was any ne- 
cessity for this action originated. Who started it? From what 
source did the Committee on Rules get their inspiration? Who sug- 
gested the plantothem? Who labored with them? I have not yet 
asked a single member of a committee on this floor if he thought his 
committee needed more members to help to do its work who has not 
said, ‘‘No; more members will only give us more trouble.” I have 
not heard a chairman of a committee of this House ask for more help. 
Is there a chairman here to-day who will rise in his seat and say he 
desires such increase? Whence, then, comes this trouble about these 
committees? I should just as soon try to find out who struck Billy 
Patterson as to answer that question. [Laughter.] Nor have I yet 
found a single member here who can answer it. 

I say that an increase of any committee beyond a sensible number 
is a detriment to the public service. Last year, during the latter 
part of the session, an increase of the membership of some commit- 
tees was made. By reason of that increase I was put on the Com- 
mittee on Claims, which was increased to fifteen members. I submit 
to every member of that Committee on Claims whether they did not 
find it much more difficult to get a quorum to do business after the 
increase than they had done before. That is the history of every 
committee of this House. The moment you reach a number that can 
perform the work assigned to any committee, and perform it well, 
then every man added thereafter will only weaken the working power 
of that committee. Now, I submit to the good sense of every man 
in this House who has had long service here whether fifteen is not as 

























































































































































































large a commmitte as can be utilized for the purposes of real work. 
I affirm that nineteen members will only make them unwieldy and 
inefficient. 











Whence, then, comes our present trouble? Some say that it is 
because some members here feel sore over the appointments that our 
Speaker has made. [Laughter.] Admit for a moment that such 
is the fact. Then the next question that naturally and logically 
arises is, is this plaster proposed by the Committee on Rules large 
enough to cover the sore? [Great laughter.] Will it remedy the 















































I am, Mr, Speaker, opposed to the action recommended by our 
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For instance, take the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Now, I have not the slightest doubt, from intimations that I have 
received, that there are at least ten men in this House who are not 


now on the Committee on Ways and Means who think they are the 
very men who should be put on to make that committee perfect and 
complete. [Laughter.] If you adopt this report you can put but 
two of them on, and what are you to do with the other eight? 
[Renewed laughter.] Don’t you see, in their cases you will only 
tear open the old sore, and the next thing you know proud flesh will 
get in, and then where are you? [Great laughter.] Gangrene fol- 
lows, and then death. [Continued laughter. ] 

Now, this whole trouble may have arisen in this way: a feelin 
may have taken possession of certain members of this House that a 
man’s position on a committee determines his position before the 
House and the country. That is to say, nien are so constituted that 
unless they can have certain places on certain committees it is not 
possible for them to amount to anything. Is it possible that any 
man’s power or capacity hangs on so slender a thread? Such a no- 
tion must be a mistake. The older members of this House could tell 
you that. Now, my objection to this whole thing is that the entire 
business looks to me like boy’s play. It looks as if, instead of com- 
ing here and going to work and trying to transact the business of 
the country like men, we have gone to work like a lot of boys play- 
ing goal, where each chap scratches for dead ruin to get to some 
place first. [Great laughter.] Is there anything like business in 
this whole scene we are witnessing here from day to day ? 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. OrTH] by his substitute proposed a 
remedy for allof thistrouble. But that substitute having been ruled 
out of order, I am almost compelled to skip certain remarks that I 
intended to make in reference to it. [Laughter, and cries of “Goon!” 
“Go on.” } 

That substitute based a man’s fitness, as I remember it, for any 
poe on a committee, not upon his adaptability to the place at all, 

ut to the length of his service in Congress. _ Now, length of service 
does not necessarily prepare a man for any particular work. 

Take my distinguished friend from New York who sits now in front of 
me, [Mr. Cox,] who I think has served in this House perhaps longer 
than any other man in it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. HORR. Well, nearly as long. His length of service here has 
undoubtedly well fitted him for the position which he held in the 
last Congress, that of chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
It also prepared him well, as we all admit, for the pesition which 
our Speaker has assigned him on the Committee on Appropriations 
of this Congress. But he himself will not claim that with his twenty 
years’ service here he has obtained any such mechanical skill as should 
entitle him to go upon the Committee on Manufactures, [laughter ;] 
that he has exhibited any such prowess as a warrior that would entitle 
him to be put on as chairman of the Committee on the Militia. 
{Laughter.] It is impossible to properly designate committees in 
this House without taking into account, somewhat, men’s fitness for 
the places to which they are assigned. Our Speaker has tried to do 
just that very thing. He has done his best, and that is all we have 
any right to demand. 

Now, there is something singular about this proposition of my friend 
from Indiana, who I amsorry not to see inhisseat justnow. He has 
been here, he tells us, going on fourteen years, and he has never dis- 
covered the tyranny of this ‘‘ one-man power” until about two weeks 
ago. [Laughter.] Is it possible that thereisanything inthis “‘ tyr- 
anny,” this ‘‘one-man power” that a mancannotsee until he looks at 
{Laughter.] If this system is so terrible, 
so tyranical, one would think it would have been discovered in far 
less time than that. 

Now, I assert, Mr. Speaker, that any plan which has yet been pro- 
posed here is very far from being an improvement upon the present 
system. Suppose you select the eleven men as contemplated by my 
friend’s substitute, and they name the committees, as the gentleman 
from New York has suggested one man will still have the determin- 
ing power. It occurs to me my friends on the other side are fully 
satisfied that one majority can carry a question. Eight are more than 
seven ; are they not, my friends? [Laughter.] You willstill have 
the same trouble that you now have; the matter is relegated neces- 
sarily so the ‘‘one-man power.” 

Now, I would like to have had—and this is a delicate question—I 
would like to have had some method devised by our Committee on 
Rules, and reported in lieu of this report under discussion, whereby 
we could stop this continual wrangle here in this House on little fid- 
dling points of order, and especially those discussions which take 
place after the Speaker has decided the question. If there is any- 
thing that brings a man’s genius out more than another it is, I think, 
a debate on a question of order. [Laughter.] There are but few 
men in this House who are adequate to it at all. I reverence them 
as I do perhaps no other men in the world. [Laughter.] It is a rare 
gift to be able at a moment’s notice to make an elaborate speech, 
bristling with good points and full of eloquence, on a question when 
there is really no question at all before the House. [Laughter.] I 
had been thinking of some remedy for what seems to me to be a 

wing evil, and 1 will submit my plan now to the judgment of the 
{ouse and they can then decide whether my remedy can be developed 
into a regular system or not. There is an old, old story about a man 
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who always before retiring was in the habit of giving a few moments 
to devotional exercises. After awhile his zeal perhaps became a 
little cooled, his business became a little more pressing, and he com- 
menced shortening these exercises, Finally itseemed to him that he 
was leaving out some of the essential points that ought to be attended 
to. You all knowthe story. He finally wrote out such a petition 
as he thought would be adequate for all occasions, and pasted it up 
at the head of his bed, and then when ready to retire he simply 
pointed to the written petition, and said: ‘‘Lord, them’s my senti- 
ments,” at the same time slipping intohisbed. [Laughter.] What- 
ever else may be said of such a performance it certainly economized 
time. Now, Mr. Speaker, can we not get up here what might per- 
haps be called a model debate on a question of order, one that shall 
apply especially after the Speaker has made his decision? I know 
it is a difficult thing to do, for I have noticed that there is no occa- 
sion where a man’s eloquence is so lofty, his argument so elaborate, 
his pathos sotender and touching as on a question of order. [Laugh- 
ter.] Great care would have to be taken to get a committee who 
could prepare this ‘‘model” so as to do justice to all the members of 
the House who are in the habit of getting daily benefits in the Rrc- 
oRD from these debates. My idea would be that the Speaker could 
post this “‘model debate” in a convenient place, and when, after a 
question had been decided, some member should attempt to discuss 
it, whenever he should see the storm gathering, the clouds beginning 
to dance across the sky, he could simply say to the clerks, ‘Model 
debate!” They would just clap the thing into the RecorD, no delay 
would occur, and we could all go right on with the business of the 
a Would not that be a wonderful saving of time? [Laugh- 

r. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I ask seriously how long have we been 
in session here? Over one-fifth of the time of the present session is 
already past and gone, and the question occurs to me what have we 
done? There is pressing upon the attention of this House the appor- 
tionment bill, which should be passed at once. New Territories are 
knocking at our doors for admission into the sisterhood as States, and 
demanding to be heard. The country demands action on great ques- 
tions of interstate commerce. Means should be devised to place our 
shipping once more upon the high seas of the world. Many are de- 
manding a commission for the revision of the tariff. Many other im- 
portant questions, such as naturally arise in a great nation like ours, 
are to-day demanding the attention of this House, and yet we have 
frittered away one-fifth of our entire session talking about little non- 
sensical questions of order, and trying to patch up committees which 
the Speaker has already made with excellent judgment—not in all 
cases perhaps as I would have made them, but it does not follow be- 
cause I or any one of you could sit down and make a different slate 
that my slate or yours would be any better than the one he has made. 
It is difficult to place two hundred and ninety-three men so as to 
have them all satisfied. It cannot be done. Men do not know each 
other well enough to make such a result possible. 

Now, I think the best thing for us all to do is to accept the situa- 
tion, go to work and show to the country that the Speaker did nut 
make any serious mistakes, though some men here may think he did. 
Let us show to the country by our work that we are the proper men 
for the places where we have been put. If we are not, the country 
will find it out quickly enough. Let us not spend our time and wear 
out the patience of the country by debating in this House this ques- 
tion as to who shall sit here or there at some committee table. If I 
amright about this, Mr. Speaker, I say we ought to drop this question 
where it is and take up something that is of practical use to this 
nation. LApplanse. } 

I yield the 
| Mr. PAGE. 

Mr. PAGE. I will yield first out of the time that is left to mem- 
bers of the Committee on Commerce. I now yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr..REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I have always felt great interest in 
the great water-ways and navigable streams of this country, and 
believe I have always manifested it in this House. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois. Cannot this whole subject be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. PAGE. . I cannot be taken off the floor in that way. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order at the proper time. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois. Is it in order to move that it be laid 
upon the table? . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rising to a parliamentary inquiry 
does not give him the floor to make such a motion when another gen- 
tleman is holding the floor and addressing the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the question of whether the appro- 
priations for the improvement of the public waters of the United 
States should be under the control of a single committee or a number 
of committees has been repeatedly before this House during the last 
twoor threeyears. Ihave a very decided opinion if the House should 
determine to give to one committee the power of ee for 
the improvementof the Mississippi and its tributaries, and to another 
committee the power to recommend appropriations for the other 
navigable waters of the country, that we would fail to make any 
appropriation for the purpose. 


. 


valance of my time to the gentleman from California, 
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While during the last year we did not appropriate for the Missis- 
sippi River proper as much as the friends of the work thought it 
ought to have, yet, in evidence of the spirit of liberality in which the 
subject was met by the Committee on Commerce and by the House, 
there were $2,300,000 appropriated for the general and locul improve- 
ment of the Mississippi proper ; and I say this because some criticism, 
if not complaint, has been made of the action of the committee on 
that subject. 

In addition to that, very liberal appropriations, at least as liberal 
as to other parts of the country, were made to the principal tributa- 
ries of the Mississippi. Indeed, no just complaint could be made to 
the action of the committee or the House in reference to the tributa- 
ries of the Mississippi River. 

I am prepared to say, sir, that so far as I am concerned I recognize 
to-day the importance of that great highway of commerce. I re¢og- 
nize its great value to the commercial and industrial interests of the 
Mississippi Valley, and I would favor liberal and I might say large 
appropriations for the improvement of the navigation of that river. 

I wish now simply to say to the friends of that measure, having 
had oceasion to examine the subject year after year and to hear dis- 
cussions on it, that if they shall succeed in persuading this House to 
create two committees with divided powers of making appropria- 
tions, they will destroy the very object they have in view. I oppose 
it, not from opposition to the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
but from a desire to see it successfully improved so as to meet the 
wants of the vast commerce which to a large extent depends upon it. 
That is all I have to say on that subject. 

On the general subject I will say one word and then take my seat. 
During the last Congress, when a proposition was before the House 
to increase committees, I felt it would be impairing their efficiency 
to increase their membership. I have the same belief now, and I 
will repeat what was said by a gentleman on the floor a few days 
ago, that there are but two committee-rooms in this end of the Capitol 
which would accommodate increased membership. I believe if we 
should increase committees above their present numbers we would 
do it at the expense of their efficiency, and therefore shall hope to 
see, whenever it can be done, a motion made to lay this whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. , 

Mr. BUCKNER. Can the gentleman tell me how many years it 
will take to improve the Mississippi River upon the plan of the 
Mississippi commission and upon the appropriations we have been 
giving to it? 

Mr. REAGAN. That plan was never acted on by Congress till last 
session ; and upon the execution of that plan last session there was 
about one million eight hundred and fifty thousand doilars given, 
while for this and for the local improvements of the river $2,300,000 
was appropriated. That was the first step, and it seems to me it 
was a reasonable step to take. The commission desired a larger 
amount for the purpose of testing the sufficiency of the plan which 
they proposed. We gave a million below Cairo. It is the first 
year, too, an appropriation was made for it. We gave $600,000 
between the mouth of the Ohio and the mouth of the Illinois, 

Mr. BUCKNER. My friend is not answering my question. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman must let me answer in my own 
way. We ne liberally from the Illinois to the Des Moines Rapids, 
and liberally from thence to Saint Paul. 

If that plan is kept up, if these appropriations are ae up, and 
no more, it will do much to demonstrate the practicabi ity of the 
plan submitted by the Mississippi River commission and will settle 
the whole question of the navigation of that river- But I stated at 
the outset that this was the first appropriation in that line. If the 
report which comes to Congress indicates the continued opinion of 
the commissioner that the plan will prove effective to carry out the 
improvements contemplated, I have no doubt that Congress will 
appropriate more money in future than it did in the last session of 
Congress. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ROBESON. r. Speaker, it isnow nearly half past four o’clock, 
and I ask the gentleman from California to yield to me, because I 
intend to move to adjourn. 

I give notice, also, that to-morrow after the discussion upon this 
amendment is concluded I shall ask the House whether they have had 
enough of this debate and whether it will not give us the previous 
question upon the proposition and amendments, after which there 
will be an hour for discussion, which will be fairly distributed, and 
end the subject. 

I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey for that 
zane, with the understanding that I hold the floor in my own 
right. 

ROMAN CATHOLIC CLERGYMEN. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. ee the relief of the Corporation of Roman Catholic Clergy- 
men of Maryland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. POTTS. 
Mr. LE FEVRE, by unanimous ‘consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
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No. 3183) granting a pension to John A. Potts, alias John Howard ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE HILGEMANN. 


Mr. LE FEVRE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3184) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Hilgemann; which 
was read a first and seeond time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted Mr. RREWER 
for one day on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Strait to with- 
draw from the files of the House the papers in the case of W. C. Dodge, 
and also to Mr. LINDSEY in the case of J. H. Merrill, there being no 
adverse reports. 

THEODORE J. SAMUELS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3185) for the relief of Theodore J. Samuels; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ATHA L, ISENBERY. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3186) for the relief of Atha L. Isenbery, widow of John L. Isen- 
burg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3187) for the sale of the United States court-house at Boston, Massa- 
chusetts ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ROBESON. I now renew the motion that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
twenty-two minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s dea, under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of 36 ladies of Lincoln, Smith 


County, mena bag? the removal of their political disabilities—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of the Board of Trustees of the 
city of Shreveport, Louisiana, urging the construction of a public 
building at that place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of 50 citizens of Union County, 
Indiana, praying for legislation for the protection of the people from 
the extortion of railroad companies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of 1,000 pilots and engi- 
neers, for legislation reducing the license fee imposed upon them one- 
half, and declaring that no further license fees should be collected 
until the present surplus fund of license fees already collected and in 
the Treasury is reduced 80 or 90 per cent.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CAMP: Two petitions, to amend existing laws so as to 
permit the use of alcoholic spirits in the manufacture of vinegar—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of citizens of Kentucky, for legis- 
lation on the subject of railway transportation—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHACE: The petition of the Right Worthy Good Templars 
of the United States, representing 300,000 members, for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traftic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. L. H. DAVIS: The petition of Edward P. Vollum, United 
States Army, for compensation for personal effects lost in the public 
service—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: The petition of M. M. Gordon and 40 others, 
citizens of Pulaski County, Indiana, protesting against the repeal of 
the arrearage of pensions act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY : The petition of the Grand Division of the Sons 
of Temperance of Maine, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafic. 

By Mr.GARRISON: The petition of citizens of Accomack County, 
Virginia, praying for additional compensation for keepers of life- 
saving stations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of Maryland and Virginia, 
relating to the inspectors of wood in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of George Wessert and oth- 
ers, relating to the collection of tax on snuff—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: The petition of citizens of Alabama, for 
legislation to protect the people against unjust extortion and dis- 
crimination by railroad corporations—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
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By Mr. HILL: The petition of W. B. Edmunds and others, for in- 
crease of pay of the employés of the Life-Saving Service—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the application of Army 
nurses who served during the late rebellion for compensation—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of distillers of Wisconsin, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill entitled “‘A bill fixing the rate 
of duty on barley malt at twenty-five cents per bushel”—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JACOBS: The petition of 68 citizens of Otsego, New York, 
for a law authorizing the printing of the proceedings of Congress in 
newspaper form—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of Carlos Butter- 
field & Co.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Delaware, for the appointment of a commission of in- 
quiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traftic—te the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Elizabeth Trible, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of John Long and others, of Balti- 
more, Maryland, a committee of glass-workers, for certain amend- 
ments to the tariff laws relating to the importation of glassware—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, for legisla- 
tion to regulate railroad transportation—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
in favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Jonas Winchester, of Columbia, 
California, for an extension of patent for improvement in furnaces 
for smelting—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MOULTON: Papers relating to the claim of Sylvanus 
Sandford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: The petition of Theodore J. Sammels, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of the Grand Division of the Sons of 
Temperance of Indiana, forthe appointment of a commission of in- 
quiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PACHECO: The petition of J. Butz and others, asking the 
eee tax alleged to have been illegally collected on tobacco 
under rulings of Commissioner Douglass—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PAUL: The petition of citizens of Virginia, for legislation 
to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of the Progressive Division ef 
Sons of Temperance of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, fer the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traf- 
fic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RAY: The — of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of New Hampshire, for an amendment to the Constitution to pro- 
hibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout 
the national domain—to the same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Papers relating to the claim of David Jacobs— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCOVILLE: Memorial ef the Buffalo Board of Trade, in 
favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papersrelating to the claim of Richard Hill— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O. R. SINGLETON : The petition of Verona Lodge of Good 
Templars of Verona, Mississippi, for the appointment of a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traftic. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of R. G. Van Dusen and 74 
others, citizens of Michigan, for legislation regulating charges for 
freight and passenger tratlic on railroads—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Papers relating to the claim of James R. 
Randall and others for services rendered the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of the Good Templars of Georgia, representing 
6,000 members, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Memorial of Enoch Clark and others, citi- 
zens of Hudson, Ohio, in opposition to the adoption of the French 
metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of George B. Johnson and 30 others, 
citizens of Vermont, for legislation to prevent unjust extortion and 
discrimination by railroad corporations—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs, Kate 
L. Usher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Mrs. Jane S. Collins, relative to the 
tratiic in and manufacture of spirituous liquors—to the Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Papers relating to the claim of Anne C. Liv- 
ingston—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLLockK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
compliance with a resolution of the 12th instant, a report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office in relation to a certain 
decision of that office concerning the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 

any. This communication is in response to a resolution submitted 
te the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER, ] and it will be referred 
to the Committee on Railroads and printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend from Colorado as that 
involves an inquiry into the state of the law concerning the action 
of the Interior Department, it had better be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that it does especially call for an 
inquiry into the condition of the law; but it involves principally an 
inquiry of fact, I think, as to what the Department holds and what 
proceedings have been taken. It seems to me that the communica- 
tion ought to go to the Committee on Railroads. The same subject- 
matter has been before that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, on reflection, thinks 
the communication should go to the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
involves a legal inquiry concerning the disposition of public ands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Themere question, asI understand it, is whether 
the certificates on which lands have been entered, or patented, or 
taken, whatever you call it, have been lawfully issued. I think it 
is a question of law entirely. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think that is the inquiry at all. ~I do not 
especially object to the reference suggested by the Senator from 
Vermont, but the purpose of the inquiry is not as he states it. The 
object of the in uiry is to ascertain a certain fact upon which to 
base legislation, if the fact is as supposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary and printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CONGER presented the petition of D. W. Richardson and 
others, citizens of Michigan, praying for reform in the civil service of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Mary Elliott Mathews, 
widow of the late Surgeon Edward 8. Mathews, United States Navy, 
praying to be granted a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
inittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the North Pres- 
byterian church of New York City, praying for a commission of in- 
quiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the New York tariff convention, 
in favor of a revision of the tariff and other reforms concerning com- 
merce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Mrs. J. 8. Collins, superintend- 
ent of the committee of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of 
the District of Columbia on addressing influential bodies, praying 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic of 
New Hampshire, praying for legislation promotive of the interests of 
veterans of the Army, their widows and orphans ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution of the Portsmouth Board of Trade, 
praying for legislation looking to the distribution of the Geneva 
award fund; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, in favor of increased compensation to employés in 
the Life-Saving Service, in order that better ability may be secured ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of Jacob Weidenmann, pray- 
ing compensation for landscape, architectural, and subdivision plans 
prepared by him for the United States Hot Springs reservation in 
Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented additional papers to ac- 
company the petition of Andrew W. Kercheval, of Romney, Hamp- 
shire County, West Virginia, praying for the adoption of his inven-’ 
tion in heavy ordnance as applicable for coast and harbor defense ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of West Virginia, relating to the tobacco trade. It is 
very short, and I ask that it be read. 

The resolution wasread, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 

Joint resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our Representatives in 

Congress to favor a modification of the internal-revenue laws in relation to the 
sale of tobacco. 

Resolved by the Legislature of West Virginia, First, that our Senators be instructed 
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and our Representatives in Congress requested to use their best efforts to procure 
a modification of the internal-revenue laws of the United States so that producers 
may be perzmuitted to sell leaf-tobacco without paying a license therefor. 

Second, that the secretary of State be instructed to forward an official copy of this 
resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Adopted January 14, 1882. 

A true copy from the Rolls. 

Test: 

J. B. PEYTON, 
Clerk of the House of Delegates and ex oficio Keeper of the Rolls. 

Mr. LATHAM presented the petition of Guy V. Henry, major Ninth 
Cavalry, brevet colonel United States Army, praying for relief con- 
cerning certain losses sustained by him from fire; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Elizabeth Cady Stanton, presi- 
dent, Susan B. Anthony, vice-president, and others, officers and mem- 
bers of the National Woman’s Suffrage Association, asking imme- 
diate consideration of the proposition for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States prohibiting the several States from 
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota, in favor of a proposed change in the United States patent 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Mekinock, Grand Forks 
County, Dakota Territory, praying for the admission of that Terri- 
tory asa State; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Colorado, praying for the prohibition of the manufacture 
and sale of all alcoholic beverages in the District of Columbia ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the Geographical Society of 
Antigo, Wisconsin, praying for the appointment of a committee of 
both Houses of Congress in relation to the proposed two hundredth 
anniversary of the discovery of the mouth of the Mississippi River ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of William E. Dodge, John 
Hall, Howard Crosby, Samuel M. Moore, William Gray, Byron Sun- 
derland, Sheldon Jackson, Stephen R. Riggs, and others, being a com- 
mittee of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, praying 
for the passage of a law granting Indians education and American citi- 
zenship; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Good Templars of Missouri, 
representing 700 members, praying for the appointment of a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to report back adversely the bill (8. No: 382) to enable 
the vestry of the parish of the Ascension to sell and in fee-simple to 
convey the land in square 375 in the city of Washington, conveyed 
to said vestry. In the opinion of the committee this is a question 
with which Congress has nothing todo. There issimply a question 
of law involved which has arisen between the purchaser of this 
property and the vestry, about which the committee express no opin- 
ion. They therefore instruct me to report back the bill adversely. 

The report was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 827) to amend an act entitled 
“‘ An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1882, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 643) for the relief of Ellen Moore, widow 
of Allen Moore, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 610) for the relief of Hiram 8. 
Town, postmaster of the city of Ripon, in the county of Fond du Lac, 
in the State of Wisconsin, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1) to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck, reported 
it with amendments, and moved that it be recommitted to the com- 
mittee and be printed; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 911) to provide for the erection of a public 
building for the use of the United States courts, post-office, and other 
Government offices in the city of Carson City, in the State of Nevada; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 912) for the relief of F. X. Coincon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 913) for the relief of F. X. Coincon; which was 
read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 914) for the relief of John Cleghorn, admin- 
istrator of John Cleghorn, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 


obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 915) granting a pension to | 


Jesse F, Phares; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There are certain papers on the 
files of the Senate concerning this bill, a similar bill having been 
passed by the Senate last year. I move that the papers be withdrawn 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 916) to provide for the appraisement and sale 
of lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 917) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Maria Doull; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 918) granting a pension to William Nichols; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 919) to increase the compensation of the 
local appraisers of customs at the port of New York and other places; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 920) to establish a post-route; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 921) granting a pension to Mary A. Mitchell; which 
was read twice by its title, andreferred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 922) granting a pension to George Andrews; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 923) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Louisville, Kentucky ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 924) granting a pension to James Kitchen; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 925)*to provide for the support and civili- 
zation of the Turtle Mountain band of the Pembina Chippewa In- 
dians, and to extinguish their title to lands claimed by them in-the 
Territory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 926) to create three additional land districts in the 
Territory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 927) for the relief of J. T. Pickett; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 928) for the relief of Stewart 
& Co.; which was read read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the papers which relate to the claim of the ‘‘ Western Cherokees” 
rr Old Settlers,” be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I find an order on my table which I suppose it is de- 
sired I should present, though I do not know anything about it. I 
suppose the order will be granted subject to the rules. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John B. Alley be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted subject 
to the rules. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 

Ordered, That the papers now on the files relating to the case of Lieutenant- 
Commander Charles D. Sigsbee be taken therefrom and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, it was 


Ordered, That permission be given to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
papers in the claim of the German Evangelical Church of Martinsburgh, West Vir- 
ginia, there being no adverse report. 
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On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William H. Manning be taken from the 
files-and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claim of Helen M. Fiedler be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


COURT OFFICERS IN ALABAMA, 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to communicate to the Senate 


copies of any reports made by C. C. Lancaster, an agent or employé of the Treas- 
ury Department, to the Department of Justice, since the adjournment of the Forty- 
sixth Congress, in relation to the conduct in the office of commissioners and mar- 
shals of the United States courts in Alabama. 

SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to recommit to the Committee on Rail- 
roads the bill (S. No. 60) ratifying the act of the general council of 
the Choctaw Nation of Indians granting to the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco Railway Company right of way for a railroad and telegraph 
line through that nation, which is upon the Calendar as No. 20, in 
the order of business. I am a member of the Committee on Railroads 
and did my best endeavor to be present at the meeting of the com- 
mittee when this bill was considered, but was unable to be there. 
However, I was not aware at the time of any objections to it; but 
since the bill was reported there has come to the Senate the official 
report of the agent of the Interior Department, who was sent to the 
Indian Territory to be present during the negotiations for this right 
of way, and since that there has come an official protest from the 
Chickasaw Nation, which has a quarter right in the proceeds of these 
lands, and there has come also a formidable protest from the speaker 
and clerk and other officers of the Choctaw legislature, who declare 
that the bill granting this right of way did not fairly pass the Choc- 
taw legislature. There are, therefore, a semi-official protest from 
the Choctaw Nation and an official protest from the Chickasaw Na- 
tion, and the official report of the Interior Department, the original 
report upon that subject, all of which have come in since the bill 
was reported. None of these reports had consideration in the com- 
mittee. 

Without expressing or having any opinion upon the original merits 
of the bill itself, I think it due to these two nations that they should 
have a full hearing before the committee. I move at this time the 
recommittal, becausethe officers of those nations and prominent citi- 
zens are here in town; they are not men of great means, they are 
anxious to have their ‘‘ day in court” before the committee, and go 
home again. I therefore move, as a member of the committee, te 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Railroads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND inthe chair.) The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the bill to which the Senator from 
Connecticut refers was drawn by myself, and upon my motion was 
referred to the Committee on Railroads. Iwasexceedingly anxious 
to have an early report on that bill, for reasons which were entirely 
clear to my mind, and which I thought I could make clear to the 
Senate. It is within the knowledge of the present occupant of the 
chair that the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company have 
already completed their road to Fayetteville, in Arkansas, and have 
it partially completed some twenty miles beyond there, and are work- 
ing as fast as they can toward Fort Smith, having a distance now te 
complete ofabout forty miles. My reason for being anxious for early 
action was that when the road reaches Fort Smith we desire it to pass 
on through the Choctaw Nationinto Texas, and thence, by connection, 
to go to Houston, Galveston, and other points in Texas, and, by con- 
nection at Houston, to New Orleans, thus giving us a direct through 
route, independent of all syndicates and combinations, from Saint 
Louis through the State of Texas to Houston, Galveston, and New 
Orleans. 

At the time the bill was submitted the message of the President 
of the United States of December 13, and the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior, and all other papers accompanying that message, 
were placed in charge of the chairman of the sub-committee of the 
Committee on Railroads, having control of that matter. The com- 
mittee was unusually full. There are eleven members of that com- 
mittee, and nine were present; and I only regret that the Senator 
from Connecticut, who is a member of that committee, was not pres- 
ent, beeause I am satisfied that if he had been there would be no 
motion of this kind pending now. 

I have carefully examined the papers which have come in, the 
memorial from the Chickasaw legislature and what may be termed 
a protest on the part of some citizens of the Choctaw Nation. These 
papers have come in since the bill was reported by the committee 
and placed upon the Calendar. Now the proposition is to recommit 
that bill. An examination of that memorial will show conclusively 
in my judgment that there is not a material statement made in that 
protest or memorial which is not in the original paper ; and that thero 
is not a question raised by the Chickasaw Nation or by the protest 
| sent with their memorial but what is purely and solely a question of 
| law, not a question of fact but a question of law, and therefore it 
| may just as well be disposed of by the Senate as by the committee. 

I beg further to say that I think I understand this case inside and 
out, through and through, and the motives, designs, and purposes 
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in regard to this whole matter. My only object is that every word 
connected with the bill and its propriety, which I am satisfied the 
Senate will see when the bill comes up for consideration, shall be 
placed before the Senate, discussed publicly, and placed upon the 
record so that everybody can understand it. 

The Senator from Connecticut is a member of the Railroad Com- 
mittee, and I concede that, as a member of that committee, if he is not 
satisfied as a Senator, as he was not present, he has a right to inves- 
tigate further. That investigation, as I have stated, will be an in- 
vestigation of questions of law and not of questions of fact. At the 
same time I am anxious to have a thorough understanding of this 
matter, because we have reached the point where this question has 
got to be met. 




























the territory of the United States around which a Chinese wall may 


the Senate; but I want it done so that no mortal man can say that 
any advantage was taken of anybody. 
the proposition to recommit the bill. 


part represent. 


Indian Territory to this road. 


this measure. 































diction, and occupied by the Choctaw people. 


portion was assigned by metes and bounds to the Chickasaws. 


by their legislature regulate everything in their bounds. 


taws, and not one foot of it is within the Chickasaw Nation. 


Chickasaws, out of which had grown unhappy dissensions 


done, each through its own laws. 


question by the other as to their rights. 


Nation has been in strict accordance with its rights. 


Constitution and laws of the United States. 
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We have got to meet the question whether there is 
an imperium in imperio in this country ; whether there is a portion of 


be erected to which the right of eminent domain does not apply and 
thereby intercommunication by railway is forbidden between the 
States of this Union upon the ‘‘I forbid” of Chickasaw Indians or any- 
body else. We may just as well meet that question promptly, and in 


Therefore I shall not oppose 


But I beg to say to the chairman of the Committee on Railroads, 
and to the chairman of the sub-committee, that I shall insist on 
prompt action by that committee, because the arrangements are such 
now that every day’s loss of time is an injury to the State which I in 
I will state further in this connection that so impor- 
tant does the State of Texas consider this question that the Legis- 
lature of that State has instructed its Senators and requested its 
Representatives to urge the granting of a right of way through the 
A like instruction comes from the 
State of Missouri to her Senators, and request to her Representatives. 
Those States, and your own State, Mr. President, and the State of 
Louisiana, feel the deepest interest in prompt and speedy action on 


I would be the last man (and I think the records of the Senate will 
show that fact) to interfere in the slightest possible way with the 
rights of the Indians or of anybody else, but I place it upon record to- 
day that in my judgment the most rigid and thorough investigation 
of this matter will show that the Chickasaws have not the shadow 
of a claim in this matter; that there is not one square inch of terri- 
tory alienated, conveyed, or in which the fee is parted with in the 
bill; that it is simply a grant of the right of way and nothing else. 
It is simply an easement over land the occupancy of which is under 
the exclusive jurisdiction and control of the Choctaws; and there is 
not one foot of this road that goes within about forty or fifty miles 
of the Chickasaw Nation; it is wholly, entirely, and exclusively 
within the limits of the Choctaw Nation, and its use under its juris- 
While under the 
treaty of 1855 the fee may be deemed held in common between the 
Choctaws and Chicasaws, yet itis further true that by the same treaty 
the use and occupancy of a portion of that territory was assigned by 
metes and bounds to the Choctaws; the use and occupancy of another 
The 
Choctaws live within and regulate by their own legislature every- 
thing within their own bounds, and the Chickasaws live within and 
The differ- 
ence between a fee and an easement is well defined, plain, and sim- 
ple; and this is a mere easement over that portion of the soil the 
use of which is granted by treaty exclusively and alone to the Choc- 
A lead- 
ing object of the treaty of 1855, shown on its face, was to sever the 
political relations theretofore existing between the Choctaws and 
and enable 
thenceforth each nation to control its own affairs, and they have so 
They do make grants, as was done 
in 1859 by the Choctaws, when they granted a charter for a tele- 
graph line through their own territory, not through that of the 
Chickasaws; and each nation grants charters for turnpikes, toll- 
bridges, and so on, and have been doing so without the slightest 


As I stated, all these questions are purely and wholly questions of 
law, which I shall endeavor to explain when the bill comes up for 
action, and I shall show, as I think, that the action of the Choctaw 
If the question 
which it is said these protestants from the Choctaw Nation make, 
that the bill was not passed lawfully by the Choctaw council, be 
true, that is a question for them to determine, and not for us, and have 
determined according to their own customs, laws, and usages, and 
if they are wrong about that, then the House of Commons of Great 
Britain has been acting in direct and palpable violation of rights in 
the same manner fortwo hundred and eighty years. AsI have stated, 
this is purely a question of law within the jurisdiction and control 
of the Choctaws, and with which we have nothing to do. Nor is it 
any matter to us whether they have a constitution or do not have, 
rules of proceeding or no rules, so they do nothing in violation of the 
It does not concern us 
how they settle the question so that it is satisfactory to them, but I 
submit, and think I will show when the bill comes up for action, 
that they are sustained by the highest and best parliamentary au- 


thority, conclusively sustained, and we would be bound so to hold 
if we had anything to do with the question. That I will argue when 
the question comes up; I only refer to that now. 

I want the Senator from Connecticut to understand that there is 
not a friend of this bill in the Senate who does not want the facts 
clearly laid before the Senate, that we may act fairly and justly 
toward the people of our own States as well as toward the Indians, 
and while preserving their rights fully see that we shall not permit 
them to violate our rights. I have not the slightest idea that the 
Senator from Connecticut desires anything but fairness. His pur- 
pose, he states, is simply to get light on the subject. The papers 
already on file with the billas reported willthrow that light. There 
is not a fact, as I conceive, to be investigated by the committee ; the 
questions are exclusively questions of law which might as well be 
discussed in the Senate as in committee; but, at the same time, to 
prevent it from being said that we are trying to take advantage, I 
am willing that the bill shall be recommitted so far as I am person- 
ally concerned, but with the understanding, and I beg the committee 
will take heed to it, that I am acting under the positive instructions 
of a State of this Union to urge speedy action. The Senators from 
Missouri are doing the same thing. 

I therefore ask that this bill shall not be displaced from its position 
on the Calendar and put at the tail end, so that by reason of con- 
fusion and delay the purpose which some may have in view outside 
this Chamber may be accomplished ; for, let it be known right now, 
Mr. President, that but one single company to-day has the absolute 
control of railroad connection through the Indian Territory between 
the North and the South, and if all other companies can be kept out 
that company has an absolute monopoly over the question of trans- 
portation between the States North and the State of Texas. The 
beneficiaries of a rejection of the bill are not the Choctaws nor the 
Chickasaws, but a railroad syndicate which now has a monopoly of 
railroading from Saint Louis and all Northern and Eastern cities 
whose roads pass through Saint Louis. Settle the principle that one 
Indian nation can stop railroads through its territory and you build 
a permanent wall along the south line of Kansas with but one gate, 
and that gate under the control of one syndicate. It would be a 
crying injustice, and will not be done, Ifeelsure. It would be a fear- 
ful blow struck at the grandly developing State of Texas, which 
no Congress would wish to strike. I think I have heard read 
from almost every desk in this Chamber petition after petition sent 
up from every quarter of the country asking that the monopoly 
exercised by railroads shall be broken by Congressional action. When 
you place both routes leading from Saint Louis down into Texas 
under the control of one single company, as it is to-day from Saint 
Louis by the Iron Mountain road down to Texarkana and from 
Saint Louis by the Missouri Pacific down to Denison, and refuse com- 
petition, you throttle commerce. All that goes from Saint Louis and 
thence south to the State of Texas is under the control and diree- 
tion of one single syndicate. Of course, that from Texas going north 
is under the same control, and I say here that my purpose is to break 
that, if it is in our power, by giving to the commerce of the country 
an independent route from Saint Louis through the Indian Territory 
and through Texas to the Gulf at Galveston and to New Orleans, 
unconnected with the present monopoly, and which, as I believe, will 
soremain. Thatismy purpose; but I propose to do it fairly, squarely, 
and honestly. The Choctaws in granting that right have granted us 
simply an easement which they had a right to grant, and have not 
parted with one square inch of fee, and therefore the Chickasaws 
have nothing to do with it, because the easement is over soil held by 
treaty in exclusive occupancy of the Choctaws, and the use, occupa- 
tion, and control of which is exclusively under their control so far 
as any other nation of Indians are concerned. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do I understand the Senator to consent to the 
recommittal ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I spoke for myself personally. Of course I do not 
want to interfere with the Committee on Railroads and their views 
in regard to it. I want to hear from them, but I want as speedy 
action as may be consistent with a fair investigation, to the end that 
the bill may be placed before the Senate for final action by this body. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I can add very little to what my col- 
league has said on the question. Iagree with him that the ultimate 
question involved here is, shall one railroad syndicate control the 
vast trade and traffic and commerce passing northward from the 
Gulf through Texas and the Indian Territory, and southward through 
the Indian Territory to Texas. That is the ultimate question in- 
volved here, As my colleague has remarked, the only railroad line 
now crossing the Indian Territory is controlled by certain men who 
control a vast railroad interest throughout this whole country, and 
nearly all the railroads in Texas. 

We desire competition. We desire that our commerce shall not be 
under the control of one man or one set of men or one syndicate. We 
cannot have competition unless we can get the right of way through 
the Indian Territory for other railroads. : 

Are the rights of the Indians more sacred than are those of white 
people? Yourland, ormy land, or the land of any of our constituents, 
can be condemned for the use of railroads by virtue of the right, of 
eminent domain residing in the Government and in that way sub- 
jected to the public convenience. Shall not Indian lands be subjected 
to the same burden borne by the lands of everybody else in this coun- 

























































































try? Is there anything sacred in Indian rights which elevate them 
above the rights of the white people of this country? Shall they be 
permitted to stand between one great State in this Union and all 
progress? Shall they be permitted to erect a Chinese wall beyond 
which the commerce of this country shall not be allowed to pass? 
I will not say that is intended, but it is the direct result of obstruc- 
tions thrown in the way of building railroads through the Indian 
Territory. 

We desire other roads besides the one alluded to by my colleague 
through this Territory into and out of Texas in order to meet the 
demands of commerce; and every time a railroad is needed to carry 
our commerce are we to be obstructed, and is the Indian Territory to 
be used as a wall to fence us out? 

While we are willing, ay, anxious, and intend to observe all of 
the rights of the Indians under their treaties, when they seek to in- 
terpose the position of their territory as an obstruction to our com- 
merce they are pursuing an exceedingly unwise course, a course 
which will never be submitted to. We will not be penned up; we 
will not be hindered; we will not be obstructed by a claim of right 
on their part which if made by white people in this country would 
not be tolerated for one moment. By virtue of the right of eminent 
domain this Government has a right to cut a pathway through the 
Indian Territory for the commerce of this country, and it will be 
done, and if the Indians are wise they will submit and not seek to 
hinder it. They must not abuse the kindness and sympathy of the 
American people by allowing themselves to be used for these obstruct- 
ive purposes. 

The people of my State, as my colleague has justly remarked, are 
vastly interested in this question. It involves the taxation of the 
entire commerce of the State that I in part represent to have this 
Territory closed up to all but one single railroad, and our people will 
never submit to it if they can help it. The people north of Texas, 
those who trade with us, are equally interested. It is a great national 
question, and one that cannot receive the consideration of Congress 
too early. There ought to be a general law enacted, and I suggest 
to the Railroad Committee to report a bill under which railroad com- 
panies can proceed to condemn land in the Indian Territory as they 
may in every State in this Union. I see no rights vested in the Indians 
which will prevent it. The same law that obtains in all the States 
of the Union should also apply to the Indian Territory. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have had a difficulty in my mind on this question, 
and I should like to call the Senator’s attention to this point: if in 
the treaty, or contract, (call it which you may; that is immaterial, ) 
between the Government and those Indians there is a provision that 
the Government shall not permit a railroad other than two to pass 
through that Territory without the consent of the Indians, and if 
Congress should charter a railroad to pass through their territory 
without their consent, having formerly made this contract with the 
Indians, would not the Government then become liable to the Indian 
nation or tribe for such damages as might accrue to them ? 

Mr. COKE. I will say in reply to the honorable Senator that the 
Government cannot abdicate its right of eminent domain; that this 
is an inherent power belonging to the sovereign, appurtenant to and 
inseparable from ere and that if there is any treaty by 
which that right is parted with the treaty to that extent is inopera- 
tive and void. 

Mr. MAXEY. If my colleague will permit me, I will read the 
treaty, which is the best evidence in the world. The last treaty 
which was made on this subject was made in 1866 with the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws. The forty-third article of that treaty reads as 
follows: 

The United States promise and agree that no white person, except officers, 
agents, and employés of the Government, and of any internal improvement com- 
pany, or a traveling through, or temporarily sojourning in, the said nations, or 
either of them, shall be permitted to go into said Territory, unless formally incor- 
porated and naturalized by the joint action of the authorities of both nations into 


one of the said nations of Choctaws and Chickasaws, according to their laws, cus- 
toms, or usages. 

Now I call attention to what follows: 

But this article is not to be construed to affect parties heretofore adopted, or to 
prevent the employment temporarily of white persons who are teachers, mechanics, 
or skilled in agriculture, or to prevent the legislative authorities of the respective 
nations from authorizing such works of internal improvement as they may deem 
essential to the welfare and prosperity of the community, or be taken to interfere 
with or invalidate any action which has heretofore been had in this connection by 
either of the said nations.—14 Statutes at Large, 779. 


That is conclusive on that point. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the position that I have taken goes far 
beyond that treaty ; itis higher than that treaty; it isabove it. The 
Supreme Court of the United States has decided repeatedly in revenue 
cases that the Government of the United States possesses the ultimate 
sovereignty and power of control over that Territory. That has been 
Aaa determined. The Government of the United States cannot, 
ifit would, tie itself up so that a future Congress could not undo what 
had been done, if the necessities of commerce and of the people of this 
country required that its full soverereign power should be exercised. 
The clause read from the treaty by my colleague is sufficient for this 
ease. The consent of the Choctaws has been given; the Chickasaw 
protestants live far off from the line of this proposed improvement, 
and the Choctaws are alone interested, and, under this clause of the 
treaty, alone have a right to say whether the improvement shall be 
made or not. 
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Mr. President, whenever this bill is reported back I propose to 
express myself more fully upon the subject. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I want the attention of the Senator from 
Illinois. I am not going into the merits of this discussion. I have 
formed no opinion upon it; but I desire to answer the question so point- 
edly asked by the Senator from Illinois of the Senator from Texas. 
If I understand the question, it is this: If the United States have by 
treaty or contract stipulated with the Indians that no railroads shall 
be licensed to go through their territory without their consent, and 
if the United States shall now grant such licénses to railroad com- 

»anies to go through that territory, will not the United States become 
Hable to the Indians for the damages consequent thereon? That is. 
the question—a very pertinent question—and I will suggest to my 
friend, the Senator from Illinois, that the answer is equally pertinent. 
Assuming all he says to be true, the answer would be, Yes, the United 
States would be liable for the damages, but what is that liability ? 

Mr. LOGAN. That was not the question. I merely asked if the 
United States would not be liable in damages for a violation of con- 
tract. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 
it will not take a minute. 

Several SENATORS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia can pro- 
ceed only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Only a minute. 

Mr. INGALLS. This question will come up again. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. But I am on the floor, and do not wish to 
take more than a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ceeding ? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; I have no objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not ask the question for the purpose of contin- 
uing the discussion now at all. I have no objection to the Senator 
from Georgia answering it at this time, but I merely asked it so that 
in the debate it might be reflected upon. That is certainly one ques- 
tion in this case. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. And I wished to give the answer that that 
might be reflected on. It is this: while the United States would be 
liable to the Indians for the damages, the railroad company is first 
liable for these same damages, for the very terms on which they shall 
get the right of way to go through the Indian Territory will be to pay 
the damages which will result. The railroad company must pay the 
damages as a condition of going through. Of course the measure of 
damages which the railroad company is liable to will be exactly the 
same measure of damages for which the United States are liable, and 
one sets off the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour having ex- 

ired 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will take but a momentto dispose of this. What 
I shall say in one minute will close the question for the present. I 
think there will be no further debate on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate continue the con- 
sideration of the motion to recommit? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no objection to the motion to recommit 
from any quarter. I understand the bill has been committed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have a change to make in the motion with the 
consent of the Senate, and I trust the Senate will permit me to say 
that there is no question raised by me or any one so far as I know as to 
the policy of ultimately permitting railroads to go through there. 


The morning hour has expired. 
I simply want to answer that question, and 


Is there objection to the Senator pro- 





I am not aware that any body of Indians think they can prevent it, or’ 


that they desire to prevent it. My friend from Texas [Mr. Maxey] 
declares that there is nothing but a question of law. I say thereare 
serious questions of fact, and they were raised by himself. He argued 
as if he were on the final argument of this question. I shall not fol- 
low him there, because I think he is going to consent to the recom- 
mittal, and it is not a question whether one railroad shall have a 
right to go through there. None of these questions are raised here 
now, but simply this: very serious doubts are raised by the sworn 
and certified statements on my table as to whether that bill ever did 
pass the Choctaw legislature, and representative men are here from 
that legislature to prove that it did not; and the Chickasaws are 
here absolutely denying what the Senator from Texas says. He says 
they have no right in this matter; they declare that they have a 
right to one-quarter of the proceeds. Here are mixed questions of 
law and fact of the highest importance to these two nations and to 
our treaties that we have made with them, and they can only prop- 
erly be considered before a committee, and by their consideration 
there a vast amount of the time of the Senate will be saved. 

I desire, and so do these men—that is the reason I made the 
motion for recommittal—ihat the hearing be speedy. I am perfectly 
willing that the ultimate report of the committee shall come as 
quickly as may be before the Senate ; and in order to meet the views’ 
of my friend from Texas I ask leave to modify my motion, and I 
trust the Senate will assent to it, that the bill be recommitted, on 
its return not to lose its place on the Calendar. That is the desire 
of my friend from Texas. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I trust my friend from Connecticut will also 
state to the Senate that the Commiitee on Railroads, at the time 
they had this bill under consideration, were not aware that there 
was any serious protest or opposition from any quarter. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Iso supposed; that the committee did not know 
of these protests and of this contest. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will say that I presume they were not in exist- 
ence when the committee acted; they seem to have been prepared 
in December. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not make an issue with the Senator on that ; 
I think I have evidence to the contrary; but I ask the Senate to 
accept that modification of the motion, and pass it so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut to recommit the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not to lose its place on the Calendar on its return. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that that 
would be a useless appendage to the motion, but if the Senator from 
Connecticut chooses to put it in that shape the Chair will submit it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [I intended to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to 
recommit, as suggested by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RETIREMENT OF JUSTICE HUNT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is the bill 
(S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I would ask the indulgence of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to allow the unfinished business to be laid aside until 
we take up and pass the bill for the retirement of Mr. Justice Hunt, 
of the Supreme Court. I think it will not lead to debate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to laying aside 
informally the unfinished business? The Chair hears none. The 
Senator from Illinois asks consent to take up for consideration Senate 
bill No. 873. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The bill (S. No. 873) to permit Ward Hunt, an associate justice of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, to retire was considered as 
in‘ Committee of the Whole. It extends the provisions of section 
714 of the Revised Statutes and makes them applicable to Ward 
Hunt, an associate —— of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in consequence of his physical disability, notwithstauding he has 
not served the full term of ten years as required by the aforesaid sec- 
tion; but he is to resign the office of associate justice of the Supreme 
Court within thirty days after the passage of the act. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I have but a word to say about this 
bill. It is an old saying that hard cases make bad precedents, and 
I have no doubt that there is a hard case involved in this bill, one of 
much distress to the individual, but I cannot consent that it should 
tacitly become a precedent. 

In 1869 the Congress of the United States remedied a great defect 
in our existing system 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator from Delaware suspend 
for one moment? I got the consent of the Senator from Ohio to take 
up this bill, supposing it would not lead to any debate. I see that 
the Senator from Delaware intends to debate it, and, therefore, with 
my consent it will have to pass over. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not propose to occupy the attention of the 
Senate ten minutes on this bill, and therefore, if it can be considered 
and passed now, I do not wish to arrest it further ; but I desire to say 
why I cannot allow it to pass in silence. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If there is to be any debate I cannot 
insist on the bill being considered now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will make no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then let it go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to this bill proceeding if it 
will only lead to a conversational debate. If it occupies no great 
time I shall not interpose. 

Mr. BAYARD. So far as I am concerned, the debate will not 
occupy ten minutes. 

The legislation of 1869, as I was about to say, remedied what I 
considered a great defect in our system of judicial compensations. 
Appointing the Federal judges during good behavior, no provision 
existed for their retirement when from age and infirmity, perhaps from 
disabilities arising from labors in the public service, they were inca- 
pacitated from further labor. Therefore in 1869 a wise and generous 
and just system of pensions to retiring judges of the United States 
courts was enacted by Congress. No measure that Ihave ever voted 
for met my morehearty concurrence. All general laws must occasion- 
ally work hardship in their execution. No general system can be 
devised that has not its exceptions of hardship. Special personal 
legislation isa very dangerousthing. Itis wrongin principle and pro- 

vokes unkind and unfriendly criticisms and ungracious discrimi- 
nations. Under the present law the term of ten years’ service isa 
moderate term upon which to ask retirement on full pay at the age 
of seventy; and yet we are compelled in the present case, as it seems, 
by the exigencies of the public service and because of the refusalof an 
incumbent to recognize the public duty of resignation of a life office 
when there is now and has been for more than two if not three years 
an impossibility of his ever being able to perform any of its func- 
tions—we are asked now to pass a special act for the virtual removal 
of this invalid incumbent. I know that the Supreme Court is to- 





day overburdened, that there has been an absorption of jurisdiction 
very much to be regretted, and an absorption of jurisdiction which 
occupies and more than occupies all the waking hours of the mem- 
bers of that court, that the court has been crippled in numbers, and 
The public inter- 


that its business has necessarily fallen in arrear. 
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est_ therefore demands there should be relief by the addition of anew 
and vigorous element to that court, and this bill is intended by remov- 
ing obstruction to pave the way for assistance to that tribunal inits 
transaction of public business. 

I vote for the bill reluctantly, not from any sense of unkindness to 
the unfortnnate gentleman for whom pecuniary provision is sought 
but I vote for it only because I hold it to be a matter of public—I 
will not say necessity, but of material convenience, that an obstruc- 
tion to the business of the court should be removed and so far as I 
can see this is the only way in which it can be accomplished. 

I do not care to enter a protest against the passage of the bill, but 
I trust it will not be considered a precedent, and I very much regret 
that the beneficiary in this case has made it necessary for the sake 
of the public business to pass such a bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, I must say a word about 
this case after what the Senator from Delaware has said. I am one 
of those who believe a general law ought to reach cases of this kind. 
I believe the provision passed in 1869, allowing United States judges 
who have reached the age of seventy and have served ten years on 
the bench, to resign, should be extended to all those who by physical 
incapacity are unable to discharge the duties, although they have 
not reached the age of seventy, or may not have served the ten years 
required by the statute. Lintroduced a bill of that kind last winter, 
— _ Judiciary Committee would not return it to the Senate fav- 
orably. 

Now, there are three precedents for this bill, one in the case of Judge 
McCandless, of Pennsylvania ; one in the case of Judge Watrous, of 
Texas, and one in the case of Judge Smalley, of Vermont. Judge 
McCandless and Judge Watrous availed themselves of the benefits of 
thelaw. Judge Smalley, I believe, died before he could avail himself 
of the benefits of thelaw. This bill is not to be passed for the benefit 
of Judge Hunt; he may remain in office, if he chooses ; it is passed for 
the public good. A general bill that should reach all cases of this 
kind, in my judgment, ought to be passed by Congress; but as that 
cannot be passed, the next best thing to do is to pass a special bill 
for each individual case. The Judiciary Committee did not wish to 
extend the general principle of this law of 1869. A pension law of 
this kind is not for the benefit of the individual ; it is for the benefitof 
the public. Judge Hunt has a right to remain on the bench until 
the full limit of ten years has elapsed, and there is no reason why he 
should not remain upon the bench until the full period has elapsed in 
order to get this pension, if he is unable to live without it. He took 
the office knowing that the pension would be available at the end of 
ten years after he wasappointed. If he was beyond the age of sixty, 
there was, of course, some danger that he might break down in 
health. Some men break down at sixty-five, others at seventy ; some 
early, and some late. There should be no stricture whatever made 
upon Judge Hunt in this matter. He does not ask that this bill be 
passed; the public is interested in the question, and nobedy else. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I did not intend to take any part in 
this discussion, though I confess I sympathize very much with what 
was said by the Senator from Delaware, but I do not think the state- 
ment from so eminent an authority as the Senator from Illinois, which 
he has just made, ought to be allowed to pass without a protest. 

If I understand that Senator correctly, he announces the opinion 
that when a judge of one of our courts is appointed and becomes 
utterly incapacitated to discharge the duties of his office, still the 
office and the salary are his property for life, and it is a question merely 
for the public, and not at all for him, whether he shall remain on the 
bench all his days and receive the salary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator suspend for a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, if I misunderstood the honorable Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I mean that he has aright to the salary of 
the office if he cannot live without it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, a judge of a United States court who 
becomes insane or incapacitated by physical or mental disability of 
any kind has no right to hold that ofiice an hour. 

Mr. BAYARD. If permanently disabled. 

Mr. HOAR. If permanently disabled he has no right to hold the 
office an hour after the hope of the restoration of full capacity within 
a reasonable time has gone by. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What can you do? 

Mr. HOAR. There are processes enough, and one process has been 
used. I do not wish to introduce a public discussion of so delicate a 
matter; but it has been introduced and ought to be met by a state- 
ment to the contrary. He has no right to hold the office, and I would 
saw wood for a living all my days rather than permit a father or 
brother of mine to hold an office under those circumstances. 

Ido not see fit to interpose, under the peculiar circumstances of 
this case, any vote against the bill proposed by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, but I do not think mere considerations of delicacy should 
make the legislators of a country refrain from expressing their opin- 
ions of what the public interest requires. Suppose the bill or 1869 
had never passed, is it credible that if a judge of the United States 
courts at fifty had a paralytic shock or had been committed to an 
insane asylum—and I once knew one of the most brilliant intellects 
of this country committed to an insane asylum, where he has been 
for, thirty or forty years—he has a right to the salary for life, with 
no constitutional mode of providing for the discharge of those du- 
ties? I do not so understand the Constitution. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Ihave a word to say. 
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perfect concurrence in what has been said by the Senator from Dela- 
ware and the Senator from Massachusetts, and yet, under the pecu- 
liar circumstances of this case, I suppose every Senator feels inclined 
to vote for this bill. Having said that much, that I concur with what 
has fallen from those gentlemen, I will simply add that I very much 
regret that the distinguished Senator from Illinois did not bring in 
a general bill that would cover this case, and not a special bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator could not have heard what I 
said. I am in favor of a general bill, and I tried to get the Judiciary 
Committee to report one last winter, but they would not doit. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Very well; the Senatorshould have reported 
the bill himself. I heard what the Senator from Illinois said, and on 
that point I agree with him, that there ought to be a general bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I introduced such a bill. ish 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then I will change my phraseology if it 
will suit the Senator from Illinois better, and say that I very much 
regret that the Judiciary Committee did not bring in a general bill. 

I think, with the Senator who first addressed the Senate, that hard | 
cases make bad precedents. This is a hard case, and a very bad 
precedent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. [I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. ANTHONY. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] has been called 
home by important business and is paired with the Senator from 
West Virginia, [Mr. CAMDEN.] I do not know how the Senator 
from West Virginia would vote on this bill, though I suppose he 
would vote with my colleague, “yea,” for the bill. 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—41. 
Anthony, Ferry. Jackson, Morrill, 
Bayard, Frye, Johnston, 
Blair, Garland, Kellogg, 
‘Call, George, Lapham, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Logan. 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, McDill, 
Songer, Hampton, Me Millan, 
Davis of Illinois, Harris, McPherson, 
Davis of W. Va., Harrison, Miller of N. Y., 
Dawes, Hawley, Mitchell, 
Fair, Hill of Colorado, Morgan, 
NAYS—14. 
Brown, Jonas, Ransom, Van Wyck, 
‘Coke, Maxey, Saulsbury, Vest. 
Farley, Pendieton. Saunders. 
Hill of Georgia. Plumb, Slater, 
ABSENT—21. 
Aldrich, Edmunds. Jones of Nevada, Walker, 
Allison, Gorman, Lamar, Williams, 
Groome, Mahone, Windom. 
Hoar, Miller of Cal.. 


Ingalls, Platt, 
Jones of Florida, Vance, 


So the bill was passed. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committes on Printing, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
; 


Voorhees. 





I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a communication from the 
Secretary of War, dated the 14th instant, and accompanying letter from the Chief 


Signal Officer of the Army, recommending the —— of a joint resolution, in 


accordance with the inclosed draft, authorizing the printing and binding of 10,000 
additional copies of the latter's annual report for the year 1881. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
January 19, 1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress aletter from the Secretary 
of War, inclosing a copy of one from the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, dated 
the lith instant, setting forth the necessity for additional room for the Signal 
Office, and recommending that Congress provide that of the amount estimated, 
$350,000, for ‘‘observation and report of storms, 1883,” the sum of $10,000 may be 
expended for the hire of a safe and suitable building in Washington City for the 
oflice of the Chief Signal Officer. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATEs, 

Washington, January 19, 1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President ofthe United States; which was 
referred to the Committe on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

T transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, with accompanying papers, recommending an appropriation 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a fire-proof building to contain the 
records, library, and museum of the Surgeon-General’s Office. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 19, 1882. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No, 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, Ido not intend to occupy the 
attention of the Senate more than a few moments. I differ with a 
great many gentlemen as to the importance of this bill. I have not 
been able to look at it as a measure of very great importance, either 
caleulated to do much good or much harm. By the provisions of the 
bill I see that it simply confers an authority on the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon the deposit with him of money or of the extended 
bonds, bearing 34 per cent., to issue other bonds bearing a rate of 3 
per cent. in exchange for the money or the bonds so deposited. 

It will be observed that this is very different from the provisions 
of all previous bills authorizing public loans. There is no offer to 
the public generally, at any specified time, of the bonds proposed to 
be issued under the bill; but it is simply an authority conferred on 
the Secretary of the Treasury if persons desire to go to the Treasury 
and deposit money or deposit bonds bearing 34 per cent., to give 
them other bonds bearing a less rate of interest therefor to the 


| amount of $200,000,000. 


It will be further observed that the authority conferred has no 
limitation as to time. There is no time specified within which the 
Secretary of the Treasury may exercise the authority hereby con- 
ferred unless it be found in the provision as to the time when these 
bonds shall become payable. Therefore the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, at any time after the passage of this act, up to the lst of Janu- 
ary, 1887, may exercise the authority conferred by this bill and issue 
the bonds at any time prior to the time when these bonds will become 
payable by the terms of the law. So that this bill, if it may be con- 
sidered as putting a new loan upon the market at all, differs essen- 
tially from every bill which has been passed having for its object the 
effecting of a loan. 

Now, sir, I am not one of those who believe that the bonds author- 
ized by this bill will be readily taken. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] in the remarks he made the other day seemed to think 
they would be taken in the course of one or two years. That may 
be; they may all be taken at an early period, perhaps; but in my 
judgment there is no inducement. whatever at present for persons te 
take these bonds, nor are the circumstances such as to warrant the 
belief that they will be readily taken, or that money will be depos- 
ited with the Secretary of the Treasury for that purpose. The coun- 
try is in a very different financial condition from what it was twelve 
months ago when a funding bill was passed by the Senate and House 
of Representatives and vetoed by the President of the United States. 
At that time there was a plethora of money. The vaults of the banks 
and the coffers of capitalists were filled with money. Much of the 
money that was then seeking investment has since gone into other 
channels. In addition to the money that was then in the country, 
there were maturing bonds to the amount of $700,000,000, bearing 
interest at 5 and 6 per cent., and it was very certain at that time that 
the holders of those bonds would seek the 3 per cent. bonds provided 
for by the bill which passed Congress at the last regular session. 
That money has now gone largely into 3} per cent. bonds, and there- 
fore the holders of those bonds have no necessity to look for other 
investments. It is not likely that any large amount of money now 
in the 3} per cent. bonds will go into the 3 per cent. bonds until at 
least they are called for and paid off out of the public Treasury. Se 
I am not very sanguine that these bonds, under existing cireum- 
stances, will find a ready market. While I do believe that 3 per 
cent. bonds would have been readily taken up a year ago, I do not 
now believe they will be so readily taken up as they would have been 
at that period. Money which would then have gone into 3 per cent. 
bonds has gone into other channels. 

I read only a few days ago that in some of the upper wards of the 
city of New York $47,000,000 had gone into buildings, into real estate 
within the year, and the Senator from Colorade [Mr. TELLER] the 
other day informed us that in the little city where he resides, Denver, 
$4,000,000 had gone into residences and other buildings within the 
same period; and so it is allover the country. Large sums of money 
which was idle a year ago have been since that time invested in real 
estate in almost every city, town, and village throughout the country, 
and much of the money seeking investment twelve months ago has 
gone into other channels, and will not come forward to take 3 per 
cent. bonds now. , 

If these bonds should not be taken within ashort time there would 
be nothing like the amount of $5,000,000 saved by the reduction of 
interest. There may be $1,000,000 of them taken within twelve 
months, another million perhaps in the second year, and so on, and 
gradually they may all be taken at the end of five or six years, but 
unless they are all taken at an early day there can be nothing like 
this saving of a million dollars annually, which the Senator from 
Ohio estimates. Those who believe that there will be a large saving 
by this operation I think are mistaken. That there will be some 
saving I have no doubt. ‘ . 

If the 3 per cent. bonds find a market there will be a saving of one- 


half of 1 per cent, in the interest now paid on the 3} per cent. ex- 
tended bonds, and I presume it might be fair to suppose there would. 
be at least two or three million dollars saved by this operation, and 
upon that assumption it is proper these bonds should be issued 
because we ought to save every dollar we can fairly and properly 
for the people, provided we do that in a proper manner. 
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But I observe on reading this bill reported from the Finance 
Committee some features for which I am unwilling to vote. It places 
it out of the power of the Treasury for five years to take up these 
bonds, whatever may be the amount of surplus revenue. If the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Davis] should be adopted, to make these bonds payable after the 34 
per cent. outstanding shall. have been redeemed, that would meet 
that objection to a certain extent, perhaps meet it so far as to com- 
mand my support and the support of other gentlemen who have this 
objection. The option of the Government to redeem its bonds at its 
pleasure whenever it has funds in the Treasury to do it I esteem as 
a very valuable privilege to the Government. It ought to be at all 
times able to call in and pay off its indebtedness when it has funds 
to do so, and I say now that I would prefer to pay the additional 
interest rather than abandon that right on the part of the Govern- 
ment. 

Whether we shall be in a condition before the lst of January, 1887, 
to pay these bonds I am not able to say. The Senator from Kansas, 
(Mr. PLuMB,] in his remarks the other day, assured us that if we 
appropriate the money kept in the Treasury and which may here- 
after accumulate in the Treasury for the purpose of redeeming Gov- 
ernment notes when presented in excess of one hundred millions, we 
can in less time than that specified in the bill take up all these bonds. 
Tam not willing that the Government shall part with the option to 
pay its obligations when it has money in the Treasury which it can 
apply to the public debt of the country. I am not willing it shall 
collect money out of the people without making an application of 
that money to the debt, for very obvious reasons. First, it is desir- 
able that we should liquidate the debt of the country as fast as pos- 
sible; and secondly, the experience of every gentleman here must 
have convinced him that when the Treasury is overflowing with 
money we are all more or less disposed to vote liberal appropriations, 
sometimes for objects that ought not to command our support. I 
am therefore in favor of husbanding by all proper economy the 
resources of this Government, and while we have an outstanding debt 
apply the surplus revenues faithfully and carefully to the extinction 
of that debt. 

I think we made a very great mistake when we parted with the 
option of the Government in reference to the 4 per cent. bonds and 
in reference to the 44 per cent. bonds. The true policy on the part 
of the Government is always to retain the power to pay the debt 
whenever it may have the ability to do so; and it is very apparent 
now, so far as the four percents are concerned, that we made a sad 
mistake in agreeing to issue bonds upon a long time at 4 per cent., be- 
cause if we had now the control of those bonds we might fund them 
at a less rate of interest, perhaps fund them at the rate fixed in this 
bill of the Senator from Ohio, 3 per cent. While at the time we acted 
as we thought for the interest of the Government in issuing the four 
percents, yet in the end we shall pay a much larger amount of inter- 
est than we should have paid if we had retained the option to call in 
and pay those bonds at the pleasure of the Government. 

Mr. President, this is about allI care to say in reference to this bill; 
but there have been questions brought into discussion in connection 
with the bill on which I propose also to offer some remarks—ques- 
tions which I do not think legitimately or naturally arose out of the 
consideration of the bill, and yet they have been brought in the dis- 
cussion. 

One Senator supposes the ultimate object proposed by this measure 
is to lay the basis and foundation for a continuance of the banking 
system based on the bonds of the Government of the United States. 
That may be true; and if that is the object, if that is the aim and 
purpose of this bill, then I say that I am opposed to the object 
sought. We are not here to legislate in the interest or against the 
interest of the national banks at the present time. It is very appar- 
ent, however, that the public mind has turned to the question of the 
continuance of the national banking system. Within a very short 
period the charters of some of these banks will expire, and there 
must be a renewal of their charters or some substitute for the system 
of banking now existing. While I think it would be as well to post- 
pone the discussion until the question arises, yet the fact that the 
subject is brought forward in debate on this bill shows the tendency 
of the public mind to look to that question which must arise very 
soon, 

I have nothing against the national banks. I am neither for nor 
against the national banking system under existing circumstances. 
I believe that it has answered a very good purpose in the past; not 
better, however, than some other system of banking might have 
insured. Ihave therefore no hostility to the banks, notwithstanding 
they have made large amounts of money, some of which I think they 
ought not to have made, for it has come out of the public Treasury 
supplied by taxation of the people. 

We heard the other day from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VesT] 
that these banks had declared dividends during their existence to 
the amount of over $500,000,000, and that they had a reserve fund 
of another $100,000,000 and over. One-half, or nearly one-half, that 
‘ amount has been derived from the interest paid on their eapital by 

the Government. They put their bonds in the Treasury to secure 
circulation, and the Government has paid them interest on those 
bonds. They derived 90 per cent. of the capital in circulation, and 


Thave always contended, and I have expressed that view in speeches | 
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I made on this subject as far back as 1874, that the banks had hada 
full equivalent for the interest on the capital in the value of the 
franchise conferred on them. I think it was a great mistake in the 
origin of the system for the Government in its liberality to have paid 
them interest on their capital when it was giving them a franchise 
most valuable, as has been proved by the results of their operations 
since they came into existence. 

Mr. President, it has been objected to the provisions of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri that it proposes to require 
that the national banks which shall be hereafter created, or those 
which shall come to the Treasury for the purpose of increasing their 
circulation, shall deposit the 3 per cent. bonds provided for in this 
bill. That has been objected to as being unjust to the banks. I see 
nothing unjust in it. It was shown by the Senator from Arkansas 
{[Mr. GARLAND] the other day, by the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, that they are but the creatures of the Government, subject 
at all times to the visitation of the Government, subject to the su- 
pervision of the Government, and we all know that the Govern- 
ment now does exercise supervisory power by the appointment of 
examiners to inquire into the condition of these banks. These 
institutions being but the creatures of the Government, created by 
it as fiscal agents of the Government, we can at pleasure deal with 
them according to what we deem right and proper. Of course, in 
the exercise of the power which Congress has over the national 
banks, there should be nothing harsh toward them; they should 
be treated with justice and with liberality; but at the same time 
we are exercising nothing but a fair and legitimate right when Con- 
gress requires banks hereafter created, or the existing banks which 
may desire to increase their cireulation, and come to the Treasury 
for that purpose, that they shall deposit in the Treasury the bonds 
bearing the lowest rate of interest which the Government has issued, 
and I think it is but right and justice to the taxpayers of the coun- 
try that that provision should be adopted. I would not adopt it in 
any spirit of hostility to the banks, but I would adopt it because it 
is in the interest of the people of the country and cannot be prejudicial 
to the banks, because no bank is compelled either to come into being 
as a new bank, or to increase its circulation over that which it has 
if it is an existing bank. 

It has been stated by some that if we interfere with these banks we 
shall disturb the best financial system the country has ever had. I 
do not believe that this banking system, however valuable it may be, 
is the best that the wisdom of this country can devise. If all these 
banks should upon the expiration of their charters retire, I think the 
people of this country would devise some means to carry on the busi- 
ness of the country, which would perhaps be as good if not better 
than that which already exists. 

We have three or four different kinds of circulation in the form of 
paper currency. When I use the term “currency,” I use it in refer- 
ence to paper supposed to represent the coinof the country. We have 
the greenback circulation, we have the national-bank notes, and we 
have the silver certificates. Now I believe that some system which 
would be harmonious, which would furnish but one kind of paper 
circulation, provided that circulation was properly secured and at all 
times redeemable at the pleasure of the holder, would be a better cir- 
culating medium than that which we have now. 

I think we should do away, as soon as it can be done without dis- 
turbing the business of the country, with the anomalous condition 
of affairs which now exists in the three or four different kinds of cir- 
culating mediums. The people of this country and of all countries 
have always provided means for the transaction of their business. 
We never had any bank notes in this country until just before the 
adoption of the Constitution. There never was any in England until 
the establishment of the Bank of England. The people did business 
without the aid of bank notes. Exchequer bills, while they were 
not denominated money, served in England as currency, and passed 
from hand to hand, as did also, to a certain extent, the promissory 
notes of individuals and of corporations. In this country we never 
had any banks until the Bank of North America was established 
about 1783, I believe. The Congress of the United States then estab- 
lished the Bank of North America, but they had no power to give it 
existence in the different States, and it fell as a national institution, 
after which it was incorporated, I believe, by the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and organized under the charter granted by that State. 6 
had three or four other banks chartered prior to the adoption of the 
Constitution, one in Maryland, one in Massachusetts, and perhaps 
one in New York. The people of the country have always been able 
to devise some means to transact their business and provide a circu- 
lation. Even before we had any banks in this country the people 
resorted to bills of credit. It was not a very wise thing to do, but 
it was the best scheme they could devise at that time. These bills 
of credit were not, however, devised originally as a medium of cir- 
culation, but their primary object was to place the people of the 
country in the possession of means whereby they might make im- 
provements in their lands and provide for their own welfare. They 
did circulate, however, within the States in which they were issued 
as currency, and answered a very good purpose until different States 
ran to an excess, and issued more bills of credit than they were able 
to redeem. They were issued and loaned by the States to farmers 
and others to enable them to improve their land, to be repaid to the 
States in annual payments extending through a series of years. 
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When the persons who had borrowed these bills were unable to pay 
them, of course the State became likewise unable to pay, and by 
excessive issues these bills of credit came into disfavor, and in the 
adoption of the Constitution it was provided expressly that the 
States were prohibited from issuing such bills thereafter. i 

If these banks shall go out of existence because the public debt is 
paid, some other system equally as valuable will take its place. I 
would not continue the public debt for asingle day after it can be 
paid in order to continue the national banking system. I am willing 
that the system shall exist while the debt of the country remains 
unpaid, but I am unwilling to continue the debt of this country as 
a permanent incubus on the people of the country in order to furnish 
a foundation for a national banking system. 

It is our duty, it is the duty of the people of the present day to 
pay the debt which by our folly and madness we have contracted. 
Lhave heard it said that we ought not to provide for the payment of 
this debt, that the men who sustained the hardships and made the 
sacrifices of the war should be released from further burden, and 
that it should be transmitted to posterity to provide for it. Ido not 
believe in that doctrine. This debt was created by our own folly 
and by our own madness, and we ought not to leave it as a legacy 
to be paid by those who are to succeed us. Besides that, we cannot 
tell what exigency may arise for the people of the next generation. 
They may have just as much occasion to use the public credit as we 
have had in the past. We should act upon the principle that “suf- 
ficient unto the day is the evil thereof,” and not undertake to entail 
on posterity the debt which we ourselves have created, but by proper 
economy in the expenditures of the Government, by a proper system 
of taxation which shall not be burdensome to the people, we ought 
to raise revenue and apply it to the liquidation of the debt. 

But there are two classes of men who are in favor of the continu- 
ation of this public debt. One is those interested in the national 
banks, who want to keep the debt in existence as a basis for the per- 
petuation of the national banking system. Another class is that 
which wants a high protective tariff, which wants anexcuse for large 
duties upon importations. Those who desire to continue the present 
banking system in which they are interested, and those who desire 
to continue high rates of duty on imported goods, will come here and 
seek to postpone the payment of the public debt by every means in 
their power. They will do it first by making large appropriations 
of the public money. I am not certain how far that desire to per- 
petuate the banking system of the country and continue xn excuse 
for a protective tariff induced legislation favoring the arrears of 
pensions, which, I am told, will take at least $500,000,000 out of the 
public Treasury. 

Those in favor of the perpetuation of the national banking system 
or in favor of a perpetuation of the high scale of duties on foreign 
importations are most ready to sustain extravagant measures. It is 
our duty as the representatives of the people of the country, of the 
men who pay the taxes into the Treasury of the United States, to see 
carefully first that they are not overburdened by taxation, and sec- 
ond, that the money which they pay to the public Treasury is faith- 
fully applied to the liquidation of the debt which bears so heavily 
on the country. We should see that the excuse for the perpetuation 
of the national banking system, or the perpetuation of the high pro- 
tective tariff shall exist no longer than is necessary. That excuse 
should be taken away, and the people should be relieved from the 
burdens under which they have long and willingly heretofore existed. 

Suppose the national banks should go out of existence, a great 
many gentlemen seem fearful that if they do we shall not have asys- 
tem of currency that will be equally as good as that of the national- 
bank notes and the greenbacks that we now have: Sir, I do not 
share in that apprehension. I am notin favor of greenbacks; or, at 
least, the legal-tender feature of the greenback system. I listened to 
the encomium on the greenback circulation, the other day, by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. PENDLETON.] While I am most happy at all 
times to coincide in my opinion with that Senator who has had long 
experience in the public service, yet I cannot unite with him in that 
encomium on the greenback circulation, because I do not believe that 
there is any warrant in the Constitution of the United States for the 
issue of a paper currency that shall be a legal tender between pri- 
vate parties in their business transactions. I know that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has said that the greenback issue of a 
certain date during the war was constitutional, and they put that 
notupon any provision of the Constitution itself, but upon the exigency 
then upon the country. I have never subscribed to that opinion. 
While I, of course, bow with all due deference to the opinions of the 
courts of this country, especially to those of the highest judicial tri- 
bunal of the land, yet whena decision upon a constitutional question 
is based upon a supposed necessity, and not upon the Constitution 
itself, I do not recognize it as sound, or entitled to any high degree 
of respect. 7 

Where is the provision in the Constitution that warrants the issue 
of paper money at all by the Government of the United States? The 
power to coin money and regulate the value of foreign coins applies 
strictly and only to gold and silver coin and such inferior coin as may 
be adopted for convenience. It certainly never meant to confer upon 
Congress the right to declare that paper money should be a legal 
tender between private parties in their business transactions. So 
*hat when I heard the eulogy upon greerbacks without any qualifi- 
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cation from the Senator from Ohio I was compelled to differ with his 
conclusions, and I say now that I would not advocate under an+ 
circumstances the issue of a greenback circulation with a provision 
making it a legal tender between private parties. 

But, Mr. President, the Government of the United States may issue 
a currency, a paper which may circulate as money equally as good 
as the greenback circulation. From the very foundation almost of 
the Government Congress has, whenever the exigencies of the pub- 
lic Treasury required it, authorized the issue of Treasury notes. 
While they were not issued for the purpose of circulating as money 
they did circulate among the people of the country and were taken 
readily. They were redeemable within a certain time in coin by the 
Treasury of the United States. About the time of the war of 1812 
I believe the Government issued about fifty million dollars Treasury 
notes during the administration of Mr. Madison, and from time to 
time in the Tastecy of the Government it has issued Treasury notes 
not designed as a circulating medium, because the Government of 
the United States up to 1861 never conceived it to be the prerogative 
of the Government to furnish the people a circulating medium. They 
were authorized to coin money. ‘They coined the silver and gold of 
the country and put the stamp of the Government upon it, but it 
never entered the minds of the men who sat in these Halls prior to 
1861 that it was a function of government to furnish the paper cir- 
culating medium of the country. But the exigencies of the coun- 
try induced the idea of a forced loan in the shape of Treasury notes, 
which were declared to be a legal tender and constituted money, so 
that the Government has for the last twenty years, in fact, been fur- 
nishing the circulating medium of the country—not only the gold and 
the silver, but the paper money. Part of that paper money has been 
furnished directly from the Treasury. Another part of the circula- 
tion has been furnished by the Government indirectly through the 
agency of the national banks. So the Government for twenty years 
has assumed the power of furnishing the circulating medium. It 
taxed out of existence the State-bank circulation, and we have had 
no other paper money than such as was furnished by the Government. 

I have said before that it has been a recognized right of the Gov- 
ernment, from its very foundation, that, when the exigencies of the 
Government required, it might issue Treasury notes, and that has 
been the practice of the Government. Now, sir, thereis just such an 
exigency on the country to-day. We are owing nearly $2,000,000,000 
of debt ; we have to provide for the interest upon that debt, and we 
have to provide for the liquidation of thatdebt. There never was 
prior to the war any such exigency upon the Government. That exi- 
gency which now exists would justify a resort to a system which has 
obtained from the foundation of the Government, an issue of Treasury 
notes which would circulate as money. These Treasury notes, of 
course, would be redeemable at all times at the public Treasury and 
receivable for all public dues; and I believe to-day that if the na- 
tional banks by reason of the extinction of the public debt should go 
out of existence it would be good policy (if the Government assumes 
the prerogative of furnishing the circulating medium at all) to fur- 
nish the whole of it directly, either by the issue of silver certificates, 
or, as I would prefer, coin certificates, redeemable in either gold or 
silver coin. I would issue Treasury notes or coin certificates, not 
legal tender as between private parties, but receivable for all public 
dues to the Government, and redeemable upon presentation by the 
holder at all times. With such a circulation, we should have, I 
think, a better circulation than we have to-day. 

Mr. President, these are my views in reference to the circulatin 
medium. I do not apprehend any great collapse in the financia 
prosperity of the country by the retirement of the national banks at 
the expiration of their charters, or on the extinguishment of the public 
debt; but I would not continue the public debt one hour longer than 
was absolutely necessary in order to perpetuate the national banking 
system. I make these remarks not in hostility to the national bank- 
ing system. I know that in many places the banks are very valuable 
to the people, and my remarks now are not inspired by any disposi- 
tion to do injustice or wrong to that interest, but it is simply to meet 
the objection which is raised to the extinguishment of the public debt 
that it would annihilate the present banking system of the country, 
which I think can be supplied by another mode of furnishing cur- 
rency preferable even to that which now obtains in the country. 

I did not intend to make any extended remarks upon this ques- 
tion. The silver question has been brought into this discussion. 
When that measure was here I expressed my views upon the meas- 
ure. I favored the silver bill. I have seen no cause since that time 
to regret my vote and my action in reference to that measure, and I 
say here and now that I should be very unwilling to see the coinage 
of silver discontinued. I would be glad to have to-day three hun- 
dred million silver dollars in the country instead of sixty million. 
You never can injure a country by having coin of gold and silver in 
it. I would be glad to see in the public Treasury, or to see in the 
country enough coin to redeem every dollar of currency in the coun- 
try. There ought to be in this country just what there is in the 
Bank of England; there isin the vaults of the Bank of England 
one dollar in coin for every dollar it has out in notes. The bank is 
not at liberty to issue any notes without having in its vaults money 
at the time to redeem them. That is the true system of banking; it 
is the true way to keep up faith in any currency that is used, to have 
it predicated upon gold and silver coin. 
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And now, if these banks should go out of existence and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should furnish the circulating medium, 
either by silver certificates or by Treasury notes, it ought at all 
times to have in the vaults of the Treasury coin enough to secure 
the prompt payment of every note outstanding. That is possible, if 
we continue to take care of our gold and our silver. We can have 
$1,000,000,000 of gold and silver in the Treasury if necessary to se- 
cure an equal amount of Treasury notes or silver certificates, If the 
Gevernment shall issue the circulating medium, I give it as my 
honest judgment that it is much better that the Government should 
issue the whole of it than that it should issue a part directly and a 
part indirectly through the banks. By doing that we save the in- 
I do not know the exact amount that 
we are now paying to the banks, but there have been times when we 
have paid not less than $24,000,000 in interest annually to the banks 
when they had 6 per cent. bonds in the Treasury as the basis of 
The interest has been reduced, and consequently 
I should judge from the best calcu- 
lation I can make, assuming that their bonds amount to $400,000,000, 
that they will average at least 4 per cent., and that would amount 
to $16,000,000 that we now pay to the banks upon their capital, all 
of which, in my opinion, might be saved if the Government would 
directly issue Treasury notes or its silver certificates and take up the 
national bank circulation. ; 

Mr. President, I did not expect to participate in the discussion, and 
am aware that much I have said is foreign to the immediate question 
I shall vote for the bill if pouty amended, not 


terest now paid to the banks. 


there is not now so much paid. 


before the Senate. 
with the expectation that it will accomplish a 
claimed for it by its friends; nor do I believe that it will do all the 
harm that those opposed to it think will result from its passage. 
r. President, if a majority of the Senate are op- 
posed to the pending bill, as I believe they are, the indefinite discus- 
sion of every question connected with finance isa matter that in my 
judgment is detrimental to other interests of great public importance 
that demand attention; and for the purpose of testing the sense of 
the Senate, I move to lay the pending bill on the table, and on that 
motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

» The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the Senate 
by a speech on this proposition—— 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Harris in the chair.) The Chair 
will state tothe Senator from Minnesota that the pending ques- 


Allow me to finish my sentence—but I ask the 
Senator from Kansas to yield to me for a moment that I may very 
briefly give some of the reasons why I shall vote for his motion. 

If the Senator from Minnesota will renew the mo- 
tion, I.will withdraw it for that purpose. 

I willrenew it, for I intended to make the motion 
myself had not the Senator from Kansas submitted it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be withdrawn, which cannot be done without. tnanimous con- 
sent, the yeas and nays having been ordered. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the motion is withdrawn. 

I was about to say that I shall only detain the 
Senate to state, in the briefest possible terms, why I cannot support 


Mr. WINDOM. 


In the first place, I think that there is no necessity for it; that the 
condition of our bonded debt to-day is about as good as we can make 
it. The total amount of the bonded indebtedness of the United States 
is $1,539,959,350. Of that $551,186,800 consist of the continued sixes 
and fives, drawing now 3} per cent., and the principal payable at the 

Yeasure of the Government, either to-morrow or one hundred or five 
Lapioed years hence, or at any other time the Government may please 
to pay them. Two hundred and fifty million dollars are the 44 per 
cent. bonds which fall due September 1, 1891, nearly ten years hence. 
The, balance, $738,772,550, is the four percents, which do not fall due 
till July 1, 1907. So that of the entire $1,539,000,000 there are only 
$551,000,000 now within the reach of the Government for payment. 

have paid during the last ten months, from the 1st day of March, 
1881, up to the Ist day of January, 1882, $120,410,400, or at the rate 
of about $12,000,000 per month. 

If we shall continue to pay at this rate we shall pay off the entire 
$551,000,000 of indebtedness in less than four years. If this bill 
should become a law, leaving but $351,000,000 within the reach of 
the Government for five years, and we continue to pay at the same 
rate, we shall pay it in less than two and one-half years. So that 
for more than two years from the time of that payment until the 
$200,000,000 provided for in this bill shall come within the reach of 
the Government, there would be nothing which the Government 
could pay except by the purchase of bonds at such prices as the 
holders chose to demand. 

I am not certain by any means that we shall continue to pay as 
rapidly as we have during the last ten months, but even if our reve- 
nues should fall off somewhat, the diminution of interest has been so 
great that we can still maintain the like rate of payment with con- 
siderably diminished revenues. 

The interest on the public debt since the 4th of March last has 
over $16,000,000 per annum, and as we con- 


been reduced somethin, 
the reduction of the annual charge will be 


tinue to pay these bon 









































still greater ; so that for the next three or four years, I thinkI do not 
overstate in saying that, the reduced interest charge will amount on 
an average to about $20,000,000 per annum. We may therefore suffer 
a reduction of our revenues to the extent of $28,000,000 per annum, 
or an increase of expenditures for pensions or otherwise of $20,000,000, 
and yet be able to maintain the same rate of payment that we have 
done this year. Possibly we may not dothat; but the point I want 
to make is this: that the debt is in better condition with the entire 
$551,000,000 payable at the pleasure of the Government now, or at 
any time in the future it may choose, at 3} per cent., than it will 
be with $200,000,000 at 3 per cent. but postponed five years, so that 
we cannot reachit. I think the figures exhibited by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and other Senators demonstrate quite 
conclusively that there is no profit in this measure. 

Therefore I say that in my judgment there is no necessity for this 
bill. There is nothing in the condition of the public debt which 
makes it necessary that we should provide for it in this way. And 
the only argument I know of in favor of it is that presented by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and one or two others, that it 
may save to the Government $1,000,000 per annum. It may possibly 
save that amount, Mr. President ; but, on the other hand, it may cost 
the Government more than that. The result is very uncertain. 

Now I state this general proposition, which I believe is applicable 
to all financial legislation, that where there is no apparent, clear 
necessity for the passage of a measure, and'where no man can demon- 
strate that the Government will gain any advantage by it, but the 
question of gain or loss is pretty evenly balanced, itis better to let it 
alone, for the reason that stability is often of the very greatest im- 
portance. In my judgment the very best thing we can do with our 
public debt is to let it alone, and continue to pay as fast as our sur- 
plus revenues will permit. The business interests of the country re- 
quire rest from financial agitation, and the most valuable service we 
can render on this subject is todo nothing. I am therefore in favor 
of the motion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and will 
vote for it as soon as the debate shall be closed. 

I regard this measure as an experiment both as to its success and 
its advantages. I do not believe that any Senator feels certain that 
we can sellat para3 percent. five-year bond. If these bonds should 
run, as proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. MCPHERSON, | 
for thirty years—I believe it was 10-30 he proposed, however,—if they 
should run for fifteen, or twenty years, it is quite possible they would 
be taken; but so long time I think would not be expedient for the 
Government, Is there amy reason in the present condition of affairs 
for believing that we can negotiate at par3 per cent. five-year bonds ? 
I think not. Why should anybody take them? The four percents 
are a better investment to-day than these bonds would be. I think 
the Senator from Ohio and some others demonstrated that the 4 per 
cent. bonds, to be equivalent toa 3 per cent. investment, must sell at 
about 119 and a fraction. They are considerably less than that. 

The purchaser can therefore go into the open market and buy 4 
per cent. bonds, having twenty-five years to run, ata rate that will 
yield him a better interest than the proposed 3 per cent. bonds. 
What inducement can he have for purchasing the three percents, 
which have only five years to run? I can see none, 

.There is another reason why the 4 per cent. bond is a better invest- 
ment than the 3 per cent. would be. In less than ten years from 
now, upon any basis of calculation—and'I think in less than six—we 
shall have paid off the entire 3} per cent. loan, leaving less than 
$1,000,000,000 of bonded indebtedness. When that time is reached, 
say six or eight years hence, or five it may be, the decrease in the 
amount of government bonds will be so great that the demand for 
them will be largely increased from bankers, trust institutions, and 
others, who are compelled to use government bonds. A purchaser 
can go into the market to-day, buy his 4 cent. bond, pay the premium 
necessary to obtain it, hold it for ten years, draw his 4 per cent. 
interest, and then, on account of the increased demand and the 
greater difficulty in obtaining them, sell for very nearly as high a 
premium as he paid. 

It has been said that it would be a proud thing for this Govern- 
ment to negotiate its bonds at a lower rate of interest than any other 
nation has yetdone. It would be something to be proud of, perhaps, 
if they did not fall below par soon afterward. But, on the other 
hand, suppose we offer these 3 per cent. five-year bonds, and nobody 
takes them! That experiment will not redound quite so much to the 
glory of this nation financially. 

I think, therefore, that the experiment is a doubtful one as to its 
success. It is still more doubtful as to its benefits, as I have already 
attempted to show. If we should succeed in negotiating them, and 
if our revenues should continue somewhere near what they are now, 
we shall be for two years with no bonds that we can reach except as 
we can buy them at such price as the holders choose to sell them for, 
and it will take but a very short time for the surplus revenues lying 
idle in the Treasury during those two years to eat up the small saving 
of one-half of 1 per cent. 

Looking at it merely as a matter ofdollars and cents, it is not a profit- 
able, a wise, a judicious thing to do. Looking at it as an experiment 
by which we may achieve a great financial triumph for the nation it is 
not a good thing to do, for we may fail and there will be no honor in 
that. 

Ihave a reason applicable to myself, perhaps, which does not apply 
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so strongly to others, for voting againstthisbill. Isay distinctly that | and if that understanding can be reached I will withdraw my motion 
the faith of this nation is not pledged in any way not to refund | and debate may continue until midnight or to-morrow morning. 
thesebonds. We are perfectly at liberty, at least all other gentlemen Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion and 
are except myself, to vote to refund every dollar of the 3} percent. in- | let the Senator from Ohio be heard. 
debtedness ; for there was never the slightest pledge, assurance, prom- Mr. INGALLS. I will withdraw the motion with that understand- 
ise, indication from the Treasury Department during the time the | ing. a Lead 
refunding was going on by which any person who continued his bond Mr. SHERMAN. That is for the Senate; you cannot force an un- 
at 3} per cent. had the right to assume that there would never be | derstanding in the Senate. : 
any legislation on the subject; but I know this, that all over this Mr. INGALLS. There can be an understanding reached by unani- 
country, when these refunding operations were in progress, the people | mous consent. TheSenator from Ohio having charge of the bill can 
assumed that the bonds would remain at 3} until by the regular pay- | ask unanimous consent that the final vote on this bill with the amend- 
ments from surplus revenues they should all be paid off. They as | ments be taken to-day. Ifthe Senate agree to that, very well. For 
sumed this without any assurance from the Department that this | the purpose of letting that be asked, I will withdraw the motion 
would so remain, and they knew very well that the Department | with the understanding that I shall have the opportunity to renew it. 
had no power to give or make good any such assurance, but still it Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. President, I do not think the Senator 
is a well-known fact that they believed it would be done, and based | can make such an understanding. I am in favor of taking a vote to- 
| 





their action on that belief. day, if the Senate is willing, no one objecting; I would prefer it 

Now I do not give to the bondholders any especial credit for mak- | above all things; but I hope the question will be put to the Senate 
ing this continuance, nor do I quite agree with the case as stated | whether they are willing. The Senate is not to be forced. 
by the honorable Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. McPHEerson.] He The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to an agreement 
said: that the final vote shall be taken on the bill to-day ? 

Several SENATORS. At what hour? 

Mr. INGALLS. At any hour before adjournment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it is hardly prudent to drive the Senate 
into a night sitting so early in the period of the session, on a ques- 
tion of this importance when Senators who may desire to speak have 
not had an opportunity to express their views. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not wish to interfere with the preroga- 
tive of the Senator from Ohio who has charge of this bill, but I 
should much prefer that a direct vote be taken on the question 
whether the Senate will permit the longer continuance of the dis- 
cussion on so important a bill. Therefore I shall ask for a vote of 
the Senate on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota to table the 
whole question. Ido not believe the Senate will consent to any 
such thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question was whether 
there was unanimous consent that the final vote should be taken 
before adjournment. The Chair does not understand that that con- 
sent is granted. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that no proceeding will occur here that 
will preclude the mover of the bill from replying to the arguments 
which have been made against it. The Senator from Ohio introduced 
the bill; he has been patiently waiting for the conclusion of the 
debate; and, however gentlemen may feel as to the final disposition 
of the bill, I trust that Senator will not be cut off from an opportu- 
nity of replying to what has been said against the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. I wish to explain a remark I made a momentago. 
I said that I intended to make this motion. What Iintended was to 
give notice that I would, when the debate closed, make it; but I cer- 
tainly did not intend to make the motion, and will not vote for the 
motion, to exclude the Senator from Ohio or any other Senator who 
desires to speak upon it from the opportunity of doing so. All I 
desired to say was that when the debate is ended, rather than take 
up all these various amendments and vote on them separately, I 
would prefer to lay the bill on the table and settle the whole ques- 
tion; but I cannot vote to cut off debate on a bill of this kind so as 
to prevent the Senator from Ohio from replying to arguments sub- 
mitted on this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I appeal to my friend from Kansas 
not to press the motion now. My vote would be with him to lay the 
bill on the table if all who wish to speak had been heard. I think 
he will lose his motion from the expression I hear all around me; 
even those who wish to vote with him will have to vote contrary to 
their wishes from the fact that there are gentlemen who wish to be 
heard, and we ought not to cut them off. It is early in the session, 
and I know that my friend from Kansas wishes to get up his resolu- 
tion, and we all want to hear him, but to-morrow or next day will 
do just as well for him, as some of us think; he, of course, will be the 
judge of that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have said repeatedly that I had no desire to 
curtail legitimate debate, and the Senate will bear me witness that 
I spoke what was absolutely true when I said that the nine days in 
which this bill has been under discussion have been consumed in the 
consideration of everything but the questions involved in the bill; 
and I am disinclined for one, believing as I do that the Senate are 
opposed to the adoption of the bill now oe to have further 
time consumed in debate upon questions of finance, to the obstruc- 
tion of other measures of great public importance that demand at- 
tention. Butif the Senator from Ohio desires time to close the debate 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I wish to say is that this is the most extra- | of course I have no objection, and I will therefore withdraw the 
ordinary proceeding I ever saw—— motion for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand thatthe | Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have to say this: I do not know how I 


What particular influence was exerted upon the public by the national banks 
that caused the public to continue at 3} per cent. a bond that they could have held 
at 5or6 per cent.? I think the national banks had but little influence on that sub- 
ject. The people were aware then that at this session of Congress some new legis- 

tion would be attempted to fund the national debt at 3 percent., and they preferred 
to fund their bonds at that time in 34 per cent. interest-bearing bonds. 





I do not agree with that Senator that they could have held these 
bonds at 5 and 6 per cent. They couldnot doit. The first callthat 
was made for- bonds was for $200,000,000 sixes, falling due the Ist of 
July, and the Treasury had at its command the means of paying on 
the Ist day of July every dollar of that call if nobody exchanged or 
continued a single bond ; so that it was not in the power of the owners 
of said bonds to hold them at 6 per cent. after July Ist. They could 
either continue them at 34 per cent. or take their money, and they 
preferred tocontinue them. There were $104,000,000 of four percents, 
which the Secretary of the Treasury had authority to sell under the 
law of 1870, and which he could have sold for one hundred and 
twenty million; and then in addition, under an amendment of the 
last year’s (one ame en bill, introduced by the Senator from Deia- 
ware, [Mr. BaAyarpD,] there was authority to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to use the surplus revenues, so that the Secretary had full 
power to use enough of the surplus revenues added to the $120,000,000, 
which he could havesecured by the sale of $104,000,000 of 4.-per cent. 
bonds, to meet the entire call of $200,000,000; and the bondholders 
knew it. They knew it was not at their option to hold them or not, 
but the question was will you take 3} per cent. or take your money? 
The Treasury stood offering the money. They did not want it; they 
preferred the three and a half percents, and asked to have their 
bonds continued at that rate of interest. There never was a call 
issued for the 5 or 6 per cent. bonds which the Treasury could not 
have promptly met in case no bondholder chose to continue his 
bond. 

Now, unless there is some strong reason for interfering with that 
arrangement, I believe it better for the country to not touch it. I 
think the stability of financial affairs and the option which we now 
have upon this debt is of far more value to the country than any we 
shall derive from the doubtful experiment of attempting to sell the 
$200,000,000 of three percents, and the doubtful result that would be 
achieved even if we should sell them. 

I therefore a, » with the Senator from Kansas, and had he not 
made it, I should have made the motion myself, that this bill lie on 
the table, and, as I promised him, I now renew that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to remark upon the extraordinary char 
acter of this proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
withdraw his proposition to lay on the table? 

Mr. WINDOM. With the consent of the Senator from Kansas I 
will do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no desire to curtail legitimate debate upon 
this bill. It has been under discussion now since the 9th of January, 
and during that period every subject has been debated except the one 
involved in the bill itself. Now if there can be any understanding 
reached by which it shall be agreed that this bill shall be finally dis- 
posed of to-day, so that I can take up the resolution I offered with 
regard to the arrears of pensions, and have it stand as the unfinished 
business for to-morrow, I will not insist upon action on my motion 
now ; otherwise I shall ask a vote by yeas and nays upon the motion 
to lay the bill on the table. 


motion to lay on the table is withdrawn? shall vote on the merits of this bill, but I want a few minutes to ex- 
Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. press my reasons for giving my vote, when I shall give it, which have 
Mr. WINDOM. I certainly shouldbe glad to withdraw it with the | not been expressed by any other Senator. I would not detain the 
consent of the Senator from Kansas, but I agreed to make it. Senate one minute if the views I entertain of this bill had been ex- 
Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the Senate will never cut off debate on | pressed by anybody on either side of the house, but they have not 
one side after the other side has been heard. | been expressed and I shall ask the privilege of expressing them before 


Mr. INGALLS. I have said that I have no desire to cut off debate, 


I give my vote. 
but I ask an understanding that this bill may be disposed of to-day, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I would rather the debate should 
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go on in the usual way, and when Senators are through I shall desire 
to say a few words—I will not detain the Senate long—in reply to 
such parts of the arguments as affect the bill. What 1 said before is 
true, that after debate has gone on here for days by gentlemen who 
are opposed to this bill, and have discussed a great variety of topics 
that have no connection whatever with it, then to lay the bill on the 
table without giving the friends of the bill an opportunity to say a 
word, would be the most extraordinary gag-rule I ever heard of in 
any legislative body in the world, and I had not the slightest idea 
the Senate would sustain the proposition. Now, I would rather with- 
hold what I have to say until the Senator from Georgia and other 
Senators who desire to speak shall have said their say at a convenient 
time to the Senate, and then I will try to reply, so far as I can, to 
the points which have been made against the bill. I think that is 
the proper and logical way, and if the Senator from Georgia desires 
now to proceed with his remarks I shall be very glad to hear him. 
At the same time I will state that I should be very willing to sit this 
bill out to-day or to-morrow, if that be the pleasure of the Senate. 
I agree that it has already obstructed other business long enough. 

Mr. CALL. There are several Senators who desire to be heard on 
the pending bill, and I see no reason why the honorable Senator from 
Kansas, if 3 desires to bring up his resolution, may not bring it up 
to-morrow moruing and have the consideration of this bill resumed 
afterward, so as to give ample time to the Senator from Ohio to close 
the debate, as well as other Senators to express their opinions on the 
bill. 

Mr. McCPHERSON, Before we proceed further with the discussion 
of the bill I should like to ask the honorable Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WinDoM] a question with respect to some statements he made 
in his speech just now. He made the broad statement that the pro- 
posed legislation is experimental and may result in loss to the Gov- 
ernment. [am curious to know how the Government can suffer loss. 
The three-and-a-half percents certainly will be continued until such 
time as the three percents proposed by the bill of the Senator from 
Ohio be exchanged for them or the 3 per cent. bonds be sold and the 
money invested in the three-and-a-half percents. Now, as he made 
the statement that the Government perhaps might suffer loss, the 
legislation being experimental, [ would like him to tell me and tell 
the Senate how the Government can possibly lose. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam very glad to answer the Senator’s question. 
If the revenues of the Government shall continue as they are now 
the $351,000,000 can be paid off in about three years or less time, as 
Iremarked when on the tloor before. Then there will be no bonds that 
the Government can pay or call in, the Government will be at the 
mercy of the Gaathediess, and it may have to retain its funds in the 
Treasury or to pay a premium on the bondsin order to buy them in and 
use its money. That will cost us more than the saving of the half 
per cent. interest. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think the statement was made before the | 
committee, and it largely influenced my action, that the amount of 
three-and-a-half percents in excess of the $200,000,000 proposed 
by the bill of the Senator from Ohio would be all that the sinking 
fund would require for the next five years, and that $350,000,000 of 





the so-called 3} per cent. extended bonds would be all we could pay 
in that time. That being so, what objection is there to funding 
$200,000,000 of the $550,000,000 for the term of five years, as proposed 
by the bill, inasmuch as you can reduce the interest one-half per 
cent. on the $200,000,000 ? : 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not understand that that is as the Senator 
states it. The exact amount required for the sinking fund I cannot 
answer; I do not remember; but that we have had a surplus of 
revenue which hasenabled us to pay off during the last ten months 
$120,000,000 is certain. I say, then, if ourrevenuesshall continue as 
they are we can pay off $12,000,000 a month for the next three years, 
and if so all the debt that will be within reach will be paid within 
three years and it will be two years more before you can reach the 
bonds provided forinthis bill; and if you do not change your revenue 
laws—and no man can say they will be changed, because we do not 
know yet what we shall do—the Government in that case will lose 
more than it will gain by the one-half per.cent., because when it has 
a surplus on hand and the bondholder knows the Government must 
either lose the interest or pay the debt at what he chooses to sell it 
for the Government will be at the mercy of the bondholders, and a 
very slight advance in the premium willeat up all the gain and may | 
work loss. That is what I said. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President, IL have very little to say on | 
this subject. I would not say that little but for the fact stated by me | 
a moment ago, that, as far as [ have heard this debate, no Senator has 
expressed the views which I entertain and which I think ought to go 
onthe record. This whole debate has gone on the assumption, recited 
twice in the pending bill, that there issuch a thing asa United States 
bond bearing 3} percent. That Ideny. I think this debate is one of | 
the most extraordinary events in the history of this country. That | 
is my judgment. We have almost forgotten it, it does seem to me, 
and yet there is such a thing as a Constitution of this country, and 
there is such a thing as a division of the powers of Government under 
that Constitution. There is sucha thing asa legislative department, 
and an executive department, and a judiciary department; and in 
former times an encroachment by one department upon the functions 
of another was regarded as a most daring species of usurpation not 


| 


for any reason to be tolerated. Yet that plain and palpable provision 
of the Constitution has been most ruthlessly disregarded; and when 
the legislative department of the Government has assembled and 
during a long debate a question involving that very usurpation has 
been before the body, not 2 man has mentioned it as far as my ears 
have allowed me to hear. 

Have we a 34 per cent. bond? Is there any law of this country 
which authorizes the existence of a 34 per cent. bond redeemable at 
the pleasure of the Government? Where is the law? Who will 
oblige me by pointing it out? How is it that we have arrived at 
that remarkable period in the history of this country when we are to 
be told that there is such a thing as a bond embodying the credit of 
the Government afloat in the markets of the world unknown to the 
statute laws of the country? 

But it is said that it was a good arrangement, that there was 
profit in it. Is the Constitution of the country to be swallowed up 
in a question of profit? Are we to disregard the Constitution of the 
country and do that ourselves which we think, according to our 


judgment, is profitable? And are we to allow the executive depart- 


ment and the heads of the executive department to do that which 
they think is profitable, and because they think it is profitable are 


| we to agree to it when it is plainly and palpably in disregard of the 


Constitution of the country? 

Ihave the highest regard for the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. 
WINDOM, ] and I beg to assure him that I am the last man in this 
body who would say one word unkindly to him or of him; but, 
above all men, I worship the Constitution of my country, and I can- 
not afford for one to stand in this high presence and allow week 
after week of debate to pass upon a measure of this kind and not 
enter upon the record my protest against what I with all due defer- 
ence will say, and what I dare say no member of the Senate will 
challenge me for saying, is a plain and palpable usurpation. 

It is said that the transaction is profitable. On that question, 
assuming thatthe arrangement by which we are said now to have a 
34 per cent. bond is profitable, let me read what an old gentleman 
said in years that are past and gone. I suppose that in this day 
he would be read out of all parties as a miserable old Bourbon, an 
intolerable Bourbon. He was a man who had some respect for the 
Constitution of his country, a man who clung with some degree of 
regard to the idea which used +o obtain that the Constitution of 
this country was the supreme law. Still, not for the purpose of in- 
fluencing anybody’s vote, but for the purpose of showing what great 
men in other days of the Republic, not in this day of progress, 
thought, I will read a remark made by that man who was once con- 
sidered venerable in his day and generation, who was named George 
Washington. After a long service, military and civil, in the history 
of his country, he died, and the highest eulogy ever passed upon a 
mortal was passed on him by one of his contemporaries when he de- 
clared that he was ‘first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts 
of his countrymen.” Where ishe now? First in what? After he 
had ceased to serve his country, he issued what was called a farewell 
address. I am not going to read that portion of the address which 
relates to sectional parties ; for that has been exhausted; that isworn 
out ; that is obsolete ; that has passed into oblivion already ; nobody 
regards that now; but I propose to read another passage from that 
celebrated paper, which is a little reraarkable in the light of the 
present circumstances which surround us. In that paper General 
Washington said: 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free country should 
inspire caution in those intrusted with its administration to confine themselves 
within their respective constitutional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the pow- 
ers of one department to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroachment 
tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in one, and thus to create, 
whatever the form of government, a real despotism. A just estimate of that love 
of power and proneness to abuse it which predominate in the human heart is suf- 
ficient to satisfy us of the truth of this position. The necessity of reciprocal checks 
in the exercise of political power by dividing and distributing it inte.different de- 
positories and constituting each the guardian of the public weal against invasions 
of the other has been evinced by experiments, ancient and modern—some of them 
in our country and under our own eyes. ‘To preserve them must be as necessary 
as to institute them. If in the opinion of the people the distribution or modifica- 
tion of the constitutional powers be in any particular wrong, let it. be corrected by 
anamendmentin the way in which the Constitution designates. But let there beno 
change by usurpation ; for though this in one instance may be the instrument of 
good, it is the customary weapon by which free governments are destroyed. The 
precedent must always greatly overbalance in permanent evil any partial or tran- 
sient benefit which the use can at any time yield. 

Mr. WINDOM. May] be allowed a word, with the Senator’s per- 
inission ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM. The purpose of this discussion is, of course, to get 
as much light on this question as possible, and as the Senator is now 
showing the great dangers that the Constitution has recently encoun- 
tered, I want to ask him a question if it does not interrupt him. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will answer the question with a great 
deal of pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator speaks of a 34 per cent. bond as not 
being a bond known tothe law. There is no 3} per cent. bond to-day 
as such. The regular debt statement, in reporting the debt, does 
not refer to any bonds by that name. It refers to “‘bonds at 6 per 
cent. continued at 3},” and ‘bonds at 5 per cent. continued at 34.” 
Now, the question is this—— 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Where do you read from? 
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Mr. WINDOM. I read from the regular debt statement showing 
the amount of all classes of bonds. Nobody pretends that there is 
any new bond at all. The bond bearing this indorsement is pre- 
cisely the bond which has been issued for the last twenty years. I 
will explain to the Senator, for I know if the Constitution has not 
been torn all to pieces he will be glad to hear it. For twenty years 
if the Senator owned a 6 per cent. bond and desired to have it ex- 
changed for a new piece of paper, a new 6 per cent. bond, without 
indorsements that might be on it, he could bring it to the Treasury 
and have a new piece of paper issued, a 6 per cent. bond. All there 
is in this continuance is that the owner came with the 6 per cent. 
bond and asked to have a new piece of paper issued, precisely as had 
been done for twenty years, and said that he wished to express it in 
writing, he desired to have it indorsed on the back of that piece of 
paper that he would not ask or receive more than 34 per cent. inter- 
est, or that he asked the bond to be continued at 3} per cent., waiv- 
ing all interest over and above 34. Now, the question I want to ask 
the Senator—and it is a pretty long one, I admit—is, does he really 
think it is a violation of the Constitution for the creditor to agree 
that he will only ask 34 per cent. on a bond and waive the other 24 
per cent.,“when no new bond was issued, but simply the old piece of 
paper continued? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. In a matter of private contract, where 
each party could do as he pleased, that is right, but in a matter of 
the Government, I think that such an arrangement is not only uncon- 
stitutional but exceedingly dangerous. I would give no executive 
officers of this Government the right or power to dicker with the 
creditors of the country. 

Mr. WINDOM. Then let me ask the Senator another question : 
Would he vote to pay to the 6 = cent. bondholders the 2} per cent. 
which they have relinquished 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. If the Senator will be quiet I will come 
to that. I will show that I am not — about a myth in this 
argument. The Senator says there is no such thing as a 34 per cent. 
bond. Legally that is true; but look at the bill which we are now 
considering ; it says: ‘‘Or any bonds of the United States bearing 
34 per cent. interest.” Again, in another place in the same bill, 
itisrepeated : “The money deposited under this act shall be promptly 
applied solely to the redemption of the bonds of the United States 
bearing 3} per eent. interest.” Here is a legislative recognition 
that there is such a thing in existence asa United States bond bear- 
ing 3} per cent. interest, and the Senator admits there is no such 
bond. I want to say tothe Senator that there can be no bond of the 
United States which is not authorized by law ; and any arrangement, 
understanding, or contract entered into between the executive de- 
partment of this Government or any one member of that executive 
department and a creditor, which changes any of the terms of a bond 
issued by authority of law, is not only voidable, but it is void. It 
binds nobody ; it does not bind the creditor; it does not bind the 
Government; it is a nullity. That is what Isay. If the creditor 
chooses to take 34 per cent. onany day he can do it, just as he chooses; 
he can go and give up the bond if he chooses. Suppose you were 
to hear that, by some understanding, or arrangement, or contrivance, 
or contract, the executive department of this Government, without 
authority of law, had induced the creditors of this country to come 
and surrerfder their bonds, principal and interest, would you let it 
pass unnoticed? Would you say, “Oh, well, that is an easy way to 
pay the debt; and ifthe creditor was fool enough to give it up, we 
will take it and pass on?” 

Mr. WINDOM. Does the Senator say that the Constitution would 
have sean violated if the creditor had come in and relinquished the 
bond 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Ido. 

Mr. WINDOM. Who violates the Constitution ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I say if the creditor goes and throws his 
bond in the river, that is no violation of the Constitution; if the 
creditor gives it to you, that is no violation of the Constitution; but 
if he comes and surrenders it by virtue of an agreement or an arrange- 
ment or an understanding, express or implied, or under the belief, as 
the Senator has said, that it will be to his interest to do it, then 
bringing the Government not under legal but under moral obliga- 
tions even, I say any such arrangement is unconstitutional, and not 
only unconstitutional, but dangerous. I will give the Senator my 
reason for this belief. Isay emphatically, to meet his question plainly 
and squarely, that I do regard the arrangement entered into by him- 
self as Secretary of the Treasury with the creditors holding 5 and 6 
per cent. bonds, by which they agreed to receive 3} per cent. interest, 
and that was indorsed on the bond, as unconstitutional, and the Sen- 
ator can have the full benefit of that broad declaration. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator be good enough to tell us on 
what principle he holds it to be unconstitutional ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. If the Senator will allow me I will give 
my reason directly. 

Mr. WINDOM. Excuse me. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. It is the most important principle of gov- 
ernment, possibly just as important as a written constitution itself, 
that the credit of this Government must rest, and rest solely, in the 
legislative department of the Government. The moment you allow 
another department to open negotiation or to entertain negotiation 
for any arrangement with the creditor different from that prescribed 
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by law you open a door to which there is no end. As General Wash- 
ington said in his Farewell Address, the precedent is dangerous. 

The Senator, I dare say, acted in good faith. He thought he was 
making a beneficial arrangement for the Government by changing 
one term of a bond. Suppose another Secretary, or the same Secre- 
tary, should think that he would be acting beneficially for the Gov- 
ernment by changing another condition of the bond, the number of 
years it should run for instance ; or, as my friend [Mr. Ransom] sug- 
gests, suppose he should take up the idea that he could make a bene- 
ficial arrangement for the Government by increasing the interest in- 
stead of lessening it. I am not talking about good faith, my friend 
will understand ; but do you not see, on the question of power, that 
when you allow under any pretext or any excuse the executive de- 
partment of this Government to entertain a proposition to change one 
term of a bond they might change all the terms of a bond and issue 
anew bond entirely? 

Mr. WINDOM. But does not the Senator see that if the agent of 
the Government, the Secretary of the Treasury, would add an obli- 
gation on the part of the Government, it would be a very different 
thing from the point he is discussing ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. As a question of power, he has as much 
right to add as he has to subtract, and that is the idea I want the 
Senate to understand. 

Mr. WINDOM. But if the Senator will examine the transaction of 
these bonds he will find that the Secretary of the Treasury neither 
added nor subtracted one iota so far as the Government was con- 
cerned. Allow me to explain that transaction to the Senator. These 
bonds were running at the pleasure of the Government, to pay them 
when it pleased, at 6 per cent. They still run payable at the pleas- 
ure of the Government. The Gevernment has not relinquished one 
right, has not added one obligation, has not changed one condition, 
so far as it is concerned; it simply lets the bonds run, and the party 
holding the bond agrees that he will relinquish all interest over and 
above 3} per cent. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Iwill apply the test to that. Suppose the 
holder of one of these bonds should come in now and demand his 5 
per cent. or his 6 per cent., could he get it? 

Mr. WINDOM. I think he could not. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Why? 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill tell youwhy. He has relinquished it for a 
good and valuable consideration. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. From whom does the consideration come ? 

Mr. WINDOM. To whom? 

t Mr. HILL, of Georgia. From whom to him does this consideration 
come ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The permission to keep his bond is a good consid- 
eration, as he deemed it, when the Government had the money to 
pay it; was not under any obligation to pay it, was not compelled 
to pay it, but could pay it at its pleasure; but in the exercise of that 
pleasure which the law gave to the Government, it continued it. 
It could have paid it. That was a good consideration—one consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Where is any law which gives the execu- 
tive department of the Government authority, in consideration of 
anything, to offer any inducement to induce a bondholder to take 3} 
per cent. when he is entitled to 5 or 6 per cent. ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The Government offered no inducement; it did 
not pretend to offer any inducement. The Government simply stood 
offering to pay the bondholder his bond, and he came in and said to 
the Government, ‘‘I do not want the money, but I want you to let 
it stand just as it is, and I will agree not to take more than 3} per 
cent. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. In a question of this sort here is the rule; 
it is not debatable: the moment you allow an executive officer to 
debate whether he has not got authority te change the legal and 
positive terms of a bond fixed by the law, that moment you allow 
him to debate whether he cannot in some way disregard the law. 
There is no escape from the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator from Georgia, as a 
lawyer, what difference there is between a bond and any other con- 
tract of the Government in that particular and in that principle? 
Suppose he should release half his salary to the Government, draw- 
ing the rest ; suppose a man to whom the Government owed $10,000 
should release $5,000 of it and take payment of the rest. What dif- 
ference is there from the fact that the obligation to pay a bondholder 
5 per cent. is in a bond? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The answer to the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is so palpable that it hardly needs answering. 
Of course any man can give what he pleases to anybody. If it isa 
gift, a pure gift, intended as a gift, speaking only from the giver, 
with no motive but to give, any man has a right to give his horse, 
his cart, his house, his money, his bond, to his neighbor or to the 
Government. That is all true; but that is not the question here. 

,Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not think he 
makes my point clear. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have not got through with your point. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I do not think I have 
made my point clear to his a As I understand the trans- 
action, it is exactly thus: the Government never has done anything, 
agreed to do anything, or agreed to refsain from doing anything; but 
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there were certain persons who had bonds which the Government had 
aright to pay, which the Secretary of the Treasury had a right to 
pay by authority, which bore 5 per cent, interest or 6 per cent., in 
these cases. 

Mr. WINDOM. Both. 

Mr. HOAR. Both5 and6percent. Now the bondholder said, “‘he 
will pay me all, as he has the money to do it in his pocket, if I let my 
claim remain, a claim of 5 ps cent. or 6 per cent. ; I will therefore 
reduce it voluntarily to a claim of 3} per cent., trusting that when it 
has become a claim of 3}, although he will have peat the same 
right to pay me that he did before, he will not doit; that he will not 
select my bond then as the first one to be paid.” That is the whole 
transaction from beginning to end, 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That,is anextraordinary statement, as ex- 
traordinary as the transaction itself. In the first place, when did 
the Gevernment have $500,000,000 to pay off these bonds? 

Mr.HOAR. For every theusand dollars when the man brought it 
in and relinquished the surplus of the interest above 34 per cent., it 
had the thousand dollars to pay the bond. It did not have the 
whole $500,000,000 at once, but it had enough to pay every man’s 
bond who did not do that when he chose to present it. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then the Government stands in this pre- 
dicament: it holds a threat over the bondholder, ‘‘I am able to pay 

our entire bond which is due, and I am under obligation to pay it; 

ut if you will agree not to exact the principal and will take less 
than the 5 per cent. or 6 per cent. interest, I will agree to continue 
your bond though I am able now to pay it.” Where does the Execu- 
tive Department get authority to make that bargain? 

Mr.HOAR. Itdidnot makethat bargain. The Government never 
agreed to forbear any man’s bond an hour. 

Mr. WINDOM. Not a moment. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. We all know the charitable disposition of 
bondholders generally. Does any man in the Senate rise up and say 
that the bondholders of this Government came forward voluntarily 
without any inducement, without any hope of inducement, and will- 
ingly surrendered,24 per cent. or 1} per cent. interest on their bonds 
asa matter of gift to the Government? Does anybedy say that? 
Will anybody say that? 

Mr. McMIL Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 


him whether this is not merely a question of administration? The 


Secretary of the Treasury had surplus funds of the Government, and 
there were certain bonds which the Government had the privilege of 
paying off. The Secretary of the Treasury in the administration of 
affa: 


irs issues a call to the creditors ef the Government holding these 
bonds to present them at a certain day and receive the principal and 
interest ; if they were not so presented that the Government would 
not pay interest after that date. The creditor then, for the purpose 
of still having a bond of the Government and having an interest that 
he regarded as sufficient, says to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
he will retain the bonds and remit a portion of the interest, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury having these funds in his possession applies 
them to the payment of other indebtedness of the Government. 
Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMIL- 
LAN] must excuse me from listening to along speech. He asked me 


the question whether the Secretary of the Treasury did not have the | 


wer to do this as a matter of administration. I wish to be entirely 

ind to my friend from Minnesota, but that is the brightest idea out 
yet, that the Secretary of the Treasury has the right to violate the 
Constitution as a matter of administration. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; not to violate the Constitution as a mat- 
ter of administration. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The question is whether this is a legal bond, 
whether this is a constitutional transaction. If it is, it is authorized 
by law; if itis not authorized by law it is not legal. You cannot 
make it a question of administration. The trouble is that is just the 
way the thing has been done. ButIreturn tothe pointI made. Offer 
what excuse you please, gentlemen; make as many adroit arguments 
as you please; seek to compare this to a case of donation if you will; 
but donot imagine that you can delude the people of this country by 
such evasions, 

Does any man believe that the bondholders of this country, as a 
matter of gift, without some inducement, expressed or implied, with- 
out some belief of benefit or profit, without any consideration, came 
forward and voluntarily gave to the poor Government 2} per cent. 
or 14 per cent. interest on their bonds? Nobody believes that. 

Mr. President, we must come back to the point. The bondholders 
did this because they believed it was better for them to doit. They 
did it because they believed it was to their interest to doit. They 
did it because they believed that it would be a better arrangement 
in the long run to get 3} per cent. on their bonds than to demand the 
5 or6 percent, That isthe whole of it, They were actuated solely 
by a conviction of what would be to their interest. It was not a 
question of charity; it was not a question of donation. That idea 
will not be borne for a moment. In some way they were made to 
believe that it would be to their interest. I will not say it was a 
threat to them, “If you do not do this, I will pay off your bond.” If 
the Secretary of the Treasury was able to pay the bond it was his 
duty to pay, it, and not compromise it. If he could have paid the 
bond, if he had money to pay the bond, it was his duty to pay it and 
get rid of the whole interest, and not of If he did 
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24 per cent. of it. 
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not have the money to pay the bond, then to pretend that the cred- 
itor reduced his interest rather than take the principal will not do. 
I think the whole country will understand what was the true reason, 
and that is what I am coming to now. It is not a gift; it is not a 
donation. 

But before I come to that I want to make one remark on the con- 
stitutional question, a remark which no man in the Senate in my 
— will stand up and deny; and that is, the creditor, the 

older of this bond, especially the purchaser of the bond since the 
arrangement, has the right whenever he pleases to come in and de- 
mand his 5 or6 per cent., and the Government cannot refuse to pay it 
without being a repudiator. The Government must observe the law. 

Ah, Mr. President, we have gone a long way in the dangerous path 
against which the great Washington so eloquently warned this coun- 
try if we have got to the point, which now seems to be the case, where, 
with all due deference to my friend, a plain and palpable usurpation 
is to be excused upon the score of profit or benefit. The whole 
arrangement is a nullity. You are legislating upon the basis of a 
nullity. You are proposing now to pass a law upon the assumption 
that you have a 34 per cent. bond. You have no such bond. 

One Senator said the other day in the discussion, Suppose a panic 
should come ; suppose our income should be lessened, and we should 
not be able to pay these bonds and we wished to prolong the time in 
which to pay them. Suppose that a panic should come and the Gov- 
ernment should find itself unable to meet these bonds, and the cred- 
itor should come in and demand the 5 and the 6 per cent., what could 
you say? The Government cannot plead an executive contract; the 
Government cannot plead executive legislation by contract, as an 
excuse not to pay the bond which the law requires it to pay; else 
you substitute for the law an executive contract ; youallow an exec- 
utive arrangement to repeal the law. There is no escape from the 
proposition that this whole arrangement is unconstitutional. 

How did it happen? There isa little history here and Iam done; 
a little history with which we are all familiar, but which can never 
be too often repeated. When the Congress of the United States as- 
sembled in December, 1880, we were informed that over $500,000,000 
of our bends would be maturing in a few months and an arrange- 
ment must be made either to fund them or to pay them. That was 
the only idea that constitutional men then had, that we must either 
fund them or pay them. This new idea that you can make a com- 
— arrangement with the creditor and neither fund nor pay was 

orn subsequently, We were told officially that we must arrange to 
either fund those bonds or pay them. The two Houses of Con 
went to work. We believed that in the financial condition of the 
world we could fund that $500,000,000 and more in a3 per cent. bond. 
The bondholders did not agree with us. The bondholders holding 
the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds wanted more. They came in and de- 
manded 4 per cent. at first; finally they fell to 3}; and the struggle 
was long and doubtful in this body and the other whether we should 
pass an act authorizing the bonds to be funded at 3 or 3} per cent. 
th Houses of Congress being then Democratic, and with the active 
co-operation of some on the other side of the House, finally passed 
an act authorizing the 5 and 6 per cent, bonds to be funded in 3 per 
cent. bonds. The representatives of the peeple triumphed ; the 
bondholders were defeated; they did not get the 4 per cent., or the 
34 per cent. The question as to whether they should have 3 per 
cent., 34 per cent., or 4 per cent., was a question for Congress, and 
for Congress alone, to determine. Congress did determine it. But 
an unprecedented thing occurred in the history of this country. The 
bondholders, being defeated before Congress, did not give up the 
fight. They seemed to think there was a higher law in this country 
somewhere than the Constitution placed in Congress, So they trans- 
ferred the fight to the Executive Mansion, and they induced—I do 
not know how; it has been stated a hundred times and nobody has 
denied it—they influenced the then President of the United States 
todo what no President, according to my recollection, had ever done 
before. If any President did ever do it before, I would thank some 
a to point out the instance when a President of the United 
tates took it upon himself to veto a bill passed by Congress funding 
the public debt, regulating the interest on the public debt, regulat- 
ing the terms of the public debt. When did a President of the United 
States ever do that before? 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. It certainly is just to the then President of the 
United States to state in this connection that he did not veto the 
bill on the ground of tho amount of interest on. the bond, but he 
vetoed it on account of the fifth section, which compelled the banks 
of the United States to accept these bonds. That was the ground on 
which the bill was vetoed, and not on the ground of the funding 
portion of the bill at all. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That was the reason given, and F remem- 
ber the records show that; but whotriumphed then? Not the bond- 
holders, but the banks; and how does it help the President to say 
that it was not the bondholders in whose behalf he did the unpre- 
cedented thing of vetoing a funding bill, but it was in behalf of the 
banks? What isthe difference? I donotcare whichit was; Icome 
back to the fact. The principal p of that bill was to fand the 
public debt ina3 percent. bond. The eee will was expressed 
that it should be funded at 3 per cent. That will the President by 





a14 


his veto defeated. That is the fact. 
but it was done. 
—— the legislative power had gone home ; the people were 
defeated, but the bondholders did not cease their fight; they were 
still anxious to have a 3} per cent. bond, and they got it, so they aT 
They could not get it by law; they gotit without law. They could 
not get it by Congress; they got it in spite of Congress. Why? 
Does not every Senator see that when they perfected the arrange- 
ment by which they secured the 3} per cent. bonds they had secured 
that which Congress had refused them? Was not that the induce- 
ment? Was it not a great inducement? And while I accept the 
declaration of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM] just as he 
stated it, and just as he intended to say it, and give to it as broad 
and liberal a meaning as he chooses to give to it, and while I say 
again to my honorable friend from Minnesota, whom I so highly es- 
teem, that I am in no sense attacking his good faith in this transac- 
tion, yet there is not a man within the sound of my voice who does 
not know that the bondholders consented to that under the beliefon 
their part that if they once got a 34 per cent. bond the Government 
wonld aioe it to goon. Without any arrangement they expected 
that when Congress reassembled it would repeat the expression of 
the popular will which the last Congress expressed, and that was that 
they should have only 3 percent. They did not want 3 per cent. 
They believed that by entering into this arrangement in the absence 
of Congess and through the executive department they could get a 
34 per cent. bond, which the Congress would allow to go on, and thus 
the final result would be a total defeat of the expressed will of the 
legislative power at the last Congress, and the triumph, and the 
complete triumph of the demand of the bondholders when they de- 
manded a funding bill of 3} per cent. Accordingly here it is. 

The most remarkable exhibition in the Senate I have ever seen has 
occurred here at this session. I have not known scarcely whether 
we were sitting here dreaming or whether this was the Senate. I 
thought when we got back here that the first thing that would be 
done by this side, either here or in the other wing of Congress, would 
be to reintroduce the old 3 per cent. funding bill; but before anybody 
could get up from his seat and wipe his eyes the former Secretary of 
the Treasury, who was transferred to this body, jumped ahead of 
everybody and proposed to fund the bonds in three percents—the very 
bill his master under his advice (I had like to have said his direc- 
tion) had vetoed. That was astounding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know that any man could ever be called 
my master, whether he were the President of the United States, a 
Senator, or anybody else. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 
govern you. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think he would. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I admit that. The Senator knows that 
I meant by ‘‘ master” his superior in authority. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I also wish to say in regard to President Hayes 
that he wrote that veto, every word of it, himself. It was his own 
deliberate act, though he really favored a 3 per cent. bill; and if Con- 
gress had passed a ri 3 per cent. bill it would have been signed by 

im, as he said, in his veto message—— 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then he allowed the banks, on account of 
the fifth section, to prevent him from doing the thing that he thought 
ought to be done? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me finish my sentence. . He would not sign 
a bill which made it compulsory upon any man to take a bond of the 
character described in that bill. If it had been left to the free will 
and option of the banks, as it was left to the free will and option of 
all other creditors, the bill would have been signed without question ; 
but fortunately it was defeated, because I do not think the bonds 
could then have been sold. : 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The Senator himself, if I did not misun- 
derstand him, has admitted on this floor that the banks are subject 
to the will of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who ever denied that? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then how were they compelled to do any- 
thing? If Congress required them to do that which it had a right 
to require, where was the harm of it? Did the banks set them- 
selves up and refuse to submit to what the Congress of the United 
States had a right to require ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will allow me, I do not suppose I 
ever admitted that Congress could take these banks by the throat, 
according to the common expression, and take all their property 
away from them without their consent. Congress has the power to 
deprive them of everything that it has conferred upon them; that 
is, their charter, there is no doubt; but it has no right to take their 
property or to compel them to buy a particular bond unless they 
choose to do it. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 1 am not aware that there was anything 
in the funding bill of last year which took their property. There 
was nothing on earth in it which took their property. That is a 


It is a very wonderful fact, 
Then what condition were we in? Congress had 


If he did, be would have a hard task to 


figure of speech of the honorable Senator. Nobody compelled them 
to bank. Nobody compelled them to continue banking. The Gov- 


ernment wanted to take up its 5 and 6 per cent. bonds and substitute 
for them a 3 per cent. bond, and that section was inserted to further 
that purpose. They who were subject to the Government, who were 
made by the Government, who were the creatures of the Govern- 
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ment, did not want to submit to the terms which Congress had a 
right to exact, and they were so potential with the Executive that 
they induced him to reject what Congress required and had a right 
to require, and induced that Executive to do that against his own 
conviction as to another important feature of the bill which he 
thought ought to be a law. 

Mr. BLA Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
there? Does the Senator desire to be understood as saying that the 
Government had a right to require the banks to relinquish their 
bonds bearing a higher rate per cent. and to accept in place of those 
bonds another bond bearing a lower rate per cent.? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The Senator will allow me to say that I 
think the Government had a perfect right to require what Congress 
did require by the fifth section of the bill which was vetoed. 

Mr. BLATI. Did not that bill require of the banks that they 
should take 3 per cent. bonds in lieu of their banking capital— 
bonds bearing a higher rate per cent.? Was it not the essence of 
the fifth section that the Government did take the banks by the 
throat and say ‘You shall relinquish your 5 per cent. bond and 
you shall take a 3 per cent. bond?” 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will answer the Senator that there was 
no such requirement in the fifth section of the act. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the fifth section precisely. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I think differently. It is not in the fifth 
section, and, in my judgment, the fifth section does not bear that 
construction. When that same fifth section was brought up at the 
present session of Congress the Senator who brought it up admitted 
that it bore no such construction. So, taking that position, you seek 
to justify the unprecedented act of the late President in vetoing a 
bill, which he thought ought to be a law, in response to the demands 
of the banks, not upon the bill but upon a construction of the bill 
which was not correct. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will take his time 
but a moment. I opposed that fifth section here and tried, in my 
feeble way, to discuss it. I understood it as the Senator from New 
Hampshire understood it, and it was so understood on the whole by 
the Senate; but that is immaterial. I desire to call the Senator’s 
attention to this point: where the legality, the constitutionality of 
a question is not doubted, we then ask ourselves in refereticé to the 
policy or the propriety of the act. Speaking of the right, so far as 
the power of the Government is concerned, to force these banks to 
do this thing, I do not suppose any one doubts it, but as to the policy 
or the propriety of doing it, that is another question. I discussed 
this proposition upon the theory that if the fifth section was incor- 
porated into the bill at the time it passed the Senate and the House, 
it was of such a character as would force a great many of the banks to 
withdraw their circulation to such'an extent that it would create a 
great contraction of the currency in this country, in fact below the 
necessities of the time, to such an extent that it would bring about 
again such an embarrassment to the business interests of the country 
as we had had before. May not that be the theory upon which the 
President acted when he vetoed the bill? It is not a mere question 
as to constitutionality. But certainly vetoes of bills have been sent 
before to Congress merely upon the propriety of the measure. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Of course I am perfectly willing for the 
statement of the Senator from Illinois to go for just exactly what it 
is worth. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know that it is worth anything, but I only 
suggest to the Senator that that was at least one material element in 
this proposition which was discussed here before the Senate, and that 
the Senator is avoiding that portion of it. When he speaks of the 
power of Congress,.that is one thing. Congress has power to do 
many thingsthat probably it would not be welltodo. We have cer- 
tainly power to do many things that we would not do. It depends 
upon the effect upon the country, the effect upon our relations with 
other nations sometimes, the effect upon our interests generally, our 
commerce, our businessinterestsofevery kind. Measuresare weighed 
always in the Congress of the United States with all these elements, 
irrespective of their constitutionality. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. First, this is a question of power. Ifthe 
Congress had no power to insert the fifth section alluded to by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, it was void if it had been inserted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I said nothing about enacting 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I want to get through some time or other, 
and the Senator must excuse me. 

So that objection goes for nothing. Then as to the question of 
propriety, that was a question fully discussed in Congress, and except 
in case of plain and palpable inexpediency the President ought not 
to have assumed the responsibility of vetoing the bill, when by veto- 
ing it he defeated another important provision of Jaw which needed 
immediate attention, and that is the funding of the debt in 3 per 
cent. bonds. On the question of propriety he cannot be sustained. 
I de not pretend to say that the President did not have what he called 
excuses for the veto. It would be strangeto say that any man occu- 

ying the seat of the President would veto abill without any excuse. 

hese gentlemen I think simply bring forward the best excuses they 
could get for that veto, and with all due deference to them, they are 
ver - 

} LOGAN. The Senator willremember on the question of expe- 
diency or propriety, that the precedent wasset bya very weil known 
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leader of Democratic principles in early days. Andrew Jackson, I 
believe, vetoed a bill on a similar subject. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have not got up here to defend the Demo- 
cratic party for all its sins, real or imaginary. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know; but I only mentioned that fact. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. On the question of power and construc- 
tion, as my friend insists on it, I will read what Mr. CaRLis_z, the 
author of the fifth section, said inthe House on that subject. He 
said : 

In the first place, the bill provides, as amended in the Senate, that from and 
after the Ist day of J we 6 next the 3 per cent. bonds authorized by the bill, and no 
others, shall be receivableas security for the circulating notes of thenational banks 
and as security for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public money de- 
posited with such banks. : 

This is certainly a very plain and simple provision, and it seems to me that it 
requires much more ingenuity to pervert its true meaning than it does to ascer- 
tain it; and yet for a while a persistent attempt was made to convince the public 
that if this provision should be adopted all national banks having 4 and 4} per 
cent. bonds on deposit to secure their circulation and public deposits would be 
compelled after the date named to withdraw them and substitute bonds bearing 
2 per cent., or go intoliquidation. It is almost impossible to make an ar, ent 
against such a construction as this; nor is it necessary to attempt it, as itisnow 
conceded, I believe, everywhere that there was not a shadow of foundation for it. 


Mr. ALLISON. What speech, may I ask, does the Senator read 
from? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 
of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. Delivered after the veto? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not remember. In any event I think 
his construction was right, and I believe every lawyer will say that 
his construction was right. Clearly, in my judgment, it was right. 
Without meaning to be offensive to anybody, I think that the pre- 
tense made by the President, if he did make it, was only a pretense 
and an excuse; nothing else. 

But here is the point I make, and that is all I shall say. I put it 
to the intelligence and candor of the Senate, I put it to the intelli- 
gence of the people, do we not all believe that the creditors were 
induced to take 3} = cent. on the 5 and 6 per cent. bond because 
they believed that by making that arrangement they would escape 
legislation which would require them to take 3 percent.? If that is 
80, and every man who thinks with me must concede it is so, what 
have wef mdholders defeated before Congress, unable to secure 
their will from the representatives of the people, from the only power 
authorized under the Constitution to regulate this subject and to fix 
a rate of interest on the bonds—defeated, I say, before this power, 
these bondholders have gone before the executive department of the 
Government, and by a connivance, by an arrangement, I will not say 
by a bargain or by a contract, but by some understanding, they have 
sneceeded in ne before the executive department what 
they were unable to secure before the legislative department. Ifthat 
is not in every respect, in its spirit, in its letter, in every part, as plain 
and palpable a disregard of the Constitution of the country as lan- 
guage can express, 1 am totally unable to understand that Constitu- 
tion. If, in the language of Washington, it is not an encroachment 
by. the executive department upon the functions of the legislative 
department, I do not understand the division of powers fixed in the 
Constitution. 

For these reasons, whatever might be my own opinion now upon 
the benefit of the arrangement, or whether I should vote for a 3 per 
cent. bill or not, I can vote for no bill which proposes to place upon 
the records of the country the Congressional recognition of an exec- 
utive act legislative in its character, because in my judgment we are 
not true to the Constitution when we do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuErson] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to take the floor in order to address the Senate 
on the pending bill, subject, however, to a desire which I understood 
theSenator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to suggest, that he wished 
to be heard upon the subject of the resolution presented by him some 
days ago. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no desire to take up the resolution that I 
offered with regard to the arrears of pensions act until the pending 
measure is out of the way, so that I can ask the continuous attention 
of the Senate to it until I can obtain a vote. I shall therefore not 
interfere with the desire of the Senator from Florida to address the 
Senate on the pending bill. 
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ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. INGALLS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 26; as follows: 











YEAS—30. 
Anthony, Fair, Hill of Colorado, Saulsbaury, 
Bayard, Farley, Hill of Georgia, Sewell, 
Blair, Frye, Jackson, Vest 
Butler, George Johnston, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, L : Walker. 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, MeMiilna, Williams. 
eet: ih arrison Mitehell, 
Davis of Dilinois, Hawley Pugh, 
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NAYS—26. 

‘ison, Groome, MceDill, Saunders, 
Beck, Hampton, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Brown, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Call, Hoar, Mi ; Teller, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Mo: i Vance 
Ferry, Jonas, Ransom, 

Garland, Logan, Rollins, 

ABSENT—20. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lamar, Platt, 
Camden, Hale, Mahone, Plamb, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, McPherson, Slater, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Davis of W.Va., Kellogg, Pendleton, Windom. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I movethat the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was apes to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and six minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 19, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. 
Rev. F. D. POWER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the moming hour for the 
call of committees for reports. 

Mr. JOYCE. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for the intre- 
duction of a bill, 

Mr. BOWMAN. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, 


1 will yield for that purpose. 
JULIA SPENARD. 


Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 
3188) granting a pension to Julia Spenard; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A MEMORIAL. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, some time ago I presented twor 
memorials in behalf of Josiah Shenkle, which were referred to the 
Cemmittee on Claims. These, I think, should be referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The change of reference will be made as sug- 
gested. 

RAPHAEL M. MILLER, 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No 
3189) for the relief of Raphael M. Miller; which was read a first and 
ee referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FENNIMORE BENNETT. 


Mr. JACOBS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3190) to remove the charge of desertion against Fennimore Bennett ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee: 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION. 


Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
Np. 3191) to provide for the removal of obstructions to the free navi- 
gation of the navigable waters of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and, 
ordered to be printed. 


CANADIAN GRAIN AT UNITED STATES MILLS. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3192) to permit grain brought by Canadian farm- 
ers to be ground at mills in the United States adjacent to Canadian 
territory under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by 

| the Treasury Department; which was read a first ae second time, 
| referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 
WILLIAM Rk. TUBBS, 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3193) for the relief of William R. Tubbs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PHILADELPHIA AND READING RAILROAD ,.COMPANY. 


Mr. KELLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report back, with a favorablerecommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1378) to release the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Com- 

any vie certain taxes; and to ask that it be put upon the Private . 
endar. 
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MASSACHUSETTS WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H.R. No. 686) to reimburse the 
State of Massachusetts for certain expenditures for coast defense ; 
which was placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ERNEST KUBISH. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 989) for the relief of 
Ernest Kubish; which was referred to the Committee on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PETER GALLAGHER, / 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of 
Peter Gallagher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. DEZENDORF, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1742) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to contract for the purchase of a lot of ground 
opposite the Gosport navy-yard ; which was recommitted, and the 
accompanying report orderedeto be printed. ; ; 

The Speaker continued: and concluded the call of committees, no 
further reports being presented. 


; INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desise to ask the consent of the House this 
morning to the consideration of the proposition I submitted yester- 
day, that the Committee on Claims be discharged from the considera- 
tion of Indian depredation claims, and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. The object of this proposition is that 
all these bills may be placed before one committee, and I make the 
proposition after formal action of the Committee on Claims, and at 
their unanimous request, as I am informed by the gentleman acting 
pro tempore as chairman of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] 
moves that the Committee on Claims be discharged from the further 
consideration of all claims relating to Indian depredations. 

Mr. RANDALL. How does this question come up? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. 

My. HASKELL. I ask consent—— 

The SPEAKER. It was under consideration yesterday morning. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was not under consideration; it was never 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
not come u 

Mr. HAS 


It was withdrawn for the time being. It does 
as unfinished business. 

LL. As members will see, if the Committee on Indian 
Affairs is to be charged with the consideration of these claims, it 
ought to have the bills before it promptly, so that they may be dock- 


eted and put in shape for examination by the committee. 
a matter of which our committee desires jurisdiction. 

Mr. RANDALL. I objected yesterday because the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims was not present. But if these two committees 
agree as to the jurisdiction over these matters, and if it is their de- 
sire to have this business referred, as proposed by the gentleman 
from Kansas, I have no further objection to offer. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Kansas reports correctly the 
action of the Committee on Claims. The matter was acted upon 
this morning, and the consent of that committee given to this propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, as defined by the rules, covers “the relations of 
the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes, other than 
a eS. therefor.” The jurisdiction of the Committee on 

aims includes “ private and domestic claims and demands, other 
than war claims, against the United States.” Now, can we change 
the jurisdictions of these committees, as the gentleman from Kansas 
proposes, upon & mere motion, without a reference te any commit- 
tee f for he seeks not only to change the reference of certain bills now 
before the Committee on Claims, but to declare, in the face of the 
rules of the House, that all such claims hereafter shall go to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs instead of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, I will 
explain the matter. An Indian depredation claim is a claim of a 
citizen of the United States upon a tribe of Indians, the citizen seek- 
ing pay out of the tribal fund. It is not a claim against the United 
States at all. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. But isit a claim astothe “relations 
of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes?” 

Mr. HASKELL. Absolutely. It grows out of treaty stipulations, 
each specific treaty providing that depredations committed by In- 
dians upon white men shall be compensated by the tribe out of their 
fund. Hence, a claim of this kind concerns the relations between 
the United States and the Indians; it is not a claim upon the pub- 
lic Treasury, and these claims have always, in the previous history of 
this House, been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


It is not 
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Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. If the gentleman is right I am 
wrong. I doubt whether he is right. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. As I understand, these claims originally arose 
under treaty stipulations whereby it was provided that damages for 
any depredations committed upon settlers by Indians should be de- 
ducted from the annuities of the tribe. That was the custom of the 
Government up to 1872. At that time Congress, by a change in the 
law, provided that the Secretary of the Interior should audit these 
claims and report them to Congress, but that no claim should be paid 
except upon an appropriation made by law. These claims have gone 
to the Interior Department, they have been year by year reported to 
Congress and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. TheCom- 
mittee, if it acts favorably upon any case, must, of course, say whether 
the damages allowed should be paid out of the Treasury or out of the 
annuity of the particular tribe. Itseems to me that these billsought 
ye as these claims have always gone, to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, so far as regards the 
great body of these claims, they come here not in the form of bills 
but in the form of communications from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior. A number of bills, however, 
have been presented in the House Foye for payment of claims 
of this kind by appropriations out of the public funds. In this way 
some confusion has arisen. Under the holding of the present occu- 
em of the chair, such bills should go to the Committee on Claims, 

ut as it is possible that the committee may change any bill so as to 
as for the payment of the claims out of Indian funds, the Chair 

as constantly been in doubt where these bills should be referred 
under the rules. The motion of the gentleman from Kansas is that 
all bills, petitions, and memorials relating to Indian depredations be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion of Mr. HASKELL was agreed to. 

Mr. HASKELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire consent to introduce at this time, for 
reference, some joint resolutions and memorials of the Legislature of 
the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HOLMAN called for the regular order. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I regret to trespass 
on the time of the House by rising to a question of personal privi- 
lege. The Detroit Post and Tribune, a leading journal of my State, 
in a brief editorial in its issue of January 17, 1882, contains the fol- 
lowing : 

Bill day in the House called out many measures, a few of which were for the 
en objects: To make terms of office of Presidential electors four years and 
giving electors power to act in case of death or disability of the President and 
Vice-. ident ; to issue postal cards with flexible covers to conceal messages, (by 
Mr. Hoar;) to make wives competent witnesses in trials for bigamy in the Terri- 
tories, (by Mr. WILLITs ;) to retire national-bank notes, (by Mr. BuRRows.) 

Inthe Associated Press report of the proceedings of Congress of last 
Monday I find the following report of bills introduced : 

By Mr. Burrows, Michigan, (Republican,) to retire national-bank notes. 


Now, by examination of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the pro- 
ceedings of that day it will be found, on page 422, that the only bill 
I introduced was the following: ‘‘To enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to make final settlement with the Indians of Michigan and 
Indiana under treaty stipulations existing between them.” Further 
on, on page 423 of the RECORD, I find that Mr. BuRROws, of Missouri, 
introduced a bill ‘‘ to retire national-bank notes.” I-can see how 
the mistake occurred. It is very natural, but F could not allow it 
to go uncorrected, I shall probably be compelled to answer for errors 
enough of my own in matters of legislation, without being held 
responsible for the follies of others. 

Mr. ATKINS. Would that be an error? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will take all the honor 
of that bill to retire national-bank notes on myself. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I ask to report a bill from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask unanimous consent. 

Several Members. I demand the regular order of business. 


ENLARGEMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of the re- 
port from the Committee on Rules, and the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. PAGE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PAGE. I will yield to the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I am profoundly grateful to my 
distinguished friend from California who has afforded me the privi- 
lege of addressing the Representatives of the American people upon 
the subject which has engaged the attention of this House for the 
past few days. ‘This discussion has demonstrated one fact, and that 
is that there is intense dissatisfaction with the make-up of certain 
committees on the part of certain gentlemen. And this is an effort 
to cover and correct an acre of dissatisfaction, discontent, and sore- 
headism by one yard of muslin. [Laughter.] In my judgment it 
will signally fail. 

I desire to call the attention of the House, and especially the atten- 
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tion of the distinguished gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. OrTH,] to 
the early history of the Congress of the United States touching the 
-appointment of committees. The first House of Representatives that 
assembled under the Constitution of the United States in 1789 adopted 
‘the following rule: 

Committees consisting of more than three members shall be balloted for by the 
House. If upon such ballot the number required shall not be elected by a majority 
of the votes given, the House shall proceed to a second ballot, in which a plurality 
of votes shall prevail; and in case a greater number than are required to compose 
or complete the committee shall have an equal number of votes, the House shall 
proceed to a further ballot or ballots. 

That was the rule adopted by the first House of Representatives 
touching the method of selecting committees. In 1802 that resolu- 
tion was changed, and Congress provided ‘‘that ALL committees 
shall be appointed by the Speaker, unless otherwise specially directed 
by the House, in which case they shall be appointed by ballot.” 
That continued to be the rule of the House of Representatives from 
1802 down to and including 1840. In 1840 the House prescribed this 
rule in reference to the election or appointment of its committees : 

All committees shall be appointed by the Speaker unless otherwise specially 
directed by the House, in which case they shall be appointed by ballot. 

It will be observed that in the first Congress of the United States 
the Speaker was restricted to the appointment of committees which 
did not exceed three in number. In 1802 that provision was enlarged, 
and the House declared that the Speaker should appoint all of the 
committees, unless otherwise directed by the House. As I have 
stated, that remained until 1843. 

Therule, as it stands now, provides that “unless otherwise specially 
ordered by the House the Speaker shall appoint at the commence- 
ment of each Congress the following standing committees.” 

Now, I desire to call the attention of my friend from Indiana [ Mr. 
OnrTH] to one fact which occurred in the first session of the First Con- 

ss of the United States when a member made a motion in the 
ouse that a committee should be appointed to select other commit- 
tees, and the Speaker of the House ruled that to be out of order, and 
correctly, too, as I think was the judgment of the Speaker yesterday 
on the amendment offered by my friend from Indiana, which, I be- 
lieve, was properly ruled out. 

I desire to call attention to another fact. In 1804 the committees 

of this House amounted to seven—W aysand Means, Elections, Claims, 
Commerce, and Manufactures, and Revisal, and Unfinished Business. 
In 1840 we had in the House of Representatives twenty-eight stand- 
ing committees of nine members each. In the present Congress we 
have forty-two standing committees, twelve select committees, and 
four joint committees; and I ask gentlemen where the necessity 
comes in for increasing the membership of committees on the floor of 
this House? Who is dissatisfied? Is it the great State of Pennsyl- 
vania? At the beginning of our system of government, before we 
had declared our independence, the people of this country amounted 
to 3,000,000, and out of the bosom of that popes. sprang Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Hamilton, and a host of other 
worthies. To-day we have the great State of Pennsylvania, and out 
of her 3,000,000 of population have sprung the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, chairman Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and the chairman of the Committee on Public Expend- 
itures, which was a good departure from the old system which has 
so long been-practiced in this House. I allude to my distinguished 
friend Mr. RANDALL, who was appointed the chairman of the latter 
committee. Then she has the chairmanship of Committee on Manu- 
factures. But who is complaining? Is the great State of Pennsyl- 
vania not content with all of this? Why, then, ask the House to in- 
crease the membership of the committees? Is it, perchance, that she 
may get on some of these committees some gentlemen whose gruel is 
not yet sweet enough? [Laughter.] 
_ Here, too, is the glorious old State of Wisconsin! Look at it, Mr. 
Speaker, and let me ask the attention of the House to this great 
State. What do we find here? Why here is the chairmanship of 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads assigned to that State, when 
the Union Pacific, Central, and Southern Pacific Railroads are not 
within a thousand milesof her border. [Great laughter. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to have afew minutes longer. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Colorado be Reet to proceed on his own time. 

Mr. BELFORD. I have been here for six years, and never had but 
a five-minute chance. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will be permitted to go on. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be allowed 
to proceed. 

Mr. BELFORD. I was talking about Wisconsin, charged with 
the chairmanship of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, when, as I 
have said, the great Pacific Railroads are not within a thousand 
miles of her borders. But, Mr. Speaker, there is little Colorado 
surrounded with them; on one side the Union Pacific, on the other 
the Southern Pacific, and she is dominated by both roads, and yet 
this great State of Wisconsin gets the chairmanship. 

Then, in addition to that, this same State of Wisconsin has the 
chairmanship of the Committee on the Public Lands, and, I presume 








RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 19, 


on account of its intimate relations with England, with France, its 
intercourse with Austria-Hungary, with Russia, with Turkey, and of 
the other continental and European powers, she has been accorded 
the chairmanship of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. [Laughter. ] 
Now, in the nume of God and good conscience, should she not be 
satisfied with all that on this floor? [Great laughter. ] 

Now, [have alluded to all these things not in a censorious or critical 
spirit. Ihave no fault to find with the judgment of the Speaker. | 
know that there is so much talent, so much intelligence, so much stal- 
wart energy in this House of Representatives, that it is impossible for 
the Speaker to assign every greatman to every great committee upon 
this floor. I think possibly he might satisty all in one way, and I 
will suggest it. If some gentleman, if my friend from New Jersey, 
for instance, would agree to amend his report and provide that al! 
the members of this House be divided between the Committee on 
Ways and Means on the one hand, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions on the other hand, he might succeed. It might be arranged by 
commencing with the first letter of the alphabet and taking all the 
names in their order down to the letter M, and assigning them to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and then provide that all the bal- 
ance should be assigned to the Committee on Appropriations; and 
then go a little further and determine that every member of the 
House should have a clerk and two boot-blacks. [Great laughter. ] 
: _ PAGE. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 

and. 


Mr. McLANE. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to oppose the amendment of 


the gentleman from Louisiana. I shall not occupy the time of the 
House more than five minutes, and I should not occupy any time on 
this question except asa friend to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River. The original constitution of this committee and its powers 
and purposes have been fully explained by my friend from Arkansas, 
[Mr. DuNN,] and I adopt not only his explanation but his argument 
in support of the great policy originally contemplated in the forma- 
tion of the committee, which was that the Mississippi River be im- 
proved. Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be the sense of this House to refer 
this river to a separate committee, every other river will be entitled 
to improvement under the same rule. Every member of this House 
opposed to the improvement of rivers and harbors has constantly 
advised that that shall be our mode of procedure. 

There never has been a period of time when the improvement of 
rivers and harbors occupied the attention of this House that gentle- 
men opposed to that policy have notdemanded that the bills for such 
improvements should be introduced separately, it being perfectly 
well known when forty or fifty or, if you please, one hundred bills 
upon this subject are pending in this House at the same time that it 
is next to impossible to bring the House to a decision upon any of 
them; and if objection may be takento what is termed log-rolling in 
the formation of that bill by a committee, how much greater would 
the objection and complaint be when a hundred are to be brought 
before the House in the same way? ‘ 

Now, this Mississippi River improvement commands, I have no 
doubt, a larger majority of this House than the improvement of any 
other river. When the bill for its improvement was brought to the 
attention of the House last Congress it was proposed by the com- 
mission to apenaeenn’s six millions or thereabout forthe year. But 
it was sent by the friends of the measure to be considered by the 
Committee on Commerce, with all the other rivers in the country. 
And I wish to say to this House that when it was considered by that 
committee it was dealt with according to the same rules that were 
applied to every other river. If every river had been appropriated 
for according to the estimates the river and harbor bill would have 
amounted to $40,000,000. There was an absolute necessity to bring 
down the estimates upon nearly alltheserivers. And I desire further 
to say to the friends of the Mississippi River improvement that the 
appropriation for that river was not brought down in any greater 
degree than was done with almost all the other important rivers. 

aaa a Will the gentleman allow me to correct him just 
there ? 

Mr. McLANE, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNN. The rule applied, as I understand, by the Commerce 
Committee was to allow 30 per cent. of the estimates of the engi- 
neers. In this case we got one-sixth of the estimates. \ 

Mr. MCLANE. My friend from Arkansas cannot possibly correct 
me as to what took place in the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DUNN. Lonly state what my information was. 

Mr. McLANE. Then I state for the information of my honorable 
friend that he was totally misinformed. 

Mr. DUNN. I had my information from the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McLANE. There was no such general rule. 

Mr. DUNN. That I was informed was the practice. 

Mr. McLANE. There are rivers estimated for nearly to the amount 
appropriated. There are rivers for which a greater sum was appro- 
priated than was estimated for; notably in the State of Kentucky, 
where the principal appropriations exceed the estimates. There 
was no such general ruleadopted. There was this rule of necessity, 
that the aggregate amount should be held within the ability of the 
Treasury, and that required a very great reduction. There was « 
sum of money available for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
According to the judgment of the committee, that sium was some- 
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‘where about ten million dollars. That committee, like the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, has its responsibility to look to the means of 
the Treasury so as not to let the aggregate amount exceed what the 
Treasury can meet. No other rule and no other practice holds in 
that committee. And, by the way, I should say to my friend from 
Arkansas that the amount appropriated for the Mississippi River 
was over two million dollars and not one million as he stated. 

Mr. DUNN. Not on the estimates of the commission. 

Mr. McLANE. Because there were over and above the estimate 
of the commission other estimates; and the gentleman will find, 
if he examines the bill, that over two million dollars were appro- 
priated for the Mississippi—I think about two million three hundred 
thousand. I for one would be glad to have appropriated the whole 
$6,000,000, feeling that the improvement of that river is as important 
as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. K1nq] stated it. But I sub- 
mit to him and to the friends of the improvement of that river, if 
they suppose that that river is to be improved to the exclusion of 
the other rivers of the country they make a fatal mistake in view of 
the general welfare, as also in view of the proposed improvement of 
the Trississippi River; and the gentleman must take note that the 
Mississippi Valley shrinks somewhat from its gigantic proportions 
when you compare it with the whole country from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific and from the lakes to the Gulf. And it is in bad judg- 
ment, if not in bad taste, for the gentlemen who represent the Mis- 
sissippi Valley to arrogate to themselves an importance so much 

_ greater than attaches to other sections of our country. We believe, 
sir, that all the rivers of the country ought to be improved; and 
not only should the Mississippi River itself be improved, but I should 
be glad to have my friend from Louisiana join with me in connect- 
ing that river with the lakes. 

tr. GIBSON. I have offered a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. McLANE. I donot believe the friends of the Mississippi River 
need have any fear as to the consequences if they leave that river 
with all the other rivers of this country, and that is the demand I 
make of them as statesmen. 

Mr. DUNN. Our apprehensions are drawn from past experience. 

Mr. McLANE. ‘From past experience,” my friend from Arkansas 
says. If he will take any bill which has been reported to this House 
for the last forty years he will find that the appropriations for the 
improvement of western rivers and the western lakes greatly exceed 
the appropriations for the improvement of the rivers or seacoast of 
the country. Now there is a want—I think it and say it with all 
respect—there is a want of statesmanship in this desire to individ- 
ualize any one river. It is doing injustice to the section itself in a 
moral point of view, and in my opinion in a material point of view, 
also, and further, I think such a policy will destroy the entire system 
of river and harbor improvements; it is certainly the policy that 
the opponents of the system have always supported. 

If [have any time left I yield it to the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Sas 

Mr. PAGE. Iyield tive minutes to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, [Mr. DUNNELL. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ishall confine myself entirely to the amendment 
now pending. Representing as I do a State in the Mississippi Val- 
ley, I have felt a very great interest in the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. I was a member of the convention at St. Louis that 
had under consideration the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
and became, as the gentleman from Illinois has said, deeply inter- 
ested in the transactions of that convention. I believe that Congress 
will fail to do its duty now and hereafter if it shall not give to the 
Mississippi River a complete system of improvement until it shall 
become, as the gentleman from Illinois has said, the great inland sea 
wfpon which the products of the great Northwest may seek a market. 

Having served four years on the Committee on Commerce, I have 
an affection for that committee, and with my experience upon it as 
a member of it in the formation of river and harbor improvement 
bills, I am clear in my conviction that it is better for the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries, and better for the great interests that are 
to be subserved by the improvement of that river, thatthe Commerce 
Committee be in the future, as in the past, charged with reportin 
appropriations looking to the improvement of that river. While I 
sympathize with the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the 
Committee on the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
River, and while I think a committee having simply that interest in 
view might well serve the interests of that valley and of the country, 
still, at the present time, I am satisfied it is better that the Commit- 
tee on Commerce have the appropriations for that river. 

If, as the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] and the other 
gentlemen have said, we eliminate the Mississippi River from the 
Committee on Commerce, we will take very much away from that 
committee and cripple it very largely as regards the balance of the 
appropriations needed for the improvement of the tributaries of the 
eenret River and the other rivers and harbors of the country ; 
you will take away from that committee much of its strength, and to 
a certain extent a great element that must enter into a river and har- 
bor apropriation bill. 

As a Representative from the great West, I am wonderfully pleased 
to know that there is now all over the country a disposition to recog- 



























































year but in the years that are to come, and so improved that it shall 






















nize that the Mississippi River must be improved, not simply this 
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be reliable at all times and under all circumstances for the transpor- 


tation of the mighty products of that great valley. Finding that 
this is now the growing and conceded sentiment, I am willing for one 
that the Committee on Commerce shall take and hold and represent 


this great interest. 
Commerce as constructed might not quite comprehend the magn 
and vastness of this great interest. 


At one time I feared that the Committee on 
itude 
But I will say that I am pleased 


to discover in that committee a fixed purpose not to forget that great 
river, not to forget the interest of that section of the country. 








| not concede to that great artery of commerce t 


Therefore for one I am entirely willing to leave this matter as it is. 
I believe it will in the end be better for the Mississippi River improve- 
ment and for all interests involved in the matter that the Committee 
on Commerce take and continue to hold, at least for the present, juris- 
diction of the subject of the improvement of the Mississippi River. I 
will therefore vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman yield to me for one question? 

Mr. DUNNELL. My time has expired. 

Mr. PAGE. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. PAGE. It is no gracious task for a member of a committee to 
oppose the wish of the House, if that wish shall be to take from that 
committee any business and refer it to another committee. But I 
believe the friends of the Mississippi River improvement are making 
a mistake; I say it in all kindness to them. I believe that every 
member of this House, whether he be a member of the Committee on 
Commerce or not, recognizes the great importance of the improvement 
of the Mississippi River. I am opposed to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. K1nG,] for the reason that I 
believe it will defeat the very purpose for which he .introduces it— 
that is, the purpose of securing from this House fair and liberal 
appropriations for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Let me say to the members of this House, so far as I can speak for 
the Committee on Commerce, that in my judgment a bill will be 
reported to this House from that committee and will be open to 
amendment if the House desires to amend it, which will make proper 
appropwiations for the legitimate improvement of all the rivers and 
harbors of this country; a bill which will bear the inspection of 
every member of this House, and which will not have to be railroaded 
through the House under a suspension of the rules. And in that bill 
every great and important improvement that is needed will be prop- 
erly appropriated for. 

1 am opposed to this amendment because it takes away this sub- 
ject from a committee of this House charged under its rules with 
making appropriations for rivers and harbors, and gives another 
committee consideration of the same subject. This never has been 
before done in the history of this Government. It never has before 
been provided by this House that two committees, though consider- 
ing the same subject, to wit, the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
shall each have the right to report appropriations to this House. 

The rules of this House carefully provide for taking away from 
committees considering different subjects the right of reporting ap- 
propriation bills, and they take away that right in the very language 
used in my amendment. Clause 9 of Rule XI provides that there 
shall be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs ‘subjects re- 
lating to the relations of the United States with foreign nations, 
other than appropriations therefor.” That is the very language of 
the amendment I have proposed. Clause 10 of the same rule pro- 
vides for referring to the Committee on Military Affairs ‘‘ subjects 
relating to the military establishment and the public defense, other 
than appropriations for its support.” Clause 11 refers to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs ‘‘subjects relating to the nayal establish- 
ment, otherthan appropriations for its support.” Many other clauses 
of the same rule provide in the same language in regard to other com- 
mittees. 

Ldo not believe the members of this House seriously contemplate 
making two committees to report appropriation bills for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, I call upon my friends who represent 
rivers and harbors that are not tributaries of the Mississippi River, 
if they desire an appropriation for the purpose of carrying out works 
already begun and which have been recommended by the Secretary 
of War ant estimated for in his report, to see to it that this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. iy) by voted down 
and that the proper committee in charge, under the rules of this 
House, of this subject of river and harbor improvement, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, may be authorized to report an appropriation 
bill embracing the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and every 
other important river and harbor in this country that should receive 
the aid of the General Government. 

Mr. DUNN. I protest against the threat made by the chairman of 
the Committee on ommerce [Mr. PaGE] to other members of the 
House who represent other rivers than those in the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. PAGE. I meant no threat. I simply called attention to the 
fact that there are other rivers and harbors in the country besides 
the Mississippi River that need the considerate care of Congress. 
That the Mississippi needs appropriations commensurate with its 
great importance nomandenies. There is not amember of the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, there is not a member of this House who will 
hat it ought to have 
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the careful consideration of this House and such appropriations as 
Congress would be justified in making. : . 
In conclusion I desire to say that I do not believe this House seri- 
ously contemplates making two ree committees for rivers 
and harbors. I believe the very object sought to be attained by our 
friends who claim to represent the Lewer Mississippi will be defeated 
if this is carried out. Suppose we have two committees charged 
with the same subject-matter, each one will strive to obtain for its 
particular locality the largest appropriation, the Mississippi River 
claiming that it ought to have five or six millions of dollars, and the 
Committee on Commerce having charge of the northern and eastern 
Jakes and rivers endeavoring to cut down such an appropriation so 
that it can obtain larger appropriations for the other rivers and 
harbors of the country. In my judgment it would work in that way. 
In conclusion, I desire simply to call attention to some remarks 
made on this subject in the last Congress when the rules were under 
consideration. A gentleman from Louisiana had offered an amend- 
ment similar to the one now pending, proposing to give to the Com- 
mittee on Mississippi Levees the right to report appropriations for 
that object. The question was discussed for two or three days in 
this House, and the final result was that the proposition was defeated 
by an overwhelming majority. I desire to,call attention to the lan- 
guage used at that time by my friend on the other side, the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. PHIsTER,] who was a member of the com- 
- mittee at that time. I wish to refer briefly to what he s4id, as it 
expresses my views much better than I can express them myself. He 
sald: 

Bat in my bumble judgment it is a mistaken, because an unwise, policy. The 
objectof the friends of river and harbor improvements should be to unite and con- 
centrate their efforts, and not to divide. In legislation on this subject let the 
friends of the great Mississippi join with those on the ocean; let the lakes com- 
bine with the gulf, and the Susquehanna and the Delaware with the Ohio, and they 
will move with a majesty and power that will command the confidence and = 
port of the people, and deserve and achieve success here in necessary, not unduly 
extravagant, appropriations. But let our counsels be distracted, let our efforts 
be divided, and they will be defeated, or their success will be uncertain and lim- 
ited much below what is necessary. 

The object of this amendment— 

Referring to a similar amendment to that now offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana: 

The object of this amendment is to separate the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries from the balance of the country in legislation for their improvement. While 
it may apparently give importance to that river, will it not lead to a struggle be- 
tween its friends and the friends of great improvements in other parts of the 
country ? 

I cannot take any more time in referring to the discussion in the 
last Congress on this subject. I will simply add that I hope this 
House will not divide the responsibility already imposed upon an 
important committee of this House, but will trust that committee to 
make sueh appropriations of money as the public interests and neces- 
sities ef the case may demand. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from California has 
expired. 

Mr. RANDALL obtained the floor, and said: I yield for a moment 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. MorRIson, } after whichI will 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. PHISTER. } 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
DUNNELL] was president of a convention that lately sat in Saint 
Louis to consider the interests centering about the improvement of 
the Mississippi River. That convention recommended this separate 
policy for the improvement of that river, believing the subject to be 
of sufficient importance to the commerce of the country to demand 
separate consideration. It seems now that the gentleman from Min- 
nesota—I have no doubt for very good reasons—has changed his opin- 

_ion, and thinks that the interests of this river will be properly cared 
for by the Committee on Commerce, which has charge of river im- 
provements throughout the country. He is an influential member of 
this and of the majority side of the House which controls its legisla- 
tion. I hope, therefore, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KING] 
will, in the interest of the improvement of that river, withdraw his 
proposition, and let this measure take the course indicated by the 
gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL. } 

Mr. PHISTER. Mr. Speaker, availing myself of the kindness of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] I desire to thank 
the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] for his reference to my 
remarks made in the last Congress, and to say that I st#l adhere to 
the conviction I then expressed. I believe that it would be a dan- 
gerous mistake for the friends of the improvement of the Mississippi’ 
River and its navigable tributaries to isolate themselves from those 
who are interested in the commerce of other parts of the country, 
and who, I see no reason to doubt, will be the friends of a general 
system of improvement for that river. I hope, therefore, that this 
amendment, if not withdrawn, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Illinois, will be voted down. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] yield to. me for one moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I have been detained at my residence 
for two days by indisposition, and am not therefore familiar with 
the debate as it has pro; , but having taken a deep interest in 
legislation for the improvement of the Mississippi River I will vent- 
ure to make a suggestion. 








I concur cordially in the observations of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, [Mr. me pores’ The gentleman from esota [Mr. Dun- 
NELL] presided over the convention held in October last at Saint 
Louis, where the people of the Mississippi Valley were fully and ably 
represented, and at which all questions relating to the improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries were thoroughly discussed. 
He now prefers that the two committees, the one on Levees and 
Improvement of the Mississippi River,and the one on Commerce, 
should share in the manner proposed by the Committee on Rules— 
jurisdiction over the interests of the Mississippi River. Many other 

entlemen having the improvement of the Mississippi River at heart 

ave expressed their concurrence in this opinion. There must be no 
division among the friends of our great river. 

I suggest, therefore, to my palearan. (Mr. KInG,] in order to 
secure harmony and energetic co-operation, that he withdraw his 
amendment. 

I have believed and still believe that the interests to be considered. 
are so-vast and the questions invelved require so much research and 
investigation that economy and efficiency would be best secured by 
confiding the Mississippi River to a single committee of this House, 
with the power not only to legislate, but to submit appropriations 
directly to us; but more important than this is it that i should. 
arise no clash of interests or injurious consequences from rival claims 
of committees, 

I beg to make a single suggestion to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

I observe the phraseology of the report is peculiar—“ all subjects 
relating to the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
River” are to be referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 

I do not like the word navigation. It is either a limitation upon 
the committee or superfluous. In either case it should be stricken 
out and the more ap ropriate word ‘‘commerce” inserted. 

The authority of Congress to improve our rivers and harbors is 
derived from article 1, section 8, of the Constitution: ‘‘Congress shall 
have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States and with the Indian tribes.’ 

Navigation isone of the incidents of commerce merely, and 7efers 
rather to the act of passing on water—to the state of being navigable 
or to the art of conducting ships, than to the exchange of merchan- 
dise or commodities or social intercourse. ‘Is it proposed to limit the 
scope of the committees when dealing with the Mississippi River in 
this unusual and extraordinary manner? We have a Committee on 
Commerce, charged with the improvement of the rivers and harbors 
of the country. We legislate for the benefit of commerce in its largest 
sense. Our power is derived from the Constitution—it is clear and 
unquestioned. 

The whole question was settled by Chief-Justice Marshall in Gib- 
bons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton. He says: 


The power given to Congress * * relates to commerce in the proper ac- 
ceptation of the term, the exchange of one thing for another, the interchange of 
commodities, trade or traffic. * * * It has an incidental power, indeed, to regu- 
late navigation, but only so far as that navigation is or may be subservient to the 
commerce it has a direct power to regulate. 

We improve our rivers and harbors; we regulate navigation in 
order to facilitate commerce, not only the exchange of commodities. 
but the intercourse of the people. The proper word.to employ, there- 
fore, is not “navigation,” but ‘“ commerce” in conferring power upon 
the committees of this House charged with framing legislation for 
the improvement of our rivers and harbors. It is the historical, the 
constitutional, and the appropriate word. 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot desire to speak to the amendment; ang 
if the House will dispose of it, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for ten min- 
utes to address myself to the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 
KING, ] who I understand wishes to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. KING. Under what I virtually felt to be instructions from the 
great convention held in the city of Saint Louis in October last, that 
this Congress should be requested to give separate action to this 

uestion, I presented an amendment which was read yesterday to the 
House. The distinguished gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Dun- 
NELL,] who presided at that convention, having receded from the 
position he then held as the president of that convention, and from 
the memorial of that convention, reversing its main proposition on 
this point, I do not feel, as he is on the majority side of this House, 
it is incumbent upon me to press the amendment. As he is the accred- 
ited head of that movement on his side of the House, I will yield to 
him. I therefore ask the Clerk to read a marked paragraph from the 
report of the proceedings of that Saint Louis convention, and it will 
be seen that it is in vindication of what I have said. 

Several MEMBERS. What is the book? 

Mr. KING. The report of the proceedings of the Saint Louis con- 
vention over which the gentleman from Minnesota presided. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the deliberate and earnest judgment of this convention, dele- 
gated to represent the interests in that behalf of more than one-half the States and. 
Territories of the Union, inhabited by more than one-half of its entire population, 
from whom is collected above 70 per cent. of the internal revenue of the nation, 
whose internal commerce is already one-half that of the whole United States, more 
than twelve times greater than the total foreign commerce of the nation, and larger 
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than the total foreign commerce of the world, but upon whose industry is this year 


levied, by the obstacle to the safe and easy navigation of the Mississippi River 
and its navigable tributaries, a needless direct tax, by way of increa ights 
and insurance, demurrage, wrecks, and repairs of not less than $10,000,000, iti& the 
imperative duty of Congress and the right of epee for whom this convention is 
authorized to speak, that the legislation thus ly begun be made effectual and 
permanent by enlarging the powers of the river commission to include the active 
prosecution of the works already recommended by them, and by the regular and 
3 appropriations, from year to year, of such sums as said commission, acting 
under the reasonable supervision of Congress, shall report as necessary to that 
end; so that this great and indispensable work, national in every sense, shall no 
longer be delayed. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I will express my gratifi- 
cation at the evidence this debate has developed from the Committee 
on Commerce in favor of my main proposition, the improvement of 
the Mississippi River. If this amendment has produced no other 
result, it has had the happy effect of drawing from the Comfhittee on 
Commerce a public pledge that it will take care of this great interest. 

Before I withdraw my amendment, I wish to give notice to the 
Committee on Commerce, and I do it kindly and respectfully, that 
we will watch carefully how far it will carry out its pledges to fur- 
nish the means necessary to effect the tie work of Mississippi 
River improvements. The Committee on Mississippi River Improve- 
ments will make to them all the necessary recommendations for the 
improvements of that great stream in the interest of safe navigation 
and cheap transportation. I now withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to say one word. It is due I should be 
allowed one word of ee 

Mr. RANDALL. I will give you as much time as you wish under 
five minutes. I am in favor of fair play. The gentleman has been 
jumped on, and I wish to give him a chance. 

Mr. DUNNELL. So far as the gentleman from Louisiana has 
referred to me as having had connection with the Saint Louis conven- 
tion and committed fee to a proposition to enlarge the powers of 
the Committee on the rovement of the Mississippi River, he will 
have notice from the resolution read from the Clerk’s desk that there 
is nothing at all which refers to an enlargement of the powers of the 
committee over which my friend from Ilinois [Mr. THoMAs] presides. 

Mr. KING. Let me ask the gentleman one question. What did 
the convention mean when in the resolution just read it asked for 
the separate action of Congress on this subject? How could a sep- 
arate bill with any probability come from the same committee from 
which the river and harbor comes ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. That does not necessarily follow. 

Mr. KING. It is the logical sequence. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I leave the report to speak for itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask the gentleman to yield to me, not for a 
speech, but a statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to give notice to the House that when 
the gentleman from New Jersey moves the previous question I shall 
submit the following amendment, and I ask it be read, so members 
be considering it, as it will not be subject to debate. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

That the report of the Committee on Rules be recommitted with instructions to 
report to the House within one week an amendment to Rule X which shall pro- 
vide for the appointment of the committees of the House in some other manner 
than by the Speaker, and that the minority of the House shall be represented on 
the committees as nearly in proportion of their numbers as possible, and that the 


appointment of the minority members of each committee shall be under the con- 
tro} of the minority in the House. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I will offer that when the previous question is 


demanded. 
Mr. ROBESON. I reserve all points of order. 
The SPEAKER. It is not offered now. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I think it proper at this time to 
give some of the reasons which prompted me, as a member of the 
Committee on Rules, to favor the greater portion of the report from 
that eommittee. My. reasons are based on the public interests, and 
I believe are substantial in character. I desire to call the attention 
of the House to a fact in the past history of Congress which may 
have esea’ its observation. The business of this House has kept 
abreast with the great increase in population, with the increase in 
productive wealth, and with the development of the agricultural, 
manufacturing, and mineral resources of the country. To illustrate 
the growth of the business of this House, therefore, I desire to give 
a brief statement showing the number of bills which have been intro- 
duced at the respective Congresses beginning with the Fortieth. I 
find that in the Fortieth Congress there were introduced of bills 
and joint resolutions an aggregate of 2,499. In the Forty-first Con- 
gress there were introduced bills and joint resolutions aggregating 
3,613. In the Forty-second Congress the aggregate was 4,276; in 
the Forty-third Congress, 5,053; in the Forty-fourth Congress, 4,904; 
in the Forty-fifth Congress, 6,799, and in the last Congress, the Forty- 
sixth, there were introduced bills and joint resolutions aggregating 
« total of 7,776. Thus far during the present session of Congress 
there have been introduced 3,293 bills and joint resolutions, and if 
the same proportion be kept up to the end of the Congress there will 
probably be introduced an aggregate of nearly or quite ten thou- 
sand bills. From this statement members of the House will at once 


see why in the judgment of the Committee on Rules it was decided 
to increase the membership of the more burdened of the committees; 
and it will be observed that those committees have been increased 
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when their business was increased. I do not assent at all to the 
truth of the proposition, nor do I believe it to be warranted by the 
ee of this House—it is certainly not in accord with my own 
belief and experience—that a smaller number of members can perform 
this committee service as well or better than a larger number. It is 
mentally, it is physically impossible that five members, when you. 
take into consideration the average intellectual capacity of all the 
members, can perform committee service equal to fifteen. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RANDALL. 
remarks, 

Another fact. I deny that a small committee is in the direction 
and will promote the public interest. I declare here that in my 
judgment a large committee is more in the interest of the public, and 
that a small committee is in the interest of combinations.’ I assert 
more directly, if you please, that influences, honorable and honest or 
otherwise, are much more ey accomplished over the minds of a 
few men than they could possibly be over the minds of the many. 

Let us examine in detail some of the features of this report, and 
before I do so I want to say that most of the business of this House 
is done by sub-committees of three or tive members who consider and 
report tq the full committee and the full committee to this House. 
The more sub-committees you have the greater will be the amount 
of work, and the greater the information you will derive. 

The Committee on Rules propose to increase the membership of the 
Committee on Ways and Means. The reason for this addition is the 
increased business of the country which comes before that committee, 
requiring fuller and more intelligent consideration and examination 
of the subjects. There has been already referred to the committee 
149 bills. Thirteen members would give to each member eleven 
bills toconsider. Such bills as go to that committee, if carefully con- 
sidered, will consume the time of the committee to such an extent 
that ten bills will be about as much as any one member can with 
credit to himself and justice to the interest of fhe country give atten- 
tion to. In these detailed 7 I refer only to the present Con- 
gress, with its 3,300 bills. It is likely that this number will be: 
increased to three times as many before the end of the Congress. 

The Judiciary Committee have already had referred to them 184 
bills. Fifteen members would give that committee for each member 
twelve bills. The Committee on Commerce have 148 bills referred to: 
them including the river and harbor bill, which generally takes up: 
three-fourths of its time; and would be, with fifteen members,-an 
average of fifteen bills to each. The Committee on Military Affairs: 
have now before them 356 bills, with its membership of eleven, about 
thirty bills to each member. The Committee on Public Lands has 112 
bills referred to it, with eleven members, about ten bills to each mem- 
ber. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has 885 bills, with fifteen 
members, giving to each member of that Committee fifty-nine bills ; 
and when the number of bills is increased as it will be before the close 
of the session, it will give toeach member of that committee at least: 
one hundred and fifty bills. It is impossible for them to perform the 
service and do justice to the interests committed tothem. The Com- 
mittee on Claims have 396 bills which is an average, with fifteen: 
members, of twenty-six bills to each member. The Committee on 
War Claims have 375 bills, which, with a committee membership of 
eleven, is thirty-four bills to each member. 

The Committee on Agriculture was increased because of the wide- 
spread interest existing all over the country in connection with the 
increased products of the nation. These interests are almost limit- 
less. Look at our exports, look at our productions. Not only are 
we feeding our own people, but we absolutely teed in a great degree: 
the people of Europe. An increased membership was really neces- 
sary and essential. The Committee on Foreign Affairs was increased. 
because of the important controversies existing between our country 
and foreign governments, recently introduced by the Administra- 
tion, involving, possibly, considerations touching the peace of the- 
country. 

The Post-Office and Post-Roads Committee was increased because: 
the postal interests of this country in the West and in other remote: 
seetions are applying for increased facilities and appropriations, and 
because we desire to consider or to have that committee consider the 
frauds and to apply the remedies by appropriate legislation to pre- 
vent a continuance of the great frauds which have heretofore beew 
committed under the very eye of Congress. 

The Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River was. 
increased, and the Committee on Pacific Railroads was increased. 
They are both committees in which members of this House, represent- 
ing the sections through which that river flows and these roads pass, 
should have full representation, and we felt that much good would’ 
come from an increase of membership on those respective committees. 
For myself, I have never lost an opportunity to promote, in so far as 
Icould, the great interests of the Mississippi River, because I want 
to put that river in such a condition of navigation that it will be the 
great competing line so as to bring to proper and honest terms’ the 
railroad combination of this country; and the P piace membership 
that you give to that committee the greater in all probability will bo- 
the influence of that committee upon the opinions of members of this. 
House. 

The Committee on Banking and Currency was increased because- 


I would rather be interrupted at the close of my 
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the question will be brought under the consideration of this Con- 
gress as to whether we shall again renew the charters of the banks, 
a subject which attracts, necessarily, the attention of every section 
of the country and which requires a larger representation on that 
committee geographically than ever before since its organization. 

These were the reasons which prompted the action of the Commit- 
tee on Rules. I did not, however, as a member of that committee, 
assent to the proposition creating a new committee on the inter- 
oceanic canal and foreign inland transportation routes. I will read 
the language of that amendment: ‘ 

To the interoceanic canal or other public highway connecting the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans by the nearest practicable route, and also subjects relating to for- 
eign inland transportation routes, to the Committee on Interoceanic Canal and For- 
eign Inland Transportatien. 

I do not exactly know what the last clause might be held to 
embrace. I will state frankly why I did not favor a proposition to 
create that committee. A similar committee in the last Congress 
favored a project looking to an indorsement of fifty millions of bonds 
of the United States which was to be invested on the domain of a 
foreign country. No matter what might be the propriety of a home 
expenditure of that nature, I consider it a fatal objection against 
the proposition that it was proposed to expend the money of the 
United States or to allow an indorsement of its bonds whereby 
money could be raised to be expended on a foreign soil. [did not 
feel myself called upon to obstruct the wish of the majority of this 
House in this particular when I felt that their request was calcn- 
lated to promote the public good. I did not see any party or public 
advantage to be gained in that way. At the last Congress we in- 
creased these committees at my own suggestion, because I felt that 
the public interests would be promoted and that the membership of 
this House might perhaps be more harmonious and cordial, and that 
which I received at their hands then I was willing to extend. 

Mr. Hatcu, Mr. WILson, and Mr. BRIGGS rose. 

Mr. HATCH. I have the permission of the gentleman trom Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to ask him a question. 

Mr. RANDALL. [I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to propound a single question to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me answer one at a time. I am ready to 
answer all in turn. 

Mr. HATCH. I have obtained the consent of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to ask him a question, and will yield to the gentleman 
from West Virginia when I get through. 

Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania answer me this question: 
How, in his judgment, the great agricultural interests of the country 
can be promoted or benefited by the mere addition to the Committee 
on Agriculture in this Congress of two or three members rather than 
by enlarging the scope and elevating the dignity of the Agricultural 
Department of the Goverament by making the Commissioner of 
Agriculture a Cabinet officer? 

. RANDALL. I recognize that the agricultural interest of this 
country is the country’s back-bone; and I do not think the gentle- 
man from Missouri himself should over to every State in this Union 
having a member on the Agricultural Committee instead of the com- 
mittee having only the limited number of fifteen. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwould not; and I say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that I hope from the statement he has made to-day that the 
Committee on Agriculture during this session of Congress will find 
him with us advocating the bill to accomplish what I have alluded to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Perhaps the large committee may do what the 
gentleman desires. If the gentleman alludes to my position on the 
question of the Commissioner of Agriculture becoming a Cabinet min- 
ister when that question of having a representative of the Agricult- 
ural interest in the Cabinet comes up, I shall be willing to discuss 
and express my views on that subject. I now yield to the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. W1Lson] for a question. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand nearly a thousand: bills have been 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL. I gave the figures, and those figures, I may state, 
are official, coming from the officers of the House. There have been 
already 396 bills referred to that committee. 

Mr. WILSON. I am informed by my distinguished friend on my 
left that there are nearly a thousand now. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman on the left of my friend is mis- 
taken. But before the session ends they may reach a thousand if 
the number of bills thus far introduced is any criterion whereby we 
may form an estimate as to the future. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire for a question. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I understand the argument of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to be this: that by increasing the size of the Commit- 
tees of this House we are furnishing increased facilities for the trans- 
action of the public business. Now, I wish to ask the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania if in the last Congress, with the com- 
mittees constituted as they were, those committees did not consider 
and report to this House bills nearly fourteen hundred in number that 
died here in this House for want of consideration ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say, in answer to that question, that 
the last House reversed the course of procedure as to the business of 
the House in this: a former rule provided that committees should 
have two consecutive morning hours for the purpose of reporting bills 
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for consideration. The last bill reported by a committee under that 
rule for debate and consideration might take up much more time 
than was left of the two hours. Important bills were reserved by 
the respective committees for their last report during these two hours, 
and the last bill reported by a committee would continue to run for 
considerable time, until disposed of, extending over many hours, and 
sometimes days. 

The last House adopted a rule which provided for reports from com- 
mittees, during an hour set apart during almost every day in the 
week, and in that way all committees were given an opportunity to 
report their bills to go on the calendars. 

Under the old rule the result was that many bills were hidden in 
the committees. The new rule provided an easy mode of access for 
a bill into the House, so that those interested in legislation in Con- 
gress could have an opportunity of reading the reports on their 
respectivé bills, and knowing exactly what were the merits of and 
objections to the measures so reported. In other words, under the 
old rule the bills died in committees; under the new rule they died 
on the Calendar. [Laughter. 

Mr. BRIGGS. That isso; they died. 

Mr. RANDALL. The advantage of the new rule was that the biils 
on the Calendar had the right to see the light of day. They didnot 
always die on the Calendar, the more important ones were there to 
be considered under a suspension of the rules or in some other way. 
When a bill died on the Calendar, it was a very common saying—{ 
heard it from one of my former constituents, who said to me when I 
came home, ‘“‘ How came you to kill my bill?” I replied, ‘‘ What 
was your bill?” He told me exactly what it was and I said, ‘I 
never heard of your bill; how could I have killed it?” ‘‘ Well,” 
said he, ‘‘Mr. So-and-So, your colleague, says that he could not catch 
the Speaker’s eye, and therefore he could not pass the bill.” And I 
was condemned at home because the gentleman in charge of the bill 
said he could not catch my eye. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUBBELL. Did you deny the proposition ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I did deny the proposition. The advantage of 
the new rule is that any member can ask for the consideration of a 
particular bill, and if it has merits and can command the votes of a 
majority of the House it will be passed. 

Mr. BRIGGS. My question was, Did not 1,400 bills die on the 
Calendar because they could not be reached ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, and under the former rule many more biils 
died in committees. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will this change facilitate action upon those bills? 

Mr. RANDALL. It will facilitate their being reported to the 
House, and action, too, as I believe. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Having the misfortune to be on the Committee 
on Claims of this House, as I was on the Committee on Claims of the 
last House, I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is not true that 
of all the bills reported by the Committee on Claims of the House 
not one was passed in its order ? 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman thinks that is true why does 
he ask me whether it is true or not? 

Mr. BOWMAN. [ask the gentleman whether in his opinion it is 
not true? 

Mr. RANDALL. That, is a matter of fact. If the gentleman 
asserts it I do not want to contradict him, and I do not know that 
I can. 

Mr. BOWMAN. While I cannot say it is literally true, yet, as I 
remember, of all the bills reported by that committee hardly one was 
taken out of that tomb of the Capulets, the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. To-morrow is private billday. There are some 
twelve bills on the Private Calendar. I suggest to the gentleman 
that to-morrow morning, when it is in order, he shall vote to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Private Calendar. Let him keep 
that up constantly every Friday until the business on the Private 
Calendar has been disposed of. And let the same course be taken 
on other days in relation to the House Calendar. In that way we 
can keep down the aggregation of bills on the various calendars. 

Mr. BOWMAN. One more question. I want the opinion of the 
gentleman as an expert. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not an expert. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I want to inquire of the gentleman whether, in 
his opinion, judging by the last and previous Congresses, it will not 
be true in this Congress that no bill reported by the Committee on 
Claims after one month can be reached and considered? And whether 
it is not the merest farce for our committee to work day after day 
and report bills after one or two months of the session have passed 
and send them to the Private Calendar, when no miracle can by any 
possibility get the bills before the House ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not thik the gentleman wants me to con- 
cede that it is a faree for a member of Congress to perform his duty. 
If Iwas a member of the Committee on Claims I would examine such 
claims as were assigned to me, and I would report them under the 
rules to the House and trust to the House to see the merits of the bills 
and act upon them. 

Mr. BOWMAN. The gentleman does not answer my question. I 
asked him, with a view to practical results, if his experience in the 
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last and previous Congresses has not demonstrated the fact that, so 
far as final results are concerned, it is a farce and a ridiculous thing 
for our committee to do any work for a longer period than one month, 
because after that time all bills reported by us are sunk in the Private 
Calendar down to a point where there is no human possibility that 
they can be reached? 

Mr. RANDALL. I am free to say in reply to the gentleman that 
I think public interests are of more importance than private claims, 
and I have uniformly voted to consider public business in preference 
to private claims. But Friday is a day assigned by the rules for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, and it requires a two- 
third vote of the House to escape froin the consideration of that Cal- 
endar, which, in my judgment, is giving a due and sufficient advan- 
tage to private claims. ‘The difficulty is that the great body of claims 
coming before us ought not to come here at all. 

Mr. BOWMAN. That is true. 

Mr. RANDALL. They ought either to be adjudicated at the Depart- 
ments or they ought to be considered by a competent court before 
which both sides could be heard. Here these claims receive an exam- 
ination too often on ex parte testimony. The consequence is that we 
grow suspicious and are very apt to condemn all claims alike for 
want of a due knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman well knows 
that the two other calendars were in almost as disastrous a condition 
as to final results as the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. On that point I will say a few words. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Our calendars made a book half an inch thick, 
a monument of the labor, the arduous labor, of all the committees 
of the House. Their bills were buried in that book, and they never 
could be resurrected. The two other calendars were in nearly, if not 
quite, as bad a condition as the Private Calendar. Now, the gentle- 
man argues that we must have an increase of the membership of 
committees because we must take up bill after bill and exhaust the 
bills on the dockets of the committees in order to do justice to the 

public. 
: Mr. RANDALL. One thing that interferes withthe consideration 
of public and private bills is the extended discussion in the House. 

Mr. CALKINS. Onthat point I would like to say a word. 

Mr. BLAND. LIrise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
what is before the House, and to suggest that if we do not stop this 
discussion and go to work we shall have a larger number of dead bills 
on the calendars in this Congress than we had in the last. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ao the gentleman will prove to be in error. 

Mr. BLAND. I say that we shall have a larger number of dead 
bills in this Congress than we ever had before unless we go to work 
and do something. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have promised to yield ten minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS, ] and ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. KENNA. ] 

Mr. CALKIN S. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvaniasits down 
I want tosay a word in reply to the remark he made about the changes 
of the rules; because the change of the rules inthe last Congress was 
the cause very largely of the accumulation of private business on the 
Calendar where it could never be reached, and public business too. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman. I 
had a shot in the rear, [referring to a remark of Mr. BLAND, who, 
while Mr, CALKINS was speaking, was addressing Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. CALKINS. Well, I hope the gentleman will not get shot 
there often. [Laughter.] The remark I made was that the difficulty 
of which gentlemen complain about our Raenens soethenntien upon 
the Slaatars was caused by the change of the rules in the last House. 
Under the old rules, bills reported from committees frequently went 
through when reported, no one having ang objection to them. But 
under the new rules when adopted in the last Congress, the Speaker 
of the House held, and I think rightly held, that no committee when 
reporting a bill back could be recognized to ask for its consideration. 

ir. RANDALL. I think that the hour assigned for receiving 

reports of committees should be devoted exclusively to that business. 

r. CALKINS. The Speaker soruled. But the difficulty of which 

I complain is, that this change of the rules worked a hardship of 

which all members had experience. Many bills which, when re- 

ported, might have been passed without objection went to the Cal- 
endar and were choked off by bills which provoked discussion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that the difficulty under the new rules 
arose from the fact that they were not adopted until late in the long 
session of the last Congress, so that the provision for the calendars 
did not have a fair chance to operate. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not think the calendar system will ever prove 
a success in this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we will test that, I hope, this session. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Are not two years long enough to try it? 

Mr. RANDALL. This system has not had a trial for two years, 
and I will explainwhy. Before our new rules had been perfectedand 


adopted, the Committee on Appropriations came in with their reports, 
which occupied almost the entire time during the remainder of the 
long session, and at the short session we had not time to consider 
much else than the appropriation bills. 
old matters; but there was a 
tions raised en the other side. 
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Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Willthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I shall have to put it in the 
form of a suggestion, if the gentleman will accept it in that form, 
because he will find it more agreeable and easy to answer me. 

Mr. RANDALL. Either way. I am always glad to answer the 
gentleman. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I make this suggestion with perfect freedem, 
because the gentleman has had long experience in this House, haviag 
been its Speaker during three Congresses and for a considerable time 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Now, it seems to 
me that we are entirely ignoring the vital point here. It is the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and its work that occupy the time of this 
House. I submit to him that it does not make any difference what 
the other committees of this House do, what they report and put upon 
the calendars, the great Committee on Appropriations demands the 
largest part of the time of the House. Its jurisdiction and respon- 
sibility are not reckoned by the number of bills it reports; these 
bills, though few in number, make a great budget, which challenges 
the attention of the House and the country. When the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, with that committee at his back, 
comes here and asks us to go into Committee of the Whole we go there. 
And now, while we are spending weeks of our time, the Appropria- 
tions Committee are preparing bills to come in here and take the floor 
out of the hands of all the other committees, as we know. Andeven 
Friday is overridden time after time because of the demand of that 
Committee on Appropriations. And as the summer comes on, is it 
not the experience of all gentlemen, we will pass'everything by, and 
when the appropriation bills are passed we will say good-bye and go 
home? 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course, and so it should be. Appropriations 
to support the Government should have the first and fullest consid- 
eration. Everything else should be subservienttothem. But I wish 
to say one word about the one-man power. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am not speaking about the 
renee power. My friend does not understand me. Now he says | 
object—— 

Mr. RANDALL. _I wish to say to the gentleman on the points he 
suggests, that I will vote with him if he desires an increase of the 
Appropriations Committee. I should myself like to have that com- 
mittee a great deal larger. 

Mr. RORINSON, of Massachusetts. 
difficulty. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it would in some degree. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Not at all; you must have for 
other committees some consideration in the House. When you bring 
in an appropriation bill of three-score pages of close print, what 
is the experience of every man in former Congresses? What will it 
be in this? I know you cannot get the consideration of bills from 
other committees, because the appropriations are the great matters 
for Congress to deal with. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the remedy you suggest? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There is no remedy in the way 
now talked of. It isa mere subterfuge, the plan proposed, and it will 
do no good. You may put half a dozen men as an annex to some 
committee, but that Will not help it. 

Mr. RANDALL. What remedy do you suggest as the result of 
your reflections on that point? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The best remedy now is to 
recommit this subject to this committee and get it out of this House 
and let us go to work, [applause,] and then when any gentleman 
rises here and moves to adjourn from Thursday to Monday vote him 
down and let us stay here and goto work. I say there is nothing 
accomplished here or anywhere without work. Honors may be 
gained from newspaper notoriety but work tells. The country will 
understand that bye-and-bye we do our duty best by taking hold 
and doing our work like men and not grumbling or growling be- 
cause we have not the first, or second, or third place on this or that 
committee. Let the House do its work and there will be no trouble 
about it. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
minutes, and afterward I will yield to the gentleman from 
ginia, [Mr KENNA. ] 

Mr. CHALMERS. I return my thanks to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for his courtesy, but as the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. K1inG] has been withdrawn by him, there 
is nothing before the House on which I wish to be heard. 

Mr. RANDALL. By my liberality in yielding my time I find I 
have but ten minutes left, while I have out two promises to yield. 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is relieved from 
both promises, because the amendment of the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana, [ Mr. KiNG, ] on which the gentleman from Mississippi and mysel! 
desired to be heard, has been withdrawn, and neither now desires to 
occupy the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say a word about the one-man power 
on which we have heard so much. I do not believe any man ever 
oceupied the Speaker’s chair who knowingly would do wrong. I do 
not believe that, and Ido not know that there ever has been exercised 
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on any question until the House is in order. [After a pause.] The 
gentleman from Vermont, as the Chair understands, makes a motion 
to recommit. 

Mr. ROBESON. He has withdrawn it for the present. 

Mr. JOYCE. For the purpose of allowing one hour’s debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] that at the proper time, when the motion is 
pending, tt will be in order, as the Chair understands, to move to 
amend the motion te recommit. The gentleman from New Jersey is 
recognized for the hour given him, under the rule, for debate. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Will it be in order, if the motion to recommit should be voted down, 
to move to lay the whole subject on the table? 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield ten minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. WILLIAMS. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that m 
ten minutes have come when the House seems to be in most excel- 
lent temper. Ihad not expected to say a word on this question until 
I listened to the remarks of my friend, the gentleman from Colorado, 
[Mr. BELFoRD.] Then for a moment I confess I did desire to say 
just a word. But the floor was se parceled out that recognition was 
impossible at that time. From the drift of my friend’s remarks, I 
am inclined to think that he is laboring under the impression that 
Wisconsin is somewhat sore about her position on the committees of 
the House, and especially as tochairmanships. Now we might have 
taken in one or two more, say the chairmanship on Ways and Means, 
and Appropriations, and_perhaps a few others, but there is nothing 
selfish or mean about usand we intend to bear up like men. Be- 
sides, our membership was not sufficient. Ifthe Committees on the 
Census and Apportionment will hasten their work and give us a few 
more members we may in the future be adequate to any emergency 
and help organize the next Congress in first-class style. 

But, seriously, my friend from Colorado seems to be of the opinion 
that in order to be chairman of a committee on railroads a man must 
live on a railroad, and by parity of reasoning that the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands should be an aborigine, to the manor 
if not ‘‘to the manner born,” and the chairman of the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs should reside abroad, and the further abroad the bet-' 


ter qualified! 

Saying nothing, Mr. Speaker, of the last committee, I must remind 
my friend that the new empire of power and wealth in this country 
lies to the northwest of Wisconsin, ever which there stretches an 
arm of iron, spreading its fingers across our State and reaching down 
to the two great commercial cities of the lakes, and that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands lived in the West and trav- 
ersed its forests and streams long before the surveyor’s compass and 
chain laid it off into townships and sections. 

Mr. eo I am moved to say now what I had not expected to 
say, and it is this: Wisconsin, in the support of her candidate for the 
Speaker of this House, acted on her conviction of what was proper 
and what was practicable. And you know, sir, as every member of 
that delegation knows, that from the time you became a candidate 
for that high office not one member of that delegation until you 
were elected so much as mentioned the question of committees or 
chairmanship to you. What is true of Wisconsin I will venture to 
predict is equally true of other States. I am tempted to go one step 
further, perhaps at the risk of violating good taste. But I venture 
to say, sir, even in this presence, that your life has not been spent in 
a corner, whether in the military service of your country or in its 
legislative halls, and until some wrong act can be coupled with your 
name I hope we have heard the last of all allusions to the possible 
brokerage in committees in order to attain to a position so honorable 
and responsible as the Speakership of the American House of Repre- 
sentatives. Wesupported you, sir, as we would gladly have supported 
any one of the other able and worthy candidates had his election in- 
stead of yours seemed to be the first choice ofthe House. We weeercee 
you, as we would any one of the candidates, because we had confidence 
in your capacity to fill the position, your integrity to discharge its 
duties, and your candor and fairness to treat all alike on this floor. 
And as we had confidence in you, so you have reposed confidence in 
some of us, and we hope your confidence may not be misplaced, for 
if you have committed an error we feel sure it came from the kindness 
of the heart rather than the cupidity of the head. Doubtless others 
should have been placed in the position which we occupy; but, sir, 
a sense of humility in the presence of superiors is sometimes a potent 
spur to high and honorable endeaver. Let us,with such poor ability 
a8 we. possess, do what we can to deserve the high confidence re- 
posed in us. « 

These complaints and grievances are unpleasant. Had it been 
known that they were to arise in this Congress, I feel sure that all 
holding chairmanships, whether in Wisconsin or out of it, would 
gladly have waived the honor had they known that these conten- 


tions were to arise. Personal grievances are always unpleasant, 
because, passing by pri 


Pp causes, they are sure to laced upon 
the Par’ of high public auty. With the kindest of feeling to- 
bien, all, let them be dismissed from the present Congress, here 
and now. . 

A single word further on the merits of the pending question and 


Ihave done. Mr. Speaker, if this were a deliberative body in the 
true acceptation of these terms, the committees might, perhaps, be 
better diminished than increased. In preparing work for the House 
a committee of nine is better than nineteen, and acommittee of three 
is perhaps better than nine. But, sir, that is not the difficulty. 
This House is net a deliberative body in any true sense of the word. 
Matters of legislation are carefully prepared in the committee-rooms 
and disposed of by guess-work in the House, asa rule. As has been 
stated here to-day, the House of Representatives breaks down under 
the weight of business piled upon it. Twelve hundred bills, care- 
fully prepared and favorably reported from committees, died with the 
last Congress because they could not be reached. The Con isa 
failure, utter and complete, for the pu which the ple expect 
of it. The crisis is approaching and will soon be here when necessity 
will dictate and the country demand that these dockets be cleared 
of private claims, and that some proper tribunal be created to con- 
sider them, so that Congress may be allowed to devote its time to 
the general legislation required. 

There is no difficulty in crowding the calendars with bills from 
committees. That is not the trouble at all. I would not increase 
the membership of committees a man for that purpose. But, sir, if 
Imay be pardoned, the difficulty is this: so long as noise and tumult 
reign here, and so long as at the beck and nod of any one a member 
of this House may be called at any time from his seat when a gentle- 
man in charge of a measure is just explaining it to the House, or 
arguing its merits, and thus attention be broken and the opportunity 
for an intelligent understanding utterly destroyed, so long there can 
be nothing but fragmentary knowledge and an imperfect understand- 
ing of the business before the House. What would be said of a court 
where judge or jury could constantly leave the room, the trial pro- 

ressing, and then return and by decision or vote decide questions 
involving millions? Well, whoistoblame? Certainly notthe visitors 
who send in these cards. Custom sanctions it and courtesy demands 
that proper respect be shown. But, Mr. Speaker, might not a reso- 
lution be adopted expressive of the sense of the House that these 
calls should be made during the first hour of the session; and that 
for the balance of each day’s session we demand the time to attend 
to the public business. I feel sure visitors, if informed by the attend- 
ants at the various doors, would willingly and readily —— them- 
selves to this arrangement. But if the present order of things must 
continue, and I am inclined to think it must, then, perhaps, it may 
be well to increase the membership of committees. 

Enlarge them so far as convenience will permit, not for the purpose 
of reporting bills but to give them the opportunity for careful exam- 
ination and listening to and participating in the discussions of the 
committee-rooms, not only by the members of the committee but *by 
persons appearing before them. They would then return tothe House 
understanding the subjects reported and be able to communicate 
their knowledge to those about them. This would be unsatisfactory, 
of course, but would it not be better than the present condition of 
things ? 

Mr. Spedker, I suppose it is no direspect to this House to say, for 
we all know it and feel it, that in the ordinary routine of business 
in the House when any measure is pending to which public attention 
has not been drawn, and which has not been discussed in the public 
press, and which is not sensational in its nature, that not one-fourth 
even of the older members here could on peril of their lives rise and 
make an intelligent statement of it. They cannot personally exam- 
ine all questions, they cannot be in all the committee-rooms, and they 
cannot hear in the House. 

Now, if you ask what isthe remedy for this, I confess I do not know. 
But, sir, I venture to express the belief that if some Christopher Co- 
lumbus navigating this great, stormy sea of legislation could discover 
some law by which a tri unalcould be created to which these private 
claims could be sent and the calendars thus relieved of their legis- 
lative lumber, a long step would be taken in the right direction, and 
members would then have not only some encouragement but some 
opportunity to attend to the general forms of legislation for which 
they are sent here. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. CANNON. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Thisis not a question of whether the members from 
one State or another are placed aright on the committees of this House ; 
whether, Mr. Speaker, you may or may not have made mistakes, or 
whether membersare pleased or displeased. It isa question of thedne 
and proper organization of this House for the prosecution of its busi- 
ness, the greatest body of the kind, as we think, on the face of the 
earth. 

The object of the committees of this House is to serve the House 
in the preparation of business for its consideration by the House ; 
that is all. And the more readily that business can be prepared and 
reported to the House for consideration in that greatest of all com- 
mittees, the Committee of the Whole: House, where full power is 

iven to discuss and amend, the better attention will business receive 

om the whole House. ; 

If the committees consist of too great a number of members, fifteen 
or nineteen, as is proposed, we will have difficulty in obtaining a 
quorum of the committees to transact business. And when there is 
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a quorum or a full attendance of the committees, they will become 
so many debating societies; their work will not be promptly and well 
done. 

Now, some gentlemen seem to think that they are not placed on 
committees where they can do the proper amount of work. I want 
to say, after eight years’ service in this House, that I am satisfied 
there is no committee of the House that has not jurisdiction of suf- 
ficient business to employ all the time, the knowledge, and the ability 
of every man that is placed upon that committee. But the difficulty 
is, we are in the habit of saying, “I have not been placed where I 
choose to be placed; I have no power to work,” touching the busi- 
ness of some other committee; and then fail to do the work that 
awaits us upon committees where we are placed. 

Now, I must confess that my desire was, when this report came 
from the Committee on Rules, to vote for it. I respect that commit- 
tee, constituted as it is of the honorable Speaker and able gentlemen 
from both sides of the House. I have great confidence in their judg- 
ment, and I spent some time in examining the report with a view to 
support the same. But my judgment is that by its adoption we 
sh impair the efficiency of the committees, and, through them, 
the House, to the injury of the country, not only in this Congress but 
in future Congresses. Much as I respect the gentlemen who have 
made this report, I cannot afford to throw aside my judgment and 
cripple the Representatives of fifty millions of people in the perform- 
ance of their daties in order to gratify that committee. I am responsi- 
ble to my constituents and the country for the proper exercise of my 
judgment; and I cannot afferd to disregard my convictions in this 
case to please anybody, to gratify anybody’s feelings: Therefore I 
shall vote to recommit this report, if that motion be made, to the 
Committee on Rules for further consideration. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missi i, [Mr. HOOKER. 

Me HOOKER. Mr. es. this report of the Committee on Rules 
P to increase the membership of the great standing committees 
of this House. I should be very glad to unite with my friend from 
New Jersey in some practical method of improving the quality rather 
than the quantity of the committees of this House. I do not know 
that these committees would have any more efficiency by reason of 
an increase in the number of their members. 

It does not become me to criticise the action of the honorable 
Speaker of this House in the constitution of the committees, especially 
the majority of the committees ; fer I presume he has dealt fairly wit 
the material before him on the other side of the House, But with re- 
spect to the minority of these committees, I think a suggestion might 
be made looking toward improvement. It is patent to every man in 
this House, and to the country, that in constituting the minority of 
these committees—and I can express this opinion with frankness and 
freedom, because I have desired to be on no committee; have ex- 
pressed no wish to be on any—in constituting the minority of these 
committees, whether intentionally or otherwise, there have been left 
out of consideration certain gentlemen on this side of the Chamber 
of large public experience, great knowledge of public affairs, and 
thorough familiarity with the subjects which are referred to the great 
standing committees of this House. In this respect I think there 
might be an improvement in the constitution of the minority repre- 
sentation upon our committees. 

I am aware, sir, that it is very difficult for a Speaker to determine 
with propriety how the committees should be constituted; but I think 
a far easier solution of all the trouble on the subject would be found, 
not in increasing the number of your committees, but in letting them 
promptly report back to this House the bills referred to them, and 
then letting the Committee of the Whole have the direction and man- 
agement of the legislation which is to be formulated. The enlarge- 
ment of our standing committees will not remedy the difticulty. 

We all know—the fact has been alluded to by the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] the former Speaker 
of this House—that in the last Congress the Committee on Appro- 
priations occupied the floor to the exclusion of almost everything 
else. There are diversified questions claiming the censideration of 
Congress, apart from the question of appropriations. Yet, as all of 
us know who have been here for two or three years, this great power of 
a single committee to take possession of the floor and hold it almost 
continuously for an entire session has excluded from consideration 
those graver questions of the revision of the tariff, the correction of 
your unjust internal-revenue laws, and all the other great questions 
which cone to be considered by the American Congress in the in- 
terest of the American people. 

I do not see that you would add anything to the efficiency of the 
committees by adding to their numbers. As at present constituted 
their numbers are sufficient to act upon and report to the House the 
various measures referred to them. I therefore oa the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey to increase the membership of 
these committees, because we have no guarantee that the increase 
of numbers would improve their quality. 

Mr. ROBESON. How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. Forty minutes. 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
a niinutes, or so much more as he may want. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is, in my judgment, very much 
to be regretted that this discussion, which has taken a far wider range 
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than could have been anticipated, might not have been carried on 
without those evidences of personal feeling that have been drawn 
out in its weary length. I do not know, sir, that it is possible for 
any man charged with the duty of making up the committees of this 
House, parceling out to their respective service and sphere three 
anand men differing in politics and representing different lecal 
interests, to so shape and constitute these committees as to avoid disap- 
no and personal grievanceson each andeveryside. I do not 
now that this has ever been accomplished by any Speaker. I ama 
witness to testify that every effort in that direction has failed during 
my term of service in Congress. I do not undertake to pronounce a 
judgment as to whether in the matter of degree the failure has been 
ater or less in this instance than inothers. Iregret, further, that 

in the discussion upon this report matters should have been assumed 
on both sides as true which candor and frankness must compel us 
upon examination to admit are yet but in the realm of experiment. 
We do not know whether the increase of numbers in committees will 
tend to expedite or to impede the work of legislation, because the 
experiment has not yet been fully tested. I am ready to confess that 
such enlargement has not always met the views of those who favored it. 

It may be well to remind this House, as a matter of political his- 
tory, that this proposition for the enlargement of committees beyond 
their present scope is not an innovation or a new thing by any means. 
At an early period of this country’s history your Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads consisted of a member from every State 
in this Union. There are those here to-day upon this floor who, with 
gave reasons to support their demands, are clamoring for a member 

m every State upon the great Committees of Appropriations, of 
Ways and Means, and of Commerce. I do not expect the members 
of the committees which are affected by the proposition now pending 
before the House to say they are overworked and overburdened and 
admit their noomeeny to discharge their duties and to ask for 
relief. That would be expecting too much of human nature. But I 
would ask any gentleman on this floor to tell me which one of the 
committees it is now proposed to increase ever yet in any Congress, 
at the expiration of its service, was able to show its table clear of 
work and its bills had all been acted on. Not one, I Frenne. I 
might name some that for six years past, I venture the assertion, 
have never on the 4th of March which marked the close and end of 
the Con; ional term been able to report to this House that one- 
half of the bills committed to it for examination and report have 
ever been brought back within the power of this Chamber. 

Now gentlemen complain and cavil and say an increase of mem- 
bers will not relieve this pr ssure or remedy this evil. I answer 
frankly I do not know it will. But I say the evil exists, it is press- 
ing, and the interest of ae demands every bill which shall be 
introduced over that Clerk’s desk and sent to a committee shall be 
considered and reported back for such action as this House chooses 
to take. That is not being done. In round numbers, 50 per cent. 
of that legislation introduced here is never considered, or, if con- 
sidered by these committees, the House has no information to that 
effect. 

I assented to this report of the Committee on Rules, 
in the committee-room and I indorse it on the floor. I do not claim 
it is an infallible remedy that we propose to apply. I say it is em- 
piricism, I say it is an experiment, but I say that some experiment 
needs to be introduced and to be adopted. 

I have not heard a proposition coming from any gentleman in lieu 
of this as a substitute; I have heard complaints Sean all quarters 
and from all sides, unless it be the proposition made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois or some kindred proposition. 

The one submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrTH] 
looks to a change of method in appointing the committees of the 
House altogether. That question is not up now for discussion. I 
have no objection to that. I am perfectly willing to accept a scheme 
that shall change radically and vitally the method of raising the 
committees of this House, and I am not opposing it. But I do fasist 
that the Committee on -Rules had warrant for the action it took in 
making this report. It is not a precedent that it seeks to establish. 
I honesily believe that the committees named in this report should 
have more members, in order to-day to discharge the great bulk of 
work that is thrown upon them. I have stood on the floor of this 
House in years gone by advocating, as I now admit and declare my 
readiness to advocate, the dismantling in the matter of power the 
CommitteeonAppropriations. I urged before the membership should 
not be increased in that committee, but that its work and its responsi- 
bility should be parceled out. I say so now. I believe in the best 
interests of the Governmeut, of its Treasury, of its service that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs should be charged with the sr 
tion bill known as the consular and diplomatic bill. I believe the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads should have charge of 
the Post-Office appropriation bill, that the Military Affairs Commit- 
tee should take the Army bill and the Military Academy bill, and 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs should take the Navy appro- 

riation bill and the Naval Academy bill, just as the Committee on 
ommerce to-day, by way.of anomaly, takes the river and harbor 
bill. This is the position I have always held and hold now, and 
until you do begin to parcel out work that has aggre ated too 
heavily in the hands of certain committees of this House, there is no 
remedy left that I can see except in increase of membership. 


1 indorsed it 
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Further, Mr. Speaker, I have one more reason that to me is abso- 
lutely satisfactory. I have said before that in my experience as a 
manba of this body I have never seen a House organized and its 
eommittees constituted by any Speaker, however earnest, however 
honest, without bickerings, disappointments, and dissatisfactions on 
both sides of this Chamber, 

I accept that as an inevitable result of the same earnest, careful, 

-and honest effort. Now, sir, gentlemen who were members of the 
Forty-sixth Congress, and when I was a member of the Committee 
on Rules, as I am now, will remember that there was an increase in 
the membership of the committees in that Congress. It was found 
in the judgment of the Speaker of the House, which judgment was 
corroborated and indorsed by the Committee on Rules, to be abso- 
lutely necessary for the best interests of the whole country and for 
the harmonious working of this body, that a fuller membership on 
several of the committees should be granted. That increase was 
promptly made by the House. This side of the House, through its 
Committee on Rules, brought into the House, just as we have here, 
a report which was adopted by the House, and unanimously adopted 
by the House, granting the increase demanded, and these rough 
poists were thus bridged over; and I trust and believe, and feel and 

ow, that the harmony of the House was promoted and secured by 
that action. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when the House of Representatives of the 
Forty-seventh Congress is See we find that the power has 
passed from this side of the House to the other, and the same diffi- 
culties are encountered, supplemented by reasons which did not exist 
then. We all know that at some time during this session the apper- 
tionment bill will be considered, which may and will in all preba- 
bility add twenty or twenty-five to the membership of this body, 
and thereby necessitate more assi ents to the committees. When 
the same necessity exists, therefore, in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
supplemented as I have shown by other facts which occurred in the 
organization of that body, and when the Speaker of the House and 
the Committee on Rules believe that the same thing should be done 
now which we sought to accomplish and successfully accomplished 
in the last Congress, and when the majority of the House ask that 
there be extended to them—now that the majority has parted from 
us—the same opportunity in this direction which we ourselves had, 
the opportunity which we asked and obtained without protest and 
without objection, I trust that the House will not object, but. will 
without question grant the relief desired. I trust, sir, it will be 
left to some other than myself to refuse to a political opponent what 
I have asked and accepted at his hands. 

These were the reasons, Mr. Speaker, that controlled my action in 
assenting to the report of the committee, and I stand upon them now. 
Ihave no paternal interest in this report. [have no personal interest 
to subserve by its adoption or rejection, It is useless and superfluous 
for me to say to this House that not a member of the Committee on 
Rules would or could accept additional committee assignments under 
its operation. 

I seek simply to vindicate the action of the committee upon two 
grounds: the one upon the ground of public necessity, of public in- 
terest; the other upon the ground of exact justice and equal fairness. 

I believe, sir, that by the adoption of this report the working ma- 
chinery of this House, upon its majority side, will be promoted and 
improved. I believe that by the adoption of this report the House 
will afford to the Speaker an opportunity to prove what the Com- 
mittee on Rules have by united effort demonstrated that he wishes 
to do—give the fullest measure of justice that the rules of the House 
will allow him to meet the requirements of the country in the mat- 
ter of its legislation, as well as to meet the demand that by reason of 
the merits of the members of the House have been made upon him 
for consideration. For these reasons, sir, I agreed to the report of 
the Committee on Rules. ‘They operate upon me to-day with as much 
potency and force as they did at the time of their adoption by the 
committee. 
the House, not in the interest of party; not in the interest of a fac- 
tion of a party; but in the interest of genres legislation, so that the 
constituency that stand behind us all may haye a better chance to 
have their demands considered and their interests guarded and pre- 
served, 
this committee. These are the reasons which prompted me to give 
my consent to increase the working machinery of legislation; and 
for these reasons I agreed in the first instance to this report. And I 
appeal now not to prejudice, not to passion, not to disappointed 
hopes, but to the better and higher inspirations that should control 
our legislation and prompt members in their dealings with each other. 

I appeal to you, gentlemen, members of this the greatest legisla- 
tive body on earth, in the interest of your constituents, to unite in 
this honest effort to inaugurate a more perfect working system, and 
to make more careful, more correct, and more satisfactory the legis- 
lation of the American Congress. 

, TI yield now what time I may have left to the gentleman from New 
ersey. 

Mr, JOYOE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. ROBESON. I regret that I am unable to yield to the gentle- 
man from Vermont. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 

Vermont desires te ask a questien. 
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Mr. ROBESON. If it does not come out of the time, of course. 

Mr. JOYCE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- 
tion. These committees were increased, were they not, in the Forty- 
sixth Sanoe ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They were, Ithink. I have not the list before 
me and am not able to state ee 

Mr. JOYCE. I merely wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
if it is not a fact that, with this increase of the membership of the 
committees in that Congress, there were not more bills left unacted 
upon on the Calendar than there were in the preceding Congress, 
the Forty-fifth? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the gentleman for the question and I 
answer in this wise, and I am sure he will admit its fairness: there 
are more bills left on the Calendar from these committees than at the 
end of the preceding Congress. But there were not so many bills 
by half left unreported on the tables of these committees as in the 
former Congress. And I will say further, there were two thousand 
more bills in the Forty-sixth than there were in the Forty-tifth Con- 


8s. 

Mr. JOYCE. One more question. Does not the gentleman from 
Kentucky believe that if this amendment coming from the Commit- 
tee on Rules is adopted it will not make more bickering and more hard 
feeling among the members of this House in patching up the com- 
mittees with these odd members than there was in the making up of 
the committees originally ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me say also that the gentleman is mis- 
taken in the premise of his former question ; for this reason: no com- 
mittee had been anneunced in the Forty-sixth Congress until after 
the increase was granted. Let me say further, although I know I 
am trenching on the kindness of the gentleman from New Jersey, [ Mr. 
ROBESON, ] that the point to which the gentleman from Vermont br 
J ee called my attention in his first question answers my p 
precise ey He says more bills were left on the Calendar at the end 
of the Forty-sixth than at the end of the Forty-fifth Con 1 
answer this: that there were not so many by half left unacted upon 
on the committee-tables as before. And the fact of more bills being 
left here than in the committee-rooms only vindicated the wisdom 
of the House in increasing the membership of those committees. 
There were more bills reported from committees in the Forth-sixth 
Congress than in any other. 

Mr. JOYCE. With what benefit to the country or to anybod 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Thatis the fault of the House. 
tees have discharged their work when they bring it here. 

Mr. JOYCE. That only shows that the increase of the member- 
ship of committees would not remedy the evil. 

tr. ROBESON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, [Mr. DUNNELL. } 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think there is really but one question involved 
in this whole controversy. I am not opposed to the report of the 
Committee on Rules from any other motive or cause than that, in my 

*| judgment, the efficiency of the committees will not be increased by 
this enlargement in number. When the present rules of this House 

| were under consideration about two years ago I op i the adoption 
of those rules for two reasons. The one was that the new rules 
increased the number of members on certain committees. The other 
reason was that they adopted the calendars, about which something 
has been said to-day and about which a good deal more might be 
said ; for these calendars that are in the present rules are enough of 
themselves to make those rules the objects of disrespect on the part 
of every member of this House. ; 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that any legislative body in the 
world is burdened or afflicted by so infamous a set of rules as is the 
United States House of Representatives. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will, of course, always defend the present 
rules of this House. They were framed at Long Branch. They may 
have some virtues in them. But the existence of the three calen- 
dars and the doing away with the two hours that were allowed to 
each committee in the morning hour under the old rules for the trans- 
action of business are enough to condemn the present rules. When 
the Forty sixth Congress expired the House had 1,400 bills, the work 
of forty-five committees, piled up there never reached; and two of 
the calendars were never touched once during the two years. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania insists that an augmentation in 
the number of bills presented is an evidence that there should be an 
increase of the number of committees. We have to-day forty bills 
before the Committee on Waysand Means to repeal the tax on matches ; 
wehave forty bills to repeal the stamp on bank-checks; one bill would 
represent those items just as well. If there be five or six or seven 
thousand bills it does not follow there is that number of subjects to 
be treated or that we are to have a report upon them all. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must leave those matters, because I have but 
fiveminutes. There is this thing whichI think prevails in the House, 
and which has prevailed and probably always will prevail: there is 
an ambition on the part of members to find themselves upon a large 
number of committees. I have been in Congress ten or eleven years. 
I have been assigned to committees six times. During the first four 
Congresses I was allowed two places; during the fifth I was allowed 
one; I have two now. If there were five thousand additional posi- 
tions I want no more. I say that I served the House and the country 
better upon the single committee of the last Congress than I have ever 
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done when I was on two committees. And when men want to be on 
four committees or on three committees—and a large number insist 
that they must be on three committees—they simply lessen their 
power for usefulness in this House. I would be to-day as well satis- 
fied with a position on the Ways and Means Committee alone as I 
was in the Forty-sixth Congress. I did better work then probably 
than I shall do in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

I say, sir, it is a false and foolish ambition on the part of members 
of this House to desire a multiplicity of positions. We have five hun- 
-dred and fifty places on committees, almost enough for every member 
to have two places. If we would consolidate the committees, bring 
Manufactures and Commerce together, as an illustration, and give one 
man only one place, we would have better work done than by giving 
a man three and four places. We have places enough, and when we 
enlarge a committee we measurably reduce its efficiency. 

Mr. ROBESON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. CALK&s. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, this body is simply one vast body 
of committees ; and instead of acting together as a whole upon any 
given subject or line of subjects, they are necessarily cemmitted to a 
small fragment of the House. 

Inmy judgment the number of members composing each committee 
is not an objection, The trouble arises from the manner in which 
they dispose of the work that is committed to them. 

One committee of this House has reported for the consideration of 
this body an amendment to the rules adopted for its government, 
‘Fhat amendment simply provides that upon certain committees the 
Speaker shall put additional members to assist in the performance 
of the labers assigned to those committees. The only objection 
urged against the report is that if adopted it will make some of the 
committees unwieldy; that there will be too many members upon 
those committees. The answer to that has been given by gentlemen 
who have preceded me, and I need not repeat it. They have re- 
ferred the eae to the fact that this body will probably be largely 
increased under the apportionment bill to be passed, and therefore 
some increase of the membership of committees will be necessary. 

Even if there are some committees that’ should not be increased, 
when we come to vote on the report of the Committee on Rules we 
can vote to leave such committees as they are now. But the report 
as a whole, or nearly so, it occurs to me, ought long ago to have been 
adopted by the House, so that we could have been allowed to pass to 
the consideration of the business of the House. In common with 
many other gentleman on this floor, I believe that the powers of this 
House ought to have been distributed to the various committees of 
the House. In opposition to that theory it has been always urged, 
as General Garfield once said on this floor, that this body would run 
wild unless two great committees, the one facing outward and having 
@harge of the taxabie property of the nation, and the other facing 
inward for the purpose of properly distributing the taxes collected, 
could have their grasp closely on those two subjects; and, no matter 
how the assault has been made upon that position, the House hag 
always decided that those two great committees should be clothed 
with that great power. 

I come now to answer the objection which has frequently been 
made here in debate that under the present rules of the House many 
bills have been allowed to die on our calendars. That has not been 
in consequence of the number of members on the committees. The 
committees did their work very well, and got their work placed on 
the calendars. 

The difficulty originated under clause 2 of Rule XXIV of the present 
rules, under which the power of a committee to ask for the present 
consideration of a bill when it was reported to the House was cut 
off, and the bill had to go on the Private or Public Calendar, as the 
case might be. Then when we went to a calendar we found some 
bill at the threshold of it which provoked discussion. I remember 
that in one Congress, the Forty-sixth, I believe, a bill from Virginia 
involving only about $135 provoked over two weeks’ discussion and 
kept back every bill behind it, so that none of them could be reached. 

e objection which gentlemen have urged against this report 
does not lie at all against the report, but against the rule which I 
have pointed out. And it occurs to me that that rule should be 
amended, At thetime we adopted it we thought it would facilitate 
the business of the House. But under the rule we found that the 
work coming from the committees was forever buried upon the Cal- 
endar. 

Now, I ask our Democratic friends to do with us as we did with 
them in the last Congress. When they came in and asked that some 
of our committees be increased without objection on this side of the 
House, we, then in the minority, agreed to therequest. And Iaskmy 
colleagues on this side of the House to accept the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules and let us try the experiment. 

You cannot, at the beginning of this session of Congress, aéford to 
allow the report of this or any committee affecting the business of 
this House to be defeated without being demoralized, if you expect 
any good result to follow. You have a great work before you. In 
my judgment you should accept the report of this committee and 

ow the experiment to be tried. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

. ROBESON. Myr. Speaker, while I do thoroughly approve of 

this proposition it is not specially mine, though it has been so spoken 
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of by various gentlemen. It is a well-considered proposition pre- 
sented for the consideration and action of the House by its Commit- 
tee on Rules, a committee not of partisan character, nor charged with 
political duties, composed of the Speaker of the House and four other 
gentlemen, all of whom, with a single exception, are men of large 
ability and long experience in the conduct of business of this House. 

As has been already said by my colleague on the committee, [Mr. 
BLACKBURN, ] the Committee on Rules is seeking nothing for itself, 
and its members as such are in no wise, either as persons or as poli- 
ticians, interested in the success of their proposition, We are only 
here in discharge of our duty, presenting to the House for its action 
a subject which we have ourselves examined and considered, and 
which the House must decide for itself. I, as the representative of 
that committee, have reported this proposition of increase, and neither 
I nor the committee which I rae are deterred from what we 
consider our duty by the fact that others, who, perhaps, are better 
informed on the subject, differ from usin opinion. Neither does the 
evident character of some of the opposition alarm us. For myself, I 
should feel that I was unfit and unable to represent any important 
movement, or maintain any strong principle, if the oy of my 
courage was such as to make me waiver and fall back at the first 
show of opposition, and shrink from bringing my propositions fairly 
to the test of consideration and action. Tf we are right we desire to 
succeed; if we are wrong we are not above the common weakness 
of humanity. One thing, however, is sure, and gentlemen may as 
well understand it; it is this, that no proposition however wise, 
no measure however proper, or even necessary, will succeed in this 
House if its advocates yield to mere opposition. Nothing that is 
worth having is ever obtained here without a struggle of some kind. 
The faltering always fail. Success comes only to those who have 
the courage to dare and the manhood to sustain defeat in support of 
what they think right. The history of the American Congress will 
show on every page how oftener the right is lost through the depre- 
cation of friends than through the assaults of open enemies. 

The Committee on Rules and the gentleman who presides over it 
have been attacked in this debate by specious suggestion and covert 
innuendo, if not by open speech. Our chairman will neither be-in- 
jured nor annoyed by this. Itisa weak assault upon a courage which 
has been calm on ‘the perilous edge of battle,” firm amid the crash 
of armies and the turmoil of far fiercer and more dangerous elements 
than are here arrayed. The gentlemen on the other side who are 
members of this committee, the last Speaker of the House and the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] are men of large and 
long experience, and well able to hold their own against any attacks; 
and as for me, I should distrust myself if certain persons and certain 
classes of papers should not continue to encourage me by their assaults 
and ‘‘decorate me with their censure.” This report, though made 
in a spirit of kindness and fairness towards all, is not for the purpose 
of conciliating any individual. It is not made to give consolation to 
any complainer, or to spread a plaster over the wounds of any “‘sore- 
head.” The genial member from Michigan is right in saying that no 
plasters ‘avail to cure such wounds. They will not heal; and the 
vermin that love sore spots will still continue to buzz reund and 
keep up the irritation, like the flies that infest a sick horse in July. 

The gentleman from Michigan, in his very pointed and able ceeaeh, 
for he is a philosopher as well as a wit, also said that we ought to go 
towork. I believesomyself. Whenthe gentleman reports from his 
committee or any other committee a bill of importance to this House 
and places it on the calendar for action, the House will be ready to 
consider it, under his leadership, and pass it, if itis found to be right. 
But what we object to is that the very gentlemen who have con- 
sumed the time in this debate, and who are responsible for the fact 
that it has been opened, and continued without limit, should each, 
as he takes his seat, after consuming his own time, cry out, “ Why all 
this delay? Why don’t you go to work?” Now the only bills from 
the committee for which the gentleman speaks that appear on the 
calendar ready for action seem to be a bill to change some regula- 
tion about the registry of yachts, and another to change the loca- 
tion of a port of entry on the Upper Mississippi. It is no said that 
we ought to consider at once the eee bill. Of course we 
ought, but the committee having charge of the subject have not yet 
reported it, and it is not before us for action. 

have said this much on these collateral ee because it has 
been insinuated on this floor, if not stated in plain words, that this 
7 ah was made for the purpose of giving comfort to some and con- 
solation to others. Not so; it is, asl have already said, for one single 
purpose, to endeavor to give all the localities and all the varied in- 
terests of this great country their proper representation on the com- 
mittees, With a House as large as ours, and business so vast and 
varied, with great interests stretching from the Saint John’s to the 
Rio Grande and to the shores of either ocean, it is not possible to 
constitute committees of the present size that represent them all fully 
and fairly. Committees should be formed, first, (and every one will 
admit this to be the first requisite,) by placing on them the persons 
who are qualified to do the work with which it is charged, even 
though they all come from the same State. Their qualifications are 
determined by personal ability, by the experience acquired by long 
service in the Heuse or the Government. But these having been so 
selected, there remains still another consideration to be taken into 
account, and that is locality and the familiarity with and represen- 
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tation of local ideas and interests; you must put on your commit- 
tees, first, the men who have the best ability for the particular work, 
and then those men who by reason of locality and association are in- 
formed upon, familiar with, and interested in the objects on which 
the committee acts. This, of necessity, demands a consideration of 
localities and an endeavor to fairly represent both sides of special 
and important interests. Thus the speech of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Hutcuins,] day before yesterday, though directed 
against the report, was a strong illustration of its necessity. 

And, Mr. Speaker, what has been urged against thisreport ? Dur- 
ing the three days of this discussion but one argument has risen 
above the confusion of the general opposition. It is the argument 
contained in the assumption that small committees can do their work 
with more ease and dispatch. If there has been any other sugges- 
tion of argument I trust I may be reminded of it. It is true that 
increase in the size of committees brings with it decrease to the com- 
manding influence of individuals, and may not be acceptable to the 
organizations already in power. Itistruethat small committeescan 
do work with less friction and more easily, but will it be done more 
satisfactorily? My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] thinks 
his committee is too large already. If he alone were the Committee 
on Ways and Means, undoubtedly his propositions would be more 
easily and quickly reported, and I might myself agree with them, for 
he and I have been educated on some of these points in the same 
school of political policy, but would that satisfy the House or the 
ceuntry? Would the mere presentation of my friend’s views, how- 
ever able in themselves, and convincing to him and to me, be doing 
fairly the work of his committee, or would it be enforcing the views 
of one man by the power with which the House supports its com- 
mittees—the very realization of the one-man power which has been 
so much denounced inthisdebate? No, sir; all important questions 
of principle should be thoroughly digested in committee before they 
come to the House, or not only is the time of the House needlessly 
consumed, but the work of legislation is likely to be badly done. 

When a question comes from a committee to the House on which 
there is any doubt or difference of views, the question in dispute 
should be examined, debated, and considered thoroughly in a com- 
mittee large enough to include a representation of every local or 
personal interest, with all views fairly considered ; and the real issues 
should be crystalized and presented squarely so that they meet face 
to face, and the House can act promptly on an admitted statement 
of the case, and decide between the diverse issues of principle thus 
clearly presented to it. Otherwise, while we have so large a House, 
with so much business to transact, if you bring into it for its action 
subjects not fully and exhaustively considered in committee, not 
completely molded in the heat of consideration and debate there, 
the question will be found, when tested, to be doubtful as to its 
facts, incomplete in the issues presented, and perhaps uncertain as 
to its effect. Some considerations will be thought not to have had 
full weight or some interests proper representation, and the time of 
the House will be consumed by days of debate before reaching the 
real question. You will find member after member rising, ‘‘thunder- 
ing in the index,” and we will never reach the soiution until much 
more time has been consumed than would have been necessary in a 
large committee, representing all interests, to have fully organized 
and clearly presented every question involved. But let each locality 
and every interest be represented on committees, with as many mem- 
bers as the conditions of the subject demand; let them consider, 
debate, and vote understandingly in committee; let the friends of 
each view bring out all the facts, and then let the question be pre- 
sented sharply to the Hoyse, with both sides face to face, and the 
proposition will not be carried away in detail by pissmires, but will be 
ae up, voted upon, and decided intelligentiy and directly by 
the House. 

The business of your country has grown so vast that you cannot 
transact it well in any other way. The Canadian House, itself 
large, has its great committees, of which fifty members are required 
tomake a quorum. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] has 
told us that the French House of Deputies has seven great bureaus, 
and that each member of the whole Corps Legislatif is on one or an- 
other of them. 

Mr. KASSON. Not the committees—the bureaus; and each bureau 
appoints sub-committees. 

Mr. ROBESON. I have no time to discuss small points; but what 
is a bureau of a Corps Legislatif appointing sub-committees but a 
great committee appointing its sub-committees? So the gentleman’s 
argument is really on my side of the question. 

In our own House the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
was originally composed of one member from each State. In the 
original organization of standing committees that of my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] had but seven members, but then the 
House itself was not so large, nor its. business so vast, but that it 
could itself consider and debate at length every proposition without 
restriction as to time, as is even now the case in the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to say one word more. It is this: gentle- 
men.complain that in the last House little or no business was accom- 
plished, and now, when a remedy is proposed, they refuse to con- 
sider it, and make the very existence of the disease the reason for 
not taking the necessary medicine. 
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The Committee on Rules, in seeking a remedy, remembering that 
several of the committees of the last House were temporarily in- 
creased by resolution to enable them to do the business, has pre- 
sented this report, as suggesting a possible alleviation of the diffi- 
culty, for the consideration and action of the House, without involv- 
ing in it either personal or political questions, (since it would accrue 
to the equal benefit of both sides.) Should the House reject it as 
a whole, I suppose the committee must accept such action as an 
expression on the part of the House that they consider the com- 
mittees large enough already to present their work, in a shape for 
prompt action, to the House; that all interests and localities are prop- 
erly represented, and that there is no present necessity for any change. 

Whatever may have been the mistakes of the committee, we should 
have no further complaints of the action of the Speaker if he is 
thus sustained by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Joyce] moves 
to recommit the report from the Committee on Rules, with the pend- 
ing amendments. 

Mr. JOYCE. Have I any time to be heard ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to recommit with instructions. 

ee What has become of the motion to lay upon the 
table 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ask that my motion be read. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I have an amendment which I ask may be 
reported. 

The SPEAKER. Amendments are not now in order. 

Mr. CANNON. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.CANNON. The gentleman from Vermont has moved to recom- 
mit, and he need not accept any amendment unless he chooses to do so. 
That motion is under his control. He may ask the previous question 
on it. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. 
mont? ‘ 

The SPEAKER’ That is the opinion of the Chair, that it is sub- 
ject to amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Members making other motions are held to control 
them, and, if necessary, to demand the previous question on them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to recommit with instructions, which I 
ask may be read. 

The SPEAKER. 


The motion to recommit is subject to amend- 


Without the consent of the gentleman from Ver- 


The motion of the gentleman from Vermont is 
to recommit. In the opinion of the Chair that motion is open to 
amendment. The House may desire to instruct the committee. In 
case the motion is to recommit with instructions, the House may 
wish to strike out the instructions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that my proposition be read. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Ifin order, I will move, so as to 
get rid of this whole subject, that it be laid upon the table. [Cries 
of “No!”] That is the shortest way. If gentlemen are in earnest 
the House has been worried long enough with it, and it ought to be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that my proposition be read. 

Mr. PAGE. Does the motion to lay upon the table take preced- 
ence of the motion to recommit ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. The Clerk will read the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the report of the Committee on Rules be recommitted with instructions to 
report to the House within one week an amendment to Rule X which shall pre- 
vide for the appointment of the committees of the House by the House, ins’ of 
by the Speaker, and that the minority of the House shall be represented on the 
committees as nearly in propertion to their numbers in the House as — and 
that the appointment of the minority members on each committee shall be under 
the éontrol of the minority in the House, but not to affect the committees of the 
House as now constituted. 

’ Mr. CALKINS and Mr. REED raised the point it was not in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I withdraw my motion to lay 
upon the table. 

Mr. CALKINS. The proposition of the gentleman from Illinois is 
similar to that of my colleague, [Mr. OrTH, ] and it has been already 
decided by the House to be out of order. 

Mr. REED. The House has decided it to be out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The propesition is not debatable. The Chair 
holds that to move to the pending pepe what would not be germane 
to it is not in order. It is instructed by the action of the House yes- 
terday in ruling out the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. OrtH.] It is not in order to move to recommit with instruc- 
tions which would require the committee to report back that which 
would not be germane to the subject of the report. The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois is therefore ruled to be out of 
order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I differ from the Speaker entirely in his ruling, 
and as my amendment is ruled out, I move that the whole subject be 
laid upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 51, noes not counted. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was disagreed te. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion te recommit the 
report and pending amendments to the Committee on Rules. 
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The House divided ; and there were ayes 108, noes not counted. 
Mr. KASSON and Mr. ROBESON demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 90, not 
voting 43; as follows: 


Aiken. 
Aldrich. 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Bayne, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowman, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carlisle, 
Carpenter, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 
Clardy, 


Cobb, 

Converse, 

Cook, 

Cornell, 

Cox, William R. 
pee 9 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 

Curtin, 

Darrell, 
Davidson, 
Davis, Lowndes H. 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 

Dowd, 

Dunnell, 
Ermentrout, 


Anderson, 
Barr, 


Bramm, 
Burrows, Julius C. 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Calkins, 

Camp, 

Campbell, 
Caswell, 

‘Chace, 
‘Chapman, 
Colerick, 
Cravens, 

Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 

Deering, 

De Motte, 
Dezendorf, 


Allen, 
Atherton, 
bour, 


Bar 
Belford, 


Blanchard, 
Bragg, 
Brewer, 
Briggs, 
Browne, 
Buck, 


YEAS—159. 


Evins, 
Farwell, Chas. B. 


Farwell, Sewell S. 


Finley, 
‘ord, 


Garrison, 
Geddes, 


Harris, Benj. W. 
Haseltine, 


Hoblitzell, 
Hege, 
Holman, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
House, 
Hubbell, 
Hutchins, 


Jones, George W. 


Jones, Phineas 
Joyce, 
Kasson, 


Latham, 
Lewis, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Mason, 


Matson, 

McClure, 

McCoid, 

McCook, 

McKenzie, 

McKinley, 

McMillin, 

Miles, 

Mills, 

Moore, 

Morey, 

Morrison, 

Morse, 

Moulton, 

Muldrow, 

Mutchler, 

Neal, 

Orth, 

Pacheco, 

Payson, 

Peelle, 

Pettibone, 
Phelps, 

Phister, 

Reagan, 

Reed, 

Rice, Theron M. 
Rice, William W. 

Rich, 

Richardson, D. P. 


Richardson, Jno. 8. 


Ritchie, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 

tobinsen, Wm. E. 
Rosecrans, 

Ross, 

Scales, 
Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 


NAYS—90. 


Dunn, 
Dwight, 

Ellis, 

Errett, 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hammond, John 
Hardenbergh, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Harris, Henry S. 
Hawk, 
Hazelton, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 

Hiscock, 
Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 
Jadwin, 


Jones, James K. 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
Klotz, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
McLane, 
Miller, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, 
Page, 
Parker, 
Paul, 
Pound, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Ray, 
Robeson, 


Robinson, James 8S. 


Russell, 
Scoville, 


NOT VOTING—43. 


Cannon, 
Cox, Samuel 8. 
Covington, 
Crowley, 
Cutts, 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dugro, 
Fisher, 
Frost, 
Haskell, 


Henderson, 
Herndon, 
Hooker, 
Jorgensen, 
Knott, 
Lacey, 
Marsh, 
Money, 
Mosgrove, 
Murch, 
Nolan, 


So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 
Mr. JOYCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
recommitted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, 


the reading of the names was dispensed with. 
The following pairs were announced : 
Mr. Rick, of Ohio, with Mr. ATHERTON. 
Mr. PIERCE with Mr. HERNDON. 
Mr. NORCROSS with Mr. HOOKER. 
Mr. Buck with Mr. Money. 
Mr. PrEscotTr with Mr. Cox of New York. 
Mr. Knotr with Mr. Briaes. 
Mr. RYAN with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. 
Mr. Harris, of New Jersey, with Mr. BREWER. 
Mr. DuGRO with Mr. CANNON, on all questions concerning the in- 
crease of the present membership of committees, until January 23, 


instant. 


Sherwin, 

Shultz, 

Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Skinner, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Sparks, 

Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Tyler, 

Updegraff, J. T. 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Warner, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 

Webber, 
Wellborn, 

West, 

White, 
Whitthorne, 
Willits, 

Wilson, 

Wood, Walter A. 


Shelley, 

Smith, Dietrich C. 
Spaulding, 

Speer, 

Steele, 

Talbott, 

Thomas, 
Updegraff, Thomas 
Urner, 

Valentine, 

Van Aernam, 

Van Horn, 
Walker, 

Ward, 

Wheeler, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 
Young. 


Norcross, 

Pierce, 

Prescott, 

Rice, John B. 
Ryan, 
Shackelford, 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Stephens, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Wood, Benjamin. 


If present, Mr. DuGRO would vote to increase the commit- 


tees; Mr. CANNON to recommit to the Committee on Rules. 


RECORD—HOUSE 


JANUARY 19, 


Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Coy- 
INGTON] is detained at home by sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire now to make a motion that the House 
proceed to consider the House Calendar. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
give way for a moment, as I desire to ask the consideration of a bill 
to which I believe there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that thére is a matter of unfinished business pending. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not pressing for consideration at this time. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask that the unfinished business be informally 
passed over for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now, I hope the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia will not object, as I desire that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to know the subject, because I do 
not want to discriminate. I want to give the House an opportunity 
to go to business upon the House Calendar. If it is a privileged 
motion, of course I cannot object. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will state the object. It is a bill to appro- 
priate money to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to pack, 
transport, and arrange 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not a general appropriation bill? 

Mr. VALENTINE. No, sir; to arrange certain exhibits donated to 
the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. Where is the bill? 

Mr. VALENTINE. It is inthe Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I shall not object. 


EXHIBITION OF AGRICULTURAL AND MINERAL SPECIMENS. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
the bill H. R. No. 2796. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2796) to appropriate $5,000 for packing, transporting, and arrang- 
ing certain agricultural and mineral specimens. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider the bill the title of which has been 
read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. HASKELL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2796) to appropriate $5,000 
for packing, transporting, and arranging certain agricultural and 
mineral specimens. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in tho 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of B5,000, or so much thereof as mee 
be necessary, for the purpose of enabling the Commissioner of Agriculture to pack 
and transport to Washington, and arrange for permanent exhibition, certain agri- 
cultural and mineral specimens recently exhibited at the Atlanta exposition and 
proves to the Department of Agriculture by the exhibitors, said sum to be imme- 

iately available; and that the Commissioner of Agriculture shall report to Con- 
gress an itemized aceount of expenditures. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will state briefty the object of the bill. It 
is to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to pack, ship, and trans- 
port to Washington and arrange in order in the museum reoms cer- 
tain agricultural and mineral exhibits tendered by the exhibitors at 
the late exhibition at Atlanta, Georgia. 

These articles have been donated to the Government for permanent 
exhibition. At the last session of Congress $10,000 was appropriated 
to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to erect a building for the 
purpose of placing therein agricultural and other exhibits to remain 
there permanently ;. and this is the first contribution to that museum 
buildmg. 

These products come from the Southern States, anfl form a very 
considerable and complete exhibit of their productions, both agri- 
cultural and mineral. The specimens are very valuable, and as ex- 
hibited at Atlanta occupied in the building there a space of about 
sixty by one hundred and forty feet. They consist of agricultural pro- 
ductions and minerals arranged for permanent exhibition, and also 
exhibits of wood, finished and unfinished, that may be used for the 
various purposes for which wood is used in the United States. It 
comprises also exhibits of coal, ores, stone, and other articles. The 
Commissioner of Agriculture considers them of very great interest and 
value, and there are several States which are very anxious to get 
these exhibits if the Government does not want them, and stand 
ready to take them and pay their transportation. The Committee 
on Agriculture have had this subject under consideration, and have 
unanimously reported that the Commissioner be allowed the sum of 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended by 
him for this purpose, and to make a report to Congress of his ex- 
penditure by an itemized account. Some of the railroads leading, 
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from Atlanta to Washington have agreed to transport them free of cost, 
and the Commissioner of Agriculture says that he will correspond 
with other roads, and it is possible that nearly all, if not all, the 
roads will consent to this arrangement. But some expense is actually 
necessary to pack them and rearrange them after they arrive here. 
I think there can be no objection whatever to the bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask the gentleman from Nebraska where these 
specimens are to be deposited ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. In the museum building already appropriated 
fc 


or. 
Mr. ATKINS. Will there be space there to deposit these speci- 
mens ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. The Commissioner informs me there will be. 

Mr. ATKINS. There will be plenty of space ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope this is not to be the beginning of establish- 
ing another museum and making necessary the erection of another 
building. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No, sir; that will not be the effect of it. Ifno 
gentleman desires to address tomeany further question, I move that 
the committee rise and report the bill back to the House with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and, the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HASKELL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 2796) to appropriate $5,000 for packing, transporting, and 
arranging certain agricultural and mineral specimens, and had 
directed him to report back the same to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask for the present consideration of the 
report of the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. All the business in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having been disposed of, I now move that 
the House proceed to the consideration of the House Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to yield to me that I may offer a resolution for reference. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman. 

TRIAL OF CHARLES J. GUITEAU. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing is hereby instructed to consider the 
propriety of pares copies of the proceedings in the trial of Charles J. Guiteau, 
indicted for the murder of James A. Garfield, which shall be placed to the use of 
members of the Senate and House of Representatives for distribution, and thatsaid 
committee report by bill or otherwise. 

NEVADA UNITED STATES JUDGE. 

Mr. CASSIDY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3198) retiring from public service Judge Edward Hillyer, United 
States district judge for the district of Nevada; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of West Virginia, asking for a modification of the 
internal-revenue laws to permit the producers of leaf-tobacco to sell 
leaf-tobacco without paying a license therefor; which was referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


INSPECTIONS BY LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. WHITE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this House 
with copies of all reports of inspections made by the Secretaries of the Light-House 
Board since the 1st day of January, 1875, and also copies of all reports of inspec- 
tions made by the Chief of the Bureau of Revenue Marine since the 1st day of Jan- 
uary, 1875, together with an itemized statement of the cost of such inspections. 

NORMAN J. INGERSOLL. 

Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 3199) for the relief of Norman J. Ingersoll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS I, PUTNAM. 

Mr. SPAULDING also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3200) for the relief of Lewis I. Putnam; which was read 
«first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 
Mr. COX, of New York. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. O'NEILL. I desire to present a report from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
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Mr. CAMP. I demand the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. Before 
putting it the Chair will, with the consent of the House, submit cer- 
tain personal requests and other matters. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. URNER for the remainder of the week, on account of sick- 
ness in his family ; 

To Mr. KENNA until Monday next; and 

To Mr. SPAULDING for ten days, on account of important business. 

MEDICAL INSPECTOR FOR INDIAN SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, forwarding gory 

raft 


of a letter addressed to him by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, inclosing 
of a bill to create the office of medical inspector for the United States 


service. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


dian 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 18, 1882. 
INDIANS ON RESERVATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of bill, and accompanying papers, providing for the improvement of the 
condition of Indians occupying reservations, and for other purposes. 

The matter is commended to the consideration of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1882. 

EXPENSES OF BOARD OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. . 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States ; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

Itransmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior and accom- 
panying letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recommending a renewal 
of the See of $10,000 heretofore made for defraying the expenses of the 
board of Indian commissioners. 

The subject is commended to the consideration of Con 

CH 


‘ess. 
STER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1882. 

CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with a 
draft of a bill, and accompanying papers, to accept and ratify an agreement with 
the Crow Indians for the sale of a portion of their reservation in the Territory of 
Montana, required for the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary 
appropriation for carrying the same into effect. 

‘he subject is presented for the consideration of Congress. 
_ CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1882. 

REPORT OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
ee War, dated the 14th instant, and accompanying letter from the Chief 
Signal Officer of the Army, recommending the passage of a joint resolution in accord- 
ance with inclosed draft, authorizing the printing and binding of 10,000 addi- 
tiohal copies of the latter’s annual report for the year 1881. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

January 19, 1882. 
SURGICAL MUSEUM. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a communication from 
the Secretary of War, with accompanying papers, recommending an appropriation 
for the purchase of a site and erection of a fire-proof building to contain the records, 
library, and museum of the Surgeon-General’s Office. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 19, 1882. 

EULOGIES OF SENATOR A. E. BURNSIDE, 

Mr. SPOONER. I regret that among the earlier duties devolving 
upon me is that of announcing to this House the death of Hon. AM- 
BROSE E. BURNSIDE, late a United States Senator from the State of 
Rhode Island. I do not desire to detain the House at this time with 
any consideration of his illustrious life and services. But I ask that 
a suitable time may be assigned when proper eulogistic tributes 
may be offered to his memory. I understand that several gentlemen 
desire to speak on that occasion. If satisfactory to the House, I will 
<a that Monday next, the day which has been fixed by the Sen- 
ate for this purpose, be also fixed by the House, and that three o’clock 
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of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic— 
to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of George W. Morris, for compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: Two petitions of citizens of the twenty-fifth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, for an increase of duty on 
tin and terne plates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY: The resolutions of the city government of Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, urging the completion of the breakwater 
connecting Goat Island with New Castle—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GEORGE D. ROBINSON: The petition of Shepard S. Ever- 
ett, for compensation for services rendered on the War Claims Com- 
mittee of the Forty-fifth Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. W. SINGLETON: The petition of sundry captains, pilots, 
engineers, and others engaged in commerce and navigation on West- 
ern waters, for the repeal of license fees—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Commerce of Quincy, Illinois, 
urging the passage of the Reagan bill for the regulation of inter- 
state commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr.O.R.SINGLETON: The petition of James R. Chalmers, ask- 
ing time to take testimony in the contested-election case of John R. 
Lynch vs. James R. Chalmers—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of the Vessel Owners’ and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, for certain improvements in 
the Delaware River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Erie Board of Trade, for the permanent 
organization of the Signal Corps—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of Norman J. Ingersoll, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of W. O. Musser and 25 others, citi- 
zens of Tracy, Minnesota, for the repeal of the tax on banks and 
bankers—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: The petition of George W. Sweeney, 
for compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—to the Commmittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of Mrs. Mary F. McKeever, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Virginia, for legislation to protect 
the people against the extortions and discriminations of railroad cor- 
porations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Joseph A. Dawson, Robert J. 
Isherwood, Zoe Haley, and Hardy Q. Haley, by Alfred G. Haley, their 
titular trustee on partition, for compensation for property used by 
the United States military authorities during the late rebellion—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas B. Price—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: Thepetition of citizens of Yorkshire, New 
York, praying that a pension be granted Wells Cheney—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: The petition of citizens of Conesus, New 
York, praying for the repeal of the law which prohibits the use of 
alcoholic spirits in manufacturing vinegar—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: Papers relating to the claim of William T. 
League—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papersrelating to the claim of J. W. Stone—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Hon. Pat. Rusk and of Hon. C. J. 
Walton and others, of Kentucky, for legislation to compel railroad 
corporations and their agents, and all common carriers, to perform 
their duty to the public on equal, just, and reasonable terms without 
extortion and without discrimination—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers relating to the construction of a public 
building at Clarksburgh, West Virginia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


on that day be designated as the hour for the consideration of the 
same. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Many MemBers. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 











































PETITIONS ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Andrew Jackson, for compensa- 
tion for services rendered as scout and guide during a portion of the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The resolutions of the Erie Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the permanent organization of the Signal Corps—to the Commit- 
tee on Military affairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Papers relating to the claim of Daniel 
J. Benner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers relating to the pension claim of Jacob 
Luskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of H. H. Zane, for additional bounty—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Captain Frederick Zarracher, for compensa- 
tion for damages sustained and services rendered in a fugitive-slave 
riot case—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of the Ohio supervisors 
of the census, for additional compensation—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Charles P. Edmunds; of 
James F. Ewing, administrator of estate of John H. Ewing, deceased ; 
of James F. Ewing, for compensation for property taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. Joel C. 
Frazier—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the estate of Marcus L. Broad- 
well—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of the members of the bar of 
the counties of Muscatine, Washington, Cedar, and Louisa, in the 
State of Iowa, that the billnow pending for the division of Iowa into 
two judicial districts be amended by striking therefrom the word 
“Davenport” wherever the same ovcurs, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘ Muscatine ”—severally to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of 51 citizens of Blue Earth City, 
Minnesota, alleging a combination between the Standard Oil Com- 
pany and certain railroad companies which does great injustice to 
shippers of oil, and praying for an investigation by Congress—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DE MOTTE: The petition of D. B. McConnell and others, 
praying that Mrs. Sarah A. Brown be granted a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of Charles P. May— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of 87 citizens of Putnam County, 
Missouri, for legislation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ABRAM S. HEWITT: The petition of the Friends’ Tem- 
perance Union of New York, for the appointment of a commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HOGE: The joint resolution of the Legislature of West 
Virginia, urging a modification of the revenue laws in relation to the 
sale of leaf-tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Henry Johns and others, citizens of West Vir- 
ginia, for legislation to regulate railroad transportation—to the Com- 
inittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of E. Jane Ralston— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claim of T. C. Ankeny— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Papers relating to the claim of William H. 
Powell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers relating to the claim of John H. Russell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers of the Secretary of the Interior show- 
ing payments made by Joseph A. Williamson, special agent, to the 
loyal Creek soldiers, refugees, and freedmen—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of L. W. Babbitt, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of L. W. Kincheloe, for compen-’ 
sation for property taken and used by the United States Army dur- 
ing the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. MCLANE: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of Maryland, representing 1,500 members, for the appointment 





















































































































HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 20, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. PowER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

SARAH J. STONE. 

Mr. KNOTT (by Mr. HammonnD, of Georgia) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3201) granting a pension to Sarah J. Stone; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. — 



















JACOB JOHNSON. 


Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3202) to restore the 
name of Jacob Johnson to the pension roll; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM LEE. 


Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3203) for the relief 
of William Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HANNAH A. WRIGHT. 


Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3204) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah A. Wright; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN ANDREW GEDDES. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
‘H. R. No. 3205) for the relief of Captain Andrew Geddes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. This being Fri- 
day, the first business in order after the reading of the Journal, is 
the call of committees for reports of a private nature. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Unless some one expresses a desire to have the 
committees called for such reports, I shall move to dispense with the 
call of committees for to-day. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think we had better have the call; it will not 
take long. 

The SPEAKER. Nomotionis submitted to dispense with the call. 

L. S. ENSEL. 

Mr. WILLITS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 230) for 
the relief of L. S. Ensel; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

DAVID 8. BOOTH. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Atiairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 151) for the 
relief of David 8. Booth, M. D.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. REA. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 1428, a bill (H. R. No. 3206) for the 
relief of John A. Rea; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
with the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The call of committees was continued and concluded, no further 
reports being presented. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. CAMP in the chair, and proceeded to the consideration of 
business on the Private Calendar. 


JOHN H. AND ROBERT F. SHUGART. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
224) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart, late privates in 
Company G, Twenty-first Regiment Minois Volunteer Infantry, be, and they are 
hereby, relieved from the charge of desertion, which now appears to be unfounded, 
antl from the finding and judgment thereon of a court-martial approved and pro- 
mulgated in General Orders No. 12, headquarters First Division Twentieth Army 
Corps, June 6, 1863: Provided, That by reason of this act no right to any pay for 
service while under arrest and imprisonment shall be revived, but all claim and 
right to bounty shall be as if no such charge had been made or trial had. 


The report was read as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
224) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart, report as follows: 

They have carefully considered the same, and find the facts seletive tothe claim 
for relief to be: 

First. The claimants, John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart, enlisted as private 
soldiers in the Twenty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteers in 1861, and served 
faithfully as such, without any reflection or imputation upon their soldierly con- 
duct until the battle of Stone River, December 30, 1862, when the regiment and that 
portion of the Army to which they belonged was repulsed in great disorder, and 
these men were reported as deserters by reason of temporary absence in the mélée 
and confusion incident to a rout. Upon their return to their regiment, shortl 
aftey, they were arrested, tried, and convicted of desertion, and sentenced to mili- 
tary prison for the unexpired term of their service. 

he evidence, as well as the conduct of the men, shows this to have been an un- 
merited sentence and an undeserved accusation. Absence without leave is full as 
strong a charge as the facts will support, and it is quite apparent from outside his- 
tory that other elements than a desire to promote the good of the service actuated 
or at least aggravated the charge and entered into the prosecution. But on that it 
is not necessary to now decide, and is only alluded to in justice to the soldiers. 

The soldiers were sent to prison under the sentence and were returned to their 
regiments from prison in 1864, and went upon duty as usual in active service. 

They were both mustered out at the end of their first enlistment and received 


honorable discharges; and one of them re-enlisted as a veteran and served through: 
the remainder of the war. 


They took part in several battles, and were never accused of cowardice or mis- 
behavior except in the instance above stated. 

Second. The committee find, and report as matter of law, that an honorable dis- 
charge purges a soldier’s record from stain which would otherwise attach to it from 
the charge of desertion, but the committee are advised the practice of the officers 
of the Government ignores the law in that regard ; and for that reason legislation 
is necessary to the pe of justice. 

This biil accomplishes that object, and the committee therefore report favorably 
thereon, and recommend its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 


aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it 


ass. 
. Mr. HOLMAN. I have an amendment to offer. I move that this 
bill be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs with in- 
structions to report a bill granting honorable discharge to all soldiers 
now held to be deserters under like circumstances. 

Mr. SPARKS. I make a point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS. My point is that the amendment increases expend- 
itures and is not germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on the 
point of order ? 

Mr. SPARKS. I havestated it; I think the statement is sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point 
of order that the amendment is not germane to the bill and that it 
increases public expenditures. 

Mr. McCOOK. I make the additional point of order that you can- 
not amend a private bill in this way by directing a committee to 
bring in a public bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosay a word in regard to the point of order. 

Mr. HAWK. I make the further point of order that it is impossible 
to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please come to order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isubmit that my friend from Illinois [Mr. Spa aus} 
is mistaken in his first point, as it does not appear upon the face o 
the amendment itself that it tends to increase expenditures. Upon 
the second point also the gentleman is mistaken. This proposition 
is germane to the bill ; and I am not aware of any rule of the House 
which will prevent the recommittal of a private bill for the purpose 
of having the principle embodied into a general law. , 

I desire to be heard on the merits of the proposition ; but of course 
I cannot discuss that matter until the point of order has been decided. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to say a word in regard to 
the point of order. It cannot be questioned that this proposition is 
germane to the bill reported by the committee ; it includes the cases. 
reported. In my judgment itisas clear as it can be that the propo- 
sition is germane. 

Inregard to the objection that the amendment increases public ex- 
penditures it has been held time and again that unless upon its face 
the proposition directly increases public expenditures it is not ob- 
noxious to the point of order. I hope the point will not be sustained. 
Many gentlemen on this floor have in their charge cases similar to 
the one now before the Committee of the Whole ; and I have no doubt 
that it would be proper to pass a general law to meet all these cases. 
I have presented several cases of the kind to the House, as I have 
no doubt many other members have done, and while I would not 
object to this particular bill, I think it would be a matter of con- 
venience and a very proper measure to adopt a general law on the 
subject. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, the very strange doctrine is enun- 
ciated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that we can 
instruct 2 committee to report a general law in lieu of a special bill. 
I venture to say that such a thing was never before proposed in this 
House. What is this bill? It is a special act to relieve two soldiers 
of the charge of desertion, that charge having been unjustly made, 
the soldiers having served out their term of enlistment, and when 
that term had expired having re-enlisted and gone through the re- 
mainder of the war. My colleague [Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, } 
says that he has a great many cases of this sort. I do not know but 
that all of my colleague’s soldier-constituents deserted. If they 
did, or were charged with desertion, they did not re-enlist and dur- 
ing the remainder of the war fight like brave men, as these men 
did. This is a special case. I do not know but that all of my col- 
league’s constituents who are charged with desertion ought to be 
relieved of the charge. I do not know but that I shall vote to re- 
lieve them. I do know that the present case is a correct one, that 
injustice has been done these men. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have unanimously reported a special bill for their relief. 
Now, can we, as the gentleman from Indiana proposes, instruct the 
committee to report a general bill in lieu of this special bill? We 
cannot do it, and I think my friend from Indiana knows that we 
cannot do it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Dlinois. In reply tothe remarks of my col- 
league [Mr. SPARKS] upon the point of order, I desire to say that I 
do not think there is a single soldier who went into the service from 
my district who absolutely deserted. 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not know that there is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. But there are a great many sol- 
diers who as soon as they heard that Lee had surrendered believed 
that the war was over and who did then leave the Army, being anx- 
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ious to get home to their families. Those soldiers have been marked 
as deserters. I think it proper that their record should show an hon- 
orable discharge ; they are entitled to the same kind of relief that my 
colleague seeks for these soldiers in his district. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman,I haye no objection to the passage of this 
special bill, but I think it would suit the interest of my colleague as 
wellas of the soldier named to have a general law on this subject in 
view of the fact there are a hundred bills pending asking for the 
same relief. 

Mr. McCOOK. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to detain the House 
long on this question, and especially as I do not wish to be included 
in the category of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] of 
those who are always ready to discuss questions of order. But there 
is an absolute prohibition to entertaining any such proposition as 
that which has been moved by the gentleman from Indiana. 

By reference to page 203 of the Digest, it will be seen “ iin amend- 
ment proposing to ingraft a general proposition of law vpon a pri- 
vate bill is against order.” ‘‘It is also out of order to in:sraft upon 
a bill for the relief of one individual a provision for the relief of 
another.” ; 

Now, this amendment of the gentleman from Indiana comes under 
both provisions. 

Mr. ROSECRANS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to discuss the point 
of order or the merits of the proposition generally ? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I wish to be heard on themerits of the propo- 
sition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to decide the point of 
order. This being a private bill to relieve certain disabilities, the 
amendment to instruct the committee to report back a general law 
relating to this whole class of cases is not in order. The Chair asks 
the Clerk to read from the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion to amend cannot be modified after the previous question is seconded. 
* * * An amendment proposing to ingraft a general provision of law upon a 
private bill is against order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 
the amendment out. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Chairman, I have only a few words to say 
on the pending proposition. The committee in its report refers to 
the habit of Army officers entering upon the final discharge of a 
soldier his previous military history. It seems to me no objection 
ought to be raised against that practice, although I observe the com- 
mittee say it is against the law, which they add is, however, habit- 
ually disregarded. However that may be, I wish to call the attention 
of this House to the fact that if that be not done the final discharge 
would not be a fair history of the soldier’s services. When a soldier 
has had a bad record, having been tried, convicted, sentenced, and 
punished, and subsequently has returned to duty and thereafter has 
done good and faithful service, his whole military history ought to 
be entered upon his final discharge in justice to the soldier him- 
self. Ifthis Congress, as an act of grace and mercy, in consideration 
of subsequent good conduct of these soldiers after they had returned, 
should conclude to have the charge of desertion removed from their 
history, that would be in continuation of the military history of those 
two soldiers. The final discharge ought to show exactly what has 
happened, I do not see very well how we can pass a general law on 
the subject. That is all I wish to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire +o be heard in regard to this bill for a 
moment, and therefore I shall move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. SPARKS. It is too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not too late, as [ was unable to hear what 
was going on after the gentleman from California took his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated the bill would be laid aside 
to be reported to the House favorably, if there were no objection. 

Mr. SPARKS. And there was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair heard no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When a member is watching and is not able to 
know what is being done, that would be a severe ruling. No vote 
was taken, and what happened was by unanimous consent, as the 
Chair assumed and had the right to assume in the absence of objec- 
tion. But there was really no opportunity to state whether or not 
there was objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman state that he rose to offer 
an amendment or to object? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rose to move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman hear the Chair’s statement? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not until he announced if there was no objection 
the bill would be laid aside favorably. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is sufticient. The bill is still pending; 
and the gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. In the first 
place, let the Clerk read a paragraph I have marked in the commit- 
tee’s report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Second. The committee find and report, as matter of law, that an honorable dis- 
charge purges a soldier's record from stain which would otherwise attach to it from 
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the charge of desertion, but the committee are advised the practice of the officers 
of the Government ignores the law in that regard ; and for that reason legislation 
is necessary to the promotion of justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I amnot opposing this case, but think it is a good 
one. I merely wish to show that the law does not go to the extent 
assumed by the committee. I ask the Clerk to read two sections from 
the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEc. 1997. No soldier or sailor, however, who faithfully served according to his 
enlistment until the 19th day of April, 1865, and who, without proper authority or 
leave first obtained, quit his command or refused to serve after that date, shall be 
held to be a deserter from the Army or Navy; but this section shall be construed 
solely as a removal of any disability such soldier or sailor may have incurred, 
under the preceding section, by the loss of citizenship and of the right to hold office, 
in consequence of his desertion. 

Sec. 4749. No soldier or sailor shall be taken or held to be a deserter from the 
Army or Navy who faithfully served according to his enlistment until the 19th 
day of April, 1865, and who, without rae authority or leave first obtained, quit 
his command or refused to serve after that date; but nothing herein contained 
shall operate as a remission of any forfeiture incurred by any such soldier or sailor 
of his pension; but this section shall be construed solely as a removal of any dis- 
ability such soldier or sailor may have incurred by the loss of his citizenship in 
consequence of his desertion. 


Mr. HOLMAN. This is the interpretation of the committee: 


Second. The committee find, and report,as matter of law, that. an honorable 
discharge purges a soldier's record from stain which would otherwise attach to it 
trom the charge of desertion, but the committee are advised the practice of the 
oflicers of the Government ignores the lawin that regard; and for that reason leg- 
islation is necessary to the promotion of justice. 


If there are any other sections bearing on this subject, I hope the 
gentleman making the report will call them to the attention of the 
House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it must be clear to my friend from Illinois, and 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, that the report which they bring 
into the House in reference to this bill is not in accordance with the 
law. They must observe that the law is not broad enough to cover 
such cases, and that it does not relieve a soldier laboring under such 
disabilities as the law prescribes. The committee state in their report 
that they find, as a matter of law, that an honorable discharge purges 
a soldier’s record. Now, the section which I have caused to be read 
does not sustain that, but on the contrary expressly, absolutely, and 
directly states the reverse of it. It may probably be, under the gen- 
eral spirit of the law, correct to assume that to be the fact, but cer- 
tainly the law does not bear out the statement. Cannot my friend 
consent that, instead of calling up just two or three bills of this class, 
a general law shall be enacted which will cover the hundreds, I may 
say thousands, of similar cases? It is only becoming and proper in 
a Government like ours that such a law should be passed. I hold, 
sir, that it is not proper, that it is not in accord with the spirit of our 


laws, to take up here and there a single case, selected as a matter of 


favoritism, and refer it to a committee, and pass a bill to relieve some- 
body, and allow thousands of others laboring under the same disa- 
bilities, who are just as much entitled to relief, to suffer; and unless 
some action of this kind is taken, there will be no reasonable possi- 
bility, certainly no probability, of their being relieved. My friend 
must see that of all pernicious, private, and special legislation this 
is the most vicious, the most thoroughly vicious, because it applies 
to a class of people in the United States who are entitled to equal- 
handed justice instead of being subjected to discrimination and par- 
tiality. 

I have sought the floor, Mr. Chairman, to say to the committee 
and to my friend from Ilhnois that if it is proper and right to pass 
this bill, it is right and proper to pass a bill which shall embody the 
same principle under a general law, and place all of these men upon 
the same footing ; and, sir, I cannot, in justice to myself and to the 
interests of tnis class of people, fail to commend to the gentleman 
and to the committee the necessity for this action. I cannot take 
pride in the legislation of my country when it shall provide enact- 
ments and apply remedies to the few which it refuses to extend to 
the many. We complain, sir, of our calendars being loaded down 
by bills unacted upon. Why is thisso? It is simply because you 
undertake to bring in separate and distinct bills covering individual 
and special cases, instead of framing a general law which would 
relieve the House of this burden at the same time that it extended 
even-handed justice to thousands of men; and instead of here a bill 
and there a bill, some of which pass and some fail, introduced in the 
spirit of favoritism and partiality, this plan proposes a measure 
which is applicable to the people of the entire country and to which 
no reasonable ground of objection can be offered. Let a general law 
be passed. If it is right and just in principle to pass these bills, 
then it must be right and just in principle to pass a general bill 
applicable to other cases of the same kind. If these private bills are 
brought in separately, and year after year the House Calendar is bur- 
dened with them, the great body of them will necessarily die in the 
committees or they will die upon the Calendar of the House. It is 
time, sir, that justice should be done; it is time that we change this 
unjust and vicious system of discrimination. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, I do not disagree with my friend 
from Indiana on his general proposition. It would be better, sir, if 
we could pass general laws covering all these cases. It would be 
better if the gentleman who is a member of the Committee on War 
Claims, and an honored member of it I believe, could get up some 
tribunal competent to determine the competency of those claims and 
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take them entirely out of the legislation of Congress and rid the 
House of the burden of their consideration. It would be better and 
cheaper. But who has reported such a proposition? Who has pre- 
sented the frame-work of a measure which will relieve the House 
of all this special business? The gentleman has not. 

Now, the case before us is a peculiarly hard case. These men are 
laboring under a great hardship and gross injustice. They were 
brave soldiers; they never deserted their flag, their regiment, or their 
company. Thatisplain. This committee has unanimously reported 
that to be a fact. But they were placed in such a position that a 
court passing upon their cases did dishonor them. Subsequently 
they went into the Army, went through the war, and at the end of 
the war were honorably discharged. Under the construction of the 
law, and as held by the Department, the charge of desertion still 
remains on the record, notwithstanding the fact of their final honor- 
able discharge. Without the passage of this bill they cannot be 
restored to their position as honorable soldiers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willthe gentlemanallow metoask hima question? 

Mr. SPARKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend from Illinois know that the 
superannuated Committee on War Claims and his living Committee 
on Military Affairs have hundreds of cases exactly like this, where 
men charged with desertion come here 

Mr. SPARKS. That is a speech, not a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam asking my friend if he does not know it to be a 
fact that many such cases are pending, and whether it is not proper 
and right that my friend and his committee shall be relieved of all 
of these cases by simply bringing in a general law covering the 
whole of them? He knows that these, and hundreds of other cases 
which will be crowded upon the committees of the House from time 
to time during the sessions of Congress, cannot receive proper atten- 
tion. The gentleman must be aware of the fact that hundreds of 
meritorious cases can never have a hearing here unless some action 
of this kind be taken. 

Mr. SPARKS. I wascomingtothat. Does the gentleman pretend 
to say to this committee that every man who deserted his country at 
the time when his services were most needed shall be relieved and 
restored? I shall not vote for such a proposition—never. Has the 
gentleman got a lot of men in his district who deserted, and who, in 
place of being restored to the rolls, should have been shot? I may 
vote, Mr. Chairman, to relieve an individual case, where special merit 
is presented, but I will never commit myself to the support of a bill 
of that character. 

Hence it is difficult to get up a general bill that will cover all these 
cases. The gentleman from Indiana is not asking me to vote to re- 
store every deserter. Of course not. Hence I must come to Congress 
as best I can to ask Congress to restore two brave men who have been 
unfairly treated. The committee report unanimously they have 
been. The House must see in a moment they have been. And Iam 
met by the objection, because you have not a general law that re- 
stores everybody these men cannot be restored. I do not think that 
is right. 1 donot think the gentleman from Indiana means his own 
argument. If you can get all this class of cases—and I suppose there 
are others, fair ones, I suppose that is what he means—in a general 
law, he says do it. I would ask my friend to formulate a bill of that 
sort, and if he sends it to the Committee on Military Affairs I pledge 
that they will report it back to the House. But I do ask him, as he 
has stated half a dozen times that this is a just case, to let this par- 
ticular case alone. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there is great propriety and force in what 
the gentleman from Indiana on my left states. There is a large 
number of bills here of like character, at least with the one under 
consideration. Ido not want to interfere with the passage of that 
bill at all; but I do think it would be wise if the Military Committee 
were to consider the propriety of reporting a bill giving to the De- 
partment of Justice or the War Department or the Judge-Advocate 
General some power té grant this clemency which Congress is asked 
from time to time to grant. It would be done more justly, it would 
be done more expeditiously, and it would relieve Congress and mem- 
bers of an immense deal of labor which is required of them now. 
The War Department have all these records right at their hands. 
They have knowledge of every man who has served in the Army, 
and could come to a just and safe conclusion in reference to each 
case. I therefore hope that the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Indiana will be adopted by the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
that we shall have a bill introduced here giving to the War Depart- 
ment the power of granting clemency in cases like this. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to state, in reply to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, }] that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs have already had this subject under consider- 
ation, and have discussed the propriety of introducing a general law 
for the relief of cases of this kind. But until we are able to do that 
I can see no impropriety in the passage of bills which are meritorious. 
There are a great many people who think that general laws of this 
kind are objectionable, and that we should not open up a very wide 
door to relieve soldiers from charges of desertion. But I think a gen- 
eral law can be framed, and I trust the Military Committee will be 
able to frame a general law which will hereafter relieve Congress from 
the consideration of this class of cases. 


Mr. RANDALL. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that I 
did not throw any objection in the way of this bill. I only stated 
I thought the Military Committee could report a general law based 
on a policy which could be safely intrusted to the War Department 
to execute. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, and only desired to state what I did for the information of the 
House, that the House might know we were considering a bill of that 
character. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I only desire to say a word, be- 
cause I believe the mere statement of a case which has fallen under 
my own notice will show the importance of passing a general law. 
At the same time I propose to vote for every bill of this kind which 
seems to be just. I have a case in my own district which comes 
within my own personal knowledge. A soldier enlisted and went 
into camp. He asked for leave of absence for two weeks on account 
of sickness in his family. He went home and was unable to leave 
for camp again for a few days. After his leave was out he started 
for camp, and on his way was arrested and carried to camp, and some 
officer marked him ‘‘deserted.” The officers of his regiment took no 
notice of his arrest. He continued in the service and performed three 
years’ service—a good soldier whom I well know. He was honorably 
discharged ; and at the close of the war, for the purpose of getting 
some bounty or something else, he forwarded his discharge to the De- 
partmentin Washington. That discharge was canceled and detained 
because he was a deserter. 

Now, sir, there are other cases of this kind. And when such facts, 
undisputed facts, do exist, I hope this Congress will take the step 
necessary to relieve such men from the charge of desertion and from 
its consequences. 

Mr. McCOOK. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOOK. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs whether he might not, himself, with some propriety report 
and push through such a bill? ’ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I have had that very case re- 
ferred in this Congress to the Committee on Military Affairs, suppos- 
ing that was the only committee having charge of military affairs. 

Mr. McCOOK. Are there not also deserters from the naval service? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. In the case I refer to it was not a 
charge of desertion from the Navy; it wasa charge of desertion from 
the Army. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I have been at the War Office several times on 
behalf of parties who never have had their bounty on this account. 
Large numbers of men stand in this very position. But the Second 
Auditor allows them to show by proof, under a law for that purpose, 
that they were not deserters ; and in the last year in several cases 
where the proof has appeared satisfactory to the War Office bounty 
has been allowed. 

The fact appears before that office, as the Adjutant-General of the 
United States Army stated to me within the last week, that there were 
hundreds of soldiers who in 1265, after the war had closed, went home 
without getting their discharges. They served during the whole 
war, for a period of four years, yet they are marked as deserters to- 
day and cannot obtain pensions until that disability is removed. 
The Adjutant-General says there is no way to remove the disability 
except by general law, unless in these special cases by act of Congress. 
He has been advocating a general law, with proper restrictions, giv- 
ing the Department power to remove this disability from these par- 
ties, who are as worthy as any who have received pensions, so that 
they may also receive their just dues. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this discussion has abundantly shown that 
the general sentiment of the House is in favor of general instead of 
special legislation in regard to these matters. 

IT am glad to have the assurance from the gentleman from [lino 
[Mr. Sparks, ] who is a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and from other members of the committee, that there will be reported 
to the House a measure of manifest justice, embodying in a general 
law the principle of this bill. I therefore feel that the Committee 
of the Whole has not wasted time in the brief discussion of this 
measure. I have of course no objection to this individual bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. I certainly have not stated to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. ee that I would get up a bill for general relief. 
I stated to him that if he would get up a bill for general relief cover- 
ing cases like this, I would myself support it most cordially. But I will 
not vete to remove the disability of every deserter. The parties to 
be benefited by the pending bill were not deserters. The charge was 
made against them by mistake, and the Committee on Military Affairs 
unanimously report that it was a mistake. They have been wronged, 
and I ask that the charge be removed from them. Every case of a 
similar kind shall meet my hearty support. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend took me from the floor certainly under 
a misapprehension. I did not say that the gentleman proposed to 
frame such a bill. I made my statement upon the assurance of the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. HENDERSON] 
that such a bill would be prepared in order that this duty should be 
transferred from Congress to the War Department, to the Adjutant- 
General, or to the Judge-Advocate of the Army, or to some other 

























































































































































































































ese ea 




















SSeS Sera 



































SA A Ce RE 









































































































































































































































































































































































































































CONGRESSIONAL 


officer who should be required to adjudicate these claims s0 as to do 
equal justice to all. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
E. J. GURLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1670) for the relief of E. J. Gurley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and required to pay to E. J. Gurley, of McLennan County, Texas, the sum of 
$1,000 for himself and $1,000 as trustee for the law firm of Blocker & Gurley, for 
legal services rendered the Government of the United States. 


Mr. HAWK. Let the report be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before that is done I ask the Clerk to read clause 
4 of Rule XXII, which is the rule governing this and other calendars 
ef the House, so that the House may understand what isthe power of 
any member in connection with the consideration of bills on the cal- 
endars. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be taken 
up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general ppeaie bills, 
and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which shall have precedence, 
and when objection is made to the consideration of any bill or proposition, the com- 
mittee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the House, which shall 
decide, without debate, whether such bill or proposition shall be considered or laid 
aside for the present; whereupon the committee shall resume its sitting without 
further order of the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. The House will observe that that is in lieu of the 
old rule, which gave the right to a single member to object to the con- 
sideration of a private bill on one Friday and the right to five members 
te object to its consideration on another Friday. Under this rule the 
objection is to be determined by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report accompanying the bill will now be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill for the relief of E. J. 
Garley, have considered the same, and aoa report: 

Favorable reports in this case were made by the Committee on Claims of the 
Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth Congresses, but no final action was 
reached on such reports. 

The report of the said committee of the Forty-sixth Congress (February 11, 1880, 
House Report No. 201) was as follows: 

“The Committee of Claims have examined the petition and testimony affecting 
the claim of E. J. Gurley, of McLennan County, Texas, and find that the petitioner 
asks payment of two claims for attorney's fees for services rendered to the Gov- 
ernment by employment of officers of theGovernment. The firstis for professional 
services in the prosecution of Peter Garland and some eighteen other persons, 
charged with the murder of seven Caddo Indians, in Palo Pinto County, Texas. 
The petitioner, Mr. Gurley, has been for many years a practicing lawyer at Waco, 
Texas, and during the year 1859 he was employed by Major Robert S. Neighbours, 
superintendent of Indians in Texas, to prosecute said Garland and others. The 
defendants, nineteen in number, were charged with the murder of seven friendly 
Indians of the Caddo tribe, of the Brazos agency, in Texas, on the 27th day of 
December, 1858. 

“‘On the 14th day of January, 1859, said superintendent of Indians made affidavit 
before Hon. N. W. Battle, judge of the district court in whose district said of- 
fense was charged to have been committed, alleging the perpetration of the crime, 
and that no peace oflicer residing in said county could be procured to execute a 
warrant of arrest against said offenders. So great was the indignation among the 
__ along the frontier of Texas adjacent to the Indian reservation, on account 
of the outrages committed by the Indians upon the white people, and so thoroughly 
were the entire people in sympathy with the defendants, that the civil officers re- 
fused to execute the process of the court. The petitioner then, on the 17th day of 
January, 1859, obtained an order from said district judge, directed to Captain John 
S. Ford, commanding a company of Texas rangers on the Texas frontier, and com- 
manding him with the force under him to arrest the defendants and bring them 
before the court for trial; but Captain Ford was himself a frontierman and had 
been fighting Indians all his life, and had frontiermen under him who had been 
compelled to take the field to protect themselves and families from Indian depre- 
dations, and he and they were also in sympathy with the defendants, and he re- 
fused to execute the process. The petitioner then applied to Governor H. R. Run- 
nels for an order to execute the process. After a great deal of trouble and delay 
the order was executed, but it was found when the issue was made and met that 
the courts were powerless and the laws silent in the presence of a whole popula- 
tion in arms for their own protection and the protection of their defenders. 

“The prosecution shared the fate of the civil power ; it passed away in the presence 
ofanirresistible force. Anaccommodation was finally had that removed the Indians 
out of the State, and the troubles arising out of these charges and all others from 
the same source passed away with the removalof the Indians. The part taken by 
Mr. Gurley, as prosecutor for the United States, involved him in great personal 
danger, as the sentiment of the country was overwhelmingly with the accused. He 
was continually threatened by armed men, and the whole population were in bitter 
hostility to him; but notwithstanding the = in which he was placed and the 
loss of business his relation to the accused caused him, he firmly and faithfully 
pressed the prosecution and exerted himself with great courage, industry, and perse- 
verance, till the civil power subsided in the presence of an assemblage of armed 
men, which the State was unwilling to meet and evercome with force. All of this 
occurred in a district where Mr. Gurley had a large practice, almost all of which 
was sacrificed by his employment in these causes. Hon. John Hancock, amember 
of the Forty-fourth Congress, and hislaw — states his service to be worth not 
less than $5,000; Judge Battle says not less than $2,500 or $3,000. He has also 
testimony of other citizens of Texas, and among them the governor of Texas, the 
Indian agent, Colonel Ross, and others, all testifying to the courage, ability, and 
efficiency with which he discharged the duties of his position. We therefore think 
he is entitled to the relief he asks, and for this branch of his case we report as a 
reasonable compensation the sum of $1,000. 

“The facts in the other case are: that on the 16th day of April, 1854, Captain R. 
H. Anderson, United States Army, was ordered by Brigadier-General W. S. Har- 
ney to proceed with a detachment of men under his command to Fort Graham, in 
Hill County, Texas, and arrest Assistant Surgeon J: osephus M. Steiner, and con- 
vey him to Austin, Texas, for trial before court-martial for killing Major R. A. 
Arnold, his superior officer, who was at that time in command of the fort. His 
orders stated that ‘H. P. Brewster, esq., a gentleman of legal learning, would 
accompany him and give such advice as the exigencies of the mission might re- 
— Sickness in Mr. Brewster's family at the time of Captain Anderson’s 

eparture ae perry him from accompanying the command, and Captain Ander- 
son proceeded without him and arrested Dr. Steiner in Hill County, Texas, while 
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he was claimed by the sheriff of said county as his prisoner and in his lawful cus- 
tody, and p ed with him toward Austin as as Waco, where he and his 
detachment were arrested by legal process on a charge of rescuing the prisoner 
Steiner from the custody of the sheriff of Hill County, the penalty for which offense 
was confinement to labor in the Fay ae not less than five eens nor more 
than ten years. In consequence of the absence of Mr. Brewster, Captain Ander- 
son employed the firm of which Mr. Gurley was a member to defend himself and 
his men, and advised his superior officers of what he had done. On the trial by 
the examining court, the men under his command were discharged, but he was 
held to answer before the district court of Hill County, to which he was remanded, 
_ ae sone he was tried and acquitted, the petitioner acting as counsel during 
e > 
“This claim was vefore Congress at a previous term, on the petition of the appli- 
cant asking for $5,000. The circumstances surrounding this case are similar tothe 
facts in the former case. The attorney in this case had to contend against a whole 
ple whose sympathies were all for Steiner, and whose passions were aroused 
ercely against Captain Anderson and his men, for what they considered a flagrant 
act of anil tary usurpation, and the victim of that outrage a man of unbounded pop- 
ularity with them. On the 4th day of June, 1858, the Senate Committee on Military 
Affairs reported a bill to the Senate for the relief of petitioner for the sum of $1,500 
(Congressional Globe, vol. 36, part 3, page 2699.) J. ay 31, 1860, the same com- 
mittee reported a bill for $1,000 (vol. 39, part 1, page 647,) which was afterward 
assed by the Senate and sent to the House, (vol. 40, part 3, page 1451.) In the 
Reuse the Judiciary Committee reported back the Senate bill to the House and 
recommended its passage, (vol. 41, part 3, page 2354.) The bill ona ae of order 
was sent to the Committee of the Whole, and was not reachedin the Calendar dur- 
ing the session. The claim of the petitioner is meritorious and just, and consider- 
eens time that has elapsed during which the petitioner has remained unpaid, 
and that the Senate have twice reported in favor of its payment, once at $1,500 and 
once at $1,000, the committee feel that the sum of $1,000is but reasonable compen- 
sation, and they report in favor of paying said amount for said services in defend- 
ing Captain Anderson and his men. They therefore report the accompanying bill 
as a substitute for the House bill, providing for payment of both of said claims, 
and recommendits passage." 
The committee concur in and adopt the statements of said report, and therefore 
report the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 















The question was upon ordering the bill to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope the gentleman reporting this bill, or some 
gentleman interested in it, will inform us how it happened that the 
United States district attorney did not perform the duties in this 
case which were performed by the claimant. 

Mr. MILLS. There are two cases involved in this bill, a claim 
for services rendered to the Government of the United States in two 
instances. 

In one instance the Government employéd Mr. Gurley to prosecute 
some eight or ten prominent citizens of the frontier of Texas who 
were charged by the Indian commissioner with having murdered a 
number of Caddo Indians at the time when the Indian reservation 
was on the Brazos River, Texas. Mr. Gurley performed that duty 
in opposition to the wishes of the people there who sympathized with 
their neighbors. 

The people there had suffered from the depredations committed by 
these Indians for some time, and finally went on the reservation and 
killed some of them. The parties were arrested and there was very 
great feeling in the community. The Indian commissioner, Mr. 
Nabors, employed Mr. Gurley to assist in the prosecution of these 
people at a time of great excitement, almost resulting in civil war 
upon the frontier. The officers of the law resigned in order to avoid 
serving the writ; it was necessary to get a military company to serve 
process and arrest these people. Mr. Gurley acted in this case for 
some time, until the quarrel terminated in the removal of the Indians 
to the Indian reservation across the Red River. 

In the other case—I do not know whether it occurred before or, 
after the one of which I have spoken—d quarrel occurred at Fort 
Graham between Major Arnold, commanding the fort, and the sur- 
geon, Dr. Steiner, in which Steiner killed Arnold. An order was 
issued by General Harney, then in command in Texas, directing Cap- 
tain Anderson to send up 2 detachment of troops to Fort Graham, 
arrest Steiner, and take him down to Austin for military trial. He 
was arrested in accordance with this order; but while on his way to 
Austin, having gone as far as Waco, Steiner was rescued by the peo- 
ple; his friends made afiidavit against Captain Anderson and his: 
detachment of men for kidnaping, or something of that kind; upon 
which charge they were arrested, indicted, and carried before the 
court. The Government authorized the employment of an attorney 
to defend them. In the order that was sent from Washington noth- 
ing was said about the district attorney; but in the orders of General 
Harney, Mr. H. P. Brewster, one of the ablest lawyers in Texas, was 
designated to represent. the Government as special counsel. Mr. 
Brewster, being sick at the time, could not attend to the case, Mr. 
Gurley, a prominent lawyer at the time in that country, was selected 
in place of Mr. Brewster, and represented the Government of the 
United States in all this litigation. He ought to have been paid 
twenty years ago. 

The committee has reported this bill to pay Mr. Gurley $1,000 in cach 
of these cases. The testimony of Judge Hancock and others familiar 
with the facts shows that Mr. Gurley might properly claim $4,000 or 
$5,000. Noneof the witnesses have estimated the value of the services: 
at less than $3,500. 

This bill was reported unanimously before the war. During the war 
no action was taken in the case. Since the war it has been reported 
three times unanimously: by the Committee on Claims. Twice it 
passed this House unanimously, and died on the Calendar of the Sen- 
ate; for it seems almost impossible for private claims to receive the 
action of committees and pass the two Houses at the same Congress- 
But no dissenting voice has ever been raised against this bill. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask my friend from Texas whether there 
is net some provision of law under which claims of this class may be 
a by the Attorney-General ? 

. MILLS. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask the gentleman farther whether it is not 
clear that some general provision of law referring all claims of this 
kind to the Attorney-General for adjustment would more certainly 
secure justice between the claimants and the Government than this 
partial and imperfect system of special legislation? 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it would be well, no doubt, that there 
should be some general provision of law for the adjudication of 
claims of this kind. I voted in aformer Congress for the bill of Mr. 
Potter, then a Representative from New York, which proposed to give 
claimants against the Government a tribunal before which their 
claims might have a fair hearing. But there is no such law. The 
Department of Justice cannot pay this man, but says that he must 
come to Congress for payment. He has come to Congress; he has 
been coming for years. If interest were allowed by the Government 
on this claim at the rate which is charged in Texas, this claim would 
be several times larger thanit is. The committee propose now, after 
a lapse of more than twenty years, to pay this man $2,000 for his serv- 
ices. As the committee state in their report, the services rendered 
by Mr. Gurley in these cases lost him his large practice on the frontier, 
because in acting for the Government he antagonized an indignant 
public sentiment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know enough about this claim to justify 
me in saying that it is not well founded; but I desire to call the 
attention of my friend from Texas to the fact that this report does 
not explain at all why these services were not performed by the dis- 
trict attorney representing the United States Government in that 
State. I wish to call attention further to the unsatisfactory state- 
ments on which we are compelled to act in this case. The report 
states: 

The petititioner, then, on the 17th day of January, 1859, obtained an order from 
said district judge, directed to Captain John S. Ford, commanding a company of 


Texas rangers on the Texas frontier, and commanding him with the force under 
him to arrest the defendants and bring them before the court for trial. 


That is one thing. Then it is also stated: 


The petitioner then applied to Governor H. R. Runnels for an order to Captain 
Ford to execute the process. 

It would appear by the report that these two things—the obtain- 
ing of the order from the district judge and the application to the 
governor—were all the services that this man performed, for which it 
is now proposed to pay him $1,000. 

Now, as to the other case, it appears that the services of Gurley 
were simply appearing for Captain Anderson and his men upon a pre- 
liminary examination. Now it does appear due to this House that 
when a claim of this kind is presented the extent of the services ren- 
dered should substantially appear, so that we may have proper data 
on what to determine the justice of the claim. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish in answer to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to state what may have been the reason 
why the United States attorney did not appear in this case. Judge 
Love was then the United States district attorney. There was but 
one district court for the whole of Texas, and it was held at Galves- 
ton. These occurrences were on the frontier. It was two hundred 
miles or more. 

Mr. MILLS. About three hundred. 

Mr. REAGAN. About three hundred from the residence of the 
district attorney to the place where the court was held. They had 
no means of traveling then except by private conveyance, so that it 
may have been impracticable for the United States attorney to have 
visited that distant frontier in relation to'this business. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar wasa bill (H. R. No. 699) 
for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


That Theophilus P. Chandler, late assistant’trtasurer of the United States at 
Boston, is hereby relieved and discharged from all liability for the acts of Julius F. 
Hartwell, late disbursing clerk and cashier in the office of said assistant treasurer, 
in loaning or advancing the moneys or funds of the United States to Mellen, Ward 
& Co., and from allliability to account for any moneys or funds of the United States 
which were loaned or advanced by said Hartwell to said Mellen, Ward & Co., the 
same having been without the default or negligence of said Chandler. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Theophilus P. 
Chandler, the petition of A. Laurence Edmunds in aid thereof, and a bill for the 
relief of Theophilus P. Chandler, (H. R. No. 699,) have considered the same, and 
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report: 
TBills, of which the bill herewith reported is a copy, passed the Senate of the 


Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses, and were reported favorably at each of 
these Congresses by the Committee on Claims of the House, but were not reached 
for final action. The eer ot the Committee on Claims of the House in the Forty- 
sixth Congress (Report No. 570, March 18, 1880) was as follows : 

‘June 18, A. D. 1863, the petitioner was appointed, without his previous appli- 
cation or knowledge, assistant treasurer of the United States at Boston, and con- 
tinued to hold said office until the month of June, A, D. 1868, when he resigned ; 
during which time he faithfully performed all the duties of said office to the appro- 
bation and entire satisfaction of his superior officers at Washington, and at the 
close of his service his accounts were all settled and closed. 
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‘In December, January, and February, A. D. 1866-'67, Julius F. Hartwell, dis- 
bursing clerk, secretly loaned Mellen, Ward & Co. several ‘6 amounts from the 
sub-treasury, which were got in by him each month before monthly examination, 
and were finally got in by him on the last day of February, when he confessed the 
transaction. ‘The whole matter was Seeeetaey pees to the Treasury at Wash- 
ington, and Hartwell and other participants ¢ y punished. 

“The transactions were largely in gold certificates, authorized by act of March 
3, A. D. 1863, section 5, which then circulated as gold coin, but were so compact 
that. as the evidence shows, $580,000 of them were easily concealed in aside pocket. 

“The evidence further shows that all the parties at the sub-treasury, unless 
Hartwell, believed that the recovery of the funds was lawful and in good faith ; 
but in A. D. 1877, the Supreme Court decided that $480,000 of gold certificates so 
turned in belonged to the State National Bank of Boston, and gave judgment against 
the United States for them ; and other claims for smaller amounts are pending, so 
that the United States has suffered a loss for which, technically, Mr. Chandlermay 
perhaps be liable. 

“The evidence further shows that Hartwell had been and was employed in the 
sub-treasury before and at the time Chandler was —— ; that before his ap- 

intment to the sub-treasury he had been a teller in the Agawam Bank, at Spring- 

eld, Massachusetts, in excellent standing; that he had an unquestionable reputa- 
tion for integrity and skill; that there was no reason to —— him; that monthly 
and special examinations were made, at which his cash had always been correct ; 
and that all his transactions with Mellen, Ward & Co. were within a period of three 
months, and none continued for a month, so that there was short time for detection. 
The ne of detection is shown by the report of the special examination 
made November, A. D. 1867, as it was usual tomake from time totime. Although 
at that time $900,000 of coupons were counted only in packages, and were sent to 
Washington to be counted in detail, yet six men were employed in counting the 
cash assets. This commission recommended the employment of another vault 
clerk. Mr. Chandler had no authority to employ such clerk except out of his own 
7 ; and in Spinner’s case the embezzlement ‘was accomplished notwithstand- 
ing there was a vault clerk. 

“The act of March 19, 1862, (Statutes at Large, volume 12, page 373,) fixed the 
title of Hartwell’s position as ‘disbursing clerk,’ and thereby indicated and im- 
posed the duties ce pe to such title ; and that of July 13, 1866, (volume 14, page 
202,) fixed the number of clerks in the office and their several salaries. 

‘In the criminal proceedings against this same Hartwell (6 Wallace, 393) the 
Supreme Court declared that Hartwell ‘was appointed by the head of a Depart- 
ment,’ (i. e., the Secretary of the Treasury,) ‘within the meaning of the constitu- 
tional provision — the subject of the appointing power,’ and was ‘an officer of 
the Government charged with the keeping of public money.’ 

‘“Whatever may be the legal consequence of such language of the Supreme 
Court, the evidence proves that the sub-treasury at Boston was doing a very large 
miscellaneous business ; that the daily balances, consisting of gold, bills, gold cer- 
tificates, coupons paid, and other assets, averaged over six millions of dollars ; that 
the law provided for a limited number of clerks; that in order to transact business 
the office was necessarily subdivided into departments, of which the handling the 
cash was one; that it was physically impossible for the assistant treasurer. con- 
sistent with his appropriate duties, to take the cash into his own custody and con- 
trol; that for him to have personally and constantly interfered with the cash would 
necessarily have caused such confusion and division of responsibility as to have 
been intolerable; that necessarily some clerk had the custody of the cash; and 
that there was every reason to believe Hartwell a suitable person for such custody. 
and that, as testified by Mr. Whittle, the chief clerk, Hartwell necessarily had 
charge of the above cash, and ‘ the fraud could not have been prevented.’ 

‘‘A special commission appointed to examine the sub-treasury at Boston reported 
to the Secretary of the Treasury November 15, 1867, they were satisfied that ‘every- 
thing was correct, the books and accounts were found neatly and regularly kept, 
and all the business of the office appeared to be conducted with much fidelity and 
correctness ;’ and, again, that they cannot close their report ‘without again re- 
ferring to the excellent management of the office.’ 

‘The case of the State National Bank against the United States was thoroughly 
contested on each side by able counsel, and counsel on each side testify that through- 
out there was no claim, suggestion, nor evidence that Mr. Chandler was in fault. 

‘‘Hon. Hugh McCulloch, Secretary of the Treasury at the time of these occur- 
rences, writes, under date of November 23, A. D. 1878, to Mr. Chandler, among 
other things: 

‘**T bear cheerful testimony to the admirable manner in which the business of the 
office of assistant treasurer at Boston was conducted when you were at the head of 
it; to your ability, uprightness, and carefulness as an officer. For the defalcation 
and criminal conduct of Hartwell you were in no wise responsible. It would be 
cruel injustice to hold you and your sureties legally liable for it. You found Hart- 
well in office when you were appointed ; his ability was manifest, his integrity un- 
doubted. No laches have been attributed to you. On the contrary, the reports of 
the manner in which your duties were performed and the business of the ofilce was 
conducted—reports made by the general and by especial examiners—were always 
ereditable to you and satisfactory to the Department at Washington. I heartily 
nnitein the petition to Congress that an act be passed for the relief of yourself and 
sureties.’ 

‘The result is, first, that there appears no question about Mr. Chandler's abil- 
ity, uprightness, and carefulness; second, that the embezzlement was of funds not 
in Mr. Chandler’s actual personal custody, but necessarily intrusted to the disburs- 
ing clerk, who, as we have seen, the Supreme Court has decided was himself ‘an 
ofider of the Government charged with the keeping of the public moneys.’ 

‘*Mr. Chandler himself is about seventy years of age, and possessed of but little 
property. Two of his sureties, now living, are insolvent, and of those who have 
died, one, GovernorJohn A. Andrew, lett an estate of about $32,000; and the estate 
of Mr. Edmunds, another surety, is insolvent—the liabilities being $733,939, the 
assets inventoried at $342,023, a considerable part of which will never be realized, 
and there being on hand about $150,000 for distribution. By reason of the provis- 
ions of Revised Statutes, sections 3466 to 3468, the administrators of the latter 
estate cannot distribute it, except at their personal hazard, while there is even 
a question as to any technical claim of the United States. On this account it is 
desirable that Congress should take promptly such action as justice requires. 

‘Moreover, as it is well settled that no statute of limitations occurs against the 
United States, (Gibson vs. Chouteau, 13 Wallace, 299,) this estate is tied up for an 
indefinite period unless Congress gives relief. 

‘- There are a great many precedents for the relief prayed for in this case, among 
which is the act to relieve Mr. Hillhouse, assistant treasurer at New York, for the 
embezzlement of $185,000 revenue stamps by a subordinate, (Statutes at Large, vol- 
ume 18, page 532;) and that to relieve Mr. Spinner from losses and embezzlements 
of about $60,000 (volume 17, page 768.) 

‘The Hillhouse relief act is in Statutes at Large, volume 18, pages 523 and 532, 
(Forty-third Congress, first session :) 


«An act for the relief of Thomas Hillhouso, assistant treasurer of the United 
States in New York City. 

‘** Be it enacted by the Senate and House ef Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to allow Thomas Hillhouse, assistant treasurer 
of the United States at New York City, in the settlement of his internal-revenue- 
stamp account, a credit for the sum of $185,000, being the proceeds of sale of in- 
ternal-revenue stamps embezzled by James I. Johnson, a clerk in his office, with- 
out the default or negligence of said assistant treasurer.’ 
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“This bill was unanimously reported by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
embracing many eminent gentlemen. : s 

‘The facts of the case appear in House of Representatives Executive Docu- 
ment No. 41, third session, Forty-second Congress. _ d ; ‘ 

“A select committee of the House of Representatives, appointed to investigate 
this loss, close their report as follows : 

‘*No sane man would be willing to hold a position of so much peril except on the 
conviction that, whatever his responsibilities may be under the law, Congress would 
judge each case on its merits and grant relief when it ought to be granted. To 
refuse it when there has been no official misconduct would turn over the treasure of 
the Government to mere soldiers of fortune.’—House report No. 70, third session, 
Forty-second Congress. 

‘This bill for the relief of Mr. Chandler passed the Senate at the last Congress 
and was favorably reported by this committee, but was not reached in season tor 
action in the House. 4 : : 

“The committee report back the bill with recommendation that it pass in con- 
currence. 

‘‘ Deputy collectors are ordinarily required to give bonds ; but, so far as the com- 
mittee is advised, bonds have never been required of clerks like Hartwell. The 
committee submit te the House the question whether a law should not be passed 
requiring bonds from all persons having access to the public moneys.” 

The committee, after full examination of all the facts in this case, find that the 
statements in said report are true and adopt it as their own, and report back the 
bill with the recommendation that the same do pass. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to make a parliamentary 
inquiry, and that is, whether under Rule XXIII the objection there 
called for can be made after the bill has been considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, or must it be 
made so as to carry the bill to the House in the first instance? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no settled practice on that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Paragraph 4 of Rule XXIII provides that when 
objection is made to the consideration of any bill or proposition, the 
committee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the 
House. It does not provide the time when the objection shall be 
made; but the Chair understands it has been the practice of the 
House, and of the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, that the objection shall be made at the first opportunity ; 
therefore, if the bill is to be objected to, the objection must be made 
immediately after the reading of the bill. The reading of the report 
is in the nature of debate, and upon that point the Chair asks the 
Clerk to read the following extract from the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The reading of a report relating to the pending proposition cannot be called for 
after the previous question is seconded, as it would be in the nature of debate. 

Under Rule XXVIII any member may object to the consideration 
of a bill. The reading of the report is considering the bill. The 
Chair therefore decides that it is too late to object to considering the 
bill after the same has been partly considered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very well to have that ruling established, as 
then wé shall know when objection is to be made. I understand the 
Chair holds that objection must be made before the reading of the 
report. 

The CHAIRMAN. It so seems to the Chair; but if there was any 
misapprehension on the part of any member supposing the objection 
was in order after the reading of the report, the Chair will be inclined 
on this occasion to entertain that objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do desire to make objection to this bill, or to 
reserve it, if that can be done, by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman desires to object, his objection 
must be made now. In the future, the Chair will state that objec- 
tion to be valid must be made immediately after the reading of the 
bill and before the report has been read. This will prevent time 
being unnecessarily consumed, and expedite the business of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would be well to know that. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I make the point, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this objection comes too late, so far as this bill is con- 
cerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, as there was some misapprehension in regard to the 
time when objection should be made, he has in this instance enter- 
tained the ebjection of the gentleman from Indiana. Hereafter, how- 
ever, all objections must be made on the conclusion of the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I wish to remark to the Chair, 
as the conversation which was carried on by the gentleman from 
Indiana was not heard on this side of the House, and certainly not 
by myself, it would have been quite right we should understand what 
the ruling was, because it puts us to some disadvantage at the pres- 
ent time. Under the rule it seems to me clear the objection is too 
late, and if too late the Chair cannot entertain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that paragraph 4, Rule XXIII, does not state in terms 
when the objection shall be made. It states if objectien be made 
the committee shall rise and report the bill back to the House, but 
it does not state exactly when the objection shall be made. In the 


opinion of the Chair, in construing the rule, the objection should be | 


made at the first opportunity, that is, after the conclusion of the 
reading of the bill. As the gentleman from Indiana, howéver, was 
laboring under misapprehension in regard to the rule, the Chair has 
entertained his objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Lest I might seem to have 
spoken without understanding the rule, and the Chair seems not 
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quite to cover its scope, I wish to have read that clause of Rule 
XXIII to which reference is made, for its language is not exactly as 
the Chair puts it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Would it not be the better practice to allow the 
bill and the report both to be read, and then to allow the objection 
to come in, because the report would inform the members exactly 
what the bill proposed to do? In my judgment such a proposition 
would facilitate business. 

Mr. HOUSE. Yon do not know whether you wish to object until 
you have heard the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word on this point. I think this question 
is one of more importance than it seemsto be togentlemen. During 
the time Mr. Blaine was presiding as Speaker of the House a question 
was raised whether, after an objection was made, a bill or repert 
could be read. It was held that it could not be read, as it was in the 
nature of argument. The Speaker ruled it was in order for the single 
reason that members are supposed to be amenable to reason, and 
therefore they should hear the statements of the committee’s report 
before they were required to assent or dissent, because that is a ques- 
tion of great practical moment. Gentlemen would most probably 
desire to hear the report read before determining whether they would 
wish to introduce objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itseems to the Chair thatasthe framers of this 
rule provided that a single objection should prevent the consideration 
of any bill, it was their intention to prevent any consideration of the 
bill even to the extent of reading the report, which is a consideration 
of the bill, unless unanimous consent was given that objections might 
be reserved until the report was read. This, in the judgment of the 
Chair, would in many instances prevent the reading of long reports, 
and thereby save much time. : 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. To save time, I withdraw my 
request for the reading of the rule. 

Mr. HAWK. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise, under the rule, 
and report to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that any objec- 
tion has been made to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to object. It was my purpose to object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Underthe rule, objection being nmde, the com- 
mittee will rise and report the same to the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Before the committee rises I desire 
to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The parliamentary inquiry which I 
desire to make is this: When we go back into the House to vote 
whether we shall pass this bill over or proceed to its consideration, 
how are we to vote understandingly upon the proposition unless the 
report be read? I submit that the time for objection is after the re- 
port is read, so that when we come into the House to vote upon the 
question of consideration we may know what we are doing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman 
from Georgia that the difficulty suggested does not arise in this case, 
because the report hasbeen already read. Ifthe gentleman from Geor- 
gia had been listening he would have heard the report read in this 
case, 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I understand that. The question 
had reference to the practice under the rule. 

Mr. HAWK. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is for the committee to rise 
and report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Camp reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler, and ob- 
jection being made thereto under the rule, the committee had risen 
tor the further action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is: Shall the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophilus P. Clandler, 
to which objection was made? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House again resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, (Mr. CAMP in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and under the order of the House the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophilus 
P. Chandler will be proceeded with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to be heard before the bill is laid aside. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the gentleman from Indiana proceeds I 
desire to rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to ask if this bill 
is now being considered by clauses, or is it subject to general debate 
under the hour rule? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The bill is open to general debate under the 
hour rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish specially to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman reporting this bill to the fact that another bill 
and another report touching the same subject-matter is now before 
the House. I refer to the bill (H. R. No. 700) for the relief of the &\ ate 
National Bank of Boston, Massachusetts, and report No. 12. It seems 
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to me that the two bills should be considered together. I ask the 
Clerk to read the report. accompanying the bill (H. R. No. 700) which 
[send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 700) 
for the relief of the State National Bank of Boston, Massachusetts, submit the fol- 
lowing report: : ; 

The State National Bank of Boston is a banking corporation, duly established 
and organized prior to February 28, A. D. 1867, under the laws of the United States, 
and having its place of business in the city of Boston, in the State of Massachu- 

etts. 

F On the day named, to wit, February 28, 1867, and prior thereto, one Julius F. Hart- 
well was the cashier of the sub-treasury of the United States, located in Boston, 
and had access to, and more or less control of, the moneys belonging to the United 
States. Prior to the day named Hartwell embezzled a large amount of money be- 
longing to the United States, by lending the same to Mellen, Ward & Co., a firm of 
brokers and bankersin Boston. As the time for an examination of the condition 
of the sub-treasury drew near, Hartwell saw that his guilt would be detected unless 
he could provide, in some way, a sum of money equal to the amount fraudulently 
appropriated byhim. Accordingly, heand Mellen, Ward & Co. concocted ascheme 
which seemed to them to promise concealment of the guilt and relief from the threat- 
ening embarrassment. 

Mellen, Ward & Co. arranged with the Merchants’ National Bank of Bostonand 
the Second National Bank of Boston for a purchase from them of gold certificates 
of the United States; that is to say, from the Merchants’ National Bank to the 
amount of $480,000, and from the Second National Bank to the amount of $100,000 ; 
in all a total of $580,000. Then one Carter, a member of the firm of Mellen, Ward 
& Co., went to C. H. Smith, the cashier of the Second National Bank, and repre- 
sented to him that his firm, Mellen, Ward & Co., has been employed by the as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States to exchange gold certificates for gold coin, 
and told him that these certificates would be at the Merchants’ National Bank in 
a few days, from whence they were to be carried to the sub-treasury. Carter 
further asked Smith to certify the check of Mellen, Ward & Co., drawn on the 
State National Bank in payment for the gold certiticates, as good, upon receiving 
the gold certificates and the certificate of deposit in the sub-treasury as security 
for the payment of the checks. Carter further said that his firm had arranged to 
pay the checks at the Merchants’ National Bank. 

As Mellen, Ward & Co. were in good standing and credit, and had been generally 
known as engaged in large transactions in gold, gold certificates, bonds, and stocks, 
Smith relied upon the representations of Carter, and certifled the checks of Mel- 
len, Ward & Co. to the amount of $580,000, in payment of $480,000 of certificates to 
the Merchants’ National Bank, and of $100,000 of certificates to the Second National 
Bank, and the certificates so obtained were taken by Carter and Smith together to 
the sub-treasury on February 28, 1867, and there deposited. 

Hartwell received the certificates from Smith in the presence of Carter, and made 
out two receipts to Mellen, Ward & Co., or order, for the same, of which receipts 
the following are copies: 

‘““UNITED STATES TREASURY, BOSTON. 

‘Deposited by Mellen, Ward & Co., of Boston, on ace’t of deposit of gold c’t’f's. 
amount four hundred & twenty thousand dollars, the same to be exchanged for gold 
c't'f’s, or its equivalent, upon their order or demand. 

“Date, Feb. 28, 1867. 

“J. F. HARTWELL, Cr.” 
‘UNITED STATES TREASURY, BosTON. 

‘Deposited by Mellen, Ward & Co., of Boston, on acc’t of gold certificates de- 
posited, amount one hundred & sixty thousand dollars, to be exchanged for gold 
c't’f’s, or its equivalent, on demand. 

‘* Boston, Feb. 28, 1867. 

‘J. F. HARTWELL, Cr.” 

Carter then indorsed each of the receipts as follows: 

‘Pay only to the order of C. H. Smith, cashier. 

“MELLEX, WARD & CO.” 


And Smith thereupon took them away to the State National Bank. 

' Subsequently the receipts were presented at the sub-treasury by the State 
National Bank, and payment of them refused, Hartwell’s embezzlement and his 
complicity with Mellen, Ward & Co. having been meanwhile discovered. The cer- 
tificates were all canceled and sent to the Treasury at Washington. 

Thereupon important legal questions arose, and suits were brought by the banks 
holding the certified checks against the State National Bank to enforce payment. 
The whole question of the reality of the sales of the gold certificates and the con- 
sideration therefor was put in issue. 

The case of the Merchants’ National Bank against the State National Bank in 
the circuit court of the United States was tried twice before Mr. Justice Clifford, 
who, after the plaintiff’s case was put in, ruled that the action could not be main- 
tained. This ruling was reversed by the Supreme Court, and, under the law estab- 
lished by the full court, the State Bank paid the Merchants’ Bank $480,000 in gold. 
(See 10 Wall., 604.) 

In the mean time an action was commenced in New York by Pitt Cooke against 
the State National Bank, involving the right to payment of the remaining $100,009, 
claimed te have become due originally to the Second National Bank. This case 
was tried, taken to the general term, then to the court of appeals, and judgment 
entered finally against the State Bank February 10, 1873. (See 52. N.Y. Reports, 96.) 

Payment of this judgment followed. The decisions in the two cases settled the 

validity of the title of the State National Bank to the whole amount of the gold 

certificates, viz, $580,000. 

Pending the suit in New York for $100,000, the State Bank filed its petition 
against the United States in the Court of Claims to recover the $480,000. The 
Court of Claims awarded judgment thereon for the petitioner for the full amount 
claimed, and the United States took the case to the Supreme Court. <A decision 
by the Supreme Court, aftirming the decision of the Court of Claims, was rendered 
in 1877. (See 6 Otto, 30.) 

The United States paid the amount of the judgment, to wit, $480,000, without 
interest. 

The opinion of the Supreme Court last referred to gives a clear and concise state- 
ment of the facts, and disposes entirely of every question of law that can arige in 
the matter now under consideration. The residue of the gold, the one hufdred 
thousand now sought, was not involved in the controversy. (See opinion.) 

The following quotation from the case in 6 Otto is made: 

‘The finding of the court shows clearly that Hartwell knew when he received 
the certificates that they did not belong to Mellen, Ward & Co., and that they did 
belong to the State Bank, represented by Smith as its agent. Hartwell was privy 
to the entire frand from the beginning to the end, and was a participant in its con- 
summation. It is not denied that Smith acted in entire good faith; what he did 
was honestly done, and it was according to the settled and usual course of business. 
Hartwell was the agent of the United States. He was appointed by them and acted 
forthem. He did, so far as Smith knew, only what it was his duty to do, and what 
he didconstantly for others, and it is not denied that it was according to the law of 
the land. Smith no more suspected fraud, and had no more reason to suspect it, than 
any other of the countless patties who dealt with the sub-treasury in like manner. 
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There could hardly be a stronger equity than that in favor of the plaintiff. * 
But surely it ought to require neither argument nor authority to support the propo- 
sition that where the money or property of an innocent person has gone into the 
coffers of the nation by means of a fraud to which its agent was a party, such money 
or pre erty cannot be held by the United States against the claim of the wronged 
and infured party. The agent was agent for no such purpose. His doings were viti- 
ated by the underlying dishonesty, and could confer no rights | his principal.” 

After payment of the $480,000 was made by the United States, the remaining 
$100,000 was demanded in January, 1879, of the United States, and payment fefosed” 
On January 22, 1879, a petition against the United States was filed in the Court of 
Claims by the State Bank to recover this balance. The United States filed a gen- 
eral on and pleaded the statute of limitations, and upon those issues the cause 
stands. 

Your committee suggest that, if the right of action accrued at the time of the 
original deposit, to wit, February 28, 1867, the statute would seem to be well 
— but if it did not accrue until the rights of the parties were determined by 
decisions in the several suits hereinbefore referred to, or if, as the court intimates 
in 6 Otto, the United States were trustees for the true owners of the certificates, in 
which latter case a right of action might not accrue until a demand and refusal, 
the statute is not well pleaded. But under the language of the act creating the 
Court of Claims and a construction recently given (see 99 U. S., 493) the statute 
might be held to bar the claim. 

n view of the fact that the State Bank was constantly engaged for more than 
ten years in litigation required to determine the facts and to settle the difficult 
and novel questions of law involved, your committee are of the opinion that the 
case should bé allowed a hearing before the Court of Claims upon its merits. And 
as all of the facts in the case in 6 Otto are requisite and essential to a proper de- 
termination of the merits of the present claim, such portions of the records and 
findings of fact in said case as are relevant and pertinent may properly be used 
in evidence in the hearing authorized under the proposed bill. } 

A bill of the same purport was unanimously approved by the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. From the reading of this report, coupled with the 
one first read, it will be seen that in 1867 the assistant treasurer at 
Boston sustained a loss of $580,000 of money, alleged to have been 
embezzled by one Hartwell. It will be seen from this report, as well 
as the preceding one read, that the assistant treasurer desires to be 
relieved from the payment of $480,000 of this money; and the State 
National Bank of Boston asks to be relieved from the payment of the 
other $100,000 by going into the Court of Claims. 

The effect of the two bills to which I refer, numbers 699 and 700, 
is to relieve the persons chargeable with the whole of this amount, 
$580,000. That is te say, that the proposition embodied in this latter 
bill (No. 700) is to enable the bank to go into the Court of Claims 
and recover $100,000 paid into the Treasury, and the question pre- 
sented to the committee now is whether the assistant treasurer at 
Boston and his sureties shall be relieved of the payment of the $480,000 
which was embezzled in the first instance by this man Hartwell, who 
is styled a disbursing clerk. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the law. At that 
time the law establishing at Boston an assistant treasurership pro- 
vided that there should be appointed in the office of assistant treas- 
urer at Boston one chief clerk at $2,700 a year; one paying teller 
at $2,700 a year; one chief interest clerk at $2,500 a year, and a num- 
ber of other subordinate employés. In the report made to the House, 
and which has been read, this paying teller—for I presume he is 
referred to—is denominated a ‘‘ disbursing clerk;” and I would be 
glad to inquire of the gentleman making the report if I am correct 
in that. The law provides for a paying teller, and the report styles 
him a disbursing clerk. Can the gentleman presenting the report 
inform me if these refer to the same person ? 

Mr. BOWMAN. His official title, as I understand it, is paying 
teller and cashier. 

Mr. HOLMAN. His official title under the law is paying teller. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the question that is here presented to the House 
is one of greatimportance. It is a question whether a public official 
who is required to execute a bond for the faithful custody and dis- 
bursement of public moneys in the sub-treasury shall, under the law, 
be relieved of his liability. 

In the Thirty-seventh or Thirty-eighth Congress this question was 
very carefully considered in connection with the superintendent of the 
mint at Denver City, and the subject underwent very long and tedious 
examination. Inthat case Congress granted the relief that was sought 
for. In a subsequent case, that of Mr. Hillhouse, of New York, simi- 
lar relief was granted. Again, a few years ago, a bill was brought 
into the House to relieve General Spinner, the Treasurer of the United 
States, from the payment of some sixty thousand dollars of money 
which during a period of eight or ten years or more had been lost in 
small sums from the Treasury and for which he was liable. I think 
the universal sentiment was then as to General Spinner, the Treasurer 
of the United States, thathe oughttoberelieved. Itwasavery strong 
case. General Spinner had entered upon the discharge of the duties 
of that office in 1861. The bili tor his relief was reported later than 
the time I mentioned, for it came into the House as late as the Forty- 
second or Forty-third Congress, and that bill, the amount of which 
was $60,000, covered the whole sum which had been lost by this Gov- 
ernment in the Treasury of the United States, for which the Treasurer 
of the United States was responsible, during the entire period, if I 
remember rightly, from 1861 till the time that bill was considered, 
perhaps in 1873, a period of some twelve years, It seemed to be very 
proper, eminently so, that ina Department of the Government where 
such vast sums of money were placed under the control of a single 
ofticer, where there was a great army of employés, persons for whose 
conduct he was responsible, it seemed eminently proper he should be 
relieved, and this House with absolute unanimity, so faras the House 
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continued in each succeeding Congress to relieve others. Gentlemen 
who were here will remember we relieved the sub-treasurer of New 
Orleans during the last Congress; that we relieved in the Forty- 
fourth Congress a collector in Kentucky ; that we relieved a clerk 
in the sub-treasurer’s office at Chicago, and that we granted like 
relief in many other cases which I do not now recall. Since we have 
adopted that rule I think we should apply it in Boston precisely as 
we have applied it heretofore in New Orleans, San Francisco, and 
elsewhere. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to be heard. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Does the gentleman claim the floor? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do, and wish to be heard for a few moments. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I make the point of order that the gentleman has 
already once addressed the committee on this subject. But I will 
not insist upon that point of order now, but ask how long the gen- 
tleman proposes to occupy the floor? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not long. lask this parliamentary inquiry of the 
Chair, whether under the present rules of the House amember may 
not move an amendment and address the committee on that amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer an amendment, and 
will be heard upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well, then, I move to strike out the last 
clause of the bill, and on that amendment wish to be heard. 

I was struck with surprise with the proposition of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Texas that this assistant 
treasurer should not be held responsible for funds under his charge 
for the reason that his subordinate was not appointed by himself. 

I remember very well a case, thoroughly discussed in our time, 
where that very question was presented. I find, however, on look- 
ing in 6 Wallace, Supreme Court Reports, which is referred toin the 
report of the committee, that the Government distinctly charged in 
the indictment then pending that this appointment was made at the 
instance of the assistant treasurer himself. It is as follows: 

The counts upon the act of 1846 allege that the defendant, being an officer of the 
United States, to wit, a clerk in the office of the assistant treasurer of the United 
States, at Boston, appointed by the assistant treasurer with the approbation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and as such charged with the safe-keeping of the public 
moneys of the United States, did loan a large amount of said moneys with the 
safe-keeping whereof he was intrusted in his capacity aforesaid. The names of 
the borrowers and the amount and description of the moneys loaned are set forth. 

It is there plainly stated in that report that he was appointed by 
the assistant treasurer, with the approbation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Now, I must assume this statement made by the Supreme 
Court as correct. How, then, does thecase stand? Hereis asubordi- 
nate selected by the assistant treasurer, and certainly there is no evi- 
dence before this House that subordinate appointed by himself was 
the subject of any care or vigilance on the part of this assistant 
treasurer. The evil complained of, and which you gentlemen pro- 
pose to perpetuate by the passage of this bill, is this: you appoint 
an officer at the head of some branch of the public service; you pay 
him a large salary, you permit him to commit your interest and your 
public treasure to the hands of subordinates without further safe- 
guard than the extent of confidence he may repose in those subordi- 
nates employed by himself—in other words, you do not hold the heads 
of your Departments to anything like severe or strict accountability ; 
you do not fortify their virtue by a sense of strict accountability, 
which was the practice in former days. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. MILLs] scouts the idea as monstrous 
that any public officer should be regarded as an insurer of public 
money confided to his charge. He certainly must remember that 
such is the law in most of the States of this Union. I venture to 
say, although I do not know it, that such is the law in Texas. It 
certainly is in my own State, for there no tribunal has the power to 
relieve any public officer of the accountability assumed by him for 
the safe-keeping of the public funds. Every motive to fortify and 
strengthen and “‘shore-up,” if you please, the integrity of a public 
officer prompts us to make him feel that he is in custody of the pub- 
lic funds and as such is absolutely responsible for them. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman contend that the Secretary of 
the Treasury is responsible for the $150,000,000 in the Treasury ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. He is not; and that is ee because it is too 
remote. It is not the case of a public officer who has the immediate 
charge of funds, as in the case of this assistant treasurer. Here the 
assistant treasurer was the custodian of the funds, the man in whose 
hands you placed the public money for safe-keeping. What are the 
duties of the assistant treasurer at Boston? As was well expressed 
by my friend from Illinois, [Mr. SPARKS, ] simply the duties of custo- 
dian of the public funds, nothing mere and nothing less ; and yet the 
very fact that during a period of three months from the time this 
half million dollars nearly was abstracted from under his control is 
of itself sufficient to show lack of vigilance and positive neglect of 
the public interest. I have no doubt of the integrity of the officer ; 
but I object to this exercise of leniency on the part of Congnete, 
which naturally tends to make officers intrusted with public funds 
less vigilant. i 

And let me ask another question, Mr. Chairman, and it is the last 
I shall ask in this connection, for it is too manifest that it is the 
intention of the committee to pass this bill. Can gentleman believe 





insurer against all loss by burglary, by fire, or from any other cause? 

Such is not the law; such is not justice. It is because this House, 

from a mistaken view of its duty to the people of the United States, 

persistently treads down every appeal of this kind that our files are 
crowded from year to year. Members rise on this floor appealing 
for the interests of their constituents, asking you to do justice, and 
telling you that their claims have been reported over and over again 
by your committees. Yet this Government refuses to do justice to 

a suppliant at its feet. Is it right? I say it is not right; and the 

feeling of manhood in every man’s bosom must revolt against the 

gross injustice. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, I remember that when this case was 
before the House a year ago we had a long discussion over it. The 
claim was pressed then as it is pressed to-day, upon the ground that 
the assistant treasurer’s clerk, who has notoriously robbed the Gov- 
ernment of half a million of dollars, was responsible directly to the 
Government and not to the assistant treasurer. My friend from Texas 
[Mr. MILLs] becomes excited over what he calls the monstrous doc- 
trine that our officials are to be insurers for the Government. I say 
to my friend from Texas that it is a monstrous doctrine to urge that 
the men who are selected to be the custodians of the people’s moneys 
are not to be held to a rigid accountability for those funds. If you 
adopt the precedent that a man charged with this duty can allow 
those subordinate to him, his clerks, or assistants, to rob him of the 
public money and then invite him to come to Congress and be relieved 
of his responsibility in the premises, the people ought to know it. 

Now, that isthiscase. I have no bitter words of condemnation for 
this assistant treasurer. I don’t know him. But his duties were 
highly responsible and yet very plain. He is not a Secretary of the 
Treasury or an assistant secretary. He was simply a custodian of 
the public funds, charged with the safe-keeping of those funds. His 
safe has not been robbed. He has had all the appliances furnished 
by the Government for properly guarding the public moneys com- 
mitted to him. He has lost over halfa million dollars of that money 

and now comes to Congress through his friends to be relieved of respon- 
sibility for that loss of half a million dollars, urging asa reason therefor 
the dishonesty of one of his clerks. And the gentleman from Texas 
thinks it monstrous that he should not be relieved. 

In the decision of the Supreme Court quoted in the report accom- 
panying this bill it is not (as has been stated) decided, and never 
will be decided, that the clerks of assistant treasurers are not respon- 
sible to them. And it isnot argued here to day, except by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, that the Secretary of the Treasury appoints these 
subordinates. Who appointstheseclerks? The assistant treasurers 
appoint them. Who appointed this man? 

Mr. MORSE. The appointment of a subordinate is good for noth- 
ing withoutthe confirmation ofthe Department. The gentleman will 
admit that. The assistant treasurer only nominates. 

* Mr. SPARKS. Iam stating the case correctly, and I will come to 
that point ina moment. Who appointed this clerk? I say, and it 
will not be denied, this assistant treasurer appointed him. To whom 
was he responsible? To the assistant treasurer. Who is responsi- 
ble to the Government? The assistant treasurer, under his bond, of 
course. Now, this clerk has robbed him, has abstracted, from time 
to time, sums amounting in the aggregate toover half a million dol- 
lars, and we are asked to relieve the assistant treasurer of responsi- 
bility. Isay by my vote it shall not be done. When this matter 
was up, a year ago, it was urged that this clerk was in the office 
when this assistant treasurer took charge of it. That is true, I sup- 
pose. But, sir, what point is there to that? Why, sir, when the 
present Republican administration of this House came into power 
they found a sergeant-at-arms in custody of public money, in cus- 
tody of funds for paying members their salary, &c. But the incom- 
ing administration had the power to turn him out. And they took 
special pains to turn him out in less than twenty-four hours. Now, 
when this assistant treasurer came into office he well knew that he 
had the power to say, “This man shall not do business under me,” 
and to select any confidential business friend to fill the place, and it 
was his duty to do so in an office like this, involving the safe-keep- 
ing of millions ofdollars. It has been said that this clerk was highly 
recommended. I presume there isno doubt about that, and I further 
suppose that the assistant treasurer was deceived in him, no doubt, 
about all that. But this clerk was his officer; he adopted him; he 
reappointed him; he made him his own officer, and he is responsible 
for his acts. 

Now, I am well convinced, Mr. Chairman, from what I have seen 
that this bill will pass. It seems to be settled that all this class of 
bills do pass, in spite of any and all opposition of mine or of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN.] I therefore do not propose longer 
to discussit ; but dopropose here and now to enter my protest against 
it, and against all measures of a similar character. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word in explana- 
tion of the vote I shall give on the pending bill. Now, so long ago 
as the Forty-fourth Congress I resisted the principle of this measure 
with ny friend from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN.] I insisted we should 
hold all of these public officers to a more strict accountability and 

make them responsible for the acts of their subordinates. _The Con- 

gress of the United States, however, then adopted a different rule, 
which it has followed ever since. Under that rule we released sev- 
eral officers during the Forty-fourth Congress, and since then we have 
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that defalcation on the part of officers intrusted with public fands 

will be rendered any less frequent by such action? Do they believe 
that we can secure a higher degree of integrity in the public service, 
or that they can create in the minds of public employés a higher 
degree of anxiety to perform faithfully their trusts by relieving offi- 
cers of their liabilities incurred by reason of their own delinquencies 
or negligence? I hardly think, sir, that they will agree that such a 
thing can possibly result from this action. I think that is the 
reason that defalcations have occurred, and that they will occur 
again year after year as long as we yield compliance to every demand 
for relief the. is made upon us. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, the rule of my own State is a good one. I 
think if not the rule it should be the rule of every State in this Union ; 
that is, that an officer intrusted with the custody of public funds 
shall not, under any circumstances, be relieved of responsibility there- 
for. I object to the principle underlying this proposed action. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from 
Indiana as to his views in relation to the duties of a public officer 
charged with the custody of funds, and that such officer is considered, 
to a great extent, an insurer. I agree with him that such officers 
should be held to a strict accountability for the trusts committed to 
them. It is the rule, not only in Indiana, as he states, but in the 
State of Alabama, and I think in nearly all of the States, and it is 
also the rule of the General Government, that where an officer shall 
give a bond for the faithful custody of public funds the courts of 
justice will hold him to all the conditions of that bond, whatever 
they may be. But there are cases which demand a relaxation of the 
rule. It is for that reason, sir, I apprehend, that this case is now 
brought before this Congress. It is, I presume, because the courts of 
the country are not adequate to afford the relief sought. 

I know that the Legislature of the State of Alabama, and I suppose 
the Legislature of Indiana also, has often relieved persons in cases 
where no relief could be had according to the strict letter of the law, 
and for this reason—that no relief can be otherwise obtained—this 
applicant comes here and asks Congress torelieve him. The question 
for us to decide is simply ought he to be relieved? What rule ought 
we to follow? Ought we to lay down a stricter or a different rule 
on that subject from that which has been followed by Congress for 
years past? It seems to me, sir, that the just rule for us to adopt is 
the one laid down in courts of equity, in which, as I understand, the 
best judges decide that they will not hold trustees to such a rigid 
responsibility as would shock the common sense of justice of all 
mankind. 

Mr. Chairman, if we lay down arule so rigid as to afford relief in no 

case, no matter how meritorious, the effect will be to drive good men 
away from accepting any trust whatever. Where so much money is 
involved, no person, no man who is pecuniarily responsible, can take a 
trusteeship such as this, except upon the idea that he is personally 
responsible and rigidly liable, and that he is to be an insurer for the 
conduct of every person under him. It matters not how much good 
faith he may show, how much integrity he may justly claim, he 
must be held liable for all the delinquencies of his subordinates, if that 
rigid rule is followed. Then I say it will be a difficult matter, if 
not amatter of impossibility, to get good men, to get competent men 
or those who are pecuniarily responsible to take such trusts as this, 
and therefore I think the rule heretofore adopted by Congress is a 
just, reasonable, and proper one. It is a rule that has always been 
adhered to to grant relief where relief was proper. It is the only 
safe rule that Congress can follow and not deter good men from 
accepting trusts like that accepted by this officer. It is for that 
reason, sir, that I shall vote for this bill. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I now renew my motion that the bill be laid aside 
and reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 21. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has a quorum voted? 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has not voted. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana raise the point that a quorum has not voted ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think upon a question of this magnitude there 
should be a quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point of order has been made that a quorum 
has not voted. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If consent be given that we may have a yea-and- 
nay vote in the House, I shail not insist upon that point. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That is all right, we are per- 
fectly willing that a vote shall be taken in the House. 

Mr. BOWMAN. [hope that will not be objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is a question for the House to determine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can be agreed to by consent. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There is no objection what- 
ever to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the bill 
will be laid aside, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500, in full for services rendered by him, by 
order of Hon. John C. Watrous, judge of the United States district court for the. 
eastern district of Texas, in assorting, arranging, and labeling certain papers and 
records in the office of the clerk of said court at Galveston. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [I ask for the reading of the report. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the request of 


the gentleman from Indiana. Does he rise to object to the consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. SPRINGFR. Would it be in order to make an objection to 
the consideration of the bill, subject to the reading of the report? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not, in the opinion of the Chair; and 
as one objection will send the bill to the House until the House passes, 
upon the question of consideration, which objection must be made 
before the bill is considered, the Chair will hold that unanimous con- 
sent must be given to the reading of the repert. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know that I have any objection to this. 
bill. That is a point which I cannot determine until after the re- 
portisread. I think the reading of the report should be had before 
objection is asked for. The report might contain information that 
would render an objection unnecessary. I am perfectly willing to. 
allow the report to be read, but I am not able tostate, until after the 
report is read, whether I desire to present any objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If thereis no objection, the report will be read,. 
the right to object to the consideration of the bill being reserved till 
after the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the. 
relief of H. V. Philpott, of Texas, have had the same under consideration. We find 
that the same bill was before the last Congress, and received the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Claims. Mr. Sawyer, in his report‘for the committee, says: 

‘The facts as they appear from certain correspondence of the Secretaries of the: 
Treasury and Interior Departments and the Department of Justice, accompanying 
said bill, are that some time prior to July, 1867, the claimant, by the order of the 
judge of the United States court for the eastern district of Texas, rendered impor- 
tant service in preserving, assorting, arranging, and cet the books and papers 
in the office of the clerk of said court, and for which service he presented his claim 
in 1867 to the Interior and Treasury Departments and to the Department of Justice: 
for the payment to him of the sum of $500, which was refused by each of said De- 
partments on the ground that no authority existed for the allowance of said claim, 
the services not having been performed by the direction of either of said Depart- 
ments, and upon the further ground that it was the duty of the clerk of said court 
to have performed the services so performed by the claimant. The acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in his letter dated September 26, 1874, says: 

‘**« The services of Mr. Philpott were of benefit to the Government of the United 
States, not only in the arrangement of the papers properly belonging to the records 
of the court, but in the selection therefrom and preservation of certain confederate 
records and papers which were afterward forwarded by the clerk of the court to. 
this Department at its request, and which were of great value to the United States 
in its defense against certain suits andclaims. No objection seems to have existed 
as to the amount of the claim.’ 

‘“ While it may have been the duty of the clerk of the court to have performed 
the services so performed by the claimant, we may safely assume that the judge 
of the court was fully aware of that fact, and that important considerations, vitally 
affecting the public interests, induced him to order the claimant to perform’ the 
labor, (it being about the time of, or immediately after, the close of the late war.) 
That impression is strengthened by the fact that a portion of these papers and rec- 
ords so preserved by claimant were afterwards transmitted to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, by his oe and were, as stated in his letter, ‘of great value to the 
United States in its defense against certain suits and claims.’ 

‘Unless the claimant shall be paid for his services by the aid of Congress, he will 
receive no compensation whatever; and ashis services are thus acknowledged to- 
have been of great value to the Government, we are of the opinion that his claim 
a favorably considered, and we recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ing bill. 

‘* All of whichis respectfully submitted.” 
The statements of the report are fully sustained by the facts, and the committee 


report that the claim is just and should be paid, and they recommend the passage 
of the accompanying Dill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SIDNEY P. LUTHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1024) for the relief of Sidney P. Luther. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Sidney P. Luther, of Pittsburgh, New Hampshire, the 
sum of $85, in full satisfaction of his claim on account of the wrongful seizure of 
one pair of white-faced steers, and wrongful detention of the same, by the collector 
of customs for the district of Portsmouth. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought to be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom were referred the bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the - 
relief of Sidney P. Luther and accompanying papers, have duly considered the 
same, and respectfully submit the following report: 

Your committee are unanimously of the opinion that said Luther is justly entitled 
to relief, and therefore report the bill, with a recommendation that it pass. 

A bill for his relief passed the Forty-fifth Congress, but failed in the Senate for 
want of time to consider it. A similar bill passed the Senate in the Forty-sixth 
Congress, but was not reached for consideration by the House. 

Your committee beg leave to refer to the report made by Hon. Mr. CRow ry, from 
the Committee on Claims, in the Forty-sixth Congress, (Report No. 890, to accompany 
-bill 3 R. No. 1855,) for a clear and accurate statement of facts touching this claim, 
namely : 

‘It appears that on the 6th day of August, 1870, the said Sidney P. Luther was. 
the owner of a pair of steers, which he had purchased in Canada and imported into 
the United States; that they had been duly entered at the port of Canaan, in the 
district of Vermont, and that the legal duties thereon had been duly paid ; that 
afterward, on the 5th day of September, 1870, the said steers were seized by an 
inspector of customs for the district of New Hampshire, upon suspicion that they 
were smuggled or undervalued, and kept by him until the 14th day of October fol- 













































































H. V. PHILPOTT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to H. V. Philpott, of Texas, out of any money in the Treasury not 
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lowing, when they were 2 P raised under the laws of the United States at the sum 
of $85, whereupon the said Luther paid the said sum to the said inspector, and the 
said steers were returned to him; that the said sum of $85, less the expenses of 
appraisement and sale, was afterward duly paid into the Treasury; that within 
twenty days from the seizure of said steers the said Luther filed with the collector 
of customs at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, a bond with sufficient sureties to pay 
the costs of prosecution in the event that said steers should finally be adjudged 
forfeited, pursuant to the provisions of section 3076 of the Revised Statutes; that 
after invéstigation into the facts of the case the United States district attorney for 
the district of New Hampshire became satisfied that no cause of forfeiture or con- 
demnation of said steers existed, and declined to institute any information or other 
roceedings for that purpose; that the said Luther — tothe Secretary of the 
Treasury to have the $85 paid by him refunded, and that the Department refused 
to refund the same, (although, in view of the facts, disposed to do so,) on the 
ground that it was barred from affording the desired relief, because the applica- 
tion was not made within the time prescribed by either section 13 or 15 of the act 
of July 18, 1866, (sections 3078 or 3080 of the Revised Statutes,) but that said De- 
partment was of opinion that the said Luther ought to obtain the relief desired, 
and commended his claim to the favorable consideration of Congress ; and that 
the said Luther did not apply to the Secretary of the Treasury within the time 
prescribed by law, first, because he was not aware of such requirement, and sec- 
ondly, because he expected the said district attorney to file a libel or information 
against the said steers, whereby the said Luther would have an opportunity of 
securing his rights by an adjudication of the court, 
‘Your committee are of the opinion that the said Luther is justly entitled to 
relief, and therefore report the bill with a recommendation that it be passed.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. The consideration of this bill for the relief of 
Mr. Luther furnishes, it seems to me, one of the strongest arguments 
that could be offered in opposition to the system of special legisla- 
tion in which Congress is engaged from session to session. Here is 
a bill for the relief of a citizen for the loss of a yoke of oxen amount- 
ing to less than a hundred dollars damages. This gentleman has 
been for many years deprived of the use of his money, or his oxen, 
I do not know which, as I did not pay particular attention to the 
reading of the report, showing that the system which requires the 
citizen to come to Congress for relief is a practical denial of justice 
tohim. This yoke of white oxen, however, can be made to serve a 
good purpose. I will avail myself of their servicesto draw from the 
Halls of Congress the great load of private bills which has accumu- 
lated here from session to session, and which now threatens to over- 
whelm us. 

Not only is it an outrage upon the citizen, but it is an outrage upon 
the people of the whole country. These great legislative bodies, 
consisting of nearly three hundred members of the House and twice 
as many Senators as there are States, are engaged in the considera- 
tion of claims that might more properly be considered before a jus- 
tice of the peace in the locality where the claim arises. The jurisdic- 
tion of any justice of the peace of the United States is large endugh 
to include such cases as this. And yet at great public expense this 
Congress is engaged in considering that kind of bills. 

I maintain, sir, that two-thirds of the business imposed upon the 
members of this House is the business of claim agents, justices of the 
peace, or courts of law, and we are not doing ourselves justice or the 
people justice by longer tolerating such a vicious and unjust practice. 

This gives me occasion, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to the fact 
that at the last session and at this session I have introduced a con- 
stitutionalamendment proposing to prohibit entirely all private legis- 
lation by Congress. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution on that 
subject, which is now pending before the Judiciary Committee of this 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting special 
legislation. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, (two-thirds 0, ioah House concurring therein,) That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States; which, when 
ratified by three-fourths of said Legislatures, shall be valid as a part of the Consti- 
tution, namely: 

ARTICLE —. 

SrcTION 1. The legislative power of the United States is limited to the enact- 
ment of laws general in their application and effect to all sections and persons 
within the jurisdiction of this Constitution. All laws, private or special enact- 
ments, here rohibited, shall be null and void. 

SEC. 2. ‘Ali claims against the United States shall be adjudicated and determined 
by stich tribunal or tribunals as Congress may establish for that purpose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In support of the principle enunciated in that 
constitutional amendment I ask the Clerk to read a brief extract from 
the Chicago Times, a paper of very large circulation in this country. 
The extract is from an editorial article. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

What justice requires is the absolute and total prohibition of special and local 
and | peed legislation of all characters and every kind. The National Legislature 
should possess no power to make any but general laws—by that term being meant 
laws applicable alike to all eo in every part of the nation. The provincial 
and municipal legislatures should all be under the like prohibition. All the inhab- 
itants of the land, wherever they may be domiciled, should be guaranteed by the 
fundamental law of society the right to be governed in all their interests, activi- 
ties, and relations to each other and to the State by general laws. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Other influential newspapers of the country 
have time and again commented upon the growing evil of special 
and private legislation, and I might fill the Recorp with similar 
extracts to that already read by the Clerk. Many of the States, 
especially the great States of Illinois and New York, have in their con- 
stitutions prohibited special and private legislation, andnothing short 
of a constitutional amendment will confine Congress to measures of 
general legislation. I therefore appeal to every member on this floor 
to unite with me in urging the Judiciary Committee of this House 
to report some such measure as that which hasbeen read, and in the 
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mean time report some general law, which will relieve Congress of 
this class of legislation. The sooner we submit to the States a con- 
stitutional amendment, the sooner we will be relieved of business 
that does not belong to the legislative branch of the country, and 
the sooner we will be permitted to consider questions which do affect 
all the people of this country alike. 

On constitutional grounds I believe that this bill does not belong 
here. All legislative power granted in the Constitution is vested in 
Congress; all judicial power is vested in the Supreme Court and such 
inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain and 
establish. This is judicial power we are exercising. This is power 
that properly, under the Constitution, belongs to the courts of the 
country, and it is only by a stretch of the Constitution that such 
cases ever came before Congress for consideration. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I desire to say just one word 
in connection with what has just been said by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. As the gentleman from IIli- 
nois has incidentally alluded to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
the chairman of that committee is not in his seat at this moment, I 
wish to advise him and the House that that committee has before it 
a measure such as he has alluded to; that it is now in charge of a 
sub-committee, and that the sub-committee is considering the sub- 
ject, and that we hope a speedy report will be made to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am glad to hear the statement made by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and hope the time will speedily come 
when we shall be relieved from the consideration of all special, pri- 
vate, and ciass legislation. Legislation affecting 50,000,000 of peo- 
ple demands our whole and undivided attention. Let us unload our 
private bills and send all claimants to proper judicial tribunals and 
go to work on measures of national importance. The vicious prac- 
tice of private legislation has culminated in its own destruction. 
There is so much of such legislation forced upon us that we cannot 
consider it. The whole system must be abandoned or the legislation 
of Congress is a farce and public business is at an end. Over three 
thousand bills have already been introduced in the House and about 
athousand inthe Senate. And the cry is, “ Stillthey come.” Before 
the close of the session we shall have 10,000 bills introduced, printed, 
and referred. It would take Congress ten years to properly consider 
them. It is impossible to do justice to anybody as long as we adhere 
tothe present system. We look to the Judiciary Committee for re- 
medial measures. I hope we may not look in vain. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to.the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CYRUS C, CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the accounting officers of the Treasury shall allow to- 
Cyrus C. Clark, late an additional paymaster in the Army, in the settlement of his 
account, a credit for the sum of $15,079.87, as of the date of April 6, 1865, the same 
being for money lost by him in the discharge of his official duty, without fault or 
neglect on his part, as decided heretofore by the Court of Claims. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 89) 
for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, make the following report: 

The committee find the facts to be as stated in House Report No. 633, Forty- 
sixth Congress, second session, which said report is hereto annexed and made part 
of this report, and is as follows: 


‘House Report No. 633, Forty-sixth Congress, second session. 


‘“The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were referred bill H. R. No. 2497 and 
bill H. R. No. 4428, for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, late additional paymaster in 
the Army of the United States, submit the following report: z 

“The history of the case appears in full in the findings of the Court of Claims, 
and in the opinions of the Supreme Court. (See Court of Claims*Reports, volume 
117 page 698; ibid., volume 12, pages 61, 705. See 94 United States Reports, page 
73; see 96 United States Reports, page 37.) 

‘Relief is sought from liability to the United States for the sum of $15,979.87, 
public funds lost by said paymaster without fault or neglect on his part. 

‘“‘ The same presentation of facts as is now given was made by the House Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Forty-fifth Congress, and a favorable report made 
to the House, but the bill was not reached for action. : 

“On the 6th of April, 1865, Cyrus C. Clark was an additional paymaster in the 
Army of the United States, and on that day, while in the line of his dnty at 
Franklin, Texas, lost by robbery of his safe a package of Government fnnds. 

“The robVery was committed in the day-time by forcibly breaking into Clark’s- 
quarters during his temporary absence, and then forcibly breaking into the Gov- 
ernment safe in which the funds were. a) 

‘On the same day the matter of this loss was brought before a court of inquiry, 
which exonerated Clark from blame for the loss. 

‘On the 21st of the same month he made a formal report of the loss to the Pay- 
master-General. : 

‘Later, in his first account current after the loss, he entered to his own credit 
the following item: 

‘** Amount lost by robbery of safe at Franklin, Tex., $15,979 87.’ 

‘This item remained unrevised until November 6, 1871, when it was disallowed 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury, and thus this sum entered intoa balance 
against Clark. ( 

‘On February 17, 1873. with the purpose of recovering this claimed balance a suit 
was commenced in the circuit court for Connecticut against Clark and his sureties, 
which suit is still a % 4 

‘‘On April 12 of the same yeaf (1873) Clark petitioned the Court of Claims for 
a decree which would release him from liability for that sum, under the jurisdiction 
conferred upon that court over that class of cases by the act of May 9, 1866, (14 
Statutes at Large, 44 R. S., sec. 1059.) eee 

“The Government interposed a plea of the statute of limitations. 
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‘In 1876 the case came to judgment, and the Court of Claims overruled the plea 
of limitations, and finding the fact of loss and that the petitioner was without fault 
<i therein, gave judgment that he be released from liability for the sum lost. 

ju 
nal re case to the Court of Claims, because there was in the transcript 
of record no distinct finding of theamountlost. This opinion of the Supreme Court 
was renderedJanuary 29, 1877. y c , 

‘“‘ Thereupon thelower court reversed its judgment, as it was directed todo, sup- 
plied the defect in its findings, and rendered a second judgment for the release of 
the petitioner. From ee the Government appealed, and the appealed 
case was submitted to the Supreme Court. 

‘‘ The substantive points made by the appellants were— 

‘** First. The statute of limitations barred the claim for relief.’ 

‘** (This point the court overruled, thus confirming the jurisdiction which the 
Court of Claims had exercised in the case.) 

‘***Second. There was no legal evidence of the amount of money lost by the rob- 
bery.’ 

“This point arose in the case in this manner: the Court of Claims had held 
that, under existing statutes of the United States, the petitioner could not, ina case 
like this, testify at all, no more to the amount lost than to any other point atissue. 

‘Under this ruling the amount lost had to be shown in part by the official re- 
ports of the petitioner, and by the finding of the military commission before 
which the petitioner had testified as to that amount, and that the amount lost 
was thus shown before the lower court appeared in the appealed case. 

** This led the appellate court to a second reversal of the judgment and remand- 
ing of the case for further proceedings; in doing which, however, that tribunal 
declared its opinion that as to the amount lost, the fact of loss being first proved by 
other competent evidence, the petitioner was a competent witness, as at common 
law, under which, in certain circumstances held parallel to those of the present 
case, a loser, although a party in interest, might testify to the contents of a lost 
package. This last decision was rendered February 25, 1878. 

‘This decision, of course, opens the way for the pele of the amount lost by 
Paymaster Clark by his own testimony, as he is still supposed to be living. But 
meanwhile, on December 24, 1877, he disappeared from his late place of residence, 
Hartford, Connecticut, it is said from fear of a prosecution for malpractice in his 
profession, which is that of a physician, and his whereabouts are not known to 
the sureties, though they have made every effort to find him. 

“Under these circumstances Congress is asked to intervene and afford relief. 
The facts of the alleged loss, and that the same was without the fault or neglect 
of jthe loser, Paymaster Clark, have been fixed by a judgment of the Court of 
Claims, a tribunal undoubtedly of competent jurisdiction, and so faras these facts 
are concerned the judgment of the Court of Claims may be considered as affirmed 
by the Supreme Court. 

“Thus in this proceeding the amount lost alone remains to be shown. And as te 
this amount there is evidence as follows: 

‘-Clark’s account last rendered before the robbery (March 2, 1865) showed that he 
had on hand at that time $31,159. His next account, the first rendered after the rob- 
bery, showed in his hands at the time of the theft an amount much larger than the 
alleged loss. And these accounts as to this fact have borne the scrutiny of the final 
adjustment. 

‘Immediately upon his discovering the loss he communicated to the commandant 
of the post the fact and the amount. Uponthe same day, before a board of inquiry 
«alled to investigate the matter of the loss, he testified to the amount. 

“On April 21, 1865, he made a formal report to the Paymaster-General of the fact 
of loss and theamountlost. About May 22 following, before a military commission, 
sitting to try persons charged with the offense of this robbery, he testified to the 
amount, and so far as any definite finding in that matter was material in the pend- 
ing proceeding, that tribunal found the amount according to his statement. 

“It is not to be overlooked that all these statements might have been made merely 
for the purpose of covering an actof embezzlement. But it must be considered, on 
the other hand, nothing can invalidate them save an act of embezzlement or some- 
thing of equal turpitude on the part of Paymaster Clark; and of such conduct there 
seems to be no ground of suspicion. 

“ According to the testimony of his fellow-officers, his general and official repu- 
tation for integrity, prudence, and discretion was good. ‘He was,’ says the Court 
of Claims, ‘of good character personally and officially, and had always kept regu- 
lar and exact accounts of the funds in his official custody, and had made due returns 
in 7 to and properly accounted for the same.’ 

‘Upon his good faith there rests not ashadow of doubt. There is nothing which 
will justify the discrediting of his statements by the hypothesis of embezzlement 
and perjury. 

“On the other hand, there is positive, unobjectionable corroboration. 

‘“‘ The testimony of the officers stationed at the same post tends to show that Pay- 
master Clark, about the time of therobbery, wasin possession of Government funds. 

“The military commission found two persons guilty of the theft, and the sentence 
against the criminals was carried into effect. 

“Upon these facts (and there seems to be no room for doubt in regard to them) 
your committee believe that Clark is entitled to the relief he sought to gain in the 
Court of Claims, and therefore the sureties on his bond, who are now most inter- 
ested in the result, ought to have relief as well. House bill No. 2497 should there- 
fore be passed with an amendment in the title thereof by inserting before ‘ pay- 
master’ the words ‘late additional.’”’ 

The committee therefore report back the accompanying bill for his relief, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


_ The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it de pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that the other reports on the Private 
Calendar were made very recently, and there certainly has not been 
time for members to examine them. I move thatthe committee now 
rise. 

The question was taken; and, upon a division, there were—ayes 
36, noes 50. 

Before the result of the vote was announced 

Mr. RANDALL said: No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary for a quorum to determine 
the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; but it is necessary that there be a quorum 
to transact business in Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point having been made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If the gentleman insists upon 
it, probably we can get enough here to nake a quorum. 

cllers were ordered; and Mr. RoBINSON, of Massachusetts, and 
Mr. HoLMAN were appointed. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If there isa desire on the part 


ent the Government appealed to the Supreme Court, which tribu-" 
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of gentlemen that the committee rise, I think that by general con- 
sent the motion can be agreed to. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported: that there were 
ayes 80, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Camp reported that the Committee of the ole had 
had under consideration the Private Calendar, and had directed him 
to report sundry bills to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a privileged question of the same mo- 
ment as that one. I move that when this House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet to-morrow at half-past eleven o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that that motion is 
not in order. 

Mr. HASKELL. I move it as an amendment to the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion would be equivalent to 
taking a recess, and not now in order; otherwise, it would be a 
change of the rule. 

Mr. HASKELL. Then I move that whenthe House adjourns to-day 
it be to meet to-morrow at half-past twelve o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. HASKELL. My objectis, if possible, to continue our sessions. 
We have adjourned over days at a time for several times this ses- 
sion, until nearly two months of the session have been wasted. I 
want the House to meet to-morrow. I move as an amendment to 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] that 
when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow at half- 
past twelve o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The purpose of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
HASKELL] would be secured by voting down the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. The motion of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is equivalent to an amendment of the rules changing the daily 
hour of meeting. 

Mr. HASKELL. Thatissimply an order adopted at the beginning 
of the session, that the daily hour of meeting be twelve o’clock unless 
otherwise ordered by the House. However, I will withdraw my 
motion, since the only purpose I had in making it was to call the 
attention of this House to the fact that we ought to meet to-morrow. 
I will withdraw my motion, and let the vote be taken directly on the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. KELLEY; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 94, noes 79. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HASKELL:and Mr. SPRINGER called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCOOK. Oh, no; let us take a vote by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the yeas and nays 
on the motion that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being upon a division— 
ayes 36, noes 132, more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 114, not 
voting 85; as follows: 

YEAS—93. 
Davis, Lowndes H. King, 
De Motte, Ladd, 
Dibrell, Latham, 
Dunnell, Le Fevre, 
Mason, 


Matson, 
McClure, 


Armfield, 
Barbour, 


Shultz, 

Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Smith, A. Herr, 
Strait, 

Talbott, 

Tillman, 


Bingham, 
Blount, 
Batterworth, 


Candler, 
pment 
Jarpenter, 
Cassidy, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Cox, William R. 
Crapo, 
Cravens, 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Darrell, 


Davis, George R. 


Aiken, 
Aldrich. 
Atkins, 
Bayne, 
Beltzhoover, 


‘Berry, 


Black, 


, Blanchard, 


Bland, 
Bliss, 
Bowman, 
Brewer, 
Browne, 
Buchanan, 


Errett, 

Farwell, Chas. B. 
Farwell, Sewell 8. 
Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Gunter, 


Hammond, John 
Harris, Benj. W. 
Hazelton, 
Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 

House, 
Jorgensen, 
Kasson, 

Kelley, 


MeMillin, 
Morrison, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Norcross, 
O'Neill, 


Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Shelley, 


NAYS—114. 


Buckner, 


Burrows, Julius C. 


Clements, 
Colerick, 
Cornell, 
Dawes; 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dowd, 


Finley, 
Flower, 
Geddes, 
Godshaik, 
Grout, 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Harmer, 
Harris, Henry 8. 
askell, 
atch, 
Hawk, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 


Tucker, 
a Henry G. 


Dede: ff, Th 
egraff, Thomas 
Valentine, 

Van Voorhis, 
Walker, 

Ward, 

Washburn, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Willits, 

Wise, Goorge D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 


Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill 


1M, 
Hoblitzell, 
oge, 


Houk, 
Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Hutchins, 
Jacobs 


Jadwin, 

Jones, George W, 
Jones, James K. 
Jones. Phineas 
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Joyce, 
Klotz, 
Lacey, 
om, 
Lewis, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
McCook, 
McKenzie, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 


— 
Tagg, 
Briggs, 
Brumm, 


‘ook, 
Cox, Samuel S. 
Covington, 
Crowley, 
Cutts 
Davidson, 


So the motion of Mr. KELLEY was not agreed to. 


Moulton, 
Neal, 
i 

ayson, 
Peale, 
Pettibone, 
Ranney, 
Ray, 


Reed, 
Rice, Theron M. 
Rich, 

Ritchie, 

Robinson, James S. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Russell, 
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Scoville, 
Scranton, 
Shackelford, 
Shallenberger, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Sparks, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Taylor, 


Thompson, Wm. G. 


Townsend, Amos 


Townshend, R. W. 


NOT VOTING—385. 


Deering, 
Dezendorf, 
Dugro, 


Evins, 
Fisher, 
Ford, 
Frost, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Guenther, 
Hardy, 
tine, 
Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hubbell, 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
Knott, 


Manning, 
Marsh, 
Martina, 
McCoid, 
McLane, 
Money, 
secs, 
osgrove, 
Murch, . 


Rice, John B. 
Richardson, D. P. 


Richardson, Jno. S. 


Roberston, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Ross, 


7 
Turner, Oscar 


White, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 


Wilson. 


Ryan, 

Sherwin 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 

Speer, 

Spooner, 
— 


Thompson, P. B. 
Urner, 

Van Horn, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Watson, 
Wheeler, 

Wood, Benjamin 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Before the announcement of the result the following pairs were 
announced from the Clerk’s desk : 
Mr. Rice, of Ohio, with Mr. ATHERTON. 


Clark, 
Converse, 
Cornell, 
Crapo, 
Cravens, 
Curtin, 
Darrell 


Davis, George R. 


Dawes, 


Dwight, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Errett, 
Evins 


Farwell, Chas. B. 


Flower, 
Godshalk, 
Grout. 
Guenther, 

Hall, 

Hammond, John 


Hazelton, 


Aiken, 
Armfield, 
Atkins, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, 
Blanchard, 
Buchanan, 
Caldwell, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Cook, 

Cox, William R. 


Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill 


Hiscock, 
Hooker, 
Houk, 
House, 
Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Hutchins, 
Jacobs, 
Jadwin, 
Jones, George W. 
Jorgenson, 
Joyce, 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
King, 
Lacey, 
Ladd, 

Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Lindsay, 
Lord, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Mills, 
Morey, 
Morrison, 


Reed, 

Riee, Theron M. 
Rice, William W. 
Rich, 

Ritchie, 

Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, James 8. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Shalienberger, 
Shelley, 

Shultz, 

Skinner, 


NAYS—50. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, James K. 


Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Finley, 
Forney, 
Geddes, 
Gunter, 
Hardenbergh, 
Harris, Henry S. 
Hatch, 
Hepburn, 
Hoblitzell, 


Klotz, 
Latham, 


Leedom, 
Matson, 


McKenzie, 


MeMillin, 
Miller, 


Muldrow, 
Randall, 


Reagan, 
Scales, 
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‘Townsend, Amos 

Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 

Tag ff, J.T 
egraff, J. T. 

Updegraff, Themas 

Valentine, 

Vance, 

Van Aernam, 

Van Voorhis, 

Ward, 

Washburn, 

Watson, 

West, 

Wheeler, 

White, 

Whitthorne, 

Williams, Chas. G. 

Williams, Thomas 

Willis, 

Wilson. 


Seranton, 
Shackelford, 
Simonton, 
Singleten, Jas. W. 
Smith, A. Herr 
Sparks, 
Stockslager, 
Turner, ar 
Warner, 
Webber, 

Wise, George D. 


Mr. Prerce with Mr. HERNDON. 

Mr. Buck with Mr. Money. 

Mr. PrEescoTr with Mr. Cox of New York. 

Mr. Knorr with Mr. Briaas. 

Mr. Kenna with Mr. Wait. 

Mr. McLANE with Mr. URNER. 

Mr. DEZENDORF with Mr. GARRISON. 

Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. BRaGaG. 

Mr. SHERWIN with Mr. THoMpPsoN of Kentucky. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. RoBEson. 

Mr. RicHARDSON, of South Carolina, with Mr. RicHarpson, of 
New York. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. CALKINS with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. McCoox. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. MartTIn. 

Mr. McCOOK. My pair with my colleague, Mr. HEwITT, extends 
only to political questions. I have therefore voted on this question. 

Mr. BAYNE. I am announced as paired with the gentleman from 
Delaware, [Mr. MARTIN. ] That pair is confined to political questions. 
Not regarding this as such a question, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the consideration 
of the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar. 

PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar with a recommendation that 
they pass, were taken up, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and — $ 

A bill (H. R. No. 224) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert 
F. Shugart; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of E. J. Gurley. 


THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar with a recommendation that it pass was the 
bill (H. R. 699) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler; which was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time. , 

The qretios being on the passage of the bill, 
Mr. HOLMAN, I call for the yeas and nays on this question. 

Mr. BOWMAN. It was understvod, Mr. Speaker, that the yeas and 
nays should be taken. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The ne was taken; and there were yeas 144, nays 50, not 
voting 98; as follows: 

YEAS—144. 
Aldrich, 


Culberson, Holman, Scoville, 


NOT VOTING—98. 


Jones, Phineas 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
Knott, 
Manning, 
Marsh, 
Martin, 
Mason, 
McClure, 
McLane, 
Money, 
sews, 
osgrove, 
Murch, 
Nolan, 
Orth, 
Pierce, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 


Allen, 
Anderson, 
Atherton, 
Belford. 


lford, 
Be ’ 
| OR 
Blackburn, 
Bliss, 
— 

ragg, 
Seen, 
Browne, 
Brumm, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Caswell, 
Chalmers, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Colerick, 
Cox, Samuel S. 
Covington, Horr, 
Crowley, Hubbell, 

So the bill was passed. 

Before the announcement of the result, the following additional 
pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. Upson; 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois; and 

Mr. CARLISLE with Mr. BROWNE. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BOWMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 


Bills with the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar with a recommendation 
that they pass, were severally taken up, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of Sidney P. Luther; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I move to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the bills reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar have been passed, and also move 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. CANDLER. By direction of the Committee on Accounts, I 
submit the report which I send to the desk. 


Cullen, Rosas, 
Cutts, f 
Sherwin, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 

Dunn, 

Farwell, Sewell S. 
Fisher, 

Ford, 

Frost, 

Folkerson, 
Garrison, 

George, 

Gibson, 

Hardy, 

Harmer, 
Haseltine, 
Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Herndon, 

Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Hoge, 


‘ rT, 

Spooner, 
Stephens, 
Thomas, 
Townshend, R. W 
Upson, 

Urner, 

Van Horn, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Walker, 
Wellborn, 
Willits, 

Wise, Morgan R. 
Wood, Benjamin 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


Barbour, 
: Barr, 
©, 
“m4 


Belmont, 
Bland, 
Bowman, 


Brower, 
Buck, 


XTI——35 


Buckner, 


Burrows, Julius C. 


Burrows, Jos. H. 
Butterworth, 
Calkins, 


Camp, 
Candior, 
r, 
Cassidy, 
hace 


’ 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, in obediénce to the resolution of the House of 
21st of December, 1881, directing ‘‘ that the Committee on Accounts 
are hereby, authorized and directed to designate the committees of this 


be, and 
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me a entitled to a egiae me tive, an, and pee ap’ peat 
ation in r the “year ei une 30, , and suc 
other caaaieee ei the j t of said Committee on Accounts, should be 
allowed clerks for the present to be paid out of the omnia fund of 
the House, and to report in part or full, without delay,” respectfully submit the 
and ask its ado. by the House: 
The two clerks provided for in the bill referred to in the above resolution 
are distributed according to the appended schedule, to wit: 
1. To the Committee on Elections, a clerk. 
2. To the Committee on Banking and Currency, a clerk. 
3. To the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, a clerk. 
4. To the Committee on Agriculture, a clerk. . 
To the Committee on Foreign Affairs, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Naval Affairs, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Military Affairs, a clerk. 
8. To the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, a clerk. 
9. To the Committee on Indian Affairs, a clerk. 
10. To the Committee on the Territories, a clerk. 
11. To the Committee on aaa and Canals, a clerk. 
12. To the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, a clerk, who shall also 
act as clerk to the Committee on mditures on Public Buildings. 
13. To the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a clerk. 
14. To the Committee on Levees and. Improvement of the Mississippi River, a 
k 














the number allowed. 











printed. 














SPP 


of the Union, as the rule requires it. 
The SPEAKER. It comes too late. 











Now, this has not been P. 
and action upon it impli 
in order to-day to move. 













15. To the Committee on the Militia, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

16. To the Committee on Education and Labor, a clerk. 

17. To the Committee on Patents, a clerk. 

18. To the Committee on Pensions, a clerk. 

19. To the Committee on Public Expenditures, a clerk. 

20. To the Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk. 

21. To the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, a clerk, who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

22. To the Committee on Accounts, a clerk. 

23. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of State, a clerk. 

24. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, a clerk. 

25. To the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, a clerk. 

26. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, a clerk. 

27. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Posi-Office Department, a clerk. 

28. To the Committee on ee in the Interior Department, a clerk. 

29. To the Committee on Mileage, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

30. To the Committee on the Ldieers, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Copapensionss Library. 

31. To the Committee on, Printing, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on Law respecting Election of President and Vice-President. 

32. To the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, a clerk. 

The committee further report, under the authority of that portion of the resolu- 
tion instructing them to Sovignete “such other committees as in their judgment 
should be allowed clerks, for the present Congress, to be paid outof the con’ ent 
fand of the House,” the following assignment of clerks, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, during the session of Congress only, at the same rate 
of compensation as the other per diem clerks receive, namely : 

1. Tothe Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, a 
clerk. 


2. To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk. 

3. To the Committee on Manufactures, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to 
the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

= agua would further report the following resolution, and recommend 
its adoption : 

That the committees of this House designated in the foregoing report 
as entitled to clerks under the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill making sa ropriations for the year ending June 30, 1882, be, and they are 
hereby, au’ eek to — clerks during the session within the present 
year, and any excess of clerks therein authorized over the number provided for by 

law, shall, under the direction of the Committee on Accounts, be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggest that this report be printed and lie over. 

Mr. CANDLER. I move the adoption of the resolution reported 
by the committee, and on that motion demand the previous question. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have the floor. 

Mr. CANDLER. I did not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CAND- 
LER] demands the previous question on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ATKINS. Did not the Speaker recognize me? 

The SPEAKER. The uniform practice is to recognize the gentle- 
man reporting a measure as entitled to the floor. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] rose, but did not state for what pur- 







XVIII. 









of order. 


















the state of the Union? 










question. 








journment at this time. 











So the motion was agreed to. 











Nashville, 






































to call it up for action ? 








press for its passage. 









Mr. ATKINS. I believe the Speaker did recognize me; and since 
the a from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] desires to cut me 
off, I will claim my right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee made no state- 
ment of the p se for which he rose. The Chair cannot ignore the 
right of a member reporting a measure to be recognized as holding 
the floor. That would be in violation of all the practice. 

Mr. CANDLER. I wish to say that there will be an opportunity 
for gentlemen to discuss this question. After the previous question 
is ordered there will be, I believe, under the rules, one hour allowed 
for debate; and I will cheerfully yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee or any other gentleman. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the report be printed, and for the present go 
over. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to assure the gentleman I did not rise for 
the purpose of opposing the report, but when I was interrupted was 
up merely to submit a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled to 
the floor first, in reference to the report submitted by him from the 
Committee on Accounts. The Chair supposed the gentleman from 
Tennessee rose to make a su ion. 


Mr. CALKINS. I suggest thatthe report lic ever for the present, 


on Ways and Means. 












The motion was agreed to. 







and ordered to be printed. 


















cations for reference. 
There was no objection. 
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It is utterly impossible to do the duty of my committee with the 
assignment by the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have this report printed, so we may be 
able to compare it with the last list of employés of the House as to 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is only executing the rule in putting 
to the House the demand of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. McMILLIN. Thereseems to be a desire this report should be 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. CONVERSE, Irise toa point of order; and it is that this 
report must go to the Committee of the whole House on the state 


Mr. CONVERSE. I make the additional point of order that the 
rule requires every report to be in writing, and that it shall be printed. 
rinted, as required by the rules of the House, 
ies a suspension of the rules, which it is not 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will please furnish to 
the Chair the rule requiring reports to be in writing and to be printed. 
Mr. CONVERSE. The Chair will find it in the last clause of Rule 


The SPEAKER. Of course where they are referred te the calen- 
dars they are ordered to be printed. The Chair overrules the point 


Mr. McMILLIN. Did the Chair rule on the point of order that it 
must have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole on 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts for the previous question on the report. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I demand a division on ordering the previous. 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. HASKELL. The House is dividing. 
The SPEAKER. But it is in order to submit the motion for ad- 


Mr. PAGE. Pending that motion, I move that when the House 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
he House divided; and there were—ayes 115, noes 54. 


Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion toa 
permitting gentlemen to introduce a few bills. 


BRIDGE OVER CUMBERLAND RIVER. 


Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3207) giving the assent of Congress to the mayor and city council of 
fennessee, to construct a free bridge over 

land River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 
pongriatioes, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3208) making appropriations 
or fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HISCOCK. When does the gentleman from Alabama propose 


journ for the purpose of 


Mr. FO Y. I give notice I shall call it up next Tuesday and 


Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. McMILLAN reserved all points of order. 
APPRAISERS, NEW YORK, ETC. 

Mr. O’NEILL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 

propriations, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1409) to increase the 


oh eee of the local appraisers of customs at the port of New 
York and other places, and the same was referred to the Committee 


WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 

Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, moved that the Committee 
on Appropriations be discharged from the further consideration of 
the letter of the Secretary of War in relation to the claim of William 
H. Davis, and the same be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SARAH A. ROCK.. 


Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3209) granting a balance of pension to Sarah A. Rock; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions,, 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER DOCUMENTS. 


. The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, pending the motion to 
adjourn the Chair will submit certain executive and other communi- 


PROTECTION OF RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


—_— — > 
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of War, transmitting copies of correspondence relative to the expend- 
iture of the eureeneesens made by act of April 16, 1880, for acquir- 
ing sites and the erection of suitable posts for the protection of the 
Rio Grande frontier ; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

FOREIGN NEWSPAPERS FOR THE LIBRARY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House certain ae news- 
papers forwarded from time to time to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives; which were ordered to be placed in the Congres- 
sional Library. 

SAN MIGUEL DEL BADO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a petition in relation to the private 
land claim of San Miguel del Bado, of New Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

LEWIS N. SHELTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting re in the private land claim of 
the legal representatives of Lewis N. Shelton, of Louisiana; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

D. C. ALLEN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting all papers found on file relative to the 
claim of D. C. Allen; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

RAPHAEL SEGOURA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting papers in the private land claim of 
Raphael Segoura, of Louisiana; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

TERRITORIAL AND OTHER LAWS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House to be deposited in the 
House Library the following books: Compilation of the Laws of the 
Cherokee Nation; General Laws of Idaho, (eleventh general ses- 
sion 1880-1881;) governor’s message and journals of the Legislative 
Assembly of New Mexico, and the legislative journal of the Terri- 
tory of Montana at the extraordinary session of 1879. 

SUPPRESSION OF POLYGAMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report and petition 
for the mpeenesee of Mormon polygamy adopted by the Methodist 
preachers’ meeting of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; and also a petition 
from the New York Preachers’ Association for such enactment as will 


rid the land of the ont crime of polygamy ; which were referred to 
the 


Judiciary. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-seven minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday. 


the Committee on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of William H. Beach and others, 
for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, for a line of 
water transportation connecting the Upper Mississippi with the 
northern lakes—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Robert Lamb and others, of Bellefontaine, 
Ohio, and of George Riddle and others, of Woodstock, Ohio, for the 
repeal of the tax on banks and bankers—severally to the Commit- 
tee or ae and Means. 

By Mr. BLACK: A bill to establish a post-route from Blitch to 
Statesborough, in Bulloch County, State of Georgia—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of certain citizens of Ken- 
tucky, for the repeal of tax on banks and bankers—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the claim of Louisa F. 
Stone—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: The petition of Willis Utterback and others, citi- 
zens of Illinois, for increased compensation for jurors of United States 
courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLERICK: Papers relating to the claim of James B. 
White—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Memorial of the Women’s Christian Library 
Association, and the mayor, aldermen,.and others, of Hot Springs, 
praying the grant of a lot on the Hot Springs reservation to said 
association—to the Committee on the Public ds. 

Ky Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of Reynolds & Smith, 
of Chicago, for compensation for occupancy of grounds and destruc- 
tion of peer by the United States military anthorities—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition ef Amos Shinn and 84 others, citi- 


zens of Ohio, for legislation to prevent unjust extortion and discrim- 
ination by railroad companies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of John Plankentor and over 1,000 
business men of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for the repeal of taxes 
on national banks and other banking corporations—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Joshua Beck, for compensation 
for supplies furnished the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of J. W. Burbridge 
& Co., and Robert H. Montgomery—to the same committee, 

By Mr. HARMER: The resolution of the councils of the city of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, relating to the opening of a street through 
the United States Arsenal grounds in that city—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens, vessel-owners, and masters of vessels 
on the coast of New Jersey, asking an increase of pay to employés in 
the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAWK: Papers relating to the claim of Redmond Tully— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Jesse Spaulding and 11 others, 
of A. Bradley and 14 others, and of Finney Brothers and 30 others, 
citizens of the United States, for the establishment of a light-house 
at or near Point Patterson, or on Squaw Island, Lake Michigan— 
severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KING: Papers relating to the claim of Jackson Brisco—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alfred Houston—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. KNOTT: Memorial of certain distillers in Kentucky, pro- 
testing against any increase of the duty on malt—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Elisha Baker, asking for pay due him in the 
settlement of his accounts as captain of Company F, Third Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William M. Vanfleet, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of Frank L. Donnelly praying 
for compensation for services as page during the Forty-fi h Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Claims. . ; 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of J. M. Chenney and others, for 
legislation to prevent extortion and discrimination by railroad cor- 
porations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of D. E. Seymour and 70 others, citi- 
zens of Chippewa County, Wisconsin, for the repeal of bank taxes 
and abolishing the stamp on bank checks—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of William H. Collins and others, for 
the improvement of Delaware Breakwater Harbor—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Hon. Robert Couch and others, for an appro- 
priation to repair Plum Island bridge—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles F. Brockway, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of the postmaster of Ancaster, Texas, 
for the establishment of a post-route—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of J. M. Cassety, for reim- 
bursement for loss of 7.30 United States Treasury notes, destroyed by 
fire—to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 23, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend the Journal so as to show the 
list of yeas and nays taken on the motion that when the Senate ad- 
journ it ae from Thursday until Monday. They were called, 
and ordered, and taken, at my request, but do not appear in the 
Journal of proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair informs the Senator that 
the yeas and nays were not taken in open session, which is the rea- 
son why they do not appear in the Journal. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is exactly the point to which I desire to call 
the attention of the Chair and of the Senate. It was not a motion 
that was necessary to make in executive session, and the fact that the 
doors were closed does not protect it. The yeas and nays were ordered 
and taken, and of course they should appear in the Journal of legis- 
lative proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The list will be inserted. TheJour- 
nal will be made up so as to show the yeas and nays referred to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to suggest another correction of the 
Journal. The Senator from Texas [Mr, Maxxy] will recollect that 
upon moving to recommit Senate bill No. 60, I added tothe motion, 
at his suggestion, that the bill upon being reported again sheuld not 
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lose its place on the Calendar. I think that was omitted on the Jour- 
nal. 


JANUARY 23, 


joined the Army, and was sent to Mexico, with which the United 

tates were at war. Active negotiations for peace had commenced, 
before he reached the seat of war, in which he took no part, except 
to escort a baggage train from Vera Cruz to the tee city, through 
a hostile country, filled with guerrillas, aservice Which he performed 
with such skill and discretion as —_ promise of future distinction, 
and received the commendation of his superiors. After that, as first 
lieutenant in Brage’s battery, organized as cavalry, he was employed 
in the difficult and perilous duty of escorting the mails across the 
plains infested by hostile savages. 

In 1853, having invented a breech-loading rifle, which, although 
since superseded by later inventions, was a great improvement over 
any then in use, he resigned his commission, and engaged in the 
manufacture of this new weapon, at Bristol. The enterprise proved 
unfortunate. He failed tosecure a contract with the Government, not 
from the lack of merit in the invention, but from his indignant refusal 
to empley the intervention of a lobbyist, or middle man, who enjoyed 
the favor of the War Department. Leaving Bristol, for which he 
always retained the strongest attachment, and where he afterwards 
returned, and set up his household gods, he entered the service of the 
Illinois Central Railroad Company, of which his friend and fellow- 
student, General McClellan, was vice-president, and where he soon 
rose to the important position of treasurer. 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was a general understanding, 
which does not go into the Journal. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state in that connection that I made no oppo- 
sition to the motion of the Senator from Connecticut, only asking 
that the bill shoulf not lose its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. General understandings are not 
stated in the Journal. 


DEATH OF SENATOR BURNSIDE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Pursuant to notice given last week, I submit the 
resolutions I hold in my hand, and I ask that the Senate proceed to 
their present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That from an earnest desire to show every mark of respect to the memory 
of Hon. AMBROSE E. BurRNsIDE, late a Senator of the United States from the State 
of Rhode Island, and to manifest the high estimate entertained of his eminent 
public services and his distinguished otism, the business of the Senate be now 


3 ed, that his friends and associates may pay fitting tribute to his publicand 
private virtu 


28. 
, That a widespread and public sorrow on the announcement of his death 
attested the Bere say sense of the loss which the whole country has sustained. 
Resolved, That 
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the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions tothe | At this time, General BURNSIDE was a Democrat in his politics. 
] House of Representatives. ; He had run as the Democratic candidate for Congress, in his district, 
the Senate do no — mark of respect for the memory of the Senator. | in Rhode Island. During the agitation that preceded the outbreak 
- oe, : of the rebellion he strongly urged the restoration of harmony and 

Mr. ANTHONY: 


the preservation of the Union, by peaceful means, to avoid the con- 
flict of arms. 

To this end he was ready to make important concessions, to allay 
the Southern discontent. But when the first gun upon Fort Sum- 
ter fired alike the Southern and the Northern heart, he promptly, 
and without a moment’s hesitation, offered to his country the sword 
that she had taught him to use. He was selected for the command 
of the First Rhode Island regiment. In reply to a dispatch from 
Governor Sprague, inquiring how soon he could leave for his com- 
mand, he answered “at once;” and, the next morning, he was in Prov- 
idence, busily engaged in organizing and preparing it. In an incred- 
ibly short time, the regiment was raised an equipped ; and in two 


**No bugle must sound, 
Ye bright waving banners, stoop low! 
Let your lances with cyprus be bound, 
Let the drums be all silent in woe.”’ 

Mr. President, I have risen to perform the very saddest office that 
has fallen to me in all my public service. 

The sudden death of General BURNSIDE, in the full vigor and 
strength of his manhood, sent, through the State of Rhode Island, a 
shock that wasechoed back, 1m messages of sympathy and condo- 
lence, from every part of the country and from foreign lands. The 
—_ which = er ae - Seana hope — wae ne 
life of its elected chief, turned, for a moment, from the. ide of | days, after the first man was enlisted, a battery of six rifled guns, 
the dying Garfield, to lament the dead Burnsipe. In this body, the | with five hundred men, was on its way to Washington; and, A rose: 
death of no one among us could have moved the Senate to a pro- | days more, the rest of the regiment followed. Notwithstanding this 
foundersenseof sorrow. His bier has been moistened by the tears of | promptness, such was the vigor of the Colonel, seconded by his sub- 
a State; his tomb is garlanded by the admiration of a nation. ordinate officers, and such his valuable military ex rience, that the 

It is not my pare to enter upon a sketch of the life of General | regiment left fully armed, equipped and provisioned, and gained the 
BURNSIDE ; scarcely even of hischaracter. The most important part highest praise by its appearance of discipline, efficiency and soldierly 
of that life was passed in the service of his country, and his deeds | pearing. None of the new and hastily organized regiments came into 
are a part of his country’s history; and so long as New Berne and | the service better prepared for their duties. Its evening parade was 
Roanoke Island, and South Mountain, and Antietam and Knoxville | 9 favorite resort of Mr. Lincoln, who, accompanied by high dignita- 
are remembered, his services and his fame will not be forgotten. ries, civil and military, often came toxwitness and to admire its evo- 

General BURNSIDE was born at Liberty, Union County, Indiana, May | jntions. 

23, 1824. His family was of Scotch descent. His great-grandfather, | Jn the battle of Bull Run, which followed, Colonel BURNSIDE com- 
Robert Burnside, with two brothers, had espoused the cause of Charles | manded a brigade, and as was justly said, in a memoir read before 
Edward, and after the triumph of the British arms, and the overthrow | the Loyal Legion by Colonel William Goddard, who served under 
of the Pretender, at Culloden, sought an asylum in South Carolina. | him, “no share in the disasters of that conflict can be assigned to 
The General’s grandfather, James Burnside, married a daughter of | him or to his troops.” In the autumn of 1861, General BURNSIDE, 
James Edghill, an Englishman, by birth. His son, the father of the | yaised to the rank of brigadier-general, took command of the “ Burn- 
General, bore his mother’s paternal name, Edghill Burnside. He was | side Expedition” to the coast of North Carolina. The conception, 
born in South Carolina, but removed to the Territory of Indiana. He | the plan and the execution of that important enterprise attest the 
appears to have sympathized with the conscientious repugnance to | yncommon military ability of its originator and leader. The secret 
slavery, which, even at that early day, had been aroused in the Car- | of the expedition was well kept, kept even from the penetrating in- 
olinas, for he freed his slaves, and accompanied the ‘Quaker Emi- vestigation of the newspapers. Itsailedin January 1862, the object- 
gration” to the West, which was dedicated to freedom by the ordi- | ive point being known only to the commander and the few confiden- 
nance of 1787. In his new home, he maintained a character of high | ¢ja] officers whom it was necessary to intrust with the information. 
respectability and influence ; was for a long time, clerk of the county | 4 violent storm struck the fleet, off Hatteras, and dispersed the ves- 
court, an associate justice of the same, and a senator in the Legis- | se)s, so that more than a week elapsed before they reached the ren- 
lature of the State. Ambrose was his youngest son. He gave him a | gezyous. There, they encountered a succession of gales, which threat- 
good English education, in the schools of the neighborhood ; and in | ened them with destruction. The ships, crowded into a narrow space, 
1843, he entered, as a cadet, at West Point. At the academy, he was | with insufficient holding ground, beaten about, by the winds and 
not ahard student. With exuberant animal spirits, of vigorous bodily | waves, entangling their hawsers, running foul of each other, and 
strength, he became expert in military and athletic exercises, while | g)Jed, to overflowing, with discouraged and sea-sick men, the expe- 
his aptitude in mathematics, then, as now, ranking high in the curric- | dition seemed to be predestined to failure, by force of the elements, 
ulum of studies, compensated for his deficiency of literary application | without the opportunity to fire a gun. In the midst of all this dis- 
and gave him an excellent average standing; and he graduated | astrous confusion, the calm features and striking figure of BURNSIDE 
eighteen, in a class of thirty-eight. appeared conspicuous, meeting every cmergenny providing against 

Among his classmates and fellow-students were many who subse- | every calamity, confident, imparting to his men his own indomitable 

quently rose to distinction, on one side or the other, in the late un- | cheerfulness, and inspiring them with his own unfailing hopefulness. 
happy war. Of his own class were Generals Wilcox, Fry, Gibson, | The gallant and able defenders of the position flattered themselves 
Long, Griffin, Viele and Hunt on the Union side, and A. P. Hill and | with the easy repulse of any assault that could be made against it, 
Heth on the other. This class furnished twenty-eight officers who | py land or by water, even unaided by the elements, which seemed to 
adhered to the flag, and four who took up arms against it. Six had | nave conspired in their favor. They were strongly fortified, natu- 
previously died or resigned. Among his fellow-students were Gen- | rally, and by artificial works, skillfully constructed, and of great 
erals McClellan, Hancock, Pleasanton, Fitz-John Porter, Gilmore, strength. A not over friendly pen thus describes the situation : 
Parke, Reno, Foster, William F. Smith, C. P. Stone, Hatch, Sackett, | - When a generation shall arrive that has time to read the romance of the four 
Granger, Stoneman, Russell, Pitcher, Gibbs, Gordon, Michler, Duane, ears we Call the rebellion, none of its episodes will stand out more picturesquely 
Tidball, Benet, Bond, McKeever and Buford, who eer Union, an BURNSIDE’s audacious assault upon the rebel seaboard at its most defensible 
and Jackson, (Stonewall,) Maxey, (Senator,) Buckner, Rhett, E. K. 

Smith, Bee, W. D. Smith, D. R. Jones, Wilcox, Pickett, Ben Robin- 
son, T. A. Washington, Thomas K. Jackson, G. H. Steuart and With- 
ers, who opposed it. Immediately upon his graduation, BURNSIDE 
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— New Berne was the knot of a ganglia of railway orerene. Anarmy of one 
undred thousand men could have been concentrated on its circumvallating land 
and water lines long before BURNSIDE felt justified in bgreery > 3 The rebels were 
content with confronting the expedition with equal or but slightly superior num 
bers, and though they had much in their favor, the admirable courage and intrepid 












combinations of the Union commanders wrested lines and defenses from well- 
or defenders that in any other war or at any other time would have given 
the victorsan imperishablefame. Landing hislittlearmy below New Berne, on the 
Neuse River, BURNSIDE deployed his lines with a simple faith inthe Army 

tions that would have given ar such a martinet as Von Moltke or Frederick. 
The rebels were admirably protected and had not anticipated serious peril to dis- 
turb the serenity of their confidence. Great fields of yellow furze, with a thin 
growth of pines, separated their works from the river. These works, beginning 
with an enormous railway embankment that reached the dimension of bastions at 
certain points, were calculated to hold an army in check until field-guns and regu- 
lar approaches should demolish them. BURNSIDE, though timid in peace and diffi- 
dent in war, was never cautious in battle. He believed that armies nearly equal 
in numbers could find no better business than fighting a situation out on the first 
opportunity. Heckmann, the dashing commander of the Ninth New Jersey Infan- 
try, took the lead, and the regiment tore acrossthe field onarun. They found the 
men behind the works as fullof ardoras themselves. The élan of the Jerseymen, 
however, had caught the Connecticut troops and New Yorkers, and theline, though 
mowed down and almost annihilated, reached the railway, surmounted, crossed 
the ditch on the side, and in a few minutes the astonished and confident rebels 
were prisoners. This is not the place, however, to relate this admirably complete 
military diversion. 

This was the earliest important Union success in the East. The 
grumblers, a class always numerous, and noisy in proportion to 
their ignorance of the purposes, or even of the destination of the ex- 
pedition, had been loud in their predictions of its failure, in which 
they were strengthened by vague reports of disaster and shipwreck. 
When the news of victory was flashed across the wires, one exultant 
shout rose throughout the North, and the name of BURNSIDE was in 
every mouth. 

General BURNSIDE then joined the army of the Potomac, where he 
organized the Ninth Corps, which rendered so important services, 
and won for itself and its commander so high renown. On the 14th 
of September, 1862, General BURNSIDE achieved the victory of South 
Mountain. At the battle of Antietam, he commanded the left win 
of the army. Returning to the army of the Potomac, he resume 
command of his favorite Ninth Corps. Here he was offered the com- 
mand of the army. He declined it, with unaffected diffidence, as he 
had twice before; but it was pressed upon him by positive orders, 
and he could not, longer, without insubordination, refuse it. The 
battle of Fredericksburgh followed. I do not propose to enter upon 
any discussion of that conflict, so disastrous to the Union arms. I 
wish to arouse no animosities, by bringing up disputed points; but 
I should not render justice to the occasion, did I not say that, in the 
judgment of men infinitely better instructed than I, in military 
affairs, had the general been seconded by the loyal and cordial co- 
operation of all his chief subordinates, and had he received promised 
appliances, victory would have perched on the Union banners. Such, 
I have no doubt, was his own opinion, although I never heard him 
declare it. 

As magnanimous in disaster as he was modest in success, he as- 
sumed the whole responsibility of the defeat, and made no complaint. 
He simply demanded the removal of certain officers, as the condition 
on which alone he could efficiently and satisfactorily remain at the 
head of the Army. This condition not complied with, he resigned, 
and turned over the command to General Hooker. When urged to 
make ) gree his grievances, he replied that it would embarrass 
General Hooker, whose success he sincerely desired, and, with his 
hopeful disposition, believed in. Time and history, he said, would 
vindicate him, and if they failed to do so, it was better that he should 
remain under a cloud of undeserved reproach than that a word should 
be added to the dissensions already too prevalent in the Army. An 
appeal to the popular feeling, in a matter of this kind, was abhorrent 
to his ideas of military discipline. In the order transferring his 
command he said, after praising the courage, patience and endur- 
ance of the men, ‘‘Continue to exercise these virtues, be true in your 
devotion to your country and to the principles you have sworn to 
maintain, give to the brave and skillful general, who has so lon 
been identified with your organization and who is now to comman 
you, your full and cordial support and co-operation, and you will 
deserve success.” 

The President refused to accept General BURNSIDE’s resignation of 
his commission, and appointed him to the command of the Depart- 
ment of the Ohio, where he rendered eminent and conspicuous serv- 
ice, clearing the country of guerrillas, and affording protection to 
the loyal population. Attacked, by Longstreet, with vastly superior 
forces, he retired, after repulsing the enemy, which outnumbered him 
nearly three to one, at Campbell’s Station, to Knoxville, which he 
bas gens and fortified and where he successfully resisted the siege 
which that able general laid to it. A terrific assault was made upon 
his fortifications, and was repulsed with equal impetuosity ; and the 
enemy was driven back, with the loss of fourteen hundred men. 
Encouraged by dispatches from General Grant, urging the importance 

of maintaining the position which he occupied, General BURNSIDE 
held out, by the fertility of his resources, by his patience, persistence, 
and unfailing hopefulness, with all which qualities he had the hap 
faculty of inspiring his men, till pocenaeess warned by the appeeeee 
<= ef of Sherman, was obliged to raise the siege. 

gain assigned to the command of his own Ninth Corps, General 

; BURNSIDE participated, actively, in the closing operations of the war, 
under General Grant. In front of Petersburgh he undertook the mine 

about which so much has been said and written. Ihave not time to 

into an account of this work ; but I donot hesitate to say that had he 
een permitted to carry out that enterprise, on his own plans and 
with troops of his own selection, it would have been asuccess. The 
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mission and retired to private life. 
of Rhode Island ; he was twice re-elected ; when he declined further 
service. 
useful course is well known to us all. 
of office he was re-elected. 










in Europe. 
he made the acquaintance of the German Emperor, the Crown Prince, 
Bismarck, and Von Moltke, on all of whom he made a favorable im- 
pression, and especially on Bismarck. 
don Times, “‘ Bismarck likes him, [BURNSIDE.] Indeed there are few 































































whole matter was investigated by the Congressional Committee on 
the Conduct of the War, which said in its report: 


The cause of the disastrous result of the assault of the 30th of July last is mainly 


attributable to the fact that the plans and bing so ee of the General [BuRNsIDE] 
who devoted his attention, for so long a time, 

to so successful completion the project of mining the enemy's works, and who had 
so carefully selected and drill i 

aveenee might be attainable from the explosion of the mine, should have been 
so entirely 

prosecution of that work, had aided it by no countenance or open approval, and had 
assumed the entire direction and control only when it was completed and the time 
had come for reaping any advantage that might be derived from it. 


0 the subject, who had carried out 
his troops, for the purpose of securing whatever 


disregarded by a general who had evinced no faith in the successful 


And General Grant, in his testimony before the Committee on the 


Conduct of the War, frankly said ‘‘ General BURNSIDE wanted to put 
his colored division in front, and I believeif he had done so, it would 
have been a success.” 
is a sufficient vindication of General BURNSIDE. 


Surely, if human testimony avails anything, this 


At the close of the rebellion, General BURNSIDE resigned his com- 
In 1866 he was elected Governor 


In 1875, he entered this body, where his honorable and 
On the expiration of his term 


In 1870, during the Franco-German war, General BURNSIDE was 
At Versailles, the headquarters of ‘the invading army, 
Dr. Russell wrote to the Lon- 


persons of any nation who will not be touched by the cordial nature 


and uprightness of the man, by his solid good sense and kindliness 
of nature, and by his clearness of perception unmarred by affectation, 
selfishness or any affectation of statesmanship, which is perhaps the 
highest diplomacy. Count Bismarck hasa penchant for Americans, 
of a certain high stamp. He says ‘I like self-made men. 
best sort of manufacture in our race.’ ” 
eral BURNSIDE went, under a flag of truce, twice, to Paris, where he 
had interviews with Jules Favre, General Trochu and other mem- 


It is the 
In the interest of peace Gen- 


bers of the government. The visit was attended with considerable 


personal danger, as there was no communication permitted between 
the hostile lines, and the General and his party were fired on, at 
their me, their ane of truce being misunderstood. He went 
in no 0 


cial capacity, but was the bearer of certain suggestions 
from Count Bismarck to Monseiur Jules Favre, in relation to an 
armistice, for the ange of enabling the French people to elect a 
Constituent Assembly, to replace the fallen Empire, and to enter into 
negotiations for peace. Count Bismarck authorized General BuRN- 
SIDE to say that he would grant an absolute armistice of forty-eight 
hours for holding an election, and give every facility for a fair elec- 
tion as well as for the subsequent departure of the members elected 
for the city of Paris for the place where the Constituent Assembly 
might meet. The government of Paris was not, however, disposed. 
to permit the election of a Constituent Assembly, which might de- 
prive it of power, and General BURNSIDE’s mission simply opened 
the door for future negotiations. The General, after his second visit 
to Paris, obtained from Count Bismarck permission for about one hun- 
dred Americans to leave Paris, many of them without funds and in a 
deplorable condition. ; 

The General was impressed with the appearance of Paris, invested 
by an immense army; isolated from the rest of the world, except 
when a mail was received under a flag of truce, or sent away by a 
balloon; with five hundred thousand troops in the city, and ten 
thousand sailors manning the heavy guns on the outer forts; with its 
theaters closed, its gas-lights extinguished, and its markets destitute 
of meat, poultry, fish and game. He was not at the time communi- 
cative respecting his visit, but he expressed his opinion that Paris 
could not be successfully defended, and that it could not be taken 
by assault. 

In 1852, General BURNSIDE married Mary Richmond Bishop, a most 
excellent and accomplished woman, graced with every virtue that 
adorns her sex. After a most happy union, she died in 1876. Dur- 
ing the five years that he survived her he did not cease to lament her. 

General BURNSIDE united as many excellencies with as few failings 
as often meet in one character. Brave, manly, generous, he joined to 
the rugged masculine virtues and “allthatmay become a man” a soft- 
ness and gentleness ofdisposition that became a woman. Quick in his 
conceptions, rapid in his pesoeenee, he was sometimes hasty in his judg- 
ments; but he always held them open to evidence and subject to argu- 
ment, and with a singular absence of the pride of opinion he changed 
them, frankly, on conviction. He believed in general laws, to the test 
of whose principles he brought particular cases. Incapable of guile, 
liberal in his estimate of men, was, occasionally, too little suspi- 
cious of the guilefulness of others. Yet he was no mean judge of char- 
acter, and no man long deceived him ; nor ever twice. He had an in- 
stinctive horror of injustice, and a genuine contempt for meanness ; 
yet his horror of the one and his cusses for the other were, to a 
certain extent, modified by his charitableness; and after ay 

e 


denouncing a wrong, he would interpose some palliation for 

wrong-doer, would find some generous mitigation of the offense 
which he could not. defend and could not overlook. No man was 
firmer in his friendships or more faithful in his convictions. 


Noth- 
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ing could tempt him to an act which his conscience condemned. No 
sophistry, no personal appeal could move him from his fixed idea of 






right. 

General BURNSIDE was a man of profound religious beliefs. He 
held firmly to the truths of religion, natural and revealed, and had 
full confidence in a superintending Providence, which, whether 
working by general laws, or by special interposition, he cared not 
to inquire, ruled in the affairs of men. He had a faith, almost su- 
perstitious in its force, that men were rewarded for their good, and 
were punished for their evil deeds, even in this world; that, in the 
long run a man did not suffer from an honest conduct, or profit from 
a dishonest one. Often when, under a sense of injustice toward 
himself, or lamenting 1t in others, he has said to me ‘‘ Well there is 
a good Father above, who watches over us, and who will bring all 
this out right, in the end;” and while holding, with the t:nacity of 
conviction, to his own deliberate om yoo @ was most generous 
in his estimate of others, never seeking or, save in the plainest cases, 
accepting an unworthy motive when a worthy one could be found 
applicable. 

He had also an undoubting faith in elective institutions, and that 
the people, however they might be misled, in the beginning, would 
ultimately decide, correctly and patriotically, every question on which 
they were called upon to act. That sanguine temperament, which 
enters so largely into the elements of success, made him always con- 
fident of the final triumph of the political principles in which he 
firmly believed. He had what seemed to me an exaggerated esti- 
mate of the rights and just powers and duties of our Government 
toward the other American States; and looked forward to the su- 

remacy of our flag over almost the entire continent, a consummation, 

owever, which, as he fully believed it would come in God’s good 
time, he would not hasten by act of violent aggression, although, 
as the Senate knows, he was strongly in favor of asserting our rights 
by declaratory legislation. 

Need I speak, in this presence, of General BURNSIDE’s hospitality, 
so cordial! soelegant! yetso simple and so unostentatious! Who that 
has enjoyed it, who that has seen his genial countenance and his com- 
manding form, at the head of his table, can forget them? 

General BURNSIDE was strongly attached to rural pleasures and 
addicted to agricultural pursuits. His little estate, of fifty-seven 
acres, near Bristol, and named ‘‘ Edghill Farm,” after his father and 
his paternal grandmother, wasa model farm, and, by the application of 
science to practical experience, had been brought to a high state of 
eultivation ; and prouder than of all his successes in the field, and in 
the forum, he seemingly was of his meadow that cut three tons to the 
acre, and of his cornfield that yielded sixteen hundred bushels to 
twelve acres. His herd of Alderneys, of the purest blood, and of the 
finest character, was the admiration of the neighborhood. He was 
very fond of his horses and his cattle which—such is the effect of 
steady kindness even upon the brute creation—knew his voice, and 
always welcomed his approaching steps. His favorite horse—the 
gift of some unknown friend—that had borne him on many a hard- 
fought field, lived to the age ofnigh thirty years, and, long past serv- 


ice to his owner, became, by reason of age and infirmity, a burden | 


to himself, till life was nothing but a prolonged suffering. Yet the 
reneral was reluctant, even at the dictate of humanity, to have him 
<illed. At last, he yielded, and ordered the animal to be shot, but 
not till he should have departed for Washington. The time of that 
departure never came. The day when the lifeless body of the Sena- 
tor was borne from the farm that he loved so well the faithful beast 
was shot. 

General BURNSIDE delivered several speeches and addresses at ag- 
ricultural meetings. These were replete with sound doctrine, prac- 
tical suggestions, and sturdy common sense. Among his papers was 
an address that he had prepared, to be delivered before the Aquidnic 


’ Agricultural Society of Rhode Island, whose fair a slight indisposi- 


tion, just before the fatal attack, had prevented him from attending. 
In the cultivation and improvement of his farm he took the greatest 
deligkt. He loved to watch the ripening fruit, the young trees put- 
ting forth their tender leaves, and extendi::g their growing branches, 
the yellow field tremulous with the waving harvest. Always, on 
the adjournment of the Senate, he turned, with eager steps, to his 
chosen acres. They are situated on a ridge of land gently sloping to 
Mount Hope Bay, an indentation of the broader Narragansett, and 
navigable to the shore of the farm, commanding a view, seldom 

ualed, by land and water, including a portion of the island that 
gives its name to the State, the beautiful rural town of Bristol, the 
white roofs of Fall River, whose tall chimneys continually darken 
the sky with the smoke of toil, and Mount Hope, the ancient seat of 
King Philip, and the place where that renowned warrior was slain. 
The house is of a quaint and peculiar construction, built after the 
General’sown fancy, and from his own designs, and, in its architecture 
and appointments, suggesting the ideaofa maritime structure. Here, 
he dispensed an elegant and profuse, yet simple and inexpensive, hos- 
pitality. The highest personages in the land and the humblest soldier 
that ever fought by his side met the saine cordial reception, the same 
frank and unaffected weleome. The great dining-room, areund 
whose table many who listen to me have sat, is inclosed with broad 
piazzas, having curious and original arrangements, the fruit of the 
general’s mechanical tastes, for protection from the fervid heats ot 


summer and the chilling blasts of winter, and is distinguished by an ! act of his since the war was inspired by sectional hate or political 
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enormous fire-place, over which rise the huge antlers of a great deer 


or caribou. ! the genial meee of that famous room! In my 
a the picture is before me! The farm isa lovely spot, never 
lovlier than on the sad day when I saw it last, bathed in the soft 
light of early November, bending beneath the golden weight of au- 
tumn, resplendent with the hues of the dying year. 

General BURNSIDE’s death was very sudden. The afternoon before, 
he was at my house, in Providence. He had been a little ill, for a 
few days previous, but with nothing that caused apprehension. He 
left me gaily, promising toreturn the next morning. Heinsisted upon 
walking to the railroad stations half a mile distant, saying that the 
exercise would do him good. On the following morning I received 
a telephonic message that he was very ill, and requesting me to come 
tohim. Before a carriage could be broucht to the door, a second 
message came, saying that he was dead. He had been alarmingly 
ill, searcely an hour. Of all those who loved him, only his faithful 
and attached servants stood by his dying bed. Shall we lament the 
manner of such a death? Is it not better than the slow decay, the 
wasted form, the failing mind of age? To him whom a life of use- 
fulness and of goodness has prepared for his coming, death, when he 
comes unannounced, comes robbed of half his terrors. Let us find 
consolation for that portion of him which has died in the contem- 
plation of that portion which could not die, in the memory of his 
services to his country, his great achievements, his unselfish gener- 
osity, his patriotism, his public and his private virtues. 

General BURNSIDE was of fine address, of a commanding stature, a 
strikingly handsome man. The frankness of his expression and the 
sweetness of his smile at once won upon the observer, and prepared 
him for that favorable judgment which a fuller acquaintance never 
failed to confirm. His age was fifty-seven. I think that no man sur- 
vives him whose form and features are known to a greater number of 
persons. They were calculated to attract attention, and once seen 
were not likely to be forgotten. His acquaintance in the Army, where 
he had held large commands, his frequent journeyings at home, and 
his foreign travel; his entrance into Paris at a time and under 
circumstances that rendered him the observed of all observers, made 
him familiar to hundreds of thousands who did not have his per- 
sonal acquaintance. 

Upon my personal relations with General BURNSIDE I do not dwell; 
Iscarce venture to speak of them. As you know, Senators, they were 
of the most intimate and tender character.. During our whole service 


| together they were never disturbed by differences or clouded by doubt 


or distrust. Not always agreeing on public measures, we differed, 
on those rare occasions when we did differ, with mutual respect and 
confidence. He was the most lovable man that I ever knew; and I 
loved him, I love him still, with a love which will find no successor to 
him in my affection. Not a day has passed since I last looked upon 
him, scarcely a waking hour, when he has not been in my mind. 
And even if I could have forgotten him, I should have been reminded 
of him by the expressions of sympathy which have continually met 
me. $ 
‘*Ah! Jonathan! my brother! lorne 
And friendless 1 must looke to be! 
That harte whose woe thou oft has borne 
Is sore and strickene nowe for thee! 
Younge bridegroome’s love on brydal morne— 
Oh it was lyghte to thyne for me. 
Thy tymeless lotte I now must playne, 
Even on thyne own highe places slayne.”’ 


Friend, companion, brother! hail and farewell! The memory of thy 
virtues and of thy services and that thou didst deem me worthy of thy 
friendship and thy confidence are my chief consolation in the irrep- 
arable loss that I have suffered. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, it was the good fortune of the 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island, the father of the Senate, who 
has just spoken so feelingly of his distinguished colleague, whose 
untimely death we deplore, to have known him long and intimately, 
and to have thus known him was to love him, Bound to him, as he 
was, by the strong tie of the closest friendship and the most intimate 


| party affiliation, it is natural that in speaking of him his language 


is that of eulogy, for the words he has uttered came warm and direct 
from his heart. So, sir, do mine, though my personal acquaintance 
with General BURNSIDE dated only from my entrance as a Senator 
into this Chamber. But my association with him upen this floor, 
in the committee-room, and in social intercourse soon impressed me 
with his many high and attractive qualities, and taught me not only 
to admire him but to regard him as a personal friend. In the dark 
days of the civil war, when we stood in opposing ranks, I learned to 
respect him as a true, brave, and gallant soldier—one who followed 
his convictions of right with earnest singlencss of purpose; who 
fought not from ambition or a desire of glory, but frem a deep sense 
of duty, and who in every act of his honorable military career sub- 
ordinated all private considerations to the public d. When he 
sheathed his sword, which had never been tarnished by dishonor 
nor stained by cruelty, he promptly extended the hand which had 
so resolutely grasped that sword in war to those who had been his 
enemies. Magnanimous as he was brave, his heart was ieee cores 
and generous enough to recognize, when peace came to our distracted 
country, every American citizen as his fellow-countryman, and no 





ah) ae a wet et Bt ot ie oh 








1882. 





animosity. War, with all its attendant, inevitable horrors, could 
not change his gentle and noble nature, for he seemed to be abso- 
lutely free from all the bitterness it might naturally have engen- 
dered, and his highest aim, his constant efforts were directed always 

toward the reconciliation, the harmony, and the enduring peace of 
the country. It was the recognition of his patriotic efforts in this 

direction, together with the charm of his kind and genial manner, 

that won for him the respect, the esteem, and the affection of his 

colleagues from the South, and I feel assured that I give utterance 
to the universal feeling prevailing among them when I express the 

profoundest sorrow at his death. It is no disparagement to the dis- 

tinguished gentleman who has succeeded him, or to any one who may 

hereafter do so, to assert that Rhode Island, however prolific she may 
be of able and patriotic sons will never send to this Chamber one 
who can fill the place, made vacant by his death, more worthily than 
he did, nor pass from ameng us amid deeper and more general sor- 

row than is felt at his loss. This sorrow is as sincere as it is general ; 

it is felt as keenly on this side of the Chamber as on the other; as 
deeply by Southern men who fought in the confederate ranks as by 
Northern who supported the cause of the Union. It seems, there- 
fore, not inappropriate that I, who during the war stood under the 
folds of the starry cross, should pay a tribute, however feeble, to 

that gallant soldier who, amid all trials and vicissitudes, in disaster 

as in success, bravely upheld the flag of the Union. ‘ Would that 
it were worthier ;” but it is at least sincere, for it comes from one 
who was his enemy in war and in peace his political opponent. 

Other Senators will doubtless tell of his distinguished services to 
his State and to the country; of his high qualities and his noble 
nature; of his gracious manner and eageaee presence, which gained 
for him everywhere, in all the walks of life, troops of friends. _I, too, 
sir, would fain dwell on these grateful themes, but others have a 
higher right than myself to do so. Mine is the humbler but not less 
grateful aaty to pay a simple but heartfelt tribute to the memory of 
a friend—one who could always be trusted, and whose conduct was 
uniformly marked by dignity, courtesy, and kindness. His life-long 
friends, his party associates, his comrades in arms, the whole people 
of the State that he loved and served so well, have joined in bewail- 
ing his death and in honoring his memory. They have worthily 
bedecked his tomb with wreaths of immortelles; I bring but a 
single spray of Southern cypress to lay it tenderly and reverently 
on his grave. Peace to his ashes; for of him it may with truth be 
said that throughout his long, varied, and honorable career, 


He bore without reproach 
The grand old name of gentleman. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. To the many brilliant and beautiful tributes 
offered to the memory of Senator BuRNSIDE I beg to add the simple 
offering of my appreciation of some of the leading traits of his charac- 
ter. 

The career of General BURNSIDE exemplifies, I think, in an emi- 
nent degree the life of a warrior who does not admit craft or indirec- 
tion among his weapons. Whetherright or wrong he was one of the 
simplest and most direct of men. Calculation of incidents or conse- 
quences did not seem to enter into the measure of his estimation of 
what it was fit for him to do so far as it regarded its effects upon him- 
self in going forward with any enterprise or measure in hand. If 
what was proposed appeared right according to the standard that 
commended itself to him, he “followed right because right is right, 
in scorn of consequence.” Invective and ridicule in such a case fell 
upon his head without apparently diminishing in the least degree the 
real enthusiasm with which he held fast to and endeavored to advance 
whatever cause he had espoused. I have often thought when I have 
seen him—not educated in the law in its technical and precise charac- 
ter, nor yet largely informed in the wider realms of municipal and 

ublic jurisprudence—stoutly maintain some proposition which but 

‘or the necessary conventionalities of all systems of government and 
all rélations between nations would have been proper, and was, fre- 
quently, in the abstract, how noble must be the character that for 
the sake of what he believes does not hesitate to discard the force 
of precedent and rebel against the mandates of authority. 
or can we, I think, who act our short parts in the great drama of 
es stage on which there can be, humanly speaking, no 
al drop-scene—fail to admit how valuable to the continuing in- 
terests of society are the elements in legislative bodies that resist 
the force of precedent, that have small respect for what has been 
because it has been, that are fettered by no technicalities and that 
feel as free as if the world had just begun. 

The tendency to a blind obedience to forms, to precedents, and to 
methods is thus counterbalanced, just as, reciprocally, the converse 
elements in a legislative body restrain excess in the opposite direc- 
tion. The — and sum of perfect government as we on this 
continent understand it is thus madeup. But this is not the proper 
occasion to enlarge upon these interesting topics. Let me, rather, 
as I join his colleague and successor in mourning his untimely de- 
tg testify to the charming qualities of his private character. I 

ve known him for more than ten years, but not intimately until 
he came to take his place in this great conclave of the representa- 
tives of States. Iam happy to remember that since then I have 
enjoyed frequently his unostentatious but warm-hearted and almost 
exuberant hospitality, and have been often honored with his appa- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





ool 


rently unreserved confidence in respect of many matters of public 
concern with which he had to deal. In our merely social intimacy, 
courtesy, candor, and unfailing kindness of heart were his constant 
characteristics. In relation to his connection with public affairs and 
measures, he received — without vanity or elation and criticism 
without annoyance. Generous and gentle, his very faults seemed to 
attract the sympathy and touch the sensibility of his friends. He has 
left us without warning, not as a deserter, but in obedience to the 
power that dominates both senators and states. May his future be 
as peaceful and happy as his past has been full of the storms of war 
and the vicissitudes and labors of this our life. 


Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I leave to other and more skilled 
hands the task of tracing the distinguished career of AMBROSE E. 
BURNSIDE, as general, governor, and Senator. It is a more pleasing 
duty tome to trace his private and social character as I knew him. 

No man can attain and maintain eminent public positions, State 
or national, inthiscountry, without merit. To assume that he could 
would be to assert that the people are ignorant or corrupt. They are 
neither. They may be deceived foratime, but sooner or later they will 
distinguish the false from the true. Iffalse,the man goesdown. If 
he passes successfully the crucial test of critical public opinion, all 
the combined powers of detraction, envy, hatred, malice, and eorrup- 
tion cannot strike him down. 

BURNSIDE underwent, and especially toward the close of the late 
war, the severest ordeal of criticism—some fair, some foul—and came 
out of the furnace as did the three Hebrews, “‘ upon whose bodies the 
fire had no power.” 

It has been well said by one who knew him more intimately than 
any other man knew him: ‘‘ When victory crowned his efforts, and 
congratulations poured in upon him, his reply was ever the same, 
‘Not to me do these laurels belong, but to others.’ ” 

When dire disaster befell him, he at once telegraphed his Govern- 
ment: ‘‘ The fault was mine ; the entire responsibility of failure must 
rest on my shoulders.” 

Such expressions are the exponents of true manhood. The brave 
and generous people of his adopted State never faltered in their faith 
in BURNSIDE, and emphasized it by calling him by three successive 
elections to be governor soon after the war, and subsequently, by two 
successive elections, to represent her in this Chamber. 

General J. B. Fry, his classmate, and a distinguished officer of the 
Army, in a note to me says: ‘‘ The key to BURNSIDE’s character was 
his big-heartedness and his unfaltering honesty of purpose.” Gen- 
eral John Gibbon, an able and distinguished officer, also in the Army, 
says: ‘‘ His kindness of heart was proverbial, and I doubt if he ever 
in his life enforced any rigid rule of discipline without a feeling of 
regret.” Like testimony comes from all his old Army associates. 
My acquaintance with him began in the spring of 1843, when he came 
to West Point to enter the Military Academy. I was just turning 
into my third-class year, a year his senior in class, although he was 
my senior inage. He was then a well-developed man, with heavy 
beard, wearing it in the form he retained through life. His manner 
was frank, independent, and manly. Honesty was written in every 
feature. He soon became a leading man in his class. In the assign- 
ment of rooms we were a few doors apart, on what old West Point 
men will pleasantly remember as Post No. 8, north barracks, long 
since torn down. [ graduated in 1846 and joined my regiment in 
Monterey, Mexico, in the fall of that year. I met BURNSIDE again, 
after his graduation, in the fall or winter of 1847, in the city of 
Mexico. 

After the Army returned to the United States, I saw no more of 
him until in this city, in the winter of 1852~53, and notagain until 
we met here to enter the Senate, March 5, 1875. We were from our 
entrance into the Senate to his death together on the Committee on 
Education and Labor, for four years on the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and for a time on the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. Our old intimacy was renewed, and on these committees I 
had good opportunity of contrasting the young man I first knew 
with the matured man who has played no inconspicuous part in the 
great battle of life. He wasthe same manly, whole-souled, big-hearted, 
honest man. 

The Military Committee, as all know who have served on it, is one 
of great labor, and many intricate and delicate questions are sub- 
mitted to it. 

BURNSIDE’s acquaintance in the Army was very extensive. His 
relations with many of the old officers were cordial, and yet I never 
knew him to swerve in the report of a case submitted to him a hair’s 
breadth from what he believed the wight of the case. He has fre- 
quently said to me: “‘I am sorry I had to make that report, but how 
could I help it?” 

There is the key, ‘‘ How could I help it?” 

The French say noblesse oblige. In this country, thanks to free gov- 
ernment, we have no hereditary nobility, but we have a nobility far 
above any that earthly title can give—the nobility God impresses 
on an honest man, and that nobility obliged BURNSIDE to doright, as 
he understood the right to be. 

When “‘off duty” he gathered his friends around him for social im- 
tercourse. Themost pleasant nights ofthe few I could spare from d 
in Washington have been under his hospitable roof, where he deli 
to gather his old-time friends without the slightest regard to whether 
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ey had worn the blue or the gray. I have been in these gather- 
a where the only man who het not been at West Point or in Mex- 
ico with BURNSIDE would be his beloved colleague, the senior Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, ] who was always on such 
occasions an honored guest, contributing his full share of valuable 
instruction and interesting anecdote in a kindly, pleasant way. I 
think BURNSIDE would have thought any party at his house incom- 

lete without Senator ANTHONY. Devotion to his friends was a lead- 
ing trait in his character. BURNSIDE and I differed in our political 
creeds, yet it never made the slightest difference in our personal re- 
lations. Among the first of the telegrams I received last winter on 
my re-election was one from him, and not one did I prize more highly. 

I have taken pains to gather incidents of his life illustrative of what 
I have said of his character. This which I shall relate, gathered 
chiefly from the records of the case, is worthy of remembrance. 
Major Julius J. B. Kingsbury, deceased, formerly of the Army, was 
at his death the owner of valuable real estate, principally in Chicago, 
worth about one million dollars. His only children and heirs were 
Mrs. Mary K. Buckner, wife of General 8S. B. Buckner, a distinguished 
and gallant officer of the Confederate Army, and Henry W. Kings- 
bury, 2 promising young officer of the Union Army, who fell mor- 
tally wounded September 17, 1862, at the head of his regiment, the 
Eleventh Connecticut Volunteers, atAntietam. On the 15th of May, 
1861, General Backner and wife, then living at Louisville, Kentucky, 
executed a conveyance, without the knowledge of Henry Kingsbury, 
te him of her interest in the property, of the value at that time of 
about five hundred thousand dollars. At that time Henry was a 
young, unmarriedman. The conveyance was absolute on its face, and 
without Henry’s knowledge was recorded in the registry of deeds in 
Chicago. The first intimation in fact that he had of this deed was 
given to him by General Buckner in this city, July 7, 1861. It was 
accepted by Henry as a sacred trust, as is shown by his reply in the 
conversation referred to. Both knew and felt that the clouds of war 
were gathering thick and fast. They instinctively felt that convic- 
tions would lead them to opposing sides. Absolute confidence was 
felt, and justly so, by each in the other. Young Kingsbury knew 
and felt that life in the midst of war was very uncertain. He felt 
that as an honorable man, clothed with a sacred trust, he should make 
provision to preserve to his sister her property in case of his death, 
and to carry out his purpose wrote, on the 25th of March, 1862, at 
Fortress Monroe, Virginia, what he intended to be a will. In that 
will or paper BURNSIDE was named one of the executors. He had 
the absolute confidence of Henry Kingsbury and also of General Buck- 
ner. He had enjoyed the friendship and confidence of Henry’s father 
in his lifetime and had that of his mother. Henry Kingsbury mar- 
ried after the date of the conversation referred to, and a child and 
heir was born unto him after his death. 

This necessitated the settlement of the question of title to the Chi- 
cago property. Was the deed to be held an absolute conveyance, or 
was it a trust? In the investigation of this intricate and delicate 
question the paper designed to be a will became important, not as a 
will, but as a writing showing the character in which Henry held his 
sister’s interest in the property. 

BURNSIDE, as executor, set to work to find and possess this will or 
paper. On the 12th of June, 1869, he found it in possession of a Mr. 
Hazard in the city of New York. Hazard refused to deliver it up, and 
possession was only obtained ne a contested application before 
the surrogate, about May 1, 1870. tters testamentary were issued 
to BURNSIDE, and on the 9th of the same month the will was ad- 
mitted to probate in Virginia, and an authenticated copy was soon 
after exhibited to the county court of Cook County, in which Chi- 

© is situated, and ordered to record. 

‘he outcome of the litigation that ensued was, that the deed from 
Buckner and wife to Henry W. Kingsbury was adjudged to be a trust, 
and Mrs. Buckner’s property was rightfully restored to her. 

Of young Kingsbury the supreme court of Illinois says: 

The late Henry W. Kingsbury was, as this case shows, not only a trustee of the 
property for his sister, but was an honest trustee. 

What a splendid monument to his memory! Whatan inheritance, 
infinitely beyond riches, to leave to his child, unborn at his death! 

General Buckner, in a note to me in respect to these proceedings, 
speaking of BURNSIDE and his efforts to find, possess, and establish 
the will, says: 

His sole object was to see full justice done between all the parties concerned, 
without partiality or favor to any. He yeseorvad the esteem, I feel assured, of all 
the parties, and certainly preserved the high regard and affection in which I con- 
stantly held him during our was and continued association and friendship. His 
sole desire was to discharge f 7 Oe trust reposed in him by his young friend, 
Henry Kingsbury, but the fact justice and equity were on my side does not 
lessen my feeling of gratitude for his noble conduct. 

This whole case illustrates the scrupulous integrity of the man. 

General Heth, BURNSIDE’s classmate, roommate, and life-long 
friend, relates the following, well worthy of preservation, as illus- 
trative of BuRNsIDE’s sense of honor. The extract is from the paper 
read to his class October 27, 1881: 

During the latter part of President Pierce’s administration, Con 8, desiring to 
encourage and stimulate the invention and ection of breech loadin arms for 
mili! purposes, appropriated to this end $100,000. Stimulated by bea 
= reech-loading oo were patented. Our classmate invented one. en 


chanan’s administration came into power, the Secretary of War decided to 
convene a board of officers representing arms of the service, and informed the 


competitors that the decision of this board would be final. The board met, con- 
sisting of, I believe, thirteen officers, and after a very thorough and careful exami- 
nation, unanimously awarded the prize to our classmate. About a month after 
the adjournment of the board I visited Washington and found BURNSIDE there. 
Iasked' him how he ee ee on. He replied, ‘‘ Badly; there is something 
wrong; but I will know all to-night.” We were occupying the sameroom. After 
mi ht he came in, awoke me, and said: ‘‘Heth, amaruinedman. I metaman 
— t by appointment and he infomed me if I would pay $.000 I could get the 
a ; otherwise not. I at once indignantly refused.” after a moment, he: 
added, ‘‘ there is but one thing I regret, and that is, that I did not fell him to the 
ground.” povlenee Se patent of his gun to his creditors, all that he then pos- 
sessed in the world, he sold his uniform-coat and epaulettes, went to Mlinois, and. 
obtained employment under his friend McClellan. 

At the close of the war, Heth like many Southern men, and espe- 
cially those who like himself had been officers of the Army up to 
the breaking out of the war, was left without employment, with a 
family to support, and bare of means. Finding himself in this con- 
dition he relates the following of General BURNSIDE: 

After the war ended, he at once wrote me a kind and loving letter, requesting me 
to meet him in this city. I came here, went to his hotel, sent up my card, and in 
reply was requested to wait a few minutes ; on reaching his room I found him alone ; 
he atonce bolted the door. A few months before we had been locked in a struggle 
for life or death, upon many bloody battle-tields. For thirty minutes not a word 
was spoken. Your imaginations may, possibly, picture the scene. He was first to 
break the silence. He said, ‘‘ Heth, old fellow, what are your plans?’ I answered, 
Thad formed none. He replied, ‘‘ I have formed them for you. Your father, during 
his life, was a large owner and worker of coal property near Richmond; return to 
Virginia and find some good coal-lands, and let us work them jointly ; when found 
come and see me.” ‘The coal lands were found, and I again met him in New York. 
He said, ‘‘ We will work these lands as equal partners, on one condition, which 
I will presently state. I am now Governor of Rhode Island ; that takes up but lit- 
tle of my time; I am also presidentof the ‘‘ Providence Locomotive Works ;” that 
duty takes up some time, but every spare moment is occupied in superintending 
the building of a railroad in Illinois ; you must take entire charge of this work in 
Virginia, and all that I promise to do is to honor your drafts to any amount you 
may desire to draw for.” During his Senatorial career I was frequently in Wash- 
ington, and his hospitable house was ever my home. The most pleasant sounds 
that reached my ears during these sojourns were the encomiums and praise heaped 
upon him by his political opponents. 

Mr. President, while others have placed before the American peo- 
ple the public career, civil and military, of AMBROSE E. BURNSIDE, 
I have followed the course dictated. by a friendship running through 
thirty-eight years. He was manly and brave, big-hearted, gentle, and 
true. He was noble, because God made him so. That his people 
knew him and loved him was proved at his burial, where Rhode 
Island stood mourning at his grave. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, Senator BURNSIDE was a native 
of Indiana, from which State he entered the Military Academy in the 
= 1842. Since that time he has never resided in our State, but 

is affectionate interest in the place of his birth, and in his relatives 
who continued to reside there, was always manifest. In asking a 
little time to-day, in which to present an unpretentious, but very 
sincere tribute to the memory of Senator BURNSIDE, I am not re- 
sponding merely to a formal duty which might seem to be imposed 
upon me as a representative of the State in which he was born, but 
also to the promptings of a friendship which, though brief, had in it 
the element of endurance, for it was founded on a very high respect 
for his character. 


I shall always count it a pleasant incident of my introduction to: 
the Senate that I wasso placed as to be much in his company during” 
the last session of his service here. His greeting each morning was: 


like a benediction—so much of grace and kindness was there in it. 
In the light of a short intimate acquaintance I find no difficulty in 
understanding the secret of that strong affection which existed be- 
tween General BURNSIDE and all of those who were brought much in 
contact with him, both in military and civil life. 

He was a bold, frank, friendly, generous man. There are men, 
and not a few, who selfishly absorb the lives and achievements of 
others ; who deck themselves with laurels they have not won, and 
strut in pilfered greatness. Such wasnotour friend. He did rever- 
ence to merit and to high achievement wherever he sawit. He ap- 
plauded the heroic acts of others with no half-hearted cheer, nor ever 
admitted to his generous soul the base suggestion that when others. 
were praised the world’s thoughts turned from’him. 

Speaking of the Ninth Army Corps, which General BURNSIDE com- 
manded so long, his biographer says: “ Jealousy, that bane of mili- 
tary life, was unknown.” I can accept this record with implicit. 
faith, for jealousy never found harbor or hiding place in the heart 
of the commanding general. There was no room in that well-lighted 
breast for this black angel. As a subordinate, he never failed to 
yield a quick and loyal obedience to his superior ; nor ever sought to 
justify his own judgment in the council by a hesitating support of 
the plan of battle which his superior had chosen. He was a true 
soldier—one who had not only a master but a cause, into the fellow- 
ship of which he received all who made that cause common. He 
might join in the high rivalry of those who would give most: to this 
sacred cause, or win most honor to the flag; but if he might not be 
first to plant the flag on the enemy’s battlements, he would at least 
be found among those who hailed with cheers both the flag and the 
victor. He never minified the deeds of others to make his own more 
conspicuous. He was no egotist, but always rated himself below the 
value at which others appraised him. The modest way in which 
he often spoke to me of his deficiencies as a contestant in the debates 
of this Chamber, I well remember. These were not the self-depre- 
cating utterances of one seeking flattery. His sincerity was as con- 
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spicuous as his modesty. Nor was his noble soul hurt or embittered 
by the confession that others surpassed him. And here I think, Mr. 
President, we have the secret of that enduring summer which warmed 
the heart and lighted the face of our beloved friend. 

He was a man who kept the shield of his personal honor bright 
and unspotted. Dishonesty, meanness, subterfuge, deception roused 
his nature into flame, and always received his unstinted denunciation. 
He was not content to disapprove of wrong ; he assailedit. All who 
knew him have witnessed how his soul kindled and his words grew 
hot at any recital of oppression or injustice. 

He was a man of great purity and delicacy of feelings. Coarseness 
and vulgarity seemed peculiarly offensive to him. He wasalwaysa 
refined and courtly gentleman, full of sweet sympathies and kindly 
deeds. 

At the wide fireside of BURNSIDE’s heart many guests have received 
warmth and light ; and coming again, after years of separation, have 
found that no old friend was ever crowded out of that hospitable soul. 

Humble men and common interests had his sympathies. Several 
times, as he opened his mail at his desk, he has turned to read aloud 
to me the letters of the farmer who had in charge the little farm at 
Bristol. The news of the herd and the dairy, couched in homely 
phrase, seemed greatly to please him, and the kindly words he spoke 
of those who had these small interests in charge opened to me a 
pleasant glimpse of a happy home. <i sti haa ta 

The duty of bringing to our memory to-day the striking incidents 
in the honorable life of Senator BURNSIDE belongs to the Senators 
from Rhode Island, and I would not intrude uponit. J have alluded 
to some of those traits of the deceased which were so conspicuous as 
to be easily marked by every one who knew him. Beneath these 
outcroppings of a great heart and life there were doubtless beds of 
gold which time and intimacy only could reveal. The senior Sena- 
tor of this body, the colleague and close friend of the deceased, has 
done tenderly and eloquently this last office of an affection which 
even the youngest of us had time to notice and admire. 

But I will be excused, I am sure, if I allude to a few incidents in 
the life of General BURNSIDE which seem to me to illustrate the ob- 
servations of his character made during the few months of our close 
acquaintance here. 

When the civil war broke out he had already achieved honorable 
promotion in the service of one of the great railroad corporations of 
the West. Before him the avenues of wealth and honorable dis- 
tinction in civil life opened alluringly. But when the call of his 
country came the enticements steeaies and ease did not for a moment 
enthrall his patriotic spirit. Suddenly inquired of by wire when he 
could take command of the First Rhode Island Regiment, his answer 
was, ‘‘At once.” And from that April day till peace came again to 
a restored country he gave his time, his heart, his life to the nation’s 
service with an unselfish patriotism that was never excelled. He had 
no days of sulking, but was always ready for any honorable service 
to which a soldier might be called. We may truthfully say of him 
what, in orders to his corps after Antietam, he said of the commander 
of its third division, (General Rodman, ) who fellin that fight: ‘He 
has left a bright example of unselfish patriotism, undimmed by one 
thought of self. : 

The command of the Army of the Potomac did not come to him as 
the result of ambitious self-seeking. He had loyally supported those 
who preceded him in this responsible trust. In addressing General 
Halleck after his appointment he said: “‘ Had I keen asked to take 
it I should have ceeeed but being ordered, I cheerfully obey.” 
Most bitterly did this modest soldier feel the jealousy which his ap- 
pointment developed inhis army. Thisis not the place to one 
the praise or blame of Fredericksburgh. But against the backgroun1 
of that bloody repulse some of the noblest traits of General BuRN- 
SIDE are made conspicuous. He did not indulge in whimpering com- 
plaints of others, but, with a courage higher than that of battle, as- 
sumed, the just responsibility of the fight he had ordered. 

The press of the country severely criticised the overburdened 
President, and charged that he had forced BURNSIDE to fight against 
his judgment. Mr. Raymond, the veteran editor of the New York 
Times, who was at the headquarters of the army shortly after the 
battle of Fredericksburgh, tells us that the President was greatly de- 
pressed by these charges, and that BURNSIDE, hearing of it, said: 
‘Mr, President, I will at once relieve you on that score. I will not 
allow any one to suffer for acts the entire responsibility of which 
belongs to me.” This purpose he nobly fulfilled in his weer. 

When he was relieved from the command of the army he said to 
the President: ‘‘ Neither you nor General Hooker will be a happier 
man than myself if he shall gain a victory on the Rappahannock ;” 
and in his report of the movements of the army while under his com- 
mand, written long afterwards, he said: ‘‘I am not disposed to com- 
plain of my lack of success in the exercise of the command, and in 
view of the glorious results which have since attended the move- 
ments of that gallant army, I am quite willing to believe that my 
removal was for the best.’ 7 

If unfriendly criticism shall deny to him some of the qualities of 
the perfect military leader, only base souls will refuse to do rever- 
ence to the nobility of his character. The black setting of disaster 
oaly makes these gems of the spirit shine more lustrously. But we 
must not forget that Fredericksburgh was not BURNSIDE’s only fight. 
Inthe campaign on the Carolina coast, at Antietam, and in East 





Tennessee he gave high proof of most conspicuous ability as a com- 
mander. 

When we opens last spring there was no token of the near ap- 
proach ofdeath. He seemed to be in the perfection of physical health. 
Once afterward I saw him in Indiana, and as he rode with me that 
quiet summer evening, I little thought I should see him nomore in life. 
We talked of the time when we should assemble here again. But, 
alas! when I came, not my friend but the emblems of death were 
beside me. His death was sudden, and yet there was not denied 
him a brief time in which to adjust the draperies of his gentle and 
reverent spirit ere he stepped into the presence of the Great King. 

Mr. President, in the death of General BURNSIDE we have lost one- 
who never denied his country or his friend ; one whose name was 
never tainted by the flavor of a mean or corrupt act; one who filled 
usefully high and exacting public trusts; one whose spirit was never 
soured by disappointment or poisoned by envy; one who could be: 
glad if upon the background of his own disaster another might dis- 
play a triumph for the cause he loved; one who was always a dis- 
penser of hope and gladness. Surely these are traits which we must 
not only admire but covet for ourselves. And asour thoughts bring 
to the resurrection these qualities of our friend, and clothe them with 
a beauty to the expression of which our words are inadequate, may 
we not hope that the white-winged throng will find new life in living 
hearts? 

To the State of his adoption, where his active life was spent, I 
bring to-day a sorrowful greeting from the State of his nativity. 
Indiana mourns a son whose high career she fellowed with affection. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, whatever of pleasure there can be 
in rendering homage to the illustrious dead I feel when I unite in 
these honors to the memory of General BURNSIDE. His great nature 
has left an impression with me which I regret I have no words to 
express. In many respects his was an extraordinary character. 
In the memorable “Oration on the Manilian Law,” the immortal 
Roman assigns to Pompey the ‘‘first place” among his countrymen 
for his gentleness to conquered Asia: Sed ne vestigium quidem cuiquam 
pacato nocuisse dicatur. And the same orator, in the beautiful ‘‘Ap- 
peal for Marcellus,” adjudges Cesar ‘‘very like a God” because of 
his magnanimity to his prostrate personal and political enemies. 
The conqueror of the world was greatest when he had conquered his 
own passions, Hodierno vero die te ipsum vicisti. At the end of nine- 
teen hundred years we realize in an American citizen the combina- 
tion of the supreme excellences which the illustrious orator claimed 
for his two most distinguished countrymen. On the shield of BuURN- 
SIDE are united the moderation of Pompey and the magnanimity of 
Cesar. On the death of Pompey as on the fall of Cesar Rome was 
divided in her emotions. One party was convulsed with deep grief 
and the cypemien faction was elated with maddening joy. On the 
death of BURNSIDE all hearts are touched with grief. The union of 
sorrow is as broad as the union of the country—deep, sincere, and 
just. The chord that binds patriots, friends, society, homes together 

as received a shock, and the sympathy of the good everywhere 
responds in sadness for the common bereavement. 
eneral BURNSIDE had not a great intellect; but he had what is 
better, a great heart. He was not a genius; he was not an orator ; 
he was not a great general; he was not a great scholar; he was not 
a great philosopher; but he was more—he was a philanthropist; he 
was a patriot; he was a hero; he wasa goodman. His virtues were 
his strength; his was not mental power, it was moral force; his was 
not the lightning from heaven, nor rays of light from the sun, but it 
was the warmth of the earth making all things cheerful. I regard 
his example as one on which the eyes of the young men of the coun- 
try should be fixed. It is an example for study. Let us contem- 
plate it foramoment. Without wealth, without illustrious descent, 
without the favor of the great, without striking mental endowment, 
and without extraordinary good fortune he attained distinguished 
eminence both in war and peace. He commanded the armies of his: 
country, and he was an American Senator. He was loved and hon- 
ored at home, distinguished in foreign lands, and leaves an illustri- 
ous name in history. To what was his success due? I have often 
thought of this question. In my opinion, and in that judgment I 
think his best friends will unite, his distinction was due to his great 
moral qualities and to them alone. His virtues made him great. 
As his integrity, his courage, his fortitude, his industry, his devo- 
tion, his unselfishness, his charity were great, so was his character 
great, so was his life great. The virtues are the forces and powers: 
in life. The want of virtue with the greatest ability made on, 
the greatest of mankind, the most infamous; the possession of great 
virtues without great ability made BURNSIDE, the good man, famous. 
Napoleon’s genius could not have retrieved the disaster to the Union 
army at Fredericksburgh; but the candor, the chivalry, the honor, 
the sacrifice of BURNSIDE in his defeat shed a halo on that bloody 
sunset as pure and as bright as the December snow that glittered on 
those immortal hills. 

His colleague, the venerated Senator from Rhode Island, in most 
eloquent and tender words has. embalmed to-day, as in a precious: 
casket, in the annalsof the Senate, the services, the character, and the 
fame of General BuRNsIDE. I do not know who was the more for- 
tunate, the living friend in his subject or the dead friend in his eulo- 
gist. The picture, ’tis true, was not Alexander painted by Apelles. 
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but it was a “‘combination and a form indeed” of the noblest vir- 
tues reflected from the mirror of the purest affections. Every jewel 
sparkled in its own light, but every jewel was polished and set by a 
master and loving hand. ‘ ; 

The Senator from South Carolina, justly representing the senti- 
ment ofthe Southern people, has brought here and planted around 
the tomb of the brave New Englander not alone the willows but the 
evergreen laurels of his own beloved land; and with a soldier’s sym- 
pathy he has done more, he has held up the sword of his former ad- 
versary in the light of the dazzling sun for the admiration of the 
world and posterity, and it was so oa that I almost thought it 
was his own stainless and glorious blade. 

But, Mr. President, there was a tie between the dead Senator and 
myself, springing from the sword but better than the sword, which 
I should wrong him not to mention. You know that the Senator as 
a general in the Union Army came in the early part of the civil war 
to the shores of North Carolina, and there, with his gallant comrades, 
achieved the victories of Hatteras, Roanoke Island, and New Berne, 
over the notless gallantSouthern troops. These were among the first 
successes of the Union arms. Sir, I have seen many of the brave sol- 
diers who met and were captured by General BURNSIDE in these en- 
gagements, and it is due to history that I should declare here that 
there is not one of those gallant men who has not borne willing testi- 
mony to his courage, his kindness, andhismagnanimity. I havenever 
seen one soldier captured by General BURNSIDE as a prisoner of war 
who did not speak of him with friendly, if not brotherly, affection. 
But thisis not all. Irecognized here in this chamber a sentiment of 
General BURNSIDE than which history with all its examples of splen- 
dor furnishes nothing grander or brighter. I speak not of what he 
conceived to be his duty to his party. On that ground I shall not 
tread. But in all else, in all of my association with him on this floor, 
he never failed on any occasion to render to North Carolina and her 
people any and every service in his power. That State seemed en- 
deared and sacred tohim. As he had stricken her in war, so in peace 
he felt it his duty to befriend her. I never mentioned her name or 
her people to him but his heart opened as to a talisman. His friend- 
ship for her was deep, constant, and fervid. Her fame, her interests, 
her future were objects of his care. Her soldiers especially were 
dear to him. He loved the living, he almost hallowed the dead. 
What an honorable, beautiful, heroic sentiment! The knightly 
thought of a christian soldier. The picture of Achilles in his tent as 
he wept and fasted over the dead body of Patroclus, his friend, has 
touched the heart for forty centuries, but here was Achilles paying 
honor to the memory of Hector and offering his ships to Andromache 
and the children of Priam. 

From every. breast in the broad limits of North Carolina I send 
this day to the people of Rhode Island a message of sympathy and 
affection. At the grave of BURNSIDE North Carolina stands by her 
sister Rhode Island with clasped hands and mingles her tears in the 
urn of the patriot and soldier who struck her the hardest blows in 
battle, but who opened to her the warmest heart in peace. From 
no point in the great Republic will a deeper song of sorrow ascend 
to the worth and memory of General BURNSIDE than the wail which 
comes from the storm-rent bosom of Hatteras. On those wasted 
shores and those fierce waters, in the solitudes by the sea, are still 
heard the echoes of his cannon, the beat of his drums, the neigh of 
his steeds, but above the troubled waves the voice is heard, the form 
is seen of a patriot, a countryman, a friend. Dark and fierce and 
terrible as those waters are when the tempest rages, thank God, 
when the storm has passed they reflect nothing but the peace of the 
sun and the heavens. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, little remains to be said by me 
e<oncerning our beloved friend beyond expressing my grateful and 
hearty concurrence in what has already been set forth. 

He had long under his command in the Ninth Corps twenty-six 
regiments and eight batteries from New England, including five regi- 
ments from my own State. When his noble form has come in sight 
of the survivors upon festival days and at their frequent reunions, 
the unmeasured roar of their greeting was good to hear. I wish I 
could make clear to the Senate the love they bear him and the sorrow 
they felt when he sosuddenly departed. He deserved it. He abounded 
in the qualities that win such affection. 

On Monday the 15th of April, 1861, sitting in his office in the city 
of New York, he received a telegram from Governor Sprague asking 
how soon he could come to Rhode Island and take command of the 
First Regiment. He answered simply: “At once;” and reported the 
next morning in Providence. 

His patriotism was unbounded. His courage was perfect and his 
temper high. He was generous to friend and foe. He was profoundly 
a in the presence of distress. He was prompt, simple, and 
frank as a child in confessing a fault and making amends; ready on 
the instant to assume all blame to nimself and distribute all honor 
to others. His knightly example of unhesitating loyalty and total 
abnegation of self carried comfort and strength to others. In high or 
low command, or with no command at all, he was the eager, obedient 
—— of the Republic, asking for nothing but that he might not be 

eft idle. 

After the battle of Fredericksburgh, in December, 1862, sostrong a 
hold hai he upon the public regard, that doubt began to be expressed 


JANUARY 23, 


whether he had not been led to fight against his better judgment, 
and whether the authorities at Washington were not responsible for 
the battle itself as well as the failure. He straightway wrote to 
General Halleck, without a shadow of criticism for any person what- 
ever, setting forth his reasons for moving earlier than was antici- 
pated by the President and Secretary of War, and at a point other 
than one he had previously indicated, thanking the Government for 
the support and confidence he had received, and declaring: ‘‘ For 
the failure in the attack I am responsible, as the extreme gallantry, 
courage, and endurance shown by the army were never exceeded and 
would have carried the points had it been possible.” The letter was 
published throughout the country, whereupon the defeated general 
won a place in the affections of the people which triumphant victors 
might have envied, and from which none of the contingencies of war 
or peace could ever have dislodged him 

He was a soldier and a gentleman. Truth-teller and truth-lover, 
‘‘Whatever record leaps to life, he never shall be shamed.” 

No more in soldier-fashion will he greet, 
With lifted hand, the gazer in the street. 

He sleeps his last sleep, or rather he is awake forever. 

say, with Abou Ben Adhem, to the angel cheerily : 
I pray thee, then, 
Write me as one who loved his fellow-men. 

And we believe that he has been shown by the angel that his name 
is among those whom love of God has blessed. We lament him; we 
sorely lament him; but let us say as Cicero said of his friend Scipio: 
‘No evil has happened to him; if to any, it has happened to us who 
have lost him. But to be too greatly pense by our own loss is the 
part of one loving, not his friend, but himself.” 


He could 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, it is needless for me to 
say that occasions like this are too often regarded as requiring little 
more than the dry, formal, and, if I may say it, heartless expressions of 
commendation of those who speak more from a sense of public duty 
than a love of the deceased. Every man who dies in his place in the 
Senate must have something said about him, and as no one will ever 
be found to express anything but praise on such occasions, it has been 
accepted as a trueism that no man ever died in the Senate who was 
not entitled to his share of Senatorial commentation. How often 
has it been noted here that the political adversary who, in the life 
time of his antagonist, could find in him nothing to admire or praise, 
after death had ended his career was found disclosing to the coun- 
try in luminous sentences the varied virtues and talents which dis- 
tinguished the deceased. I rejoice, Mr. President, if such a word is 
at all permissible on such an occasion, that Iam able to say over 
the ashes of our departed friend, what it was often my pleasure to 
say when he was living; that in all the best qualities of manhood, 
in heart and generous feeling, in unsullied integrity, in gentleness 
and courage, in conscientious devotion to duty, in true patriotism,. 
in fidelity to friendship, in contempt of everything low and ignoble, 
in appreciation of all that was high and honorable, in charity and 
love for his species, in all the boundless resources of a at manly 
heart, Senator BURNSIDE has left no superior behind him in this 
Chamber. In order todo justice to this distinguished man it is only 
necessary to portray his true character. He made no pretensions as 
a master of oratory. He aimed at no distinction for sharpness in 
debate. He never, within my recollection, attempted any display 
on this floor. The plainness and pointedness of his speech was in 
keeping with the openness and candor of his heart, the honesty of 
whose purposes required no richness of vocabulary to relieve it from 
the suspicion of insincerity. 

Kind nature, in the bestowal of her gifts, both to animals and men, 
has ever regarded the wants which their imperfections created. 
The lion is not gifted with the activity of the deer, but he is armed 
with a power as well adapted to his protection as the fleetness of the 
other. The plain, open, unsuspecting heart needs not the polished 
phrase of oratory to give effect to its convictions. The man whose 
character is a beacon-light of truth, honor, and integrity will be felt 
in the simplest speech, while the artful and cunning deceiver re- 
quires allthe best power of expression to enable him to convince the 
world of the honesty of his purposes and the integrity of his principles. 

Need I appeal to the Senate to verify this assertion? When our 
departed friend rose in this Chamber, who, even among his political 
adversaries, ever for a moment questioned the truth and sincerity of 
his statements? All felt that whatever might be the weight of his 
argument, it was the emanation of a mind honestly impressed and 
free from every taint ofdeception orinsincerity. Well doI remember 
when, during the extra session, he rose in his seat and rebuked this 
side of the Chamber for what he called our wantof dignity in resort- 
ing to dilatory motions ; and when reminded by my friend from Ken- 
tucky that, on a previous occasion, he was himself an obstructionist 
by retiring to the cloak room to avoid a vote, without the slightest 
hesitation or effort at prevarication, he admitted his ae 
and said if God would forgive him he never would do so again. - 
though he took his place in the Republican ranks, and was a true 

arty man, still all could: see that he was at times too broad and 
iberal, too and kind, too great a lover of his country and his 
fellow-man to follow any party beyond the bounds of charity, justice, 
and right. While he was one of those who had drawn his sword fr 
his Government when force was to be met with force, yet every 
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one knew that his countrymen of the South, in the days of sorrow 
and misfortune, received nothing but kindness and generosity at his 
hands. In his intercourse here with men of all parties and from all 
sections his conduct was always that of a kind, conciliatory spirit, 

ever considerate of the feelings and honor of others, while he was 
always watchful and jealous of hisown. No man was too humble or 
lowly to be below his consideration and kindness, and noman wasso 
high as to be above his contempt and scorn when his conduct merited 
hisreproach. Hecombined the tendernessand gentleness of a woman 
with the lofty courage, the high bearing, and stern demeanor of a 
Roman senator. And while his great heart would melt with charity 
for the sufferings of his fellow-man, when the occasion which moved 
him had passed away, he could resume his place here withimmovable 
firmness and decision, and exact every formal right that was due to the 
dignity of his position. In his intercourse with his brother Senators 
no man knew better than he did where to draw the line between over- 
strained dignity and haughtiness and vulgar familiarity which often 
destroysthe charm of social life. While never forgetting that he was 
a Senator and a gentleman, he made it easy for all to approach him 
and converse with him, and if the sternness ef integrity repelled 
those only whose motives and purposes were bad, his warm heart and 
sympathetic nature gave a sure passport to his presence to all who 
in any way were deserving of recognition. I have not taken the 
pains to trace this noble man through all the eventful scenes and 
changes of his life. The occasion would not permitit. Ihave heard 
he was of lowly origin and, like thousands of others in this great land, 
owed his fame and fortune, not to a line of illustrious ancestors, but 

to his own honest exertions and character. Never shall I forget the 
impression made upon my mind the day I followed his remains to the 
grave. It seemed that every inhabitant, high and low, of that State 
he loved and served so well thronged the public highways to pay 
homage to his memory and manifest their grief. The aspect of mourn- 
ing was neither stately, cold, nor formal. In each face could be seen 
the sure indications of genuine sorrow, and such was the estimate in 
which he was held that thousands who had never seen him while 
living lamented his departure as that of a father or bosom friend. 

Great, indeed, must that man be, who, when elevated above his fel- 
low-men and known only to them through his public conduct, im- 
presses the public heart with nothing but sentiments of the warmest 
loveanddevotion. Ihave known greater debaters and logicians than 
Senator BURNSIDE, men who could magnetize Senates by the power 
of speech and stir the passions of the masses at their eee I 
have seen them after the effect of their eloquence had passed away 
cold and uninspiring, giving out no moral light, and pointed to as 
brilliant meteors which illumine and enlighten from afar, but which 
cannot be approached in safety in consequence of the contagion of 
their fiery, life-consuming presence. Not so with him we mourn to- 
day. His high moral bearing was always the same, and whether in 
the Senate Chamber or the walks of private life he was pointed to as 
the same uniform and lofty character whose beauties and goodness 
were always clearer and brighter the nearer we approached them, 
infusing warmth, life, and hope into all who surveyed them. Cut 
down in the prime of his manhood by the unheralded hand of death, 
it is not for us to question the wisdom or goodness of the Almighty 

by complaining of Hisdecree. The shortness of the time which must 
necessarily intervene between our late brother's departure to the 
realms of immortality and our own will never be perceived on the rec- 
ords of eternity. In the course of nature, stern and inevitable, we 
must follow him, and should it be the fate of any of us to be called 
upon to meet death without warning or premonition as he was, let us 
hope that we will be as well prepared to bear the scrutiny and re- 
ceive the judgment of an all-wise and all-seeing Judge as AMBROSE 
E. BURNSIDE. 


Mr. HALE. It would not be fitting for me, in the little time which 
I shall take, to attempt to speak of the public life and services of 
General Burnsive. I[ could add nothing to Senator ANTHONY'’s por- 
trayal. 

But, since General BURNSIDE came into the Senate, it has been my 
good fortune to know him well and to see much of him, and I desire to 
say a few words in token of the regard which I felt for him living, 
and the tender memory which I bear for him now that he is gone. 

That memory recalls him as a man who, out of years of activity 
and sometimes of awful conflict, broughta nature of exceeding purity 
and sweetness. 

His education was a military one. Inhis youth he took part inthe 
war of conquest which the Republic waged against Mexico. 

His active participation in our last and greatest of wars is a part 
of the history of the country. 

He was brought face to face with suffering and pain and death, 
and must have learned to look upon these as every-day incidents. 
He beheld, as a near spectator, the most tremendous European con- 
flict of the century. But war never roughened nor hardened him. 

Some of us who never knew him until the long ease, which peace 
brings after war, had set in found him intrepid and fearless, it is true, 
as Bunyan’s Great-heart, but magnanimous, gentle, and tender as 
the blameless king, the head of the Round Table. Nor did changed 
fortune or hard fate have power to warp his spirit. 

In the great war of the rebellion he commanded our first happy and 
successful expedition, and later his name was associated with an 


army corps whose fortunes he led, sometimes to the heights of vic- 
tory, sometimes into the sad valley of defeat. His command of our 
greatest army was not fortunate, and the fact that it was imposed 
on_ him with no willing consent on his part, and that events com- 
pelled him to lay it down after a great disaster, might have embit- 
tered a less generous nature. 

In General BuRNsIDE’s heart no room was ever found for bitter- 
ness, or jealousy, orenvy. ‘An unexhausted kindliness glowed like 
daily sunrise there.” 

Side by side with this softer part of character his “strength of 
spirit” always asserted itself, and made him the most manly and 
fearless of men. 

Time and again I have seen him endure a test more to be dreaded 
by a sensitive nature than the facing of armed men or the fire of con- 
verging batteries, the standing alone and maintaining the cause of 
an absent and unpopular friend when clamorous voices told him too 
plainly how absolutely he was alone. 

On such a field General BURNSIDE would not even draw off into 
the refuge of silence. 

He was a friend worth having ; and it will be long before men will 
cease to sigh or women to weep because they “ go their ways with- 
out him.” 

Standing here in the place which he left vacant, I realize how 
much better we should be if he were still a moving, living form 
among us, how great was our loss in his removal. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, other Senators, better qualified by 
long and familiar association during years of common service here, 
or of common peril in the field, have faithfully told the story of Gen- 
eral BURNSIDE’s life and public services. I cannot hope to add 
anything to their graceful words of eulogy and eloquent tributes of 
affection, and I should not venture to detain the Senate beyond a 
simple declaration of concurrence in their kindly expressions if the 
obligations of my position did not require that I should confirm the 
testimony so feelingly and beautifully given by my colleague of the 
estimation in which Senator BURNSIDE was held by the people of my 
native State. No man stood higher in the regard of the people of 
Rhode Island, and the loss of none in all her history has been so 
universally mourned. His sudden death touched our hearts with sad- 
ness and sorrow at atime when all were watching with anxious solici- 
tude at the bedside of our dying Chief Magistrate. 

The dark shadows of impending calamity which then filled every 
household in the land with gloom deepened the grief which over- 
whelmed our people when the announcement was made that their 
neighbor had been stricken down. He had been the trusted and 
familiar friend of all classes, and all felt that they had suffered in 
his death an irreparable loss. There was something phenomenal in 
the attachment of our entire community to Genuar URNSIDE. It 
was the affection of a people, proud of their history and traditions, 
clinging with peculiar tenacity to their conservative institutions, 
slow to change or to give their confidence, for a man who came to 
them in mature years a stranger from a distant State. To this son 
of Indiana, who left behind him the unequaled opportunities for 
development and the broad fields of usefulness and power of the great 
West and boldly stemmed the tide of emigration to enter in New 
England lists already crowded with competitors, they gave abun- 
dant evidences of their confidence and freely accorded their highest 
political honors. No man can say that these distinctions were not 

airly won by honorable service. 

It is not necessary that I should recall the familiar facts of his 
eventfulcareer. As a brave, faithful and efficient soldier, he deserved 
the gratitude of his countrymen for his important services. It may 
not be possible for his contemporaries to assign to him the place he 
will occupy in history asa military commander, but we can say with 
confidence that no man entered our great conflict with a nobler pur- 

ose, or was actuated at all times by a more devoted patriotism, or 

ad a keener ener of the importance of the duties he was 
called upon to discharge. The brightness of his military record was 
never tarnished by exhibitions of petty jealousy, or by unseemly strife 
for personal peepee He had courage, aresolute, steadfast determi- 
nation which was superior to all obstacles, and an unwavering faith 
in the justice of his cause. His familiarity with the personnel of his 
command and his painstaking care over everything which would con- 
tribute to their convenience and comfort, kept them at all times in 
sympathy with their commander and his purposes. He never com- 
rieined of any injustice or neglect, but was always ready to serve 
whenever and wherever he was ordered. It has been well said by one 
who knew him well, that he “was never discouraged by disaster or 
soured by asense of injury.” He never sought to evade the full meas- 
ure of accountability for his acts and opinions, and his exceptional 
magnanimity often led him to assume the responsibility for failures 
and faults properly chargeable to others. 

We find his characteristic honesty of purpose and devotion to duty 
manifested in hislifeatthe Capital. Hedid notlook — his position 
here as an honor to be lightly worn, but as a great public trust, with 
gTave responsibilities. He was ambitious to be a useful servant of 
the people who had honored him with a seat in the Senate and was 
always ready to respond to demands made upon him by his constitu- 
ents, no matter how exacting they might be. His conclusions as to 
the line of public duty to be followed were reached not as the result 
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of profound study, but by accepting the pocmatings of his own gener- 
ous and manly nature, and these seemed to lead him instinctively to 
correct decisions. nie - 

We may not claim for him great genius or brilliant achievements 
as a soldier or statesman. He had neither the arrogant pretensions, 
the impracticable theories, nor the infirmities of temper which are 
sometimes accepted as the evidences of genius, but he had an intel- 
ligent comprehension of the important duties of American citizen- 
ship and a sincere desire and honest intention to advance the inter- 
ests and improve the condition of his fellow-countrymen. No man 
ever dared to attempt to influence or control his action by appeals to 
purely selfish motives. He was always sanguine of the success of 
any cause which he advocated, us he believed in the ultimate su- 
premacy of moral forces and the final triumph of right. 

In emergencies, and whenever uncertain of methods or results, he 
confidently asked for Divine guidance, with the firmest belief in the 
efficacy of earnest prayer. His unaffected simplicity of manner, his 
kindness of heart, and his spirit of broad, catholic charity for the 
unfortunate and the suffering endeared him to all. 

I should do an injustice to the general’s memory if I should fail to 
allude to his attractive social qualities. These were best understood 
and appreciated by the wide circle of friends who were permitted to 
enjoy the delightful companionship of his home, with its warmth of 
welcome and genial intercourse and with its bountiful and gracious 
hospitality ; but a much wider circle will remember the cordial grasp 
of the hand, and the kind words with which he invariably greeted 
those with whom he was brought in contact. 

The hour dedicated to the memory and worth of our dear friend, 
who was so recently full of vitality and hope, and now has left the 
scenes of his earthly pleasures and friendships forever, is drawing to 
a close, and as we speak the final words we realize how powerless 
is human agency to mitigate our sorrow. 

We may “hereafter find much consolation in contemplating the 
record made to-day of his useful and honorable life. That his good 
name and example will be cherished by those who knew him best is 
amply attested by many instances of their devotion to his memory. 
On the day preceding his funeral half of our population crowded 
through the portals of the City Hall in Providence, with bowed heads 
and tearful eyes, to look for the last time on his familiar features. 
His own loved and trusted veterans, the bravest and best of Rhode 
Island’s sons, who tenderly guarded his mortal remains from the 
hour of his death until the earth closed over them, have taken steps 
to have his manly presence reprodnced in enduring bronze to adorn 
the busy streets of our principal city. He was lovingly borne, with 
imposing honors, to his last resting-place by the State of his adop- 
tion, who now proudly claims his fame and his ashes as her own. 

I move the adoption of the pending resolutions. 


























































































































The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions presented by the senior Senator from Rhode Island, 
(Mr. ANTHONY. ] 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously ; and (at two o’clock 
and twenty-one minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 















































HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 23, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 


EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce for immediate consideration the following resolution—— 
, ..The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Thursday next, January 26, at 5 p.m., the House take a re- 
cess until 7.30 p. m., and that the eve: session shall be devoted to general debate 
only, no other business to be transacted. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What is the object of the resolution ? 
Mr. ANDERSON. The object is to permit members to present to 
the House such facts and views-as they may desire to submit upon 
questions pending before the committees or other matters in which 
Congress may be interested. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Is it intended to provide for general dis- 
cussion ? 
Mr. ANDERSON. Yes; general debate on any matters that mem- 
bers may select. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Has the gentleman from Kansas any spe- 
cific subject that he desires to present? 
Mr. ‘ANDERSON, I have one. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection. I would like very 
much to hear the gentleman frem Kansas. 
ant SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 
ion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 































































































































































































RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 23, 


HOSPITAL RECORDS, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask consent, Mr. Speaker, at this time to offer a 
resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department be au- 
thorized to ascertain what, if any, measures can be employed to facilitate the obtain- 
ing of copies of the hospital records in the Surgeon-General’s office for the use of 
the Pension Bureau and to lessen expenses in the Surgeon-General’s office. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the War Department. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iask unanimous consent to submit at this time a 
brief statement in connection with this subject, and also to have 
printed in the RECORD some forms or blanks to accompany the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio ? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the hospital records now in the Sur- 
geon-General’s Office (Army) are about 16,000 volumes, and a mass 
of bed cards, hospital reports, reports of casualties in battle, hospital 
muster-rolls, &c., and include registers, prescription books, case 
books, and order and letter books of regimental, division, corps, field 
and general hospitals and hospital transports. To this mass of rec- 
ords no index has ever been made, though some of the registers have 
an index to each volume. These records are arranged in divisions 
by Army corps, States, and Territories, and each division has a so- 
called index, which is merely a list or kind of catalogue of the rec- 
ords in that division. 

The main part of the work of this division of the Surgeon-Gene- 
ral’s Office, as now managed, is not the making of the transcripts 
called for by the Pension and Adjutant-General’s Office, but is search- 
ing to ascertain what—if anything in any case—there is to be tran- 
scribed, and in this search the only guide is the usually inaccurate 
statement of the claimant. In nearly three-fourths of the cases in 
which this guide is lacking—as in the cases of insane soldiers—no 
hospital record is foand. 

The mode of procedure is as follows: the letter of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions or Adjutant-General asking for a transcript of a 
soldier’s hospital record is put into the hands of a clerk, who is called 
a “briefer,” who makes a “‘ brief,” which goes to another clerk, called 
a “searcher,” who goes page by page through the records of the hos- 
pale in which the claimant alleges he was treated, and such other 

ospitals as the searcher guesses the claimant might have been in, 
and reports what he finds on one or more of the accompanying blanks 
marked 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, with a statement of what he does not find 
and of records of hospitals named which are not on file on the blank 
marked 7. In this search, the searcher is somewhat assisted by a 
“transfer book,” containing dates of transfers from one hospital to 
another, and by a “‘ compendium,” containing names and locations of 
hospitals, with dates of the opening and closing of them. 

The searcher’s report goes to another clerk called an “ examiner,” 
and if the search appears to him not sufficient to make the report 
pass muster in the Pension Office, or if the report is not in the pre- 
cise form prescribed, he returns the report to the searcher for further 
search and an amended report, after which the case is returned to 
the examiner, and if the examiner now thinks the report will possibly 
pass, it goes to another Merk called a “researcher,” who goes over 
the records searched by the searcher to verify his report, and searches 
such other records as he may guess might furnish additional evi- 
dence. If he finds the searcher’s reports correct he signs them, and 
reports any additional evidence he may have found; or if he finds 
any of the searcher’s reports incorrect, he makes a new report, and 
the case is again returned to the examiner, and if the researcher 
has made any additional am or any corrections of the searcher’s 
report, the case is sent back to the searcher to verify the researcher’s 
reports and sign his slips, and the case is again returned to the 
examiner, who, if he has now any doubt of the sufficiency of the 
report sends the case toyet another clerk, called a “third searcher,” 
who goes over the records already searched and such other records 
ashe may guess may furnish “ additional evidence.” If he finds 
the former reports correct he signs them, and reports any additional 
evidence he may have found, aa the case goes again to the examiner. 
If the third searcher has made any additional report the case goes 
again to the searcher and researcher, and back again to the exam- 
iner. If the examiner is now satisfied with the several reports, the 
case is sent to yet another clerk, called an “ indorser,” who, if he 
thinks the search sufficient and the reports properly made, indorses 
the case, and it goes to yet another clerk, who writes the reply to the 
letter of the Commissioner of Pensions or Adjutant-General. But if 
the indorser thinks something additional might be found, or if the 
reports are not quite in prescribed form, the case goes again to the 
examiner, the searcher, the researcher, the third searcher, and back 
again to the examiner and indorser. All this usuall uires from. 
ten days’ to two weeks’ time, and involvesso much handling of the 
records that they are being rapidly worn out and destroyed. It has 
already been necessary to copy many registers, and in the copies are 
many pages partly blank bearing the statement that the blank part 
of the page is lost from the original. There are always a large num- 
ber of volumes at the bindery rebinding, and several clerks are con- 
stantly employed in patching the torn leaves of others. 
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The Surgeon-General’s Office does not in any case pretend to say 
that it has furnished a transcript of all the records on file pertain- 
ing to that case, for the reason that it has under its present mode of 
doing business no means of knowing whether it has or has not fur- 
nished a transcript of all such records. And it often happens that 
cases are returned from the Pension Office for further search, and 
that additional evidence is found, and in some cases have been re- 
turned from the Pension Office for further search four times. In many 
cases in which no record is found it requires more time and labor to 
ascertain that no record isto be found than it does in other cases to 
furnish what is probably the claimant’s complete hospital history. 
The force now employed in the record and pension division of the Sur- 
geon-General’s Oflics is now as large as can be advantageously em- 
ployed. Thenumber of clerks is about one hundred and sixty, but not 
these, nor any number of clerks, can do the work of that office under 
the present system. The remedy which when applied will enable 
sixty clerks to do the work of that division of the Surgeon-General’s 
Office as completely and promptly as the similar work is now done in 
the Office of the Surgeon-General of the Navy, and which will save 
these records from the much handling that is now destroying them, 
is the making of some form of general index. It is true that this 
will be an immense job, but a proper force under the direction of a 
thoughtful man of experience in such matters would accomplish it 
in two years without interfering with the current business of the 
office, and the present system could be so improved as to set free a 
considerable number of clerks who could be a in making an 
index. A similar work was accomplished in the Office of the Sur- 
geon-General of the Navy in 1873, and the result is that one clerk 
now does this class of work in that office completely and promptly, 
answering all demands made upon him without delaying any case in 
the Pension Office. It is true that the quantity of hospital records in 
the Office of the Surgeon-General of the Navy is vastly less, and that 
they are of much better quality than those in the Office of the Sur- 
geon-General of the Army, and it is probable that the same form of 
index or abstract would not answer for both offices, but these facts 
make the demand for an index in the Office of the Surgeon-General 
of the Army yet more imperious. Witha suitable index, any case in 
which there is no hospital record on file could be disposed of in ten 
minutes, and all cases could be returned to the Pension Office on the 
day next following their receipt, with such complete report as would 
leave no occasion for their return for further search. 

No. 1. Searcher's report.—The following is a correct transcript from 
ment No. ——, hospital No. —, of the sick and wounded at : name, 
; rank, company —, —— regiment; complaint, ; admitted, 
, 186-; returned to duty, , 186-; deserted, , 186-; discharged from 
service, , 186-; sent to general hospital, , 186-; on furlough, : 
186-; died, , 186-. 

Remarks : . 

Remarks of searcher: 


regi- 


, Searcher, 
, Researcher, 


, 18-. 
, 18-. 
No—. 


No. 2. Searcher's report.—Correct transcript from regiment No.—, hospital 
No.—, of the sick and wounded at : United States Army hospital name, 
; rank, company —, —— regiment; admitted , 186-, fi 
Osis ; missile ; wounded at .186-; treatment 
to ¢ uty , 186 -; transferred to invalid corps , 186-; transferred 
186 -; furloughed ,186-; deserted , 186-; discharged from service 
186-; death , 186-; readmitted from furlough or desertion , 186-. 
Remarks, (cause :) . 
Remarks of searcher : : 


alia; 


, 18-. 
, 18-. 


, Searcher, 
, Researcher, 
No—. 


No. 3. Searcher's report.—The following is a correct transcript from 
—, list of wounded,in the hospital of the — division — A. C., Army of ‘ 
the battle of , on the day of , 186-: name, ; rank, 

pany —,—— regiment; missile, ; seat of injury, ; nature of 
injury, .; treatment, ; result and date, ‘ 
Remarks on record : 
Reported b , surgeon. 
Remarks of searcher: ‘ 
_—_— , 18-, 
, 18-. 


, Searcher, 
—_— ——., Researcher, 
Volume —, No. —. 


Name, ; rank, ; Company —, —— regiment, according to the 
battle book the —— regiment —— volunteers, (— division, — corps, Army of 
.) was engaged at the battle of , 186-, wounded of above 
appear on , and registers ——, ——, and also on the following records 
not filed under the above ——_, ——. 
Above records furnish evidence in this case. 
—- , Searcher, ———, 18-. 
, Researcher, ———, 18-. 
Remarks : 


Regiment, Volunteers. 





Station. 
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No. 4. Death records.—Name ; 
ment, —— volunteers; cause of death, 
death ; yapuatee by 

Remarks : 


rank, com —. — regi- 
; date of Gent as-is place oe 
, Surgeon; station of regiment, “ 


, Searcher, ———, 18-. 
, Researcher, ———., 18-. 


No. —. 


No.5. Discharge records.—Name, 
regiment, —— volunteers; cause of discharge, 
place of discharge, ; Teported by 
ment, 

Remarks: 


; rank, company —, 
; date of diockaxes, : 
, Surgeon; station of regi- 


—_— ——_, Searcher, 
— ——_, Researcher, 


, 187-. 

, 187-. 
Volume —, No. —. 
No. 6. 

SURGEON GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
(Record and Pension Division,) 
Washington, D: C., , 183~. 
MEMORANDUM. 


No. 7. Searcher's report.—Name, ; rank, 
regiment, —— volunteers, does not appear on records of 
ecords not on file, ; not on Index, 


Remarks: 


company —, —— 
, 186-. 


, Searcher, , 18-. 
, Researcher, —-——, 18-. 


No. —. 
Extract from station book, —— regiment of —— volunteers. 


Station. 


Division. 
Department.| 


The —— regiment, —— volunteers, (also known as .) was organized at 
* , 186-, to serve ; designation changed to , 186-; consoli- 
dated into , 186-; M. O. , 186-. He is reported on page —, vol- 
ume —, published report of A. G. of , as ’ 


LINCOLN MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. ORTH. I ask unanimous consent to present for immediate 
consideration a bill to which I think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3210) in reference to the trustees of the Lincoln Monument Asso- 
ciation. 

Whereas owing to the large number of trustees named in the act to incorpo- 
rate the Lincoln Monument Association, approved March 30, 1867, which proves 
to be impracticable for a majority of said trustees to meet for the transaction of 
the business of said association: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Oongress assembled, That hereafter five of the trustees of said associa- 
tion, whether named in said act or subsequently appointed, shall constitute a legal 
quorum, and may exercise all the powers conferred by law upon said association. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read a first and second time, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and, being engrossed, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. As the regular order, this being Monday, the 
Chair, as required by the rules, will now call the States and Terri- 
tories in alphabetical order for the presentation of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference. Under this call joint and con- 
current resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legisla- 
tures can be presented and appropriately referred; and resolutions 
of inquiry directed to heads of Executive Departments are in order 
for reference to the appropriate committees, which latter resolutions 
are to be reported to the House within one week. 

JAMES A. WHALEN. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3211) providing for the 
adjudication of a claim of James A. Whalen, of New York; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN PHILLIPS. 1 

Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3212) for the relief 
of M Ann Phillips; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. P. VAN DERVEER. 


Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3213) for the relief of W. 
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P. Van Derveer, assignee and trustee of Charles P. May; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS AND SAINT LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3214) to authorize the 
Texas and Saint Louis Railway Company of Missouri and Arkansas 
to construct bridges across the Red, the Ouachita, the Arkansas, and 
the White Rivers, in the State of Arkansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT HELENA, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3215) to establish a 
port of delivery at Helena, inthe State of Arkansas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3216) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at the town of 
Van Buren, Crawford County, Arkansas ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LAURA M, LESESNE. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3230) for the relief of 
Laura M. Lesesne, late postmaster at Lake City, Florida; which was. 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POST-ROUTES IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. FINLEY also presented the following resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Florida; which were severally referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads : 

For the establishment of a tri-weekly mail-route from Madison, 
Florida, to Quitman, Georgia, via Cherry Lake, Florida; 

For a mail-route from Fort Drum, in Brevard County, to Fort Upson,, 
in Manitee County, Florida ; 

For the establishment of’ a mail-route from Waldo, in Alachua 
County, to Lake Butler, in Brevard County, Florida; and 

For the re-establishment of a mail-route from Bellville, in Florida, 
via Clyattville, to Valdosta, Georgia. 


RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, FLORIDA. 


Mr. FINLEY also presented the following memorials of the Legisla- 
ture of Florida; which were severally referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

Relative to the opening of the Suwannee River, Florida ; 

For an appropriation for making navigable the Santa Fé River 
from its mouth to the natural bridge between Columbia and Alachua 
Counties, Florida : 

For an appropriation for the construction of a canal between Mos- 
quito and Indian Rivers in Brevard County, Florida; and 

For an appropriation to remove obstructions to navigation between 
Mantanzas and Smyrna Inlets on the Florida coast. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, FLORIDA. 
Mr. FINLEY also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Flor- 
ida, asking the erection of a light-house on the Atlantic coast, Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


FLORIDA INDIAN EXPENSES. 

Mr. FINLEY also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Flor- 
ida, asking to be reimbursed for expenses incurred by the State in 
the suppression of Indian hostilities during the years 1855, 1856, and 
1857; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

WILLIAM CHANDLER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3231) for 

the relief of William Chandler; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

















































































































STEPHEN E, LAMAR ET AL. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3217) for the relief 
of Stephen E. Lamar and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
























DELAWARE INDIANS. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3218) for the relief of 
the Delaware Indians, in accordance with treaty stipulations ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN LIEU OF MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3219) to enable the State of 
California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions found to be mineral lands ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


















UNITED STATES MINT, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3220) to ratify the issu- 
ance of duplicate checks in certain cases by the superintendent of 
the mint of the United States at San Francisco; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3221) to repeal the 
land-grant of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3222) for the 
relief of William H. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RUSSEL LAMPHERE. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3223) for the relief of Rus- 
sel Lamphere; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VESSELS NOT PROPELLED BY SAIL OR STEAM. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3224) relating to vessels 
not propelled by sail or steam; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 































EDUCATION. 

Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3232) to apply the 
proceeds of sales of public lands to the education of the people; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY FERRELL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3233) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Nancy Ferrell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION LIST. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3234) to 
provide for the publication of the pension roll and a list of persons: 
claiming pensions which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay,. 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER JOLLY. ; 

Mr. CANNON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3235) for: 

the relief of Alexander Jolly; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be: 
printed. 














DAVID AVERILL. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3225) granting a 
pension to David Averill; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BUTLER. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3226) for the relief 
of Thomas Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. CHASE. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3227) granting addi- 
tional pension to John F. Chase; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 












CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. - 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3236) to confirm to the 
city of Chicago the title to certain public grounds; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES ROBIDON. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3237) for the relief of 
Charles Robidon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. GERE. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3238) for the relief 
of William E. Gere; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADOLPH MUELLER. 

Mr, MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3239) for the relief 
of Adolph Mueller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Comanities on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES B. LOUP. 
Mr. SHERWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3240) for the relief of 



























MARY DESBROW. 

_ Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3228) — a pen- 
sion to Mary Desbrow ; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCIUS SACKETT. 
Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3229) granting a pen- 
sion te Lucius Sackett; which was read a first anc seecel time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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Charles B. Loup; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. * 
JOHN NICHOLS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3241) 
granting a pension to John Nichols ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN B. TUCKER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3242) granting a pension to John B. Tucker; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ERNEST F. UNLAND. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3243) for the 
relief of Ernest F. Unland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA S. HERRON. 


Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3244) for the relief 
of Rebecca §. Herron; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY KEILY. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3245) granting arrears 
of pension to Mary Keily ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GERMAN PROTESTANT ORPHAN ASYLUM ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. HEILMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3246) changing the 
name of the German Protestant Orphan Asylum Association ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT JAMES E. MACKLIN. 


Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3247) for the relief of 
Second Lieutenant James E. Macklin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. H. ANDERSON. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3248) granting a 
pension to William H. H. Anderson ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADJUDICATION OF PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3249) relating to 
the adjudication of claims for pensions ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. JOHNSON. 

Mr. ORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3250) to remove the charge 
of desertion against George W. Johnson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. PEELLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3251) authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to adjust certamh claims of postmasters for loss by 
burglary, fire or other unavoidable casualty ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA SCHELL. 

Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3252) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Emma Schell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

4 THOMAS F. CHAFFEE. 

Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3253) to remove the 
charge of desertion aaninet Thomas F. Chaffee ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF GOVERNMENT PRINTERS AND BINDERS. 

Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3254) to fix the pay 
of printers and book-binders in the Government Printing Office, and 
repealing all laws in conflict therewith ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed, 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. Fa to amend sec- 
tions 269 and 277 and to repeal section 270 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETER MAITHRE. 
_Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3256) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Maithre; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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L. Il. & E. M. FITZGERALD. 


Mr. PEELLE (by uest) also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 3257) 
granting a pension to Lona I. Fitzgerald and Eva M, Fitzgerald; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH A. HENDRICKSON. 

Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3258) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hendrickson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, I have areport to submit from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of a privileged character, and if it be in 
order at this time I will send it up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order during the call of the morning 
nese of Monday, but when the call is completed it will then be in 
order. 

MATILDA STOCKDALE. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3259) for the re- 
lief of Matilda Stockdale; which was read a first and second time,, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HONORA V. LYON. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3260) for the 
relief of Mrs. Honora V. Lyon; which was read a first and second time,, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to: be printed. 

MARY C. MURRAY. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3261) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary C. Murray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH T, ERWIN. 

Mr. COLERICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3262) granting a 
pension to Joseph T. Erwin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

SAVILLA NATER. 

Mr. COLERICK (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3263). 
for the relief of Savilla Nater, administratrix ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3264) relieving certain 
soldiers and sailors from the charge of desertion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed, 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3265) for the relief 
of settlers on certain lands in the State of California ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA B. CRAIG. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3266) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Maria B. Craig; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLARA WIBLE. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3267) granting.a pension to 
Clara Wible; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, MANITOU ISLAND, MICHIGAN, 

Max. COBB presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan, asking Congress to make telegraphic communication between 
the light-house and life-saving stations on Manitou Island, in Lake 
Michigan, and the main land; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

BIRNEY W. SNOW. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3268) for the relief of 
Birney W. Snow; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER FISHER. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3269) for the relief of 
Peter Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION, 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3270) making an 
apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the several 
States under the tenth census; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Census, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3271) to amend 
the homestead laws of the United States ; which was read a firet and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3272) to amend 
the pension laws; which was read a t and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will bereferred to the Select Committee 
on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. — 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let it be referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE. ‘This seems to be a bill to amend the pension laws, 
and ought therefore to go to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands from the title of the bill 
that it relates to the general pension laws of the United States, and 
therefore has designated its reference to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Mr. BROWNE. I would like to know what the bill contains. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the bill 
should go to the Committee on Pensions. That committee has juris- 
diction of these subjects. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Pensions has jurisdiction of 
all special pension claims, as the Chair understands; that is, it has 
jurisdiction of all claims for pensions arising out of other wars than 
the late war. The Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the contrary, 
has special jurisdiction of pension claims arising out of the late war. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. DoI understand the Chair to hold 
that the Committee on Pensions has no other jurisdiction than over 
private bills in relation to wars other than the recent war? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not state that these committees 
were limited tosuch cases, but only cited their jurisdiction in support 
of his ju ent upon the pending question. We have a committee 
also provided with apusetel powers, and designated the Committee 
‘on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, to which such 
bills as this should be referred. That committee has special jurisdic- 
tion of this and kindred subjects. The Chair does not mean to say, 
however, that either of the other committees has that jurisdiction 
entirely taken away from them. It is a difficult matter to define the 
exact line which designates the power of these separate committees, 
and the Chair has endeavored as far as possible to make a distinction 
between the bills which should be referred to each. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Itseems to me that the Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay has jurisdiction 
alone of that particular subject. This is a bill to change the general 
provision of pension laws as to the Indian and Mexican wars. It 
properly belongs, in my judgment, to the Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to decide these questions as 
they come up, separately, on each bill. Inthe present case the Chair 
must hoid that the bill should go to the Committee on Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

MICHAEL M’GRAYEL. 


Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3273) granting 
a pension to Michael McGrayel; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
THOMAS G. MILLIGUN. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3274) granting 
2 pension to Thomas G. Milligun ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
: CHARLES A. SHERMAN. 
Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3275) for the 
relief of Charles A. Sherman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO WIDOWS AND MINOR CHILDREN. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3276) to pro- 
‘vide for the payment of pensions to their widows and minor children 
upon the death of pensioners totally disabled from wounds received 
in the service ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPHUS HAWLEY. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3277) for the relief of 
Josephus Hawley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TENTS FOR MILITARY ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3278) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Northwestern Missouri and 
Southwestern Iowa Veteran Soldiers’ Association ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS FOR OSAGE INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. ANDERSON (for his colleague, Mr. RYAN) introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 3279) to ae Shou for the payment of registers and receivers 
or selling Osage Indian lands; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH COMSTOCK. 
,_ Mr. ANDERSON (for Mr. RYAN) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3280) to reimburse Elizabeth Comstock customs duties paid by her 
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on articles donated for the relief of colored refugees; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

H. I. TODD. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3281) for the relief 
of H.1. Todd ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. 8S. BLOOM. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3282) for the 
relief of A. 8. Bloom. 

The SPEAKER. This bill, in the judgment of the Chair, should 
go to the Committee on WarClaims. Its purport seems to be to pro- 
vide means to pay a claim growing out of the war. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is a bill which will een the pay of the 
officer for services in the Army. His pay will be determined by the 
settlement of the question of rank. 

The SPEAKER. That class of claims where they do not relate to 
the mere question of the correction of the record of the soldier or 
officer has usually been referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But I call the attention of the Speaker to the 
fact that the object of this billis to have determined the question of 
pay which goes with the questionofrank. In the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress this bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, as 
this reintroduced and substituted bill will show ifthe Chair will ex- 
amine. The Chair will also observe that this bill only determines 
the question of rank; and when the question of rank be determined 
the kindred question of pay is to be thereby determined also, The 
point is simply this, he held one rank but drew pay for a subordinate 


rank. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill were for the purpose of correcting the 
military record only, and that correction led to the applicant bein 
paid for a different rank held by him in the Army, the Chair woul 
agree with the gentleman from Kentucky in the views he presents. 
But questions of this character which have been introduced in this 
Congress and in former Congresses have been referred under the 
rule to the Committee on War Claims, and while a number of them 
may have gone to the Committee on Military Affairs the Chair is of 
the opinion that strictly, under the rule, such reference was errone- 


ous. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall make no objection to the reference, 
but I must be permitted to express my dissent from the conclusion 
roached by the Chair. I cannot believe that under any proper con- 
struction this could be regarded as a war claim, which merely asks 
Congress to determine whether the pay received by this officer was 
the pay properly belonging to the rank held by him while in the 
service. I do not think, with all deference to the Chair, that it con- 
stitutes a war claim. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairsubmitted this question to the House, 
he thinks, on two occasions prior to the holiday recess, and the 
House decided that where it was an application not merely to correct 
a record but to make payment, it belonged to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would suggest to the Chair it is within my 
knowledge that several bills of precisely this character have gone to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and are in its possession now. 

The SPEAKER. If that be tie case, such bills have gone to that 
committee through some inadvertence, that reference having been 
marked on the back of the bill, and attention not having been par- 
ticularly directed to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I ask the Chair to consider whether the 
select committee which has been raised to take charge of just such 
questions is not the committee to which such bills may be more 
appropriately referred. 

he SPEAKER. The select committee is a committee charged. 
with the consideration of all matters relating to the consideration of 
pensions, bounty, and back pay. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And if this is not ‘“‘back pay” I shall ask the 
Chair to inform me to what classification it belongs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must feel bound by the action of the 
House and his own construction of the rule, which is that this is a 
war claim. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Prior to the time the select committee was 
organized this class of bills was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. The bills do not properly belong to that committee, for 
the reason that the claimants are not asking for a pension, but for 
the difference between the pay of the rank which they held while in 
the Army and the pay of the rank in which they served. I have 
myself a bill which I intend to offer for a person whose rank was 
that of a sergeant. Owing to the fact that the superior officers of 
his company were prisoners, he commanded the —— fora period 
of nearly three years. He is now asking for the difference between 
the sergeant’s pay which he received and the pay of a captain. It 
is not a pension, but it is back pay; and, in my judgment, the 
claim should properly be presented to the select committee. 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair understands this is a claim for pay 
for services rendered for a certain rank, and not for back pay prop- 
erly. If it were a question of correcting the record it would clearly 
go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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LEWIS C. DILS. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3283) for the relief of 
Lewis C. Dils; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ABIJAH B. GILBERT. 
Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3284) for the benefit 


of Abijah B. Gilbert ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3285) to regulate and 
limit Chinese immigration; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN M’CLINCHY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3286) for the relief of 
John McClinchy, James McParland, and Felix McParland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNE SPILMAN. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 3287) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Anne Spilman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES HOPWOOD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief 
of James Hopwood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA NEWMAN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3289) for the relief 
of Martha Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LENA BENSINGER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3290) for the relief 
of Mrs. Lena Bensinger, administratrix ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JACOB KLOTTER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3291) for the relief 
of Jacob Klotter ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


L. C. TORREY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3292) for the relief of 
L. C. Torrey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3293) for 
the relief of John M. Higgins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. J. PARKER. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3294) for the benefit 
of W. J. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ARMSTRONG, JR. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3295) for the 
relief of John. Armstrong, jr.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

THOMAS V. STIRMAN. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3296) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Thomas V. Stirman, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. M’CLINTOCK. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3297) for the re- 
lief of Joseph B. McClintock; which -was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 

Mr, CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3298) for the re- 
lief of George W. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC N. WEBB. 

_ Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3299) for the re- 
lief of Isaae N. Webb; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. ANDERSON, 

_ Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3300) for the re- 

lief of William W. Anderson; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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SAINT ANDREW’S MASONIC LODGE, CYNTHIANA, KENTUCKY. 
Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3301) for the re- 
lief of Saint Andrew’s Lodge No. 18 of Free and Accepted Masons, 
Cynthiana, Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. JOE C, FRAZIER. 


Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3302) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Dr. Joe C. Frazier, deceased ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


M, O'BRIEN. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R, No. 3303) 
for the relief of First Lieutenant M. O’Brien; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


J. B, SINCLAIR. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3304) for the relief of Captain J. B. Sinclair; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HENRY S. COHN. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3305) granting a pension 
to Henry 8. Cohn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

B. E. MULFORD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3306) fer the relief of 
B. E. Mulford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GEISSEL. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3307) for the relief 
of William Geissel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TIRSO AGUIRRO. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3308) for the relief of Tirso 
Aguirro; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS G. MACKIE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3309) for the relief of 
Thomas G. Mackie and the heirs-at-law of William A. Hyde; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKING, ETC. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3310) to amend the national 
ae act and to establish a uniform currency ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3311) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the ongeinanent of a Mississippi 
River commission, for the improvement of said river from the head 


| of the passes, near its mouth, to its headwaters,” approved June 28, 


1879; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ASHTON CREVASSE, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3312) to stop the Ashton 
crevasse of the Mississippi River, in the State of Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvement of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 
MARENGO CREVASSE, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3313) to stop the Ma- 
rengo crevasse in the Mississippi River above the city of Vidalia, in 
the State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

DIAMOND ISLAND CREVASSE, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3314) to stop the Dia- 
mond Island crevasse of the Mississippi River, in the State of Louisi- 
ana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH H. PIERCE. 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3315) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth H. Pierce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONSULAR FEES. 

Mr. DINGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to communicate to the House 
the average amount of consular fees collected by consuls of the United States 
during the past five years, specifying, if practicable, the amount collected from 
ships sailing under the American flag; ale a list of the fees which consuls are 


authorized by law to charge, and a comparison of the same with the fees charged 
in the English consular service. 
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DAVID DARLING. 


Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3316) granting a pension 
to David Darling; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. SAMUEL 8S, M. DOAK. 


Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3317) for the relief of 
Dr. Samuel 8. M. Doak; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HEFLEBOWN. 


Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3318) for the relief of 
John Heflebown ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LAVERY. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5319) for the relief 
of William Lavery; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P,. PHELPS. 

Mr. URNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3320) 
for the relief of John P. Phelps; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

c,. F. FUSTING. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3321) for the relief of 
Cc. F. Fusting; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. This bill should be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I think that the bill ought to goto the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. It provides simply for giving to 
a postmaster a credit for $150 in stamps stolen from his office. 

he SPEAKER. So far asthe Chair knows, all such bills have been 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Is it not in order to ask the consent of the House 
that this bill go to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland moves the refer- 
ence of the bill just introduced by him to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. This is a question of considerable impor- 


tance, which has been frequently passed upon by the Chair at this 
The Clerk will read the 


session, and several times by the House. 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beitenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to place to the credit of the Post-Office fund the sum of $150; and the Auditor of 
the Treasury for the Post-Office Department is directed to credit C. F. Fusting, 
postmaster at Catonsville, in his account as such postmaster, with the sum of 
$150, being for the loss of a like sum in postage-stamps of which his office was 
robbed on the night of the 18th of November, 1879. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has directed the reference of this bill, 
under the rules, to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Has it not been usual to refer such 
bills to the Committee on Claims ? 

The SPEAKER. It has; but the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. TaLsotr] to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads is in order. The Clerk will read so much 
of the rule as defines the jurisdiction of the Committee on Claims 
and the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the preced- 
ing rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating. 


12. To the post-office and _ post-roads, other than appropriations for their sup- 
port; to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 


27. To private and domestic claims and demands, other than war claims against 
the United States; to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair having held that under the rules this 
bill should be referred to the Committee on Claims, the gentleman 
from Maryland moves its reference to the Committee on the Post- | 
Office and Post-Roads. 

The motion of Mr. TALBOTT was not agreed to. | 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to | 
be printed. | 

SUSAN SHEARER. 
Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3322) for the relief 
of Susan Shearer ; which was read a'first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY B. HOOK. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3323) for the relief 
of Mary B. Hook; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DADDS. 

Mr. CHAPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3324) for the relief of 
William Dadds; which was read a tirstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA F. STONE, 
Mr. CHAPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3325) for the 
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relief of Louisa F. Stone ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3326) for the relief of the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CIRCULATION OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3327) to amend sec- 
tion 5171 and repeal section 5176 of the Revised Statutes, in relation 
to the circulation of national banks; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 


Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3328) to amend sec- 
tion 5172 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was. 


| read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
| and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


VINEYARD HAVEN HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS. 
Mr. CRAPO also introduced the following resolution ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce : 
Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to cause to 
be examined and report to the House the condition of Vineyard Haven Harbor, Mas- 


sachusetts, and whether any action is necessary for its protection and preserva- 
tion. 


BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3329) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JONAS WINCHESTER. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3330) for the relief of 
Jonas Winchester; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. WILLITS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3331) to 
authorize the United States to secure a title to certain reservations 
by the exchange of public lands therefor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DELBERT DORMAN. 

Mr. WEBBER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3332) for 
the relief of Delbert Dorman ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ° 
DONATING CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. WEBBER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3333) to donate 
one condemned bronze cannon to the citizens of Otsego, Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXES ILLEGALLY COLLECTED. 

Mr. LORD introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 107) for the 
refunding of taxes illegally assessed and collected from the Detroit 
house of correction in the State of Michigan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELI H. HALE. 

Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3334) granting a pension 
to Eli H. Hale; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. LEE. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3335) for the relief 
of Mary A. Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordeted to be printed. 

GEORGE W. KEYES 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3336) for the relief of 
George W. Keyes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOWELL H. TRASK. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (II. R. No. 3337) for the relief 
of Howell H. Trask ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. DILLIN. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3338) granting a pen- 
sion to John C. Dillin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

é OLIVER H. GREENFIELD. 

Mr. LACY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3339) for the relief of 
Oliver H. Greentield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DULUTH, MINNESOTA. 
Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3340) appropriating 
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money for the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable build- 

ing for a custom-house, post-office, land office, signal station, and 

other Government offices in the city of Duluth, State of Minnesota ; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 

on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE F. BROTT. 

Mr.. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3341) for the relief of 
George F., Brott; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNSURVEYED LANDS, ETC. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3342) relating to 
the survey and disposal of unsurveyed lands, keys, and islands 
belonging to the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY MONTI. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3343) for the relief of Mary 
Monti; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE BAILEY. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3344) for the relief of 
Lizzie Bailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF SCOTT CAMPBELL. 


Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3345) for the relief 
of the heirs of Scott Campbell, deceased ; which was read a tirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SHIP ISLAND, RIPLEY AND KENTUCKY RAILROAD. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3346) granting cer- 
tain public lands in the State of Mississippi to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Ship Island, Ripley and Kentucky Railroad; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. FERGUSON. 

Mr. MANNING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3347) for 
the relief of James G. Ferguson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SETH E. WARD. 

Mr. VAN HORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3348) for the relief 
of Seth E. Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VAN HORN. [ask that the papersaccompanying be also filed 
in the Clerk’s office with this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does this relate to Indian depredations ? 

Mr. VAN HORN. It does. . 

The SPEAKER. The papers and bill will be referred as directed. 

JOSEPH C. IRWIN. 


Mr. VAN HORN aiso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3349) for the 
relief of Joseph C. Irwin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 3350) to establish 
a United States courtin the Indian Territory, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FANNIE FE. HUGHES. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3351) for 
the relief of Fannie E. Hughes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SPECIAL TAXES. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3352) to 
amend paragraph 6 of section 3244 of chapter 3 of the Revised 
Statutes entitled ‘special taxes ;” which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB R. ROBBINS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3353) | 
granting apension to Jacob R. Robbins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FEDERAL COURT-HOUSE AT JEFFERSON, MISSOURI. 

Mr. RICE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3354) providing 
tor the erection of a public building at Jefferson City, Missouri, for 
the use and accommodation of the United States courts and other 
Government offices; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pyblic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LUCINDA STEPHENS. ’ 

Mr. HASELTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3355) granting a 

pension to Lucinda Stephens; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, SAINT JOSEPH AND SPRINGFIELD, MISSOURI. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3356) to provide 
for holding terms of the district and circuit courts of the United 
States for the western district of Missouri at Saint Joseph and Spring- 
field, in said State ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNIFORM PAPER CURRENCY. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3357) to provide 
for 2 uniform paper currency, to be coined, issued, and regulated 
directly by the United States Government; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC COHEN. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3358) for the relief of Isaac 
Cohen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3359) to amend an act 
approved February 19, 1879; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRED. WEDDLE. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3360) for the relief of 
Fred. Weddle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. FORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3361) to 
confirm the title to a private land claim in the Territory of Arizona ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS PENDING IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. CLARK (for Mr. Davis, of Missouri, by request) introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3362) to authorize the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to consider and vass uvon certain claims pending before them ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POWHATTON B. SHORT. 

Mr. CLARK also (for Mr. Davis, of Missouri, by request) intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 3363) for the relief of Powhatton B. Short; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER KUMPF. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3364) for the relief of 
Peter Kumpf; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNJUST DISCRIMINATION BY RAILROADS, 

Mr. VALENTINE presented a memorial and joint resolution of the 
Nebraska Legislature, relative to unjust discrimination and excess- 
ive freight charges by railroad corporations ; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT JOE AND DENVER CITY RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also presented a memorial and joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, relative to the Saint Joe 
and Denver City Railroad lands ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CONFIRMATION OF HOMESTEAD TITLES. 

Mr. VALENTINE also presented a memorial and joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Nebraska, relative to the confirmation of title to 
homesteads bearing odd numbers; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SANTEE SIOUX, ETC. 

Mr. VALENTINE also presented a memorial and joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Nebraska, relative to the Santee Sioux, and for 
the relief of Knox County ; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADELIA THAINE. 

Mr. VALENTINE also presented a memorial and joint resolution 
of the Nebraska Legislature, relative to the claim of Mrs. Adelia 
Thaine; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. VALENTINE also presented a memorial and joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Nebraska, relative to improving the Missouri 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ARTESIAN WELLS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3365) to provide for the 
sinking of two artesian wells on Government land in the State of 
Nebraska ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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PYRAMID LAKE INDIAN WAR. 
Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3366) to audit and 
ay certain claims growing out of the Pyramid Lake Indian war in 
Hovata; in 1860; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF MINES AND MINING. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3367) to establish 
a bureau of mines and mining; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JUDITH B. DAVIS. 

Mr. BRIGGS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3368) grant- 
ing a bounty land warrant to Judith B. Davis; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3369) granting a pen- 
sion to Judith B. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


i RECEIVERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3370) to amend 
an act for the appointment of receivers of national banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 5182 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3371) to 
amend section 5182 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARCUS A. HAMILTON. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3372) for 
“the relief of Marcus A. Hamilton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
‘be printed. 

: WILLIAM P. VAN GORDEN. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3373) 
for the relief of William P. Van Gorden; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER VAN BILLIARD. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3374) 
for the relief of Oliver Van Billiard 3; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ANNE S. MELLACH. 

Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3375) to increase the 
pension of Anne 8. Mellach; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIA L. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3376) for 
the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Williams, administratrix; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REGISTRATION OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 


Mr. MASON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3377) for the registration 
or enrollment of certain foreign vessels; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NEWELL J. OSTERHOUT. 

Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3378) granting a pen- 
sion to Newell J. Osterhout ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LYDIA A. DRAKE. 

Mr. MASON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3379) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Lydia A. Drake; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. REEVE. 

Mr. KETCHAM (by Mr. VAN AERNAM) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3380) granting an increase of Pension to James H. Reeve ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA SQUIRES. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3381) granting a 
pension to Amanda Squires; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY EMILY PANWICK. 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3382) granting a 
pension to Mary Emily Panwick; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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FRENIA BRAY. 


Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3383) grant- 
ing a pension to Frenia Bray; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DAVID I. FLYNN. 


Mr. WADSWORTH alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 3384) grantin 
a pension to David I. Flynn; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PETER HEINS. 


Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3385) for the relief of 
Peter Heins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO UNION PRISONERS. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3386) granting pensions to 
certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion 
who were confined in so-called confederate prisons ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pensions, 
Bounty and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONERS. 

Mr. BLISS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3387) for the relief of 
certain pensioners ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on Pensions, Bounty and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. BEACH (by Mr. Biiss) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3388) 
providing for the erection of a suitable building in the city of New 
York, on the property of the United States, for the accommodation of 
certain departments of the Government therein; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM RILEY. : 


Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3389) to increase the 
pension of William Riley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALLY C. MULLIGAN. 

Mr. SCOVILLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3390) granting a pen- 
sion to Sally C. Mulligan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LYMAN BRADLEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SCOVILLE also introduced a bill (H. R. ‘No. 3391) for the re- 
lief of Lyman Bradley and Henry F. Briggs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. SWANN. 

Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3392) to pay George F. 
Swann, administrator of George T. Swann, for proceeds of cotton 
seized by the military forces of the United States; which was reace 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FATHER OF SAMUEL P. GREENE. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3293) granting arrears of 
pension to the father of Samuel P. Greene; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM K. HAMMOND. 

Mr. LATHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3394) for the relief of 
William K. Hammond; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. Does this bill contain an appropriation? 

Mr. LATHAM. It was referred in the last Congress to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Doesit contain an appropriation, or doesit simply 
propose to correct a military record. 

Mr. LATHAM. It is to fix this man’s rank in the Army, and to 
allow him pay according to his rank. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, under the rule. 

MRS. A. P. BELL. 

Mr. LATHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3395) for the relief 
of Mrs. A. P. Bell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF WALLACE’S INLET. 

Mr. LATHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3396) for the sur- 

vey of Wallace’s Inlet, upon the coast of North Carolina; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT WILKINSON’S POINT, NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. HUBBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3397) providing for the 
erection of a light-house at Wilkinson’s Point, Pamlico County, 


North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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ANNA A. PROBERT. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3398) granting a 
pension to Anna A. Probert; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

€. L. HUSTED. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohic, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3399) grant- 
ing a pension to E. L. Husted; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3400) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3401) to amend the 
act ganting arrears of pensions, approved January 25, 1879; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 BARBARA BERGER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3402) grant- 
ing a pension to Barbara Berger; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LUCY A. HEY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 3403) for the relief of Lucy A. Hey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

' MINNIE HARMON, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3404) 
granting a pension to Minnie Harmon; which was read a tirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARKLEIN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3405) grant- 
ing @ pension to Mrs. Marklein; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and crdered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH BAUGHMAN. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3406) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Baughman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ABRAM ARMENTROUT. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3407) granting a 
pension to Abram Armentrout; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS, 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 108) 
to amend article 2, section 2, of the Constitution of the United 
States, relating to the power of appointment of officers by the Presi- 
dent; which was read a first and second time, (the second reading 
being in full upon the demand of Mr. GEDDEs, ) referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate tothe gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. GEDDEs] that the reading of this resolution during this call does 
not carry it into the REcorD. 

Mr. GEDDES. So I understand. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to have the joint reso- 
lution printed in the RecorpD he will have to make the request at 
some ‘other time. 


OUTSTANDING CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3408) to declare the true 
intent and meaning of the act entitled “‘An act to provide for the 
settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of Colum- 
bia,” &c., approved June 16, 1880; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CONNOLLY. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3409) for 
the relief of John Connolly; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELISHA ENOCHS. 


_ Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3410) granting a pen- 
sion to Elisha Enochs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 
Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3411) for the relief of 
John M. Higgins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM BURWELL. 
Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3412) granting a pen- 


sion to William Burwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALFRED F, CUMPSTON. 

Mr. NEAL alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 3413) granting a pension 
to Alfred F. Cumpston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH J. CAMERON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3414) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah J. Cameron; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3415) to 
amend certain sections of titles 48 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, concerning commerce and navigation and the reg- 
ulation of steam-vessels; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to de printed. 

ELIJA E, SMEDLEY. 

Mr. McCLURE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3416) granting a pen- 
sion to Elija E. Smedley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. THOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, First, that lines 27 and 28 of Rule X be amended to read as follows : 

‘‘On Improvement of the wenn ever, to consist of eleven members.” 

Second, paragraph 21 of Rule XI be amended to read as follows: 

‘‘On the improvement of the commerce and navi of the ae River, 
— appropriating money, to Committee on Improvement of the Mississippi 

iver. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL WASHINGTON. 

Mr. O’NEILL introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 109) to ad- 
mit free of duty a monument to General Washington; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN EDWARD M. HEYL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3417) to change the 
date of the commission of Captain Edward M. Heyl, United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JACOB CRAMER. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3418) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jacob Cramer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DISABILITY INCURRED IN POSTAL SERVICE. ; 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3419) granting a gratu- 
ity to persons having served faithfully twenty-five continuous years 
in the postal service of the United States, or who, after ten years of 
faithful service, shall become physically or mentally disabled ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

_ FREDRICK BALTZINGER. 

Mr. WATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3420) for the relief of 
Fredrick Baltzinger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

» SCHOONER A. SCOTT BROWN. 

Mr. WATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3421) to grant am 
American register to the schooner A. Scott Brown; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and. 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE ELAMS. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3422) 
for the relief of George Elams; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be: 
printed. 

WALTER J. PLOWDEN. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3423) granting a pension to Walter J. Plowden; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H, MILLER. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (Ii. R. No. 3424): 
granting a pension to James H. Miller; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT JOHN C. GEYER. 

Mr. SCRANTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3425) for the relief of 

Lieutenant John C, Geyer; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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, JOHN HAGMULLER. 

Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3426) to place 
on the pension-roll the name of John Hagmuller; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET KLINEDINST. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3427) granting 
a pension to Margaret Klinedinst ; which was read a first and secon¢ 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN T. RUGGLES. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3428) to 
relieve John T. Ruggles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL DISABILITY. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3429) to 
ascertain and declare the disability which shall render the Presi- 
dent of the United States unable to discharge the powers and duties 
of his said office and to provide for devolving said duties upon the 
Vice-President until such disability be removed; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA M. FALLER. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 3430) grant- 
ing a pension to Maria M. Faller; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CICERO H. DRAKE. 

Mr. BELTRHOOVER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3431) to give difference of pay to Captain Cicero H. Drake; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced joint resolution (H. R. No. 
110) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
of America in reference to the election of members of Congress; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC DEBT. 

Mr. BRUMM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3432) to facilitate the 
payment of the public debt and to provide a uniform paper circula- 
tion ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGRET M’ELROY. 

Mr. BRUMM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3433) granting a 
pension to Margret McElroy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN KEIM. 

Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3434) granting a pension 
to John Keim ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BANNISTER. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3435) for the relief of 
John Bannister; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK DONOHUGH. 

Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3436) granting an 
increase of pension to Frank Donohugh; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER GOBLE. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3437) for the 
relief of Alexander Goble; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to. the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

JOSEPH CHALFANT. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3438) granting a pension 
to Joseph Chalfant ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GABRIEL YOUNG. 

Mr. MUTCHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3439) granting a 

pension to Gabriel Young ; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


GEORGE W. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3440) for the 
relief of George W. Griffin ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA H. COLLINS. 
_ Mr. MORSE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3441) to 
increase the pension of Emma H. Collins; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
YORKTOWN CELEBRATION DEFICIENCY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3442) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriation to defray 
the expenses of the Yorktown centennial celebration ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF HEADS OF DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3443) to reduce the sala- 
ries of the heads of Departments of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3444) making an ap- 
propriation for a survey of the Cumberland River to ascertain the 
practicability and cost of placing locks and dams on the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC ROADS AND HIGHWAYS POST-ROADS. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3445) declaring all pub- 
lic roads and highways post-roads; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN PISTRICT OF EAST TENNESSEE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3446) attaching 
the counties of Fentress, Scott, Morgan, and Roane to the southern 
district of East Tennessee ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN B. LEDFORD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3447) for the relief of 
Green B. Ledford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FAIN, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3448) for the 
relief of Thomas Fain; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. COLLIER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3449) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Collier; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF WILLIAM J. WHITSON, ETC. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3450) for the 
relief of the heirs of William J. Whitson and Sidney Whitson, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID R. HYNDS. 

Mr. SIMONTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3451) granting a pen- 
sion to David R. Hynds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS C. COX. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3452) to increase the pension 
of Lewis C. Cox; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER DERIEUX. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3453) for the relief of 
the legal representative of Peter Derieux, deceased ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

L. D. ALEXANDER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3454) for the relief of 
L. D. Alexander, Jacob T. Doyle, and John 8.-Spangler; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH STOOPS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3455) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Stoops; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM CHOAT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3456) for the relief of 
the heirs and legal representatives of William Choat, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA A. M’GILL. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3457) for the relief of 
Lydia A. McGill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE MORROW. ’ 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3458) for the relief of 
Charlotte Morrow ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns, and ordered to be printed. 
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LINDSEY SANDERS. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3459) for the relief of 
Lindsey Sanders; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CALVIN NELSON. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3460) for the relief of 


Calvin Nelson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
OFFICIAL TENURE. 

Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3461) to establish a sys- 
tem for official tenure; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID BRIGHT. 

Mr. MOORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3462) for the relief 
of David Bright; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


KATE ARNOLD. 
Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3463) for the relief of Mrs. 


Kate Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM HENDLEY. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3464) for the 
relief of the heir of William Hendley, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

M. KENNEDY AND R. KING. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 111) author- 
izing the withdrawal from the Department of State of a certificate 
of indebtedness in favor of Mifflin Kennedy and Richard King against 
the Republic of Mexico; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CALVIN T. HAZLEWOOD, 
Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3465) for the relief 


of Calvin T. Hazlewood; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AGNES AND MARIA DE LEON. 

Mr. TYLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3466) for the relief of Agnes 
and Maria De Leon, heirs-at-law of Rebecca L. De Leon, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. DEZENDORF introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3467) for the relief 
of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRIZE-MONEY. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3468) author- 
izing the payment of prize-money to officers of the Farragut fleet for 
the destruction of enemy’s vessels in April, 1862; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

P. L. WARD. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3469) for the 
relief of P. L. Ward, executrix; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM WARD. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3470) author- 
izing payment to the heirs of William Ward on account of supplies 
furnished the United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LUKE F, JOHNSON. 

Mr. DEZENDOREF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3471) for the 
relief of Luke F. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIS BROWN. 

Mr. DEZENDOREF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3472) for the 
relief of Willis Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE SPARROW. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3473) for the 
relief of George Sparrow; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MALTILDA DANGERFIELD. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3474) for the 
relief of Matilda Dangerfield; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
‘be printed. 
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SARAH COMBS. 

Mr. GARRISON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3475) fer 
the relief of the estate of Sarah Combs, deceased ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

J. Q. LARMAN, J. L. HARLEY, AND T. P. SPARKS. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3476) for the relief of 
John Q. Larman, Joseph L. Harley, and Thomas P. Sparks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3477) for the relief 
of Andrew Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED G. HATFIELD. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3478) for the relief 
of Alfred G. Hatfield; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War €laims, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF VIRGINIA. 

Mr. PAUL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3479) for the reliefof certain 
citizens of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committre on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL C. LUDINGTON. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3480) for the relief of 
Samuel C, Ludington; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HUMPHREY H. LEMON. 

Mr. HOGE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 112) authovriz- 
ing the appointment of Humphrey H. Lemon upon the Capitol police ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BROWNING. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3481) for the relief of 
Samuel Browning; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN PRODUCTS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES, 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3482) to procure and 
publish certain information relative to the demand and price of Amer- 
ican agricultural and other products in foreign countries; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, and ordered to be printed. 

SUITS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3483) to authorize suits 
in the Court of Claims in certain cases therein mentioned; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILDEY LODGE OF ODD FELLOWS. 

Mr. HOGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3484) for the relief of 
the trustees of Wildey Lodge No. 27 of the Independent Order of 
Odd Fellows, at Charlestown, West Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

SURVEY IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. HUMPHREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3485. to authorize 
the survey of a certain township in the county of Vernon, in the 
State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON W. BROWN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3486) granting pensions to Wilson W. Brown and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER BEAVER. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3487) granting a pension to Peter Beaver; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 
3488) to provide for the survey of the public lands within the limits 
of the land-grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LABORERS ON GOVERNMENT WORKS. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3489) for the relief 
of certain laborers employed upon Government works; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. This bill should be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. GUENTHER. In the Forty-sixth Congress it was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. If there be no objection, I would like 
it to have now thesamereference. In the Senate it was referred to the 
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Committee on Claims; but in this House it was reported favorably 
by my colleague [Mr. DEusTER] from the Committee on Commerce. 
The SPEAKER. The bill belongs properly to the Committee on 
Claims. It was in the possession of that committee in the last Con- 
gress, as the Chair understands, : 

Mr. GUENTHER. It was passed by the House on a report from 
the Committee on Commerce. In the Senate it was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it is in the same 
category as a large class of cases coming here. It is simply a claim 
against the Government. It does not belong to the Committee on 
Commerce, which has charge of matters relating to the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors and the providing of money therefor. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HAZELTON introduced a bill(H. R. No. 3490) granting pen- 
sions for injuries received and disabilities incurred in the life-saving, 
railway-mail, and internal-revenue service of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3491) to restore tomarket 
and sale certain Jands of the United States in the States of Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin, and to authorize their sale subject to the right 
of flowage ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3492) relating to the 
public lands of the United States and construing and amending the 
actentitled “ An act relating to the public lands of the United States,” 
approved June 15, 1880; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TRESPASS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3493) relating to the 
public lands of the United States, and to require pageant of costs in 
certain cases of trespass or conversion of material therefrom ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVANUS BRIMHALL. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3494) granting a pen- 
sion to Sylvanus Brimhall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN LOTH. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3495) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of John 
Loth ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORLANDO G. CASTLE, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3496) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Orlando G. Castle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO UNION PRISONERS, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3497) granting pensions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the 
late war of the rebellion who were confined in so-called confederate 
prisons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY PETERSON, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3498) granting a pension to Anthony Peterson; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER B. ICENBARGER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3499) granting a pension te Alexander B. Icenbarger; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY J. SHARP. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3500) granting a pension to Henry J. Sharp; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


THORNTON JONES. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3501) granting a pension to Thornton Jones; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. AND PETER F. DOWELL. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
3502) for the relief of John M. Dowell and Peter F. Dowell; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FORT HALL AND LEMHI RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3503) to accept and rat- 
ify the agreement submitted by the Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheep- 
eaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations, in Idaho, for the sale 
of a portion of their lands in said Territory, and for other purposes, 
and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3504) to amend 
section 1864, chapter 1, title 23, Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3505) relating to Ter- 
ritorial officers in the several Territories ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3506) amending 
sections 1926 and 1927 of the Revised Statutes so as to extend the 
limits of the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in the Territories of 
Washington, Idaho, and Montana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY ROADS, IDAHO. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3507) making appro- 
priations for military roads in the Territory of Idaho; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UTAH AND IDAHO LAND IRRIGATION COMPANY. 

Mr. AINSLIE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3508) 
relating to the Utah and Idaho Land and Inrigation Company ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MANUEL CHAVES AND LORENZO LABADIE. 

Mr. LUNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3509) for the relief of Manuel 
Chaves and Lorenzo Labadie; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSIAH STANLEY. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3510) for the relief of 
Josiah Stanley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NEZ PERCE INDIAN OUTBREAK. 


Mr. BRENTS presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Washington Territory, praying an appropriation to reimburse said 
Territory for expenses incurred in repelling the Nez Percé Indian 
outbreak ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WAGON-ROAD, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for an appropriation to construct a wagon- 
road across the Cascade Mountains via Snoqualmie Pass, in Wash- 
ington Territory ; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

WIND RIVER VALLEY SETTLERS. 

Mr. POST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3511) for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers in the Wind River Valley, Wyoming Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

= THOMAS F. TALBOT. 

Mr. POST also introduced «# bill (H. R. No. 3512) tor the relief of 
Thomas F, Talbot; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY H. POTTS. 

Mr. PEELLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3513) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mary H. Potts; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WINDOWS FOR ALL SOULS CHURCH. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 113) authorizing the remission or refunding of duty on 
two painted glass windows from London, England, for All Souls 
church in Washington, District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA J. EDDINS, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3514) for 
the relief of Mrs. Martha J. Eddins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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CUSTOM-HOUSE AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. MOORE, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution of in- 
quiry, instructing the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
inquire into the causes which have prevented the completion of the 
custom-house at Memphis, Tennessee ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


NEW ORLEANS AND NORTHEASTERN RAILROAD. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3515) 
authorizing the New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad Company to 
construct bridges over the channels of Pearl River and_ Lake Pont- 
chartrain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON SUGAR AND MOLASSES. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3516) to reduce and 
regulate the duties on sugar and molasses; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. SAILORS’ HOME, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 114) 
to authorize the city government of San Francisco, California, to 
relinquish to the State of California the title to certain property for 
a sailors’ home; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL PENSIONS TO CERTAIN SOLDIERS. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3517) to grant additional 
pensions to those who have lost an arm or a leg in the service of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. KING submitted a resolution providing for the amendment of 
Rule XII so as to authorize the appointment from among the Dele- 
gates one additional member on each of the following committees 
besides those named therein, namely: Appropriations, Commerce, 
Railways and Canals, Pacific Railroads, Education and Labor,Claims 
Private Land Claims, and Revision of the Laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

ICE HARBOR AT DUBUQUE. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution of 
inquiry ; which’was referred to the Committee on Commerce : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish this House with a 
copy of the survey and report of Captain A. McKenzie, of the Corps of Engineers, 
upon the petition to dredge an ice harbor at Dubuque, Iowa. 

COMMITTEE ON NAVIGATION. 

Mr. CHACE submitted a resolution providing for the appointment 
of a committee on navigation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

HENRY REEMS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3518) granting 
increase and arrears of pension to Henry Reems; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


D. H. O'CONNOR. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also submitted the following resolution of 
inquiry; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
public service, be requested to communicate to this House all correspondence with 
the British Government on file in the State Department in reference to the case 
ot D. H. O'Connor, a citizen of the United States, and imprisoned in Ireland. 

JESSE P. HARTMAN. 


Mr. RETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3519) for the relief of 
Jesse P. Hartman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. SCOTT. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3520) for the relief of John 
H. Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 

_Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, submitted a resolution in reference to 
civil service reform; which was referred to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

INCREASED HELP IN HOUSE POST-OFFICE. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also submitted a resolution for increased 
help in the House Post-Oftice; which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT LUDINGTON, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. HUBBELL submitted a resolution calling on the Secretary of 
War for plans and estimates for a harbor of refuge at Ludington, 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


JOHN J. ROSS. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3521) for the 


relief of John J. Ross; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CORRECTION OF RECORD. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to correct an omission in the RECORD. 
On page 15 of the Recorp of the 2ist instant, containing the pro- 
ceedings of last Friday, in the announcement of the pairs, it ought 
to have appeared that Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois, and myself were 
pens: The pair was sent to the desk, but was probably overlooked 

»y the Clerk. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ORTH. I rise to present a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions is closed; and the gentleman 
from Indiana rises to make a privileged report from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS IN BRITISH PRISONS. 


Mr. ORTH. The House heretofore referred certain resolutions, pe- 
titions, and memorials relating to the arrest or imprisonment of Amer- 
ican citizens by authority of the British Government. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report the resolution which 
I send to the desk, requesting the President of the United States to 
obtain information on that subject and report it to this House when 
obtained. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to obtain from the British Govern- 
ment a list of all American citizens, naturalized or native born, under arrest or 
imprisonment by authority of said government, with a statement of the cause or 
causes of such arrest and imprisonment, and especially such of said citizens as 
may have been thus arrested and imprisoned under the suspension of the habeas 
corpus in Ireland; and, if not incompatible with the public interest, that he com- 
municate such information, when received, to this House, together with all corre- 
spondence now on file inthe Department of State relating to any existing arrest 
and imprisonment of citizens as aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
ORTH] has kindly yielded his time on the floor to me. I desire to: 
make a few observations. , 

Mr. ORTH. I have agreed to vield to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. ROBINSON. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Before my friend from New York [Mr. 
ROBINSON] commences his remarks I desire to address a question to 
my friend from Indiana. I have just offered a resolution with refer- 
ence to Mr. O’Connor, an American citizen, and had it referred to the: 
Committee on ne Affairs. Do I understand the resolution just 
reported includes all those cases? 

Mr. ORTH. It includes all the cases. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And it is not necessary to amend it to 
reach this particular case ? 

Mr.ORTH. No,sir; it includes all the cases. 
tion of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the information of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. RoBinson] and the House that at 
three o’clock to-day a special order will be taken up. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. To that I shall very cheerfully 
yield when the hour arrives. 

Mr. ORTH. Before the gentleman from New York commences his. 
remarks I beg to say I wish action on this resolution before three 
o'clock. If the gentleman from New York cannot complete his re- 
marks by that time, I suggest that he have permission to print them 
in the RECORD. 

- Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. No, sir; I wish to be heard by the 
ouse. 

TlieSPEAKER. The Chair has simply deemed it necessary to give 
notice that at three o’clock the special order would have to be taken 
up. 

Are. ROBINSON, of New York, addressed the House. [See Appen- 
dix.] Before concluding he said: Mr. Speaker, may I ask a parlia- 
mentary question? IfI give way now, at what time shall I probably 
get the floor again? When will this subject come up? 

The SPEAKER. This question will come up as unfinished busi- 
ness—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I retain the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The question will come up hereafter as unfinished 
business, if not disposed of at this time. Is it desired that the reso- 


lution should be adopted now? 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. We can afford to delay the matter 


until the question has been ventilated. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman hold the floor 
when this question comes up again ? 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman yields the floor, the Chair will 
put the — on the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I do not yield the floor, though I 


That was the inten- 


ow give way for the other business assigned for three o’clock 
to- 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Not for the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 


But not for the adoption of the resolution? 























AO OG OR eH Fo fe A Oe HEMET: 









2 RR EON ga gy RCA EE 





















































2710 CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. CAMP. [rise to a question of order. At three o’clock I be- 
lieve a special order fixed by the House comes up. The hour of three 
o’clock has arrived. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Cannot the gentleman resume the floor 
to-morrow ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. How much time has the gentle- 
man left? 

The SPEAKER. He has occupied fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then he has three-quarters of an 
hour left. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 
If my colleague now yields for the adoption of the resolution, he 
loses his chance to continue his remarks, does he not? 

The SPEAKER. According to the usual practice, as the Chair un- 
derstands, if the gentleman yields the floor for the special order, he 
will be entitled to be recognized when this matter comes up again. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask the Chair whether this will not 
come up as unfinished business after the morning hour to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. When this matter is called up again in order as 
unfinished business the Chair will be bound to recognize the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I understand this is a privileged 
question, at any rate. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

DEATH OF HON. AMBROSE E. BURNSIDE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SHOBER, its Acting Secretary, 
communicated the following resolutions of the Senate on the death 
of Hon. AMRROSE E. BURNSIDE, late a Senator from the State of 
Rhode Island : 

Resolved, That from an earnest desire to show every mark of respect to the mem- 
ory of Hon. AMBROSE E. BurnsiDu, late a Senator of the United States from the 
State of Rhode Island, and to manifest the high esteem entertained of his eminent 
public services and his distinguished patriotism, the business of the Senate be now 
suspended that his friends and associates may pay fitting tribute to his public 
and private virtues. 

Resolved, That a widespread and public sorrow on the announcement of his death 
attested the profeund sense of the loss which the whole country has sustained. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect for the memory of the Senator, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CHACE. Mr. Speaker, I submit the resolutions which I send 
to the desk : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved. That the House of Representatives has received with profound sorrow 
the announcement of thedeath of Hon. AMBROSE E. BURNSIDE, late a United States 
Senator from the State of Rhode Island. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that opportunity 
may be given for fitting tributes to the memory of the deceased and to his eminent 
public and private virtues; and thatas a further mark of respect the House, at the 
conclusion of such remarks, shall adjourn. 

Mr.CHACE. Mr. Speaker, recognizing the eminent fitness of Con- 
gress placing upon record some memorial of those whose names have 
been stricken from the roll of either House by the hand of death; in 
deference to the common sentiment of the people of the State of 
Rhode Island; and impelled also by my own feelings of personal loss, 
I submit these resolutions; few men have been more fortunate than 
was AMBROSE E. BURNSIDE; few more honored; few have bound to 
themselves their friends with stronger ties than he; to few have 
come greater opportunities; upon few have rested greater responsi- 
bilities in life, and rarely has any public man discharged the trusts 
laid upon him more happily or more successfully; it was my privi- 
lege to know Senator BURNSIDE for many years, never without respect 
and esteem; of latter time it grew into a sincere feeling of friend- 
ship and regard. Widely separated as we were in sentimentand be- 
lief in regard to some points, there was always in him a gentle for- 
bearance of feeling, a kindly consideration towards those who dif- 
fered with him, that could not fail to challenge the warmest response. 
It is a pleasure, therefore, to emulate the broad charity, of which he 
set us so eminent an example, and in my feeble way pay a few brief 
words of honest tribute to the many noble qualities of his head and 
heart. He was a soldier and I opposed to all war: yet we were 
friends, for well we knew that 

Dimly in the present view 
We see the truth. 

Much of General BURNSIDE’s fame rests upon his military achieve- 
ments, upon his command of the Ninth Army Corps and of the Army 
of the Potomac, during the rebellion. It will not be expected that 
I shall speak of his military career. That I shall pass over, holding, 
as he knew I did, that war is unjustifiable; that under the teachings 
of the New Testament it is not right to take human life, under any 
circumstances; that 

Peace unweaponed conquers every wrong. 


Had Burnsipk died under ordinary circumstances the feelings of 
the people would have found much greater expression. His death 
came when the nation was holding sad vigil at the bedside of its 
stricken President ; while hope was struggling with fear; while all 
hearts were deeply touched with the noble courage and heroic pa- 
tience with which our Chief Magistrate battled for life. The nation 
was in anguish. In the midst of this season, so full of sorrow and 
grief, while the hands of fifty millions would fain have been put 
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forth to wrestle with the angel of death and avert the impending 
sorrow, Rhode Island was called upon to part with her favorite son. 

Death found him alone, with no loving hands save those of trusted 
and faithful servants to soothe his last moments. Although the ties 
of kinship brought no mourner, his was not a tearless funeral. The 
State in the person of its governor was his chief mourner, and thou- 
sands, with unfeigned sorrow, followed his bier to the grave. 

In person he was large of stature, commanding in form, with a 
face, blending manly beauty and rugged strength, surmounted by a 
noble brow. With a most contagious smile, nature lent a graceful 
charm to every lineament. ‘His eye, turned even on empty space, 
beamed keen with honor.” Physically his was a rare combination 
of that which is noble and lovable. With the voice of a stentor, 
that could compass the largest audience, yet finely modulated to the 
gentlest emotion; open, frank, and genial in manner ; industrious, 
patient, and forceful; with a rare self-control; bold as a lion, yet 
gentle as a woman, and kindly thoughtful of others, what wonder 
that men loved him. Rising from an humble position and trained 
for a military life, he attained eminence asacivilian. Thrice elected 
governor of the State and twice to the United States Senate, hon- 
oring himself and his constituents in each position, his life is an- 
other illustration of the blessings of our form of government and the 
great opportunities of American citizenship. 

He was a wise and successful legislator. Making no pretensions 
to the arts of oratory, he had a straightforward manner of express- 
ing himself, unadorned with rhetorical ornament, which reached the 
judgment of his hearers. His distinguishing characteristics were a 
faithfulness to trusts and an exalted sense of honor. This was nobly 
shown by his assuming the responsibility of the failure at Freder- 
icksburgh. The defeat of the Union Army had depressed the spirits 
of the loyal men in the North, encouraging and emboldening those 
who sought the overthrow of the Government to redouble their out- 
cries against the Administration that the President was improperly 
interfering with the command of the Army. The dark shadows 
around Lincoln’s eyes, those furrowed lines on his sad and careworn 
face, increased in depth. Discontent was heard on every side. It 
was a time when a little soul would hide itself toescape blame. Not 
so BuRNSIDE. ‘For the failure I am responsible,” wrote he. That 
was moral heroism. Men who would face physical danger without 
blanching would hesitate here. Men will brave danger, will pa- 
tiently endure suffering for the plaudits of the oe but few rise 
to the noble self-renunciation which he displayed by taking to him- 
self discredit for his country’s good. Holding strong convictions on 
questions of public policy, believing in party organization for the 
promotion of the public weal, he yet sunk the partisan in the patriot. 
As a legislator, urging with earnestness such measures as commended 
themselves to his judgment, the differences of view which are inevi- 
table among men did not with him abate the warmth of personal 
friendship. 

‘‘Hecherished large faith in humankind.” Herose above thestrife 
of political campaigns, the contests of party cabal, and with cheerful 
greeting for opponents and supporters, pressed on with those measures 
which he believed would promote the material interests of the country, 
strengthen that which is pure, educate and enlighten the people and 
lead them up to higher aspirations for the promotion of peace, for 
the extinguishment of sectionalism, the strengthening of friendship 
among states and peoples, for a pure administration of justice and the 
preservation forever of the liberties of the people. Such was BurN- 
SIDE. Great because he was faithful and true acccording to his 
light. 

° His strength was as the strength of ten, 
Because his heart was pure. 

A warrior who gloried less in feats of arms than in the substan- 
tial triumphs of the arts of peace. A legislator imbued with a high 
appreciation of the value of the institutions handed down to us 
our fathers ; inspired with a lofty sense of the responsibility we are 
under to preserve and transmit them unimpaired to posterity. A 
faithful friend, a loving husband, the charm of the social circle, cut 
down at the commencement of a Senatorial term and in the full tide 
of a splendid manhood. ; 

Life is not measured by years, but by acts. It is not the rolling 
seasons, but entries by the recording angel of great and noble deeds; 
not the daily returning sun, but the repetition of those graceful 
ministrations which bring light to many hearts, that tale the life of 
man. Measured by thisstandard, the life of our friend was a full one. 
The body has perished as “a fig tree casteth her untimely figs, when 
shaken of a mighty wind ;” but 


‘* All that is real now remaineth, 
And fadeth never.” 


Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, A few miles distant from my home, 
in a picturesque little county, once a part of the Congressional dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent, may be found the prosperous 
village of Liberty, and here it was that fifty-eight years ago the sun- 
light first touched the eyes of the great and good man to whose 
memory we this day pay tribute. Eastern Indiana, along with its 
Mortons, its Smiths, its Parkers, its Nobles, its Raridens, and its 
Merediths, gave the late Senator from Rhode Island to the Republic, 
and he, too, has gone to join these illustrious men in the “silent halls 
of death.” Our people watched the now dead Senator, and not with- 
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out solicitude, as he was carving out his great career. They are as 
proud as are the people of Rhode Island of his achievements in the 
field and in the Senate, and they mourn with as deep a sorrow his 
death. Indiana joins her sister State on this sad occasion, and their 
tears fall together on the newly-made grave of their heroic son. 

It seems but yesterday that I saw for the last time the Senator 
from Rhode Island. It was in this House, and near the close of the 
last session of Congress. His figure was as erect then, his eye as 
bright, his step as elastic, as when a third of a century ago, on the 
Las Vegas, he charged, with flashing saber, the hostile Apaches, “and 
swept them before him like chaff.” I little thought then that death 
would strike so soon, but it came; the harp is unstrung; his lips are 
mute, his eyes sightless, and the heart that was throbbing with warm 
ambitions is cold and pulseless forever. “But death has nothing 
terrible in it save what life has made so;” and he had so lived, so 
loyally performed his duty, that we may hope he now, 

After a rough day of toil, 
Enjoys a sleep without dreams. 

With General BURNSIDE death did not end all, for the deeds of a 
good man live after him. A life well spent reaches forward and in- 
fluences the ages. The generous, the heroic in man’s conduct do not 
turn to dust nor do they perish in the grave. The good deeds of a 
man’s life are as’ fadeless as the stars. 

Every noble deed is a step toward Heaven. 
Great souls, 

By nature half divine, soar to the stars 

And hold a near acquaintance with the gods. 

Senator BURNSIDE will live right on in the deeds of gentleness and 
kindness that made up the web and woof of his life. He willlive in 
what he wrought for liberty; in what he did to make sure the foun- 
dation of our republican system of government. 

Time will not permit me to review his checkered and eventful 
career. I need not doso. His life record is made up; his fame is 
safe without panegyric, and the warmest friendship can add little 
to it, and malice 

The foulest whelp of sin 
can detract nothing from it. 
Death has made no conquest of this conqueror. 
For now he lives in fame, though not in life. 

Senator BURNSIDE came from a robust Scotch family, and there 
flowed in his veins the blood of a heroic race. His ancestry might 
be traced back perhaps to the bloody fields of Bannockburn and Flod- 
den Field, where the sturdy Scotch soldiery made an imperishable 
record of valor. His parents were born in Scotland, but immigrated 
to America in the latter part of the eighteenth century, and settled 
in South Carolina. They came to Indiana Territory some three years 
before that State was admitted to the Union, and here in Union 
County he was born and passed the days of his boyhood. 

Of his youth I know little beyond the fact that his opportunities 
for intellectual training were limited to those placed within his reach 
by the crude educational system of a pioneer people, and that before 
he attained the age of nineteen he was sufficiently advanced in his 
studies to be fit for admission to our national military academy. Be- 
fore going to West Point he learned the trade of a tailor, and was en- 
gaged in that pursuit. He was but a boy then; his father had met 
with financial reverses, and young BURNSIDE was wise enough to ac- 
commodate himself to his changed condition, brave enough to con- 
front and grapple misfortune, and strong enough to conquer it. 

Who hath not known ill-fortune, never knew 
Himself, or his own virtue. 

A few dayssince, the learned gentleman now writing his biography 
gave me the circumstances attending Senator BURNSIDE’s appoint- 
mentto West Point. In 1841 Caleb B. Smith, then a Representative in 
Congress from Indiana, found him a mere stripling in a tailor shop 
at Liberty, plying his trade, and at the same time reading a book on 
tactics. He found that the youth had an intense desire for military 
life. Mr. Smith at once recommended his appointment to a cadetship, 
and in this was joined by the General Assembly of Indiana, then in 
session. As Mr. Smith had bitterly antagonized President Tyler’s 
administration, his effort was unavailing. Just here a gentleman, 
who had been Mr. Smith’s competitor in the Congressional race, came 
to the tailor boy’s rescue. He had written a series of articles in 
defense of the administration that so pleased the President that he 
awarded the patronage of the district to him, and at his suggestion 
AMBROSE EVERETT BURNSIDE was given an opportunity to gratify 
his youthful ambition. ; 

How trivial a circumstance ofttimes changes the current of a life! 
Out of what a little germ there sometimes grows a great opportunity! 
And say what we may all the past teaches that men cannot be great 
without a great occasion. Opportunities improvedmake men—oppor- 
tunities lost unmake them. 

The incident I have given took the youthful BURNSIDE from the 
workshop of the village tailor, opened up before him a broader arena 
in which to fight the life-battle, and made it possible for him to crowd 
his future with illustrious deeds. But ‘Heaven from all creatures 
hides the book of fate.” . 

The horoscope did not forecast the work he had to do. Before him 
were fatiguing journeys through the perilous fastnesses of the South- 
west, the hardships of frontier life, the dangers of savage warfare, 
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the horrors of an immense and cruel civil war, the bloody fields of 
South Mountain, of Antietam, of the Wilderness, Petersburgh, Cold 
Harbor, Spottsylvania, and Fredericksburgh, where thousands upon 
thousands went down in the storm and agony of angry war. These 
dangers, these sad and terrible conflicts, these fields of suffering and 
death, bringing sometimes disaster, sometimes victory, were General 
BURNSIDE’s great occasion ; and here he made his record as a soldier. 
That record will endure until the events of the most bloody and most 
sorrowful epoch in the world’s annals shall fade from history. 

But, sir, his fame is not alone that of a soldier, for he was three 
times elected governor of Rhode Island by her people, and twice 
chosen by the almost unanimous voice of her General Assembly to 
a seat in the Senate of the United States. Few men ever had such 
a hold on the affections of a people as he had on that of the people 
of his adopted State. They admired him as a soldier; they confided 
in his wisdom and integrity as a statesman, and, more than all, they 
loved him as a man. As executive and as Senator he maintained 
his political beliefs with the courage of conviction, and never fal- 
tered in the support of what he thought to be right. 

Sir, his career is too full of great events to be reviewed on an 0c- 
casion like this. I will not attempt it. To repeat the story of his 
life would be to re-write the history of the gallant Ninth Army 
Corps, of the heroic and battle-scarred Army of the Potomac, and 
indeed of the rebellion itself. 

I need not pass in review his campaigns nor fight over his battles. 
Although the armies he commanded are disbanded now, “ their bat- 
tle-flags furled, their bugles silent,” and thousands of his fellow- 
soldiers sleep with him in the cold bivouac of the dead, his honor is 
forever secure, for the memory of his sacrifices for human liberty 
and the Union of the States is enshrined in the hearts of a patriotic 
people, and guarded with scrupulous care by the heroes who survive 

im. Men donot read alike ahuman life, for they see it from different 
angles. To judge a man impartially is difficult also, because we 
are too apt to estimate his life in the light of its influence upon our 
party or personal interests. A point in individual character which 
strikes a friend as a strong one is unnoticed by the inditterent, and 
is set down by an enemy as a weakness or a crime, 

I can only speak to-day of General BURNSIDE as he appeared to 
me, and I speak as a personal and political friend. 

He was kindness itself. A more genial, kindly nature I never 
knew ; and it was as unostentatious as it was kind. Where known 
he will long be remembered by 

That best portion of a good man’s lite, 
His little, nameless, unrecorded acts 
Of kindness and of love. 

And withal he had the merit of modesty, which imparted strength 
and beauty to his character and gave color to almost every act of 
his public and private life. He bothsuspected and respected himself. 
At all times he so reverenced himself as not to ‘‘ bend the pregnant 
hinges of the knee that thrift might follow fawning.” 

In every sphere of Senator BURNSIDE’s life he regarded “ the post 
of duty the post of honor.” He believed when the flag was shot at in 
Charleston Harbor it was his duty to give his services to the nation 
that had generously educated him. He believed, moreover, that the 
rebellion was a crime, and he did not hesitate to go into the conflict. 
When, on the 15th day of April, 1861, Governor Sprague telegraphed 
him: “A regiment of Rhode Island troops will go to Washington 
this week; when can you come on and take command ?” he promptly 
responded, “At once.” From that day until the war ended he was a 

part of it, and his name a part of its history. He was a man of in- 
trepid courage—a courage unmixed with insolence or brutality. 

His was not the brutal force 

Of vulgar heroes, 
for in no sense of the word was he a braggart orabully. He feared 
no man but himself. If there was one infirmity in his nature it was 
the lack of self-confidence. He dida great injustice to his own powers, 
for he was an infinitely greater and stronger man than he thought 
himself tobe. He weakened himself by his self-distrust, and some- 
times failed to win—not because he feared his personal safety, but 
because he was afraid he might put in jeopardy his country and its 
cause. A thousand instances of his personal heroism might be given, 
and I am tempted to refer to one. In January, 1862, when the fleet 
bearing his troops was attempting to make Hatteras Inlet it was 
struck by a storm which threatened its destruction. Perhaps no 
more fearful gale ever swept the bosom of the sea. One who was in 
the boat with him says: 

Bravely we breasted on in our little boat, staggering beneath the giant blows of 
each successive sea, our decks swept fore and aft, and all on board reeling from 
side to side like drunken men. One figure only stood unblanched, immovable, 
grasping by the bits, scanning the horizon for traces of his lost ships as we rose on 
each glittering mass of foam, and that was the square, manly form of General 
BURNSIDE. 

To face without alarm such a danger, a danger with which one 
cannot grapple, the terrible rage of a remorseless sea, requires a cour- 
age few men possess. Nor was fear with him when the battle was 
on, when shot rained about him and the bursting shell plowed the 
ground at his feet. ; : 

But, Mr. Speaker, Senator BURNSIDE had a more sublime heroism 
than that which faced an angry sea, or rode down on the adversary 
in the charge of the troopers, or stormed the entrenchments through 
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the smoke of musketry and cannon, for he was brave enough to take 
upon himself the responsibility of his mistakes and his failures. Who 
can forget his magnanimity after the defeat at Fredericksburgh? He 
might have imitated the example so frequently set during the war of 
throwing the responsibility upon some subordinate. He might well 
have cast upon the authorities at Washington, where it belonged, a 
share of the blame for this disaster. ‘To the brave officers and sol- 
diers,” he said, “T owe ee cae, the failure in the attack I am 
responsible.” Where does this find its parallel? Who in that day of 
rivalry, of jealousy among our military chieftains, was capable of a 
courage so frank and manly? ; coo) 

But, sir, I must pause here. I must content myself with this brief 
outline of a great man’s life. The historian will embalm his deeds of 
goodness and of valor. Future generations will learn from General 
BURNSIDE’sS example the lesson of devotion to duty and loyalty to 
human liberty. 

The statesman and soldier has gone to a rest all undisturbed by the 
envy, or pride, or hate, or ambition of men, or by the rage and tumult 
of the battle. Norivalries now molest him. He is beyond reproach 
or praise—the one cannot please nor the other offend; and here we 
leave him until the morning of the Everlasting Day breaks upon his 

TAVe, 
© Heroic spirit, take your rest! 
You are richer; we are poorer ; 
Yet because you have been with us 
Life is manlier, heaven surer. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, to Rhode Island, the 
State which honored herself in honoring him, properly belongs the 
tirst place in the obsequies of Senator BURNSIDE. 

Indiana, the State of his birth, fitly stands by her side. Massachu- 
setts, by the love she bore him, by the high honor and respectin which 
she holds his memory, claims the privilege, almost as a matter of right, 
of being one in the family group around his premature grave. 

There are thousands of brave men in my district who followed him 
on the most eventful days of their lives, to whom, ever since, his 
presence has been a benediction, his hand-clasp with theirs a pledge 
of mutual love and fealty, who would not pardon me did I not add 
their tribute and mine to these memorial services. 

BURNSIDE, more than most men, made for himself the position he 
held in public life. Born in Indiana, he was little more than a so- 
journer in Rhode Island at the breaking out of the war. Colonel of 
her first volunteer regiment, he rose rapidly in the service by his own 
merits. After the war he was made by the State which had adopted 
him first governer, then United States Senator, in quick succession. 

Before reaching the prescribed limit of three-score years he died, 
leaving, I believe, no one in the State in whose veins ran blood kin- 
dred with hisown. Butthe day of his funeral was probably the sad- 
dest in the annals of Rhode Island. All business was suspended, all 
buildings were draped, all the people were in the solemn procession 

which followed his remains to the grave. ‘There was no division of 
sentiment, no immunity from the common grief—all felt that the 
most honored citizen, the best beloved man within the limits of the 
little State, had been removed by death. 

Surely this man must have had some rare qualities. He was an 
oxotic from a distant land, his ancestral roots all remote; yet no 
oak ever stood more firmly in its native soil than he in the affections 
of that community on the day of his death—his kindred all scattered 
and far away, tens of thousands marked with tearful eyes and sad- 
dened hearts the bells that tolled his fyneral march. 

What, then, were these qualities that won for him thisstrong place, 
this warm love, beyond that granted to most men? Was he a great 
orator, a brilliant statesman? Not atall. Had his military career 
been such as to dazzle the popular imagination and secure for him 
these grand obsequies? Other generals associated with him won 
fame far transcending his. 

Not to brilliant speech, or gifted statemanship, or martial prowess 
can we attribute the wonderful success of his life ; but to the posses- 
sion, in harmonious symmetry, of those virtues which make the good 
and true man whom all love and trust. 

Perhaps his most prominent characteristic was his unvarying kind- 
ness of heart. His nature overflowed in lavish open-handed hospi- 
tality. Always happy with his friends around him, he was never 
happier than when his soldiers responded to the invitation of their 
old commander and pitched their tents upon the pleasant lawn of his 
sea-side home. His heart was as capacious as his grounds; it had 
room for all. Not only his brother Senator, his social acquaintance, 
the soldier who had followed his war-worn flag, but the poorest out- 
cast as well,no matter what his color or condition, could not look on 
his face and fail to know a friend. 

How truly the man within shone out through his physical environ- 
ment! Who that saw him will ever forget his tall, erect figure ; his 
dignified step; his face beaming with kindly good-nature ; the po- 
liteness, not cultivated but instinctive, which marked his intercourse 
with all? Recalling him thus, we marvel no longer at the affec- 
tionate regard in which he was held by all who knew him. His 
integrity was unquestionable. I do not use the word in its narrow 
sense of personal incorruptibility, but in its larger significance of 
moral soundness and purity. His ambition was not in self-seeking 
but in well-doing ; therein was his strength. He was undoubtedly 
pleased by popwar favor, but he sought it by no tricks of demagog- 





ism. He accepted it and was proud of it as the result and reward of 
a life spent in faithful service to his fellow-men, but he was incapable 
of using it for any unworthy purpose. Whatever trust was confided 
to him was safe in his hands. is honesty was so transparent that 
it was scarcely noticed or considered by those about him. His char- 
acter repelled criticism and slander as the perfect mirror repels the 
foul breath blown against it, itself as stainless as before. This sin- 
gle-hearted integrity involved absolute faithfulness in the discharge 
of duty. Modest, he distrusted his own ability for the accomplish- 
ment of great things, yet never shrank from any responsibilities which 
his position imposed upon him. His model was the officerwho when 
asked to storm an almost impregnable position replied, ‘I will ov 
and if the trial was not successful, it was made to the utmost of his. 
ability. 

Such was BuRNsSIDE—always kind, honest, and faithful. His life 
was marked by no brilliant exploits like the fitful flashes of electric 
storms, or even like the colors of sunrise or sunset, too bright to 
last, but was rather like the constant mellow light of a pleasant sum- 
mer day. Such lives are the healthiest, most useful, most in accord 
with our institutions. 

Popular education, which BURNSIDE sought to promote, has pre- 
cluded the possibility of individual domination inthis Republic. The 
exceptionally great men of past times were developed by the exercise 
of power, the usurpation of which an educated people will not per- 
mit. We shall never produce a Cesar, a Napoleon, or even a Crom- 
well. We do better. We have our BURNSIDES everywhere, calm, 
intelligent, patriotic, never seeking to oppose or divert the great 
currents of popuer progress, but content to watch them, to move- 
with them, and if storm or danger come, at whatever personal risk, 
to mend the breaches or remove the obstructions that the mighty 
stream may flow on in unchecked majesty and strength. 

It is enough to say of BURNSIDE—nothing better need be said of 
any man—courteous gentleman, honest statesman, friend, tender 
and true, in whatever position, civil, military, or social, for State, 
for nation, for humanity, he always did what he could. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune to have: 
served under the command of General BURNSIDE for a time during 
the late war and to have known him well; and while I have made 
no preparation to speak on this occasion, yet I feel that I cannot 
remain silent and allow these proce in his memory to pass 
without at least paying some tribute to the memory of one whom I 

reatly honored and deeply loved. I followed General BURNSIDE in 
{aes over the mountains into the State of Tennessee, and served under’ 
his command until after the battle of Knoxville, in November of that 
year, when he was relieved from the command of the Department 
of the Ohio at his own request; and it gives me pleasure to say here: 
what I know would find utterance in the heart of every officer and 
soldier who served under his command, that no braver nor better 
man ever commanded an army than General BURNSIDE, and no man 
ever had a kindlier heart than he—too kind, I sometimes thought, 
for strict military discipline; yet he always kept his army well in 
hand, as I think was attested during the campaign of East Tennessee,. 
in 1863. From the time he took command of the Army of the Ohio 
in the field in person, until he was relieved at his own request, he 
did all for the honor and success of his army and for his country 


that a brave officer, a skillful commander, and a true patriot could , 


do. His presence always inspired hope and confidence in the hearts. 
of the officers and men who served under him, and I am sure no com- 
manding officer was ever more generally beloved by his army than 
was General BURNSIDDE. 

Mr. Speaker, General BuRNSIDE had a brave heart, a heart so brave: 
that I have sometimes thought he was absolutely insensible to per- 
sonal danger. But while he had a brave heart, it was as tender as. 
that of a child, and full of kindness for all men. I do not think an 
officer or a soldier who served under him, and who is worthy of the 
name, can be found but will love and cherish his memory as a great 
soldier and a true patriot. 

He loved and cared for his army; was anxious for the welfare and 
comfort of his men, but while he was always considerate for the safety 
and success of his army, he yet had an earnest and sincere patriotism 
which led him when occasion demanded it to peril everything in the 
interest of hiscountry. I shall never forget, sir, one occasion, when 
broken down in health, I felt compelled to offer him my resignation, 
and called on him in person for that purpose. He said to me: “I 
cannot accept your resignation, colonel; the country needs your serv- 
ives and it needs mine, and we must give all we have to our country. 
I know the condition of your health and will take care of you, but 
cannot accept your resignation.” 

Mr. Speaker, it was such earnest patriotism, such fidelity to duty, 
and such kin@liness of heart as an officer which made every map 
who served under General BURNSIDE love and honor him. 

It might have been as well for me to have remained silent on this 
occasion, but if I had done so I know my comrades, the officers and 
men who served under and with me in the Army of the Ohio during 
the time General BURNSIDE commanded it, and especially during the 
memorable campaign of East Tennessee in 1863, would think 1 had 
not done justice to myself nor to them. I have therefore offered 
these remarks, imperfect as they have been, to give some expression 
to the sentiment of respect which in common, as I think, with aJ} 
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my comrades of the Army of the Ohio entertained for a beloved 
commander now gone from us forever. Concurring in what has 
been so eloquently said by other speakers who have preceded me, it 
will ever be to me a pleasure, while I love my country and the brave 
and gallant men who saved it, to honor and cherish the memory of 
General AMBROSE E, BURNSIDE. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, one by one the soldiers of the 
Republic who freely periled their lives on many a bloody battle-field 
during the war of the rebellion that this nation might live are pass- 
ing away! To-day we mourn the loss of ‘that gallant getleman and 
stout soldier, AMBROSE E. BuRNSIDE. As the Representative of the 
tirst district of Tennessee, a district which sent thousands of its 
citizens to swell the ranks of the Union army under his command, I 
cannot refrain from laying a little sprig of mountain laurel on the 
grave of the deliverer of East Tennessee. 

In the darkest hour of the civil war it was his good fortune to lead 
the Union forces across the mountains and to bring back to our people 
the loved banner which their fathers had followed when Andrew 
Jackson led the Tennessee soldiers on the plains of Chalmette in 
the defense of New Orleans. And it is entirely safe to say that among 
the homes of the Union people of Eastern Tennessee no name is to- 
day held in dearer remembrance than his. His sojourn among them 
was marked by a flowing courtesy toward all men which softened 
the asperities of war and made all to speak his praise. His urbanity, 
his leonine courage, his transparent honesty, his unquestioned integ- 
rity, his patriotism, which was as,broad as the limits of the Union, 
stamped him a born leader of men. In my last interview with him 
he sent his good wishes to his old comrades, and expressed his warm 
regard for those whom he had succored in the dark days of war. 

ile stoutly maintaining the Union cause he so bore himself that 
those who had thrown their fortunes into the scale of the confederacy 
were compelled to honcr the Union general who was tender toward 
the women and children, the weak and the suffering of every age, 
class, and condition. Among our mountains hundreds of children 
have been named for him, for he won the heart-love of our people. 
But, sir, I speak no more of his renown : 


Whatever record leaps to light, 
He never shall be shamed. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, the sudden death of Senator BuRN- 
SIDE, which has been so properly recognized as a national affliction, 
overwhelmed the people of Rhode Island in a great common sorrow. 

BURNSIDE was of the foremost of our most eminent men, and held 
the largest share in the affections of our people. His commanding 
form was the most familiar figure in our State; his presence in any 
public gathering always evoked the heartiest greeting; his name 
was a “household word,” mentioned with respect in every Rhode 
Island home. Thousands of my fellow-citizens had followed him 
through the varying fortunes of his campaigns, from Bull Run to 
Petersburgh, and had learned to appreciate his manly virtues where, 
in fidelity to a common cause, friendships were welded in the fierce 
fire of battle. We all loved and honored him, not less for the noble 
and endearing traits of his character than for his illustrious public 
services and achievements, and mourned his loss as the saddest be- 
reavement. 

We had recognized no indications of the approach of the dread 
messenger; he came unheralded and unannounced. But the day 
before his death Senator BURNSIDE was mingling with our people, 
engaged in his ordinary occupations, in the apparent enjoyment of 
his usual health, and in the full maturity of his powers. Neither age 
nor disease had impaired his faculties nor seemingly diminished the 
vigor of his robust manhood, and a long career of increasing useful- 
ness to the nation and his State seemed. open before him. Secure in 
the confidence and affections of our people; adorned with all the 
dignities and honors which they could bestow; just entering, at their 
repeated call, upon his second term as United States Senator; trusted, 
honored, and beloved by the nation as few other men ever have been, 
his future seemed radiant with brilliant promise and honorable pos- 
sibilities. Yet the insidious destroyer, unsuspected and unrecog- 
nized, had crept within the portals of his life ; and even preceding the 
knowledge of his illness came the shocking tidings, BURNSIDE is dead ! 

Although a native of another State, Senator BuRNSIDE had long 
been a citizen of Rhode Island and largely concerned in her affairs 
in both private and public capacities. Educated at West Point and 
serving with gallantry in the United States Army, he had, prior to 
the war of the rebellion, been a distinguished citizen of our State, 
and had been identified with and in command of our State militia, 
and at the outbreak of the war in 1861 was naturally selected as the 
colonel of our “First Rhode Island,” that regiment, composed of the 
best of our patriotic sons, which, rushing to the defense of the Union 
cause, was among the first to report for duty at the nation’s capital. 

I refrain from unnecessary reference to that great struggle; for the 
record and the results, familiar to all, illuminate the pages of our 
country’s history, and live and are perpetuated in our customs and our 
institutions, in our Constitution and our laws. And I scarcely need 
to recall how prominent a part in the historic events of that critical 
period in our national existence was enacted by our late Senator. 

The war for the Union, involving, as it did, issues of greater mag- 
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nitude and papectence than had ever before been submitted to the 
arbitrament of arms—the supremacy of law, the honor ofour flag, the 
very life of the Republic—aroused, as no less cause could, all that 
earnest patriotism, fidelity, and devotion to country and to duty 
which were among the stronger traits of BURNSIDE’s character. 

His allegiance and his best services during those unhappy years of 
civil strife were constant, zealous, and unquestioning. 

He fully recognized the necessity of that most positive of military 
laws, that to the superior belongs command, to the subordinate un- 
hesitating obedience, and cheerfully submitted to its requirements. 
It was for the Government to command his service, as and where it 
should be required; it was for him to serve, irrespective of personal 
preferences ; and so we find him, all through his military career and 
in every field of duty, whether as a subordinate or in high or inde- 
pendent command, ever the same conscientious, faithful, patriot-sol- 
dier, forgetful of self and regardless of personal advantage, bending 
his best ability and energy toward the successful prosecution of the 
great cause in which he was enlisted. 

I do not wish to be understood to say that BURNSIDE was without 
ambition, for I believe he was unusually imbued with that loftiest 
of all ambitions,—a determination to perform his duty thoroughly 
and well; and that he highly valued the appreciative and just appro- 
bation of his fellow-men, and the rank and station which are the 
insignia of itsrecognition. It might perhaps have saved the country 
from years of desolating war, with the attendant expenditure of treas- 
ure and of blood, had more of our general officers possessed in like 
degree a similar unselfish ambition. 

will not at this time and upon this, perhaps unfitting, occasion 
pause to argue or consider the comparative position which should be 
assigned to BURNSIDE among the great generals of our times. I ap- 
prehend that the calm, dispassionate investigation of history will 
accord to him the high position to which he is entitled in the temple 
of fame, and will point the moral of his heroic life, his lofty pur- 
poses, and of his distinguished and honorable achievements. Yet 
with the vivid recollections which these thoughts recall of that serv- 
ice which I had the honor to share under his command, I would un- 
faithfully represent my comrades of the ‘‘old Ninth Army Corps” did 
I fail to testify to the mutual confidence, affection, and esteem which 
always existed between them and their commanding general. No 
officer could have been more thoughtful and considerate for those of 
every rank and station under his command than was General BURN- 
SIDE, and none, I believe, ever inspired his officers and men with such 
universal devotion and veneration for their commanding general, I 
know of no other general in the Union Army who so completely held 
the unquestioning confidence and affection of his men, To them his 
presence was an inspiration; his smile almost a benediction. Wher- 
ever they may have served under him, whether in his regiment, his 
brigade, or his illustrious ‘“‘old Ninth Army Corps,” his surviving 
comrades, while dropping bitter tears over his grave, recall with just 
pride the recollection and the record of their service with Major- 
General BURNSIDE. 

At the conclusion of the war, modestly wearing the honors he had 
won, General BURNSIDE resumed his residence in Rhode Island, where, 
in the following year, he was elected governor of the State, an office 
which he filled during three successive years, by as many successive 
elections, to his own honor and the high satisfaction of our people. 

In 1874 he was the choice of Rhode Island for United States Sena- 
tor; and, having completed his first term with credit and distinction, 
and won the just commendation of our State for the earnestness, 
care, and discrimination with which he performed the duties of his 
office and discharged every trust committed to his care, was in 1880 
re-elected to his seat in the United States Senate, and had scarcely 
entered upon his second term at the time of his sudden and seemingly 
untimely death. 

He fell in the ripeness of his fame, adorned with the honors show- 
ered upon him by a grateful people, leaving them the legacy of a 
noble life, an illustrious career, and an honorable example, 

His comrades of the war, the people, his State, and the nation 
mourn his loss, and will vainly seek to fill the place in their counsels 
and their hearts left vacant by his death. 

If he had faults or weaknesses, they were in his excessive gener- 
osity, his open-hearted frankness, his amiability of temper, his won- 
derful unselfishness, his splendid magnanimity. 

I think I may justly assert his only faults sprang from the devel- 
opment of his illustrious virtues. 

He has gone to his reward, and I feel sure that the Great Arbiter 
of the universe will deal tenderly with that great spirit in which 
those who knew him most intimately could find no guile. 

Although, in proportion to her small population and limited terri- 
tory, Rhode Island has furnished many names of great men and dis- 
tinguished heroes to decorate the pages of our country’s history, 
there is no name upon that illustrious roll which she more affection- 
ately and confidently commits to the appreciative consideration of 
posterity than that of her favorite and honored son, AMBROSE 

VERETT BURNSIDE. 
Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolutions. 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted; and accordingly (at 
four o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: ae 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of J. W. C. Barnett and others, citi- 
zens of Tennessee, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. ; 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of V. G. Austin, 
for compensation for property taken, used, and destroyed by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 1 , P ; 

Also, papers relating to the pension claims of Caroline Lewis and 
of Eleanor Kelly—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Catharine Eagar, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BARR: The petition of ministers of the Gospel of Harris- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, praying for the suppression of polygamy—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of Charles A. Tuthill and others, 
of New York, for increase of compensation to employés of Life-Sav- 
ing Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of De La Vergne & Burr, and: other brewers of 
New York city and vicinity, against the passage of House bill 1079, 
relating to fixing tax duty on barley malt at twenty-five cents per 
bushel—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George H. Rogers and others, citizens of Long 
Island City, New York, for the extension of the free-delivery system 
of carrying mails in that city—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Two memorials from citizens of North 
Louisiana, relative to lands claimed by railroad companies—sev- 
erally to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Isaac L. and Margaret Dusenberry, 
to correct the military record of Isaac L. Dusenberry, late a private 
in Company F, One hundred and seventy-third Regiment New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of citizens of Trenton, New Jer- 
sey, for the repeal of the law imposing taxes on banks and bankers— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of certain soldiers of New Jersey, protesting 
against the repeal of the arrears of pensions act—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of New Jersey, urging an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of Rancocus River—co the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Grand Temple of Honor and Temperance 
of New Jersey, asking for an appointment of a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Papers relating to the claim of 8. H. Hill 
for compensation for property occupied by the United States mili- 
-— authorities during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. J. H. BURROWS: Papers relating to the claim of Jacob 
D. Hutton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of Emerson, Fisher & 
Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to the proposed reciprocity treaty 
between the United States and Mexico—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers relating to the claim of William S. 
Robinson-—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: Papers relating to the claim of William Tal- 
berts, for the use by the Government of his patented improvement 
for marine railways—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK: The petition of 100 citizens of Callaway County, 
Missouri, praying Congress for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COLERICK : The petition of Joanna Judge, widow of Peter 
Judge, who was late a private of Company I, Fourth New York Heavy 
Artillery, with accompanying papers, asking to have the records of the 
death of said Judge changed so as to show that he died from ex- 
posure incident to the service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of J. H. Huckleberry, to be re- 
lieved from payment in default as a mail contractor—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Hot Springs, Arkansas, praying for 
an appropriation of $500,000 for the improvement of the permanent 
reservation and streets in said town—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, the petition of Dr. Elijah Leming, of Scott County, Arkansas, 
praying the passage of a bill granting pensions to the soldiers of the 
Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLEN: The joint resolution of the Legislature of Illi- 
nois, urging the improvement of the Kankakee and Iroquois Rivers 
—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of La Salle County, Lllinois, relative 
to interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Indian Treaty-keeping and Protective Asso- 
ciation of Joliet, Illinois, praying that justice may be done to the 
Indians, and that their children be provided with means of education 
—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Also, the petition of cigar manufacturers of Ottawa, Llinois, for a 
reduction of internal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of citizens of Clearfield County, 
Pennsylvania, praying the establishment of a post-route from Penn- 
ville to Hudson—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of Smith & Foster, of 
Chicago, for compensation for occupation of grounds and destruc- 
tion of property by United States military authorities—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of internal revenue storekeepers of Chicago, 
asking for an increase of pay—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Black— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of William Clift 
—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C. B. FARWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Denton 
& Sage, of Chicago—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. M. Sweet, for the passage of a law to com- 
pel railroads to provide passenger cars with axes, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. FLOWER: The petition of Jacob Weidenmann, for compen- 
sation for landscape, urvhitectural, and Subdivision plans prepared 
for the Hot Springs reservation—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Grand Army Post 41, of London- 
derry, New Hampshire, for the amendment of the pension laws—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Papers relating to the claim of Alfred G. Hat- 
field—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of Isaac A. Hodges, of Saint Louis, 
Missouri, asking the Government to purchase for gratuitous distribu- 
tion his treatise upon ‘Sugar Canes, their Products, Culture, and 
Manufacture ”—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAWK: Papers relating to the construction of the Henne- 
pin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr.G.W. HEWITT: A billappropriating $20,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Tombigbee River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation of $25,000 for the further 
improvement of the Warrior River below Tuscaloosa, Alabama—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the pension claim of Will- 
iam N. Seymour—tq the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers relating to the claim of A. H. Gardner— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of H. Q. Walker and 
of Harriet Shacklett—severally to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of R. K. Byrd and others, for the passage of a 
law _—— land warrants to soldiers who served during the late 
rebellion, and for the equalization of bounties—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, po relating to the claim of George W. Dice and of Ed- 
ward Ellis, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—severally to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: A bill for the improvement of the Red River, in 
the State of Tennessee—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Duck River—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Cumberland River—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of B. B. Hazleton and 21 others, 
for the establishment of a light-house at or near Point Patterson or 
on Squaw Island, Lake Michigan—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. Bradley and 10 others, citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, owners and masters of vessels, for the establishment of a 
harbor of refuge on the north shore of Lake Michigan—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. JADWIN: The petition of 8. T. Birchard and 16 others, 
citizens of Pennsylvania, relative to interstate commerce—to the 
same committee. X 

By Mr. KING: The petition of R. Richardson and others, in favor 
of the repeal of the stamp tax on bank checks—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the claim of 8. M. Black— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel C, Lud- 
ington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of Almira 
Farnsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of Mrs. Catharine B. Arnold, for in- 
crease of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of certain citizens of Tennessee, for 
legislation to regulate the charges of railroad transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

- By Mr. MOSGROVE: The petition of citizens of Toby township, 
Clarion County, Pennsylvania, for a mail-route—to the Committee 
on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Gilman Roberts and 69 others, 
citizens of Waldo County, Maine, relative to interstate commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By Mr. NEAL: The petition of John M. Higgins, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of Howard University, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, for remission of taxes assessed upon the 
trust property of said institution—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of D. C. Miles and others, citizens of Massachu- 
setts, for the repeal of the taxes imposed on banks and bankers—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of the Temple of Honor of Massachusetts, asking 
tor the appointment of a commission of inqniry concerning the alco- 
holie liquor traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PARKER: The petition of citizens of Massena, New York, 
fer the establishment of a post-route—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The petition of Robert Burchfield, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas Fain—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Papers relating to the claim of George Gwynn—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. T. M. RICE: A bill to establish a post-route from Warsaw to 
Wheatland, Missouri—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post- 
Roads, 

Also, the petition of W. J. Wollard and others, citizens of Polk 
County, Missouri, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commercé, 

By Mr. J. B. RICE: The petition of citizens of Clyde and of Find- 
lay, Ohio, for the repeal of the tax on banks and bankers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ottawa and Erie Counties, Ohio, 
for ittcrease of pay of employés in the Life-Saving Service—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICH: The petition of 98 citizens of Lapeer County, Michi- 
gan, for legislation to regulate charges for railroad transportation— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. J.S. RICHARDSON : The petition of citizens of Marlborough 
County and of Chesterfield County, South Carolina, for an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the Great Pee Dee River, South Caro- 
lina—severally to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of South Carolina, for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of Georgetown bar, South Carolina—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of C. E. Carmon, postmaster at 
Lyons, Fulton County, Ohio, for relief for Post-Office money and 
stamps stolen from his office—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. G. D. ROBINSON: The petition of H. N. Case and others, 
of Springfield, Massachusetts, for relief from the burdens of taxation 
on the business of banking—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. J. 8. ROBINSON: The petition of certain citizens of Ken- 
ton, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the taxes now levied on banks, 
bankers, and banking institutions—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of Hardin and Knox Counties, 
Ohio, asking for the passage of a law to regulate commerce between 
the States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of the supervisors of the census in 
North Carolina, for additional compensation—to the Committee on 
the Census. 

By Mr. SHULTZ: The petition of Alvan S. Galbraith, late a tirst 
lieutenant, United States Army, praying to be restored to his former 
rank and retired from active service—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Papers relating to the claim of Washington L. 
Parver and Henry A. Greene—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By, Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel 
E, Ogden—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of George W. Waddles—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of D. C. Swan 
and 40 others, citizens of Marshalltown, Iowa, that Congress enact 
such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people 
by the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate 
commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. R.W.TOWNSHEND: The petition of 220 citizens of Wabash 
County, Ilinois, for an appropriation to improve the Wabash River 
and to reconstruct locks and dam at Mount Carmel, Ilinois—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: Papers relating to the claim of Timothy 
Carney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of M. MeColpin—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Eliza Ann Da 
Camara—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of James Downs, for compensation 
for property destroyed by the United States Army during the late 
rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petition of Chris. Rosterman and 25 
others, citizens of Blair, and of W. L. Wilson and 65 others, citizens 
of Nebraska City, Nebraska, for the repeal of the law imposing taxes 


> banks and bankers—severally to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. M. S. Bartlett and 200 other ladies of 
West Point, Nebraska, praying that George Q. Cannon, a polygamist, 
be expelled from the House of Representatives—to the Committee 
on Elections. 

Also, the petition of Oscar Brown and 66 others, of Richland 
County, Nebraska, relative to interstate commerce—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of William D. Whit- 
ted—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Samuel P. Greene, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: Papers relating to the claim of the heirsof William 
R. Downing, deceased, late captain and assistant quartermaster of 
United States volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
urging an appropriation of $50,000 to aid in the construction of alevee 
and the improvement of the Mississippi Riveropposite Saint Paul, in 
the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Grand Temple of Honor and Temperance 
of Minnesota, representing 2,000 members, asking for a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WATSON: The resolutions of the Erie, Pennsylvania, 
Board of Trade, for the permanent organization of the United States 
Signal Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the executive committee of the Philadelphia 
Letter Carriers’ Association, for increase of pay—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEBBER: The petition of 47 citizens of Michigan, pray- 
ing that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made a member of the 
President’s Cabinet—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of John McClinchy— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the resolution of the hemp growers of Kentucky, asking pro- 
tection of their interests—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs. Anne Spelman— 
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers relating to the pension claims of James 
8. Roby, of A. F. McClure, and of Riley H. Smith—severally to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South at Clarksville, West Virginia, of John W. 
Ramsburg, of Louisa A. A. Hayes, of Jennie K. Moore, and of Patrick 
Tierney—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
| The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the credentials of JaMES W. McDILL, 
chosen by the Legislature of Iowa a Senator from that State to fill 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Samuel J. Kirkwood, 
for the term ending March 3, 1883. 

The credentials were read; and the oath prescribed by the acts of 
June 1, 1789, and July 2, 1862, having been administered to Mr. 
McDu1u11, he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the credentials of James I, Wilson, chosen 
by the Legislature of Iowa a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1883; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Captain 
W. H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, of an examination made, in com- 
pliance with the requirements of the river and harbor act of March 
3, 1881, of Sabine Pass, Texas, through Sabine Lake, and through to 
Orange and Sabine Lake and the Neches River,to Beaumont; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports from Major W. H. Benyaurd, Corps of 
Engineers, of examinations of Bear Creek, running into Yazoo River, 
and of Big Black River, Mississippi, made in compliance with the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports from Lieutenant-Colonel W. P. Craig- 
hill, Corps of Engineers, of examinations and surveys made, in com- 

liance with the river and harbor act of March 3, 1881, of certain 
ocalities in Maryland ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting letters of his predecessor relative to Sawyer’s 
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improved canister, which were inadvertently omitted from his letter 
of the 13th ultimo on that subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that those letters and also the letter of the 
13th of December on the same subject be referred to the Committee 
on Patents and be printed. They relate to a matter which that com- 
mittee investigated at the last session of Congress. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the 18th instant, reports of Captain L. A. 
Beardslee, United States Navy, relative to affairs in the Territory of 
Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting information, in response to a resolution 
of the Senate, concerning the boundary line between the territory of 
the United States and Texas; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 






PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I present the memorial of 600 employés of the 
Census Bureau, representing that owing to the failure of the appro- 
priation they have been at work since the 15th of June, 1881, with- 
out any compensation or any legal right to compensation, relying 
upon the justice and liberality of Congress, and representing that 
many of them have families to support, that their pay is much less 
than that of employés in other bureaus, and that they have been 
obliged to part with their certificates at a discount and submitting to 
a large rate of interest. They pray for such relief as Congress may 
in its justice deem proper. I suppose the memorial ought to go to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and I move its reference to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I also present a memorial signed by the mayor 
of Newport, Rhode Island, by the ex-mayors, the State senators, and 
two members of the General Assembly, and the president of the com- 
mon council, and five clergymen, and many others, praying for the 
passage of a bill providing that appointments of subordinate officers 
{with such exception as may be deemed expedient) shall be made 
from persons whose fitness has been ascertained by competitive exami- 
nation, open to all applicants properly qualified ; and that removals 
from office shali be made only for a legitimate cause, not for political 
opinion or refusal to render party service. I move the reference of 
this memorial to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I also present resolutions passed by the city 
council of the city of Providence, Rhode Island, representing that in 
connection with the improvement of the terminal facilities for the 
freight and passenger trafiic of the railroads, itis exceedingly desira- 
ble that the work now in progress under the direction of the General 
Government of deepening and straightening the channel in the har- 
bor should be vigorously carried forward until there shall be a ship 
channel direct from Fox Point to the sea of not less than one thou- 
sand feet in width and twenty-three feet in depth. 

In presenting this memorial I beg to commend it to the especial 
consideration of the Committee on Commerce. The improvement of 
the water ways of Providence is now attracting unusual interest at 
that important port. Situated at the head of Narragansett Bay, an 
entrance always accessible, never obstructed by ice, affording a 
good anchorage and an ample depth of water, except at a point below 
Providence, and connected with the great railway systems that per- 
meate the country, Providence is the natural entrepédt of a large 
region, populous, prosperous, industrious, and productive; and by 
avoiding the difficult and circuitous navigation of Cape Cod it offers 
the cheapest and easiest access to a large portion of western and 
northern New England. And moreover the people of Providence 
come to Congress with this additional claim, that they have made 
very considerable appropriations themselves for the same purpose. 
A community which manifests its faith in the necessity of improving 
its water communications by contributing of its own substance to 
that object has a double claim upon the liberality of Congress. I 
trust that the committee will report a liberal appropriation, certainly 
not less than the estimates of the Engineer Department. 

I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of David S. Merschemp, 
praying to be allowed a balance on account of his contract for build- 
ing the gunboat Mingo; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of William H. Potter and others, citi- 
zens of New Jersey, praying for the appointmentof a commission of 


inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traftic; which was ordered | 


to lie on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
National Library Association of Hot Springs, Arkansas, praying for 
a grant of land on which to erect a library building ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He alyo presented the petition of Elijah Leming, of Arkansas, 
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praying Congress to grant pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of A. D. Aling, adjutant-general 
of New Hampshire, General J. N. Patterson, Colonel John B. Hall, 
commanders, and numerous officers representing the New Hampshire 
National Guard, praying for increased appropriations for the militia ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of H. C. Felch and others, citizens 
of Bradford, New Hampshire, setting forth. the evils of monopolies 
in transportation corporations, and praying for relief; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of New Hampshire, representing 3,000 members, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national 
domain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McDILL presented the petition of Salome H. Seguin, widow 
of David Seguin, Company K, Sixteenth Iowa Volunteers, praying 
for the passage of a special act granting her a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Saint Paul, Minnesota, in favor of an increase of pay for 
auxiliary letter-carriers, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented two petitions of citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing for legislation regulating charges for freight transportation ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce., 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Thomas Johnson and others, 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the establishment of a light-house 
at or near Point Patterson, on the northern shore of Lake Michigan ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of engineers, pilots, ang mates 
of steam vessels on the Delaware River, praying for a reduction of 
license fees; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Bridgeport, Connecticut, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traftic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of Maria G. Underwood, 
administratrix of J. C. Underwood, who was elected to the Senate by 
the Legislature of Virginia in 1864, praying for such allowance as 
may be due her; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of G. A. Sprinkel and 
others, citizens of Culpeper, Spottsylvania, and Madison Counties, 
Virginia, praying for the abolition of taxes on national banks and 
other banking corporations ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of the State of Kentucky, representing 500 members, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of J. A. Applegate and 
others, citizens of Indiana, and the petition of James Clark and others, 
citizens of Indiana, praying for legislation regulating charges for 
freight transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying for the passage of an act declaring the 
unearned portion of the grant of land to the Oregon Central Railroad 
Company forfeited unless certain conditions be complied with ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SLATER. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Columbia River through the Cascade 
Mountains. I ask that the petition lie on the table, and at an early 
day I shall ask leave to present to the Senate some considerations 
bearing on the question, 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of J. R. Boyles, judge of pro- 
bate, and other citizens of South Carolina, praying for an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of Georgetown Bar in that State ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition, signed by J. R. Boyles and others, 
citizens of South Carolina, praying for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Santee River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, ; 

He also presented a petition of citizens of South Carolina, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the great Pee Dee River ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMDEN presented the petition of C. F. Perry and 100 others, 
citizens of West Virginia, praying for legislation regulating charges 
for railroad transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. a s ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a petition of the W oman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Madison, Wisconsin, praying for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Wisconsin, praying for 
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Home to sell certain property at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, beeneing 
to the Soldiers’ Home, reported it with amendments, and submi 
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, reported a bill (8. No. 935) to amend the pensiou. 
jaws, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title and, 
on his own motion, recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 743) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wirt Goldsborough, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 722) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma Schell, 
reported it without wiealeaet and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 569) for the relief of Samuel D. Shipley, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. ’ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 516) granting a pension to Agnes Fairly, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed ; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Albert J. Spencer and others, citizens of Maine, praying that 
@ pension be granted to Mrs. Elizabeth F. Thompson, submitted an 

verse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 242) for the relief of S. Rosenfeld & Co., re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 801) authorizing claimants to the Rancho de 
Napa, in Napa County, California, to prove up their title, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. JONAS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims to report back the bill (S. No. 895) for the relief of Henry M. 
Rector and John H. Russell adversely, for reasons given in the re- 
port made by the same committee last year, and I ask for the indefi- 
nite postponement of the bill. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (8S. No. 315) for the relief of Silas F. Field, one of the sureties 
on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late marshal of the 
United States in and for the eastern district of Arkansas, reported 
adversely thereon. 

Mr. GARLAND. [ask that that report may go upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar with the adverse report. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 439) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military 
warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes, 
have instructed me to report it without amendment, and I am re- 
quested also to ask the permission of the Senate that a written report 
may be filed within a reasonable time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That permission will be given. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask that if it should be desired by 
any members of the committee who do not agree to the report, if 
there be such, they may have permission to submit their views also 
in writing at a subsequent time? 

The ew OFFICER. That permission will doubtless be 
granted. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, who were, 
by resolution of October 14, 1881, instructed to inquire and report 
whether the proceedings for the extradition of one Vincenzo Rebello, 
under the treaty with the Kingdom of Italy, have been proper under 
the treaty, and in accordance with law, &c., submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 979) regulating fees and the 
practice in extradition cases. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. . 

r. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 254) for the relief of Major William M. 
Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 230) granting a pension to Angus McAuley, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Susan Bonneville, widow of George B. L. E. Bonneville, pray- 
ing for a pension, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed; and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Louisa Gassaway, the only surviving child of Captain John 
Gassaway, of the Revolutionary army, praying for a pension, sub- 
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mitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from ths House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. No. 224) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert 
¥. Shugart ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of Sidney P. Luther ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of E. J. Gurley ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2796) to appropriate $5,000 for packing, transport- 
ing, and arranging certain agricultural and mineral specimens; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3210) in reference to the trustees of the Lincoln 
Monument Association. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make an inquiry in regard to the message 
from the House. Are the bills which come over from the House 
referred as a matter of course to their appropriate committees with- 
out a special order of the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are laid before the Senate and 
then referred. 

MRS. LINCOLN’S PENSION. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas { Mr. INGALLS } 
on the 15th of December, 1881, and also the bill (8. No. 860) granting 
arrears of pension to Mary Lincoln, have instructed me to report a 
bill granting additional pension to Mary Lincoln, and I ask for its 
immediate consideration at this time. 

The bill (8S. No. 934) granting additional pension to Mary Lincoln 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read for information sub- 
ject to objection. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pay to Mary Lincoln, whose name is now on the roll as the widow of 
Abraham Lincoln, deceased, late President of the United States, the sum of $15,000 
forthwith as pension money, in addition to any sum that may have accrued on her 
existing pension under the act of July 14, 1870; and from and after the e of 
this act the Secretary of the Interior is directed to pay to the said Mary Lines in, in 
lien of the pension she is now receiving under the act aforesaid, a pension at the 
rate of $5,000 per annum during the remainder of her natural life. 


Mr. BLAIR. The report is not lengthy, and I ask that it be read 
in connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
no objection. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. Biair, from the Committee on Pensions, to which committee were referred 
the resolution introduced by Mr. INGALLs instructing the Committee on Pensions 
to report to the Senate, by bill or otherwise, what increase of pension, if any, 
should be allowed to Mary Lincoln, widow of Abraham Lincoln; also Senate bill 
No. 860, introduced by Mr. LoGAN, granting arrears of pension to xa Lincoln, 
by unanimous direction of the committee reports the accompanying bill, the pass- 
age of which is recommended by the committee. 

The evidence before the committee has proved that Mrs. Lincoln is not in pos- 
session of a sufficient income to provide properly for her health and comfort ; that 
she is almost helpless and in constant pain from incurable disease, requiring daily 
and expensive medical treatment, and that her meansare insufficient to enable her 
to procure the same, much less to maintain that respectable condition in life which 
the American people would desire. 

While the committee have made as close inquiry into her os. affairs as 
they have deemed to be consistent with a decent respect for Mrs. Lincoln and for 
the memory of the great dead, to whom the indeb ess of the American people 
is without measure and will be without end, they would not be understood to have 
prosecuted their search into her private affairs with the minute diligence of a de- 
tective nor with a view to parsimonious economy in dealing with the widow of the 
dead President: 

But it is evident to the committee that her entire income frow her present pen- 
sion of $3,000 yearly is less than one-half the actual expenditure which her dis- 
tressing condition, which can only be varied by growing worse, now requires. 
Beyond this sum are the unavoidable expenses incident to her station in life, for 
which she suffers and which this country should supply. 

That her pension should be increased is further evident from the fact that while 
receiving the present rate of pension the deficiency of means formaintenance which 
the bill reported is designed to furnish has arisen. 

It is proper further to observe that since the commencement of her pension, July 
14, 1870, the salary of the President has been doubled, grey 44 increasing 
sense of the importance, dignity, and responsibility of that high office on the part 
of the people, and it is the universal law in the apportionment of pensions to give 
weight to these considerations. 

here is no doubt that with increasing years will come increasing need, and 
the committee desire to recommend such action as will relieve the country from all 
just cause of apprehension that the whole future life of Mary Lincoln will not be 
made as comfortable and happy as pecuniary independence can render it. ' 

The committee believe that the provision made for Mrs. Lincoln in the bill re- 
ported by them is no more than self-respect on the part.of the country and the 
reasonable maintenance of the widow of Abraham Lincoln demand; and should 
her life be much prolonged and her disabilities be increased, still further provision 
may become necessary, and, if so, will unquestionably be made. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill reported by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? The Chair hears‘none. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The report will be read if there be 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 936) to establish an educational fund, and 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to public educa- 
tion, and to provide for the more complete endowment and support 
of colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial educa- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 937) to enable the Postmaster-General to del- 
egate authority to sign warrants; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 938) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act for the sale of timber lands in the States of California, Oregon, 
and Nevada, and in Washington Territory,” approved June 3, 1878; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 939) to provide for entrance into and promo- 
tion in the civil service of the Government by competitive exami- 
nation ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the bill lie on the table and be printed ; 
I will call it up at an early day for reference, and at that time I will 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to submit some remarks upon it. 
I do not wish to pepevesiets the labors of others, and therefore I 
desire to say that in the preparation of the billI have been aided by 
those of large experience in, the administration of the civil service of 
the country and in official connection with the civil service of the 
Government in the past. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill willlie on the table, subject 
to the call of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8, No. 940) to consolidate the Bureau of Military 
Justice and the Corps of Judge-advocates of the Army, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 941) toestablish certain life-saving stations 
on the west coast of Lake Michigan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 942) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Reeve;- which was read twice by its title, and with the 
accompanying papers referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 943) granting a bounty to W. F. Bacon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill(S. No. 944) granting pensions to keepers and mem- 
bers of life-saving crews; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce 4 hill (8. No. 945) to provide for the paymentof ten claims 
for depredations committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the 
massacre at the White River agency in 1879; which was read twice 
by its title, and with the accompanying papers referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 946) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to settle the accounts of Brevet Major-General Edward 
Hatch, United States Army, chairman and disbursing officer special 
Ute commission appointed under act of Congress of May 3, 1878; 
which was read twice by its title, and with the accompanying papers 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill = No. 947) to declare the true intent and mean- 
ing of the act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the settlement of all 
outstanding claims against the District of Columbia,” &c., approved 
June 16, 1880; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 948) for the better protection of the mails 
of the United States, and to prevent their destruction by fire in case 
of accident ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 949) making pension certificate No. 190198 payable 
to Samuel Bell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 950) granting a pension to Freeland Hasten; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JACKSON asked and, by unanimous conesnt, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 951) to give the assent of Congress to the 
construction of a free bridge by the mayor and city council of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, over the Cumberland River; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 952) granting a pension to Theodore Rauthe ; 
which wasread twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 953) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Hen- 
drickson, widow of Thomas Hendrickson; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 954) to authorize the President of the United 
States, in conjunction with the State of Texas, to run and mark the 
boundary lines between a part of the territory of the United States 
and the State of Texas, and to complete the survey of said lines author- 
ized to be surveyed, run, and marked under the act of Congress ap- 
proved June 5, 1858; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MAXEY. In this connection I move that the communication 
of the Secretary of the Interior and accompanying documents, having 
reference to the same subject-matter set forth in the bill, be taken 
from the table and referred to the same committee, to be considered. 
in connection with the bill just introduced. I move, further, that 
the communication of the Secretary of the Interior and accompany- 
ing documents be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 955) to enforce the observance of the Consti- 
tution of the United States in reference to elections of President and 
Vice-President of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 956) for the relief of Columbus F. Perry and Eliza- 
beth Gilmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMDEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 957) granting a pension to George W. 
Teter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 958) to make the Agricultural Department an 
executive department, and to enlarge its duties and powers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 959) for the relief of John J. Ross; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of one o’clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the morning hour be 
extended until the routine business is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the extension 
of the morning hour for the completion of the morning business? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, (by request,) asked and, by unani- 
mous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 960) to 
incorporate the National Guarantee, Casualty and Trust Company ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 

troduce a bill (8S. No. 961) to amend the act entitled ‘“‘ An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other p ses ;” which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 
Mr. ‘\icPHERSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtainéd leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 962) for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia L. Williams, administratrix of the estate of William P. Williams, 
deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 963) for the relief of Maria E. Warfield ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 964) for the relief of Joseph C. Irwin; whieh was 
read twice by its title, and, with the papers on filein the case, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 965) for the relief of the Iron Mountain 
Bank of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 966) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 








He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 967) granting a pension to Martha A. Williamson ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 968) establishing a certain post-road in the State 
of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 969) establishing a certain post-road in the State 
of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 970) to prevent discrimination as between 
shippers and consignees by carriers by railroads engaged in inter- 
state transportation; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 971) granting arrears of 
pension to James Sheridan ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 972) creating the Oregon Short-Line Rail- 
way Company a corporation in the Territories of Utah, Idaho, and 
Wyoming, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 973) to repeal so much of section 3385 of 
the Revised Statutes as imposes an export tax on tobacco; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 974) to provide for the payment of registers 
and receivers for selling Osage Indian lands; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 975) for the relief of Levi Wilson; which wasread 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 976) to punish the unlawful certification of 
checks by officers of national banks; which was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask for the reading of that bill for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. It isnota long bill, but a very important one. 

The bill was read at length the second time, as follows: 

Be it enacted dc., That any officer, clerk, or agent of any national banking asso- 
ciation who shall wilfully violate the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘ An act in ref- 
erence to certifying checks by national banks,” approved March 3, 1869, being 
section 5208 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof in any circuit or district court 
of the United States, be fined not morethan $5,000, or shall be imprisoned not more 
than five years, or both, in the discretion of the court: Provided, That nothing in 
this act contained shall relieve any se association from any of the penalties 
prescribed in the act and section to which this act refers. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, only saying that the law now provides for the forfeiture of 
the charter for this offense, and while banks have been guilty of it 
over and over again nobody has ever been punished. This bill passed 
the House of Representatives ten years ago, almost unanimously, on a 
report made by Mr. Garfield. The practice is going on now to the 
amouut of hundreds of millions a day in violation of law. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 977) making an appropriation for the base 
and pedestal of a monument to the late Rear-Admmiral Samuel Francis 
Du Pont, United States Navy ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 978) authorizing the Texas and Saint Louis 
Railway Company to build certain bridges in the State of Arkansas ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (8S. R. No. 27) in relation to certain 
lands heretofore granted by the United States to railroad companies; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Railroads. 

Mr. WINDOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No, 28) relative to certain accepted 
drafts and other papers in the Department of State; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLUMB. At the last session of Congress, by the request of the 
president ofthe National Temperance Society, a gentleman with whom 
I have the honor of a slight personal acquaintance, I introduced a 
joint resolution for an amendment of the Constitution, and had it 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It was not reported by 
that committee. By similar request, I now offer a joint resolution in 
the same words proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States in relation to the manufacture, importation, and sale 
ofintoxicating liquors. Andinasmuch as the question of the constitu- 
tion of a committee for the purpose of considering that question is 
pending, I ask that the joint resolution lie on the table. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (8. R. No. 29) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States in relation to the manufacture, importation, and 
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sale of intoxicating liquors; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SEWELL, the bill (S. No. 345) concerning details 
from the Army was recommitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim of Basil Moreland be with. 
jas from the Committee on Indian Affairs and referred to the Committee on 
Slaims. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the following order: 

Ordered, That the petition and panes of William H. Sneed, of Knoxville, Ten. 


nenees, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
laims. 


There was a verbal adverse report made in the absence of any evi- 
dence on the 26th of February, 1879, and on the 11th of December, 
1879, upon the petition of the claimant and filing the evidence the 
papers were withdrawn from the files and recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, since which time there has been no report. 

The order was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petitions and papers on the files of the Senate relative to the 


granting of fuel to the officers of the Army be taken therefrom and referred to the 
ommitiee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That the pagans presented in the Forty-sixth Congress in reference 
to a Government building at Terre Haute, Indiana, be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below : 

A bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 224) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert 
F. Shugart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of Sidney P. Luther—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of E. J. Gurley—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2796) to appropriate $5,000 for packing, trans- 
porting, and arranging certain agricultural and mineral specimens— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3210) in reference to the trustees of the Lincoln 
Monument Association—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution ; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to inquire into the cause 
of the delay, if any, in printing the second or last volume of the alphabetical list 
of all the private claims which have been before the Senate, with the action thereon, 
since March 3, 1867, prepared under the resolution of the Senate of June 16, 1880, 
and ordered to be printed December 21, 1880, and report the same to the Senate. 


INDIAN SUPPORT AND EDUCATION. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution ; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
what sums have been expended by the United States for the education of Indian 
children in pursuance of the obligations of treaties ; to what extent such treaty 
obligations have not been fulfilled ; what sums it would have cost the United States 
to perform so much of said obligations as has not been fulfilled; how much of the 
sums now expended in the papeees of Indians are expended in the support of chil- 
dren of school age; how much each year of the last five years has been expended 
for the education of Indian children in pursuance of treaties, or not in pursuance 
of treaties, for the five civilized tribes in the Indian ‘Territory, for Indians not in 
said tribes, from trust funds and from the general treasury ; how many Indian chil- 
dren have been at school during each of the past five years in said five tribes and 
not in said tribes; how much the whole expense of the Government has been for 
the support of Indians by treaty, not by treaty, and from trust funds. 


COST OF INDIAN WARS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what has 
been the cost to the Government of Indian wars during each of the past ten years; 
also, what has been the cost to the Government during each of the past ten years 
of so much of the Army as has been engaged in the observation or control of Indians, 
or whose presence has been rendered necessary as a protection from danger of 
Indian hostilities. 

STATISTICAL REPORT. 


Mr. PENDLETON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish to 
the Senate, as soon as possible, the usual number of copies of so much of the report 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on the commerce and navigation of the 
United States for the year ended June 30, 1881, as relates to im merchandise 
entered for year oe Se in the United States, with the rates of duties and amount 
of duties collected thereon. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
2341) for the relief of colored emigrants, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States ; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of a bill and aceompanying papers, in reference to the proposition of the Creek 
Nation of Indians for the cession of certain of their lands in the Indian Territory 
occupied by the Seminole Indians. 

The subject is commended to the consideration of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the | 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- | Most patr , ; ’ { 
| of this bill; but it seems to me that there is somewhat of corre- 


tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of a bill for the per capita distribution of the sum of $2,000 to the band of 
Eastern Shawnee Indians at Quapaw agency, Indian Territory, with accompany- 
ing papers noted in said communication. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 

Hg also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of a bill to increase the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and to create the offices of Assistant Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and inspectors of surveyors-general and district land officers. 

The matter is commended to the attention of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Commictee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior with 
draft of a bill to increase the salary of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
to create the office of Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The matter is commended to the attention of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of a bill authorizing the sale of certain pine timber cut upon the Menomonee 
reservation in Wisconsin, together with the accompanying papers noted in said 


communication. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2341) for the relief of colored emigrants was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (8S. No. 46) to provide for 
the issue of 3 per cent. bonds is the unfinished business, and is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the bill as reported from the Commit- 
tee on¥inance authorizes a new loan to be issued by the United States 
for the extension of $200,000,000 of existing 3} per cent. bonds at the 
rate of 3 per cent. interest. This provision of the bill is exceedingly 
simple, and would doubtless commend itself to the consideration of 
every one were it alone. Surely there can be no objection to a reduc- 
tion or a diminution in the amount of taxation imposed upon the 
people by a reduction of the rate of interest paid upon that amount 
of the national debt. 

But the important provision of the bill, in my judgment, is that 
it takes away from the Government the option which it now has of 
paying its bonds within the period of five years, and it changes 
the condition which attaches to the national debt to that extent ; 
and, however important may or may not be the reduction of the 
rate of interest proposed by the bill of the committee, it opens the 
guestion of the continuance of the present fianancial system of the 
Government in relation to banks; it opens the question of the char- 
acter of money which shall continue to be used in the country, and 
it brings, I think, into pertinent consideration the amendments pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT] and the Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB. } : 

Compelled to form an opinion for myself and to exercise some part 
of the legislative power which is to affect, either injuriously or bene- 
ficially, these great public interests, I propose to invite the aid of the 
intelligent opinion of the country upon this subject and to present 
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the points of view in which the proposed legislation addresses itself 
to my mind. 
EFFECT OF WITHDRAWING OPTION. 

It seems tome, sir, that the bili, in withdrawing the option which 
the Government now has and the entire control which it has to give 
shape and form to the legislation of the country in regard to its fiscal 
agencies, presents a feature worthy of the most profound considera- 
tion. LI observe in the able report of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency « document which is worthy of the careful study of all men of 


| thought, that this subject is not passed over without a degree of care- 


ful consideration. The comptroller says: 


It is probable that from one hundred to one hundred and fifty millions of 
United States bonds would be sufficient to supply the minimum amount neces- 
sary to be deposited with the Treasurer by all the banks which may be estab- 
lished during the next twenty years. It is therefore evident that the national 
banking system inay be continued without change in this respect for many years, 


| even if the bonded debt of the United States shall, during that time, continue to 


be reduced as rapidly as it has in the past year. 


I accord to the committee all proper credit for the highest and 
most patriotic views of public duty and motives in the introduction 


spondence between the amount indicated by the Comptroller of the 
Currency as the necessary amount for the continuance of the exist- 
ing banking system and the amount of the national debt which is 
proposed to be funded again. 
NOT EXPEDIENT TO POSTPONE PAYMENT OF BONDS, 
It seems to me, further, that it is not expedient, whatever may be 


| the measure of interest, to introduce and pass at this time a bill ex- 


tending the time of payment of the public debt to that extent with- 
out a careful consideration of the question whether or not the pres- 
ent banking system of the country shall be continued, whether it 
shall or shall not be displaced, whether it shall be continued in its 
present or some other form. 

BANKING SYSTEM AND BUSINESS OF COUNTRY. 

Pertinent to these suggestions I shall consider the relations of our 
present banking system to the business and prosperity of the country. 
In doing so I do not propose to attempt anything like an exhaustive 
discussion of the financial questions involved in this proposition, but 
merely to present for the consideration of the Senate and the country 
some propositions of fact which are contained in the report of the 


| Comptroller of the Currency, submitted to the Senate and the other 


House of Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury for their consid- 
eration. 

The first proposition which I wish to submit to this body is the fact 
that, whether the present banking system be the best or not, whether 
or not it may be improved, like every other system of banking, it 
involves to some extent the arbitrary imposition of burdens on the 
commerce of the country.. It contains within itself the power ofan 
unrecompensed appropriation of the production and the laber of the 
country. Let us see in what relation the present tinancial agencies 
of the country stand toward its business and its prosperity. I find 
the following very significant and striking facts which to my mind 
contain a great deal worthy of careful consideration by the states- 
man and the financier: 

The receipts of all of the national banks, 2,132 in number, on September 17 were 
$295,233,779. Of this sum $4,078,044 consisted of gold coin, $500,301 of silver coin, 
and $13,926,570 of paper pee. The remainder, amounting to $277,628,862, con- 
sisted of checks and drafts and $6,592,337 of clearing-house certificates. The gold 
coin equaled 1.38 per cent. of the total receipts, the silver coin 0.17 of 1 per cent., 
the paper money 4.36 ps cent., and the checks and drafts 91.85 percent., while 
the checks, drafts, and clearing-house certificates together were equal to 94.09 per 
cent. of the whole. On September 17, therefore, the total percentage of cash was 
5.91 per cent. only. 

PROPORTION OF CASH TO NET DEPOSITS. 

These figures are neither more nor less than a continuance of the 
daily statements throughout the year. They exhibit the fact that 
the pational banks held of individual deposits on the 1st day of Oc- 
tober, 1881, $1,070,000,000, that they had an average of deposits of 
$800,000,000, with an average capital of $450,000,000, They exhibit 
the fact that the loans of the banks on the 1st of October, 1881, were 
$1,169,000,000, that the ratio of the total loans to capital, surplus, 
and net deposits was then 68.9 per cent. ; in 1880 it was 67.3; in 1879 
it was65.3 The proportion of cash to net deposits was 15.5 per cent.; 
in 1880 and for the corresponding dates in 1880 and 1879 it was 17.9 
and 18 per cent, 

What is the meaning to the business of the country of the fact that 
there are held one thousand million dollars and upwards of individ- 
ual deposits with a circulation of $320,000,000 national-bank notes, 
and a ratio of 17.9 per cent. of cash to net deposits? What is the 
meaning of the fact that the New York clearing-house reports are as 
follows? 

A statement of the transactions during the year ending October 1, 1881, has been 
obtained, which shows that the total exchanges were more than $48,000,000,000, while 
the balances paid in money were leas than $1,800,00@,000. Thedaily average balances 

aid were nearly $6,000,000, or about 3.5 per cent. of the amount of the settlements. 

he balances paid in money during the year consisted of $1,394,966,000 in clearing- 
house certificates of the Bank of America, legal-tenders amounting to over $8,633,161, 
and $372,419,000 in gold coin, weighing 686§ tons. If, instead of gold coin, silver 
had been used, the weight would have been nearly 11,000 tons. largest trans- 
actions for any one day were on the 28th of November,and amounted to $295, 821,422.37. 

These facts are singularly significant. They are treated by the 
Comptroller of the Currency as facts which affect the relations of the 
money of the country to its business, as affecting the values of pro- 
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ductions, and in all the departments of finance worthy of the gravest 
consideration. 
AMENDMENT OF SENATOR FROM MISSOURI. 

The amer.dmentsto this bill, proposed by the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Vest,] consist first of a provision which seeks to require by 
law that the new bonds shall be accepted by the banks and used 
exclusively in future as the basis of their circulating medium. An- 
other amendment, proposed by the Senator from Missouri, is intended 
t. limit the banks in the power of contracting or expanding the cur- 
rency of the country by prohibiting them from the alternate deposit 
and withdrawal of their bonds and their notes. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] goes still further. He proposes an amendment 
looking to the gradual substitution of the Treasury notes of the Gov- 
ernment in place of the national-bank circulation, and looki.g to the 
extinction of the national debt. 

INADEQUATE AND UNNECESSARY TO THE END PROPOSED. 

I am not unfriendly to any of these propositions; but I d> not be- 
lieve that their adoption at this time would accomplish the end pro- 
posed ; that is to say, the end of preventing the national hanks or 
any other system of banks from expanding or contracting the cur- 
rency of the country. I do not believe that they are necessary to 
make the banks accept the new 3 per cent. bonds as a basis for their 
circulating medium. I can see noreason why any institution, or any 
association of persons doing a business which requires the highest 
confidence and the most absolute credit, should be unwilling to receive 
the guarantee of a person with far greater credit and far more ex- 
tended means than themselves that they would at all times, upon 
demand and everywhere throughout the world, pay their notes and 
obligations. I can see no reason why any bank or corporation should 
not be willing to accept such a guarantee, either with 3 per cent. 
interest or without any interest at all; and if there be sucha reason 
I should like those Senators who are learned in questions of finance 
to explain why the national banks orany other banksin this country 
might not wellafford to take the obligations of thisGovernment at the 
smallest rate of interest, or without any rate of interest, to pay on 
demand their circulating medium at alltimes and everywhere. Inmy 
judgment no reason can be given forthat proposition, and therefore if 
the question of the continuance of the banking system is to be con- 
nected with the credit of the Government, I see no reason why the 
rate of interest upon the bonds might not be placed at any limit 
where Congress might see fit to place it. 

CONTINUANCE OF BANKS A QUESTION NOT TO BE PREJUDGED. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not pretending to say, and I shall not 
say, that a better system than that of the national banks cannot be 
adopted. Iam saying that it is a question of too great importance 
to be prejudged, it is a question of too great importance to be decided 
under the cover of reducing the funded debt of the United States to 
any rate of interest; nor should the question be surrounded with any 
embarrassment or complications. 

We perceive as a matter of fact that the relations of business in 
this country have been such that the intercommunity of exchange 
has now been so perfected that the vast bulk of the transactions of tis 
country are effected through one great commercial center, with the 
use of comparatively little money; and the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency in his report, which deserves the consideration of thoughtful 
and intelligent and studious men, has exhibited the fact (embodying 
in his reportextracts from the reports of able financiers and statisti- 
cians in Europe) that more and more the actual use of money is being 
limited except simply as a standard of value. 

PROPORTIONAL USES OF CREDIT DOCUMENTS AND COIN. 

The comptroller’s report on this subject contains an extract from 
an important paper read by Mr. George H. Pownall before the Insti- 
tute of Bankers of London, on the 19th of October last, on “The pro- 
portional uses of credit documents and metallic money in English 
banks.” The extract is as follows: 

There is a certain grim satire in these figures, when one thinks of the libraries 
filled with blue books full of weighty arguments, all curiously wrought out, to 
help in the settlement of the great note question. It is clear that the check and 
the clearing system are the main lines upon which banking is destined to run. 
Dead theories respecting notes and the right of issue belong to the generation to 
which they were living verities. To us theliving fact is the substitution of a new 
instrument of credit. For the present generation the improvement of the check 
and the clearing system, the mechanical details of office organization, those details 
of bookkeeping which save time, are, from the enormous number of documents 
passing through the hands of bankers, of more weight than the most learned trea- 
tise on notes and note makers. 

Hence it is we see, Mr. President, that a substitute for money has 
been found in the intercommunity of exchanges, in the existence of 
great commercial centers, in the clearing houses which, for an aggre- 
gate of $48,000,000,000 transactions, required only $1,800,000,000 to be 

aid in money. Hence it is that we find banks with a capital of only 
$450,000,000 having individual deposits amounting to $1,100,000,000. 
The comptroller gives us warning in his report that no measure 


such as is proposed by these amendments would be adequate to deprive 
the banks of their power of arbitrarily increasing or decreasing the 
values of production. 
EXPANSION AND CONTRACTION. 
I am in favor of the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, but 
I am insisting that it is but a drop of water in the sea toward the 
correction of that great power of expansion and contraction which 





results from the aggregation of the grant individual deposits, the 
mass of all the exchanges of the annual productions of labor through- 
out the world in the hands of these great institutions of exchange. 
The comptroller says: 

If the banks, however, either National or State, or private bankers, should at 
any time desire to derange the market, they could do so, independently of any 
legislation by Congress, by calling in their demand loans. 

EFFECT OF STOCK TRANSACTIONS ON MONEY. 

We have another striking and significant feature contained in the 
report of facts which have been carefully gathered by the comp- 
troller, and which beara very important relation to the money, the 
credit, the exchanges, and the currency of the country. What is the 
relation in which the Senate and the other House of Congress shall 
regard the vast stock transactions which constitute a part of the 
banking and clearing-house system both in New York and in Europe? 
What effect have they upon the expansion or the contraction of the 
currency? What effect upon the money of the country and the large 
interests which are involved in its being a steady and fixed repre- 
sentative of value? Referring to a table which ‘is given, showin 
the total receipts and proportions of checks and drafts in the States 
and Territories, the comptroller says: 

If all of these receipts represented legitimate business, the means for merchan- 
dising and for manufacturing would be most abundant. It would be an interesting 
subject for investigation to determine what proportion of the checks received by 
the banks in New York City, on any given day, represent operations at the stock 
exchange, and what proportions of these operations represent legitimate and what 
speculative transactions. In taking as a basis for such an estimate the posted sales 
of the stock exchange, a difliculty arises from the fact that these sales on any one 
day do not by any means include all the transactions at the board. In the opinion 
of the most experienced brokers, not more than one-third of the purchases and 
sales are recorded in the printed list. Even in the case of those recorded, the num- 
ber of shares bought or sold, assumedly at par, is not an indication of the money 
value of the transactions as they appear in the bank clearings, on account of the 
different par value of the various shares dealt in. ‘The paris usually $100 per share, 
but the average price of sales would not py excead $60 per share. 

The checks received by the banks in New York City, including both State and 
national, on the 30th of June, 1881, and which were cleared on the following day, 
amounted to one hundred and forty-one millions. Of this amount, one hundred 
and thirteen millions were cleared by twenty-three banks, all of which have rela- 
tions to a greater or less extent with brokers. From an examination of the clearings 
of each of these twenty-three banks, it was found that the total of certified checks 
on that day amounted to about eighty millions, of which it is probable that at least 
90 per cent., or seventy-two millions, represented stock transactions. About 10 
per cent. of this amount should be allowed for the daily payment and reborrowing 
of loans by brokers, which is accomplished by means of certified checks. It is 
therefore estimated by those who are conversant with these subjects, that of the 
one hundred and forty-one millions of exchanges, about sixty-five millions repre- 
sent stock exchange transactions. 


PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION IN RELATION TO WEALTH AND POVERTY. 
Now, Mr. President, as I understand the writers upon political 
economy, the whole circle of legitimate commerce so far as it relates 
to the values of the great articles of production and labor is com- 
prehended in the circle of production and distribution; the vast 
speculations in the public credit, or in mortgages upon the franchises 
or right of taxation, which by law have been given to great corpora- 
tions, are not within the range of the circle which circumscribes the 
production of the country, the results of labor in agriculture, in 
manufactures, in art, and in invention. They may be a necessary 
branch of business, and their relations to the banks and money of 
the country of great importance, but they are not connected with 
the great and legitimate interests of commerce, of production, of 
distribution, or of exchange. They are a part and parcel of that 
system of those economic and social forces which are developing in 
proportions more colossal than any to be found in the Old Wo1id; 
vast fortunes on one side and in the other great numbers of poor people, 
whose wages are insufficient for their comfortable support, and whose 
poverty is rapidly approaching that of the overcrowded populations 
of Europe. I do not say that it is in the wisdom of statesmen to cor- 
rect this evil. I donot know; my own prescience and judgment on 
these social and economic questions does not extend that far, but sure 
am I that it is the duty of every Senator and of every member of 
Congress holding in his hand the great legislative power of his coun- 
try to advise himself how this great colossal power may be wisely 
legislated with, how the arbitrary increase and decrease of the 
values of the production of agricultural and manufacturing labor 
may be withdrawn from the arbitrary power of increasing or decreas- 
ing its values by changes in the abundance or scarcity of money, or 
by concentrating the control of all exchanges of values in the banks 
or the great associations of capital and credit in the commercial 
centers of the country and of the world. 

Let us look at the facts gathered from the statistics which the 
comptroller has brought together with the most commendable in- 
dustry and with a clear and accurate judgment and with intellectual 
capacity. While I do not agree with many of his conclusions, I am 

repared to bear testimony to the capacity and the ability and the 
abor which he has brought to bear upon these recondite and difficult 
subjects in political and social economy. 
, QUESTIONS CONNECTED WITH THE BILL. 

You will bear in mind, sir, that I am considering the bill which 
the honorable Senator from Ohio has in charge in the light of its 
withdrawing from Congress its present absolute power and control 
over the connection between the banking system of the country, the 
system of exchanges, the fiscal agencies of the Government, and the 
public credit. I am considering the question, which I regard as per- 
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tinent to this bill, whether or not the present fiscal agencies of the 
Government and the people denominated the national banks shall 
be continued or discontinued; whether they shall be continued in 
theix present or some other form ; whether the connection with the 
public credit shall or shall not be continued to them; and what 
limitations upon their power and what legislation are necessary in 
the interest of a fair, equal, and just production and distribution. I 
am not guided in this investigation by any assumption that any po- 
litical party, either my own or any other, any individual or states- 
man, is gies with the certain power of seeing and apprehending 
clearly the economic laws which shall determine these questions of 
finance; nor am I assuming, nor am I willing to assume, that any 
Senator or any committee of this body which shall propose this leg- 
islation will not propose it in the interest of the great production of 
the country, in the interest of a fair and just equality of labor and 
capital, or be actuated by any other than proper views on the sub- 
ject. 

’ GOLD, SILVER, AND TREASURY NOTES. 

It has been suggested by the amendments of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] that 
there should be a silver certiticate similar to that which is now issued, 
based upon an unlimited coinage of gold and silver. These amend- 
ments commend themselves to me, but I would prefer not at this time 
to enact into law without more mature thought, and that is my ob- 
jection to the bill of the committee. Iam not prepared, without a 
more mature discussion and consideration of these great subjects, to 
vote for it. How this coinage is to be made of general use through- 
out the country, how it isto become a circulating medium, by what 
legislation it shall be made a part and parcel of the great business of 
the country, effecting its exchanges, are questions upon which I desire 
amore thorough and careful inquiry than can be had onthis bill. They 
are questions upon which I think the great business capacity of the 
country should be brought to bear, for in the classes of business men 
who conduct these great operations of commerce and the clearing- 


house and the banks at New York and elsewhere is to be found | 


the most eminent intellectual ability, the most thorough and clear 

analysis and abundant capacity to deal with these great questions. 

I regard them as connected intimately with the question whether a 

fair and just return shall be made to labor, or whether an arbitrary 

power of the increase or decrease of the value of the products of 

labor shall be vested in the banks and fiscal agencies of the country. 
MONEY AND Ti'8 FUNCTION. 

What is the function of money? To this inquiry we may be ad- 
vanced somewhat by finding out what it is not and what it cannot 
be. It cannot create in itself values. It can neither plow, nor sow, 
nor reap ; it can neither grow crops nor make nor operate inventions, 
It can neither sail ships nor run great trains of cars loaded with the 
production of the country. It is neither land nor labor nor the ac- 
cumulation of labor. It is the result of a law either written or un- 
written, founded in universal necessity and approved by universal 
consent, that everything desirable for use or convenience shall be 
divided into standard quantities, and that there shall be a represent- 
ative of value so that value may be applied to quantities and ex- 
changes effected through some given representative of value. The 
experience of the world as well as the conclusions of the most pro- 
found and ablest of the economic writers and philosophers demon- 
strate the fact that this representative of value must be established 
and continued bysimiversal consent and necessity. Its function must 
be contined to the measurement and exchange of values, and can 
never, except by arbitrary laws, become an accumulation of value. 
Its value as money depends solely upon the fact that at all times and 
everywhere it has been consented to and agreed to be a representa- 
tive of value. This is apparent, because when between any two in- 
dividuals either of them refuses to consent to any particular thing 
being a representative of value, it ceases as to them to have that 
power to perform the office of money and to have value as such. 
When not two or three but a larger number refuse to regard it as 
money, its character as such, as a representative of value and medium 
of exchange, must be proportionately lessened. 

VALUE DEPENDS ON GENERAL CONSENT. 

We may conclude, then, that money is not only created by general 
consent, but that its value and use as money are dependent entirely 
on the continuance of that consent. On what, then, does the con- 
tinuance of the consent of mankind depend that anything shall 
represent value or be money? If there be no law, natural or artifi- 
cial, to regulate it or determine it, then it is purely arbitrary, and 
bears no true or permanent relation to values. On what, then, does 
the continuance of this consent depend? Clearly on the fact of the 
universality of its use; and this universality of use must depend on 
the absence of any substitute for any particular representative of 
value, or medium or method of exchange. Whenever a substitute 
for any particular kind of money or representative of value which 
affords greater convenience and certainty of fixed and universal valne 
is found, such substitute would of necessity displace other and for- 
mer representatives of value. 

1S THERE ANY SUBSTITUTE FOR IT? 

The question then presents itself, Is there any such substitute 

known to the business world? Upon this question the report of the 
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comptroller, as suggested in the experience of Europe and America, 
in the details of the statistics of the great clearing-houses of the 
world, in the new intercommunity of exchange, furnishes new sub- 
jects of thought and new facts for the consideration of intelligent 
and capablefinanciers. Without oxpeening any opinion or judgment 
upon the facts which the comptroller presents, I wish to call the 
attention and the enlightened consideration of the Senate and of the 
country to the import and significance of his report, in order that, 
in connection with this continuance of the great system of Desking, 
affecting as it does every transaction, the colossal fortunes of the ric 
and the poverty of the poor, it may be, if within the limits of human 
reason it can be adjusted upon such foundations as an enlightened 
judgment and the equal and just interests of production and dis- 
tribution alike require. 

Is there anything, then, that takes the place of metallic currency 
or notes representing a metallic currency and convertible into it? 
If there is such a thing, is it desirable that it shall be encouraged or 
discouraged? Is it in the interest of labor, or oe or in the 
interest of non-producers and of those who make great fortunes out 
of production and labor by controlling its transit and final distribu- 
tion? These, it seems to me, are important points of inquiry and 
consideration in connection with the bill reported by the committee, 
which changes the condition of facts surrounding $200,000,000 of the 
national debt, and suggests indirectly the question whether the pres- 
ent connection between the banking system of the country and the 
public credit of the country shall be continued in the future. 

Iask then, Mr. President, shall the public credit, the national debt, 
and the banking system continue to be connected, and if so, shall the 
latter continue upon the basis of the currency of the country in its 
present or some other form? These are the great and important 
questions to be determined now and here, which, in my judgment, 
ought not to be prejudiced. They are questions which concern the 
great body of labor and production and the distribution of produc- 
tion. 

RELATION OF MONEY TO ANNUAL PRODUCTION. 


In this connection let us consider the fact that the annual produc- 
tion of labor throughout this country consists, excluding the im- 
provements on land and real estate, of things which perish with the 
use. The vast annual productions of agriculture which furnish sub- 
sistence perish with the recurrence of the seasons. All animal life, 
the production of the sea and the air, disappear from existence by 
use. Their value and the labor which produces them is a value and 
needs a representative of value only after they are grown and ready 
for use and while they are in transit from the place of production to 
the place of consumption, either in their original or in some changed 
form of manufacture. After they have disappeared from use, after 
they have perished in consumption, the money, the representative of 
value which represented them during their existence, is manifestly 
freed from its functions and returns again to perform similar uses for 
new productions and new values. 

The farmer grows his cotton or his wheat and sells it for some 
established representative of value. The merchant or buyer pays 
for it and sends it to the domestic or foreign consumer, placing upon 
it its original value and the cost of transportation, whether far or 
near, and the cost of his time and labof, and this is returned to him 
by the consumer. The same article and the same original value, 
increased by the added cost and profit, arerepresented by the ultimate 
payment bythe consumer. These are the natural and the legitimate 
elements of value, unaffected by speculative and arbitrary considera- 
tions. They are, it seems to me, the real and necessary interests of 
legitimate commerce, the products of labor in agriculture, and of art, 
and invention; their transit and transportation and their final dis- 
tribution and consumption. These values, during their period of 
transit, with all the cost of labor superadded, until their final distri- 
bution and consumption, are a value and need a representative of 
value. They cannot need it after consumption, after they have 
passed out of existence. 

MONEY AND THE AGENCIES OF EXCHANGE. 

What are the agencies by which this value is returned to the pur- 
chaser, to the agent, and to the consumer? The farmer sells his 
wheat or cotton, and estimates in money the labor and cost to him, 
and is paid. Out of this payment the buyer takes payment of all the 
farmer owes him and pays him only the surplus. The buyersends the 
wheat or corn or other product to some other place, and pays him by 
a draft on some one in his own place, who has bought from the place 
to which the wheat or corn was sent, or from some other place. 

Now it has been found, as shown by the statistics of the comptroller, 
convenient and profitable to collect all these transactions together 
and provide an agency where all these transactions may be efiecte 
without the use of money, or with but little money, by the exthange 
of these reciprocal credits; and it has been found that as there are 
common centers of distribution and great centers of commerce, either 
from natural or artificial causes, that although there may be no ex- 
changes between any two given places, yet the intercommunity 
of exchange is such that a credit in the common center of commerce 
in a country or of the world, can always be made a credit in any 
locality or any place through the exchange of values and credits. 
This follows as a necessary consequence from the fact that all real 
values are the annual produets of labor, and that these productions 






























































































uire to be distributed and exchanged, and require agents of dis- 
tribution, and that these agents of distribution have in their control 


whole world. 


$48,000,000,000 of annual exchanges and transactions at the New York 
clearing-house only $1,800,000,000 of actual money was used. So we 
find that in the year ending November 1, 1881, the amount paid by 
the assistant treasurer of the United States to the clearing-house in 
New York was only $265,445,154, and that this amount, great as it is, 
bore a very slight proportion to the great average of the transac- 
tions. Again, we find that with $320, 100,960 of national-bank notes 


individual deposits. 

What is the significance of these facts? When and how shall we 
legislate in regard to them and when abstain from legislation? How 
and when and in what direction shall law interfere in this great and 
colossal fabric of power, holding in its hands the commerce and labor 
and values of the world, and exacting tribute at its will and pleasure 
in such amounts and at such times as it pleases? This question re- 
quires at our hands, in my opinion, the most careful deliberation. 















OPINION OF BUSINESS MEN VALUABLE. 


Upon it the merchants and the business men of the country can 
throw more light than any others. They have among them the most 
eminent talents, and the highest and most thorough education. They 
are quick of thought and ready in analysis, weighing the facts of 
commercial and financial development habitually, and with great 
accuracy and correctness. They are possessed, I doubt not, of as 

high and pure sympathies with the welfare of the country and the 
: relief of labor from the evils of poverty as any others. The majority 
of them are equally interested with any and all other persons in pre- 
venting any system of arbitrary increase or decrease of values. 





3 PER CENT. BONDS CAN BE DISPOSED OF. 

To my ows;. ixaperfect thought it seems that so long as this system 
of banking is connected by law with the public credit there is no 
doubt that the bonds of the United States can always be disposed of 
at any rate of interest which Congress may see fit to dispose, even 
at or below 3 per cent. I cannot understand why any individuals, 
er corporations, or banks, to whom the highest credit and confidence 
is necessary, shall not desire to have the obligation or guarantee of 
some person whose credit and means are far greater than their own, 
so that at all times and everywhere each person will on demand 
make good his obligations. I cannot see why they could not afford 
to pay something for such an important fact. The bond of the 
United States is such a guarantee to the extent that the public credit 
in any form is allowed to be used for this purpose. It makes the 
obligation certain all over the world. 










































































FAVORS FREE AND UNLIMITED COINAGE OF GOLD, SILVER, AND TREASURY NOTES. 


As to the amendments of the bill, looking to the future circulating 
medium of the country, while I am not prepared without greater 
discussion and more deliberation than has been given to this subject 
to affirm a settled opinion in favor of any of the changes which are 
proposed to be made in the citculating medium of the country, I have 
in my own mind no doubt that the free and unlimited coinage of gold 
and silver under Government supervision, and Treasury notes in 
addition to a proper amount, convertible into coin, of proper and 
equivalent standard of values, will furnish as certain and safe a rep- 
resentative of value as can be found. 

I have not arrived at the conclusion of the comptroller in his able 
report that the volume of this currency would be too large and that 
in the system of exchange has been found a substitute for money an- 
swering the purposes of the business world. I am not prepared yet 
to arrive at the conclusion that the free and unlimited coinage of 
gold and silver and the issue of Treasury notes of the United States toa 
proper extent would give a volume of currency beyond that which the 
legitimate and proper business of the country would require. I de- 
sire these delicate relations of banking, commerce, and currency to 
be more carefully investigated. 































































































AMENDMENTS TO BILL PROVIDING FOR A FUTURE CURRENCY PREMATURE. 


I say, then, that it seems to me that the suggestions in relation to 
the future currency of the country that have been made in the amend- 
ments are worthy of consideration and have much force and wisdom 
inthem. But how, and by what agencies, may this be effected? 
How can the present banking system be either continued, improved 
or displaced? It is a subject of careful and intelligent thought and 
consideration to know what steps shall be taken to do this without 
disturbing that great volume of business which has now its estab- 
lished Rhannels, and every variation of which affects labor and the 
greatinterestsoflabor and production. Compelled to form an opinion 
and toexercise a part of the legislative power which shall exert either 
a beneficial or an injurious influence upon these great interests, I 
submit these thoughts with no pride of opinion or blind confidence 
in my own judgment. On the contrary, I wish to bring to my aid 
the enlightened opinion of others, and to form a judgment, not by 
any assumption that it is the privilege of any party or of any states- 
man always to see clearly and apprehend truly the economic laws 
ca which financial questions depend for their solution. 
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and disposition, subject to account, the annual production of the 







Hence we see in the figures of the comptroller’s yeport that out of 















the national banks had on the Ist of October, 1881, $1,070,937,531 of 
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A SYSTEM OF BANKING AND CURRENCY IN AID OF LABOR AND PRODUCTION. 
For myself, I desire such legislation as will protect and aid labor 
and capital, whether engaged in production, manufacture, or distri- 
bution. I desire such legislation as will enable production to be 
cheap and profitable and distribution fair, equal, and just. I am 
convinced that it is practicable, and that such an adjustment of these 
questions may be made as will give full scope to individual enter- 
prise to accumulate values and at the same time lessen, if not entirely 
remove, the want and poverty of the laboring people. I am persuaded 
that these questions may be so handled as to bring brightness and joy 
to the humble mansion where the strong man toils for bread and the 
wife and children die because wages are not sufficient to support life 
in health and comfort—such an adjustment as will not only do justice 
to the best interests of labor and production throughout the country, 


luxury and wealth. It is because I think that the legislation upon 
this bill extending the period of the payment of $200,000,000 of the 
national debt may prejudice the absolute control over the subject 
which Congress now has, and which it may exert in favor of a system 
which will be just and fair and equal, and confined and limited in its 
power of an arbitrary increase or decrease of the value of the pro- 
ductions of labor, of agriculture, and of manufacture, and the great 
interests upon which the prosperity of this country depends, that I 
am opposed to the passage of the bill proposed by the Committee on 
Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ALLISON in the chair.) The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON ] to the reserved amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to say at this time that the dis- 
cussion on both sides of the Chamber clearly shows that there is no 


the national debt, but rather a wish to continue the war taxes and 


| payit. There is evidently no disposition either to extend the amount 


of bonds to be issued above that reported by the committee. There- 
fore I shall ask to be permitted to withdraw the amendments which 
I have offered in order that I may not complicate or delay action 
upon the bill as reported by the committee. The committee’s bill, 
taken with the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Vest, ] for which I shall vote, is practically the 3 per cent. bill 
passed by the last Congress. 

Mr. President, I have no disposition to criticise or to call in ques- 
tion the consistency of any Senator upon this floor, or to spend much 
time in vindicating my own; but I would most respectfully cite Sen- 
ators upon this floor, and particularly on this side of the Chamber, 
to a comparison of the speeches they made at the last session of Con- 
gress with the utterances that we hear to-day. To my feeble com- 
prehension it is practically a confession that in the introduction 
and passage of a 3 per cent. funding bill we were all wrong; that 
the Presidential veto was justifiable, and the 3} per cent. continuance 
bond of Secretary Windom, although without warrant of law, was 
the best thing after all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from New Jersey to withdraw his amendments. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask, with the consent of the Senate, that I 
may withdraw both my amendments. One refers to the extension of 
the time of the payment of the debt, and the other amendment, which 
is now pending, increases the amount reported by the committee 
from $200,000,000 to $400,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has the right to with- 
draw his amendments. There is another amendment, in line 16, to 
strike out the word “ payable” and insert “redeemable,” which was 
also offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I proposed to make the bonds redeemable 
after ten years, and payable after thirty, and that amendment should 
also be withdrawn, as it relates to the proposition of my first amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey with- 
draws his three amendments, found in line 16, in line 18, and in line 
27. The question recurs upon the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance in line 27, which will be reported. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 27 the committee report to strike 
out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘two” before ‘‘ hundred ;” so as to read: 

And the aggregate amount of deposits made and bonds issued under this act 
shall not exceed the sum of $200,000,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator from New Jersey having 
proposed to withdraw his amendments, I take it for granted there 
will be no objection to that being done. That removes from the dis- 
cussion some contested points. By way of commentary upon the 
suggestion of the Senator, that there is an inconsistency in voting 
against a bill proposing a reduction of the rate of interest to be paid: 
by the Government to 3 per cent. on the part of those who favored 
at all the passage of the funding bill of the last session, that which 
met the disapproval of the then President, I can only say in reply 
that how the present condition of affairs can be likened to the con- 
dition in which we then stood I do not precisely see. In the spring 
of 1881 it was the option of the Government to pay off a large por- 
tion of its indebtedness bearing 5 and 6 per cent. interest or to let 
it stand. It was the jndgment of Congress that it should be paid 
off and the debt refunded at a lower rate, the Government availing 


but will bring contentment and continued abundance to the home of 


wish on the part of the Senate to extend the time for the payment of 








itself of a very favorable condition of the money market for that 
urpose. 

. Tees one of those who believed, and voted in favor of the belief, 
that a rate of 3} per cent. was wiser than 3 per cent.; and I have not 
yet been able to change my opinion upon that subject. I know that 
a majority of both Houses of Congress voted in favor of the rate of 
3 per cent., and rather than lose the opportunity which then it seemed 
to me existed so favorably for a funding of the debt I voted for the 
bill. I believed then that the rate of 34 was better than 3 per cent. 
for the reason that the 3} per cent. was an assured success ; 3 per 
cent. was doubtful. I argued and voted against the coercive prin- 
ciple contained in that bill which compelled any citizen of the United 
States, any person in the United States, artificial or natural, any set 
of citizens who had their money invested in bank stocks or not in 
bank stocks, to take any obligation of the Government perforce and 
under compulsion. I believed then, and I believe now, that when- 
ever it is necessary to accompany your demand for credit by a threat 
you weaken that credit and do not strengthen it. 

The whole doctrine was unwise. It breathed, if anything, a spirit 
of hostility to a class of our citizens just as meritorious as any others, 
and I, for one, am not in favor of class legislation. I am not here to 
vote favors for a class; I am not here to vote condemnation of a class. 
I propose to carry out the great doctrine of that party in which my 
political life has been passed, of creating equality before the law and 
insisting upon it. Tosay that you are to strike at the interests, nomi- 
natim, of any class of property holders in this country, is to my mind 
un-American and unjust. To say that you shall frame your laws 
expressly in favor of any class in this country, without regard to the 
rights and interests of others, is equally un-American and unjust. I 
stand opposed to either as a principle. 

Therefore it is that I will not single out any class of my fellow-coun- 
trymen to pay a tax, more than I shall single out others to pay the 
tax. The tax in my judgment must be a universal burden and must 
be laid upon principles that will make it rest equally, as far as human 
arrangements may, upon all classes of the community. 

But I do not care to discuss now the compulsory feature to which 
I have referred. I think it is a symbol of weakness, and not of 
strength, for Government to make either its demand notes or its 
bonds an enforced legal-tender upon anybody. It did not add one 
stiver to the value of the Treasury notes issued in time of war. It 
did not prevent their depreciation one penny when disaster threat- 
ened the Government that issued them and its credit was threatened 
to be weakened by disaster. Your bonds are not to be made stronger, 
they are not to be held with more confidence, by fixing upon them 
any feature of compulsory acceptance by the banks, or by individuals, 
or by anybody, foreign or domestic. It is a mistake to suppose so. 

The question is a commercial question. The question is a matter 
of business. Men are invited to trust this Government and lend it 
their money upon its credit; and how can you speak of credit and 
compulsion in the same breath? The two things are foreign. The 
strength of the American Government is the voluntary principle that 
underlies it. It is the love and the confidence the American people 
bear to their Government that gives it its strength. It is the belief 
in its honor, in its capacity to pay, its willingness to tax in order to 
pay,that gives to-day the unrivaled credit of thisGovernment through- 
out the world. Therefore I say that the compulsory feature attend- 
ing the issue of bonds is not only useless, but in my judgment it 
weakens the object which it professes to assist. 

But how can the condition of affairs in which we stand to-day be 
likened to that in which we stood one yearago? Isaid at the open- 
ing of this discussion that the wit of man could not have devised a 
condition of public credit under law so favorable to the debtor as 
that in which the United States finds itself to-day, to pay when we 
will, as much as we will, no more and no less. It is proposed to take 
that privilege away and to put instead of a payment at the will of 
the debtor a fixed period a few years off, and for that we are to gain 
one-half of 1 per cent. per annum in the way of interest upon that 
portion of our debt. It is a balance, I would agree, to be tested in 
the scales of judgment ; it is a balance to be weighed by what may 
be called the business sense of the Senate representing the power of 
their fellow-countrymen. For my own part, I concur in the plain 
matter of fact reason given to the Senate by the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. WINDOM] two or three days ago when he addressed the 
Senate. State the case to any individual merchant largely engaged, 
to any manufacturer or man in any branch of business ; take the case 
of a man representing the vast interests of any corporation which 
has a current of demand and a current of supply; the future un- 
known, as the future ever must be ; go to any prudent president of 
a bank, if you please, the president of a railroad company, of a vast 
manufacturing association, any man engaged either in corporate co- 
paren or in his individual capacity, of large income, with large 
outlays, all the currents of a heavy, important, and complicated sys- 
tem of payments and of loans, and ask him whether he would nego- 
tiate a heavy loan running through a long series of years at the rate 
of 3 per cent. binding him to pay on a given day, or 3} per cent. allow- 
ing him to pay when he felt he was able; and can there be a doubt 
as to what his answer would be? He would laugh at the idea of 
binding himself to a fixed period of payment for the poor recompense 
of one-half of 1 per cent. per annum on his loan. At least this is 
my judgment. 
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There are a great many questions that enter into the formation of 
a judgment upon such a subjectasthis. The enormous revenue that 
this country enjoys at present may be sadly lessened in many ways. 
The favorable condition of its Treasury may be greatly diminished. 
To-day it seems almost troublesome to know what to buy with the 
money in the Treasu Next year it may be some trouble to obtain 
the wherewithal for those purchases. With all the doubt and change, 
with all the vicissitudes of trade, of commerce, of politics, of war, of 
peace, of health and disease, and all the influences that affect the 
workings of humanity, to tell me that you are to give up a certain 
advantage which leaves you perfectly free in the future to pay or not 
as you see fit, and bind yourself to a payment, and to do all that for 
the sake of one-half of 1 per cent. on the loan proposed, does not seem 
to me a wise or a reasonable conclusion ; and, as I said before, it has 
no proper comparison at all with the condition of things that existed 
one year ago. Then we were paying twice as much interest as we 
should pay, and the hg of this country of their own will and by 
their own action, under the direct force of no law but upon their own 
suggestion and by their own force, agreed to abate the rate of inter- 
est which they were receiving from the Government and take from 
1}to2sper cent. less. It wastheir offer. Ihave heard that branch of 
the executive government which has charge of the Treasury blamed 
for accepting it. Idonot joinin thatcondemnation. Itseems tome 
there would have been an infidelity to duty, to right, if the Secretary 
of the Treasury had not availed himself of that offer and so lessened 
by an enormous amount the burdens upon the labor and the taxation 
of the country by accepting the terms that were offered to him by 
the creditors of the United States. 

No contract was changed; no new contract was made. There was 
simply the agreement to diminish the rate of interest to be received ; 
and he would in my judgment have been derelict to his duty had he 
not accepted the arrangement that was offered. Nostay was granted 
in the collection of the debt; no advantage was parted with by the 
Government; no contract was made for continuing it; but on the con- 
trary the right of this Government to deal with its public debt placed 
it in a position more favorable than any record of fiscal history in 
the civilized world ever before exhibited. 

There was a motion made, and I suppose it will be renewed, to lay 
the bill with the amendments on the table. There are some amend- 
ments of which I should approve. The one offered by the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] proposes that if thesé bonds are 
issued they shall by their terms not be payable until the present 34 
r cent. bonds, payable at the option of the Government, shall have 

een paid off; and that then those 3 per cent. bonds which were first 
subscribed for should be the last to be paid. I think the amendment 
was well founded and its operation would insure, if anything were 
needed to insure, the subscription to those bonds; and therefore if 
the bill were to pass I should rather it would pass with that feature 
incorporated. 

However I shall not vote for the bill. I gave my reasons for that 
some days ago, and I do not care to weary the Senate now by repeat- 
ingthem. What I have just said was rather to meet the observation 
of my friend from New Jersey, that there was inconsistency in a man 
who had voted in 1881 for a bill fixing the rate at 3 per cent. if he 
should refuse at this time and under the present condition of affairs 
to vote in favor of the present measure. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did not intend, hor do I think that I have 
in any sense accused the Senator from Delaware of any inconsistency 
with respect to his action upon this bill. It was well known to me, 
at least, what his views were at the last session of Congress. Hoe 
favored a 3} per cent. bill. He favored it because he believed a 3 per 
cent. refunding bond could not be floated. He objected to the so- 
called Carlisle amendment, known as the fifth section, for the reason 
that he did not think it proper to compel any institution or any indi- 
vidual to accept the bonds of the Government. 

Yet, notwithstanding all that, the honorable Senator proceeds in 
the most vigorous way to defend the action of the late Secretary of 
the Treasury. Ishould like to ask the honorable Senator if there was 
no process of intimidation practiced by that Secretary in continuing 
the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds at 34 per cent. interest? If the process 
of compulsion or intimidation is one that alarms the Senator from 
Delaware so much, why does he not also go so far as to say that the 
Democratic Congress had passed a 3 per cent. funding bill, and they 
served notice thereby upon every officer of this Government that it 
was in their judgment the amount of money that the Government 
should pay as interest upon its bonds; it was notice to the bond- 
holder, whether the bond was held by a national bank or by an in- 
dividual, that if the same conditions existed when the next Congress 
convened it would proceed in a legal, legitimate, and proper way to 
refund this portion of the debt at 3 per cent.? The honorable Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] anticipated my wishes and my action 
when he rose in his place in the Senate and offered a3 per cent. fund- 
ing bill. As to the Secretary of the Treasury, I do not propose, far 
from it, to attempt to criticise his action except in this regard. Any 
reduction of the public debt was certainly a benefit to the Govern- 
ment; but, as I said before, he was served with a notice; he had his 
letter of instructions from Con and he repudiated it. The 
bondholder, whether it was a national bank or the individual bond- 
holder, whether the bonds were held as a fiduciary trust, the money 
of widows and orphans, or however they were held—the bondholders. 






































































came and presented their bonds to him, and why? Because they 
were induced to believe by the action of Congress that when the Con- 
assembled at this session, unless a compromise more favorable 
to the Government was made, instead of taki fe 
would be compelled to take 3 per cent. Isay to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Delaware that in my opinion the whole thing was a greater 
measure of compulsion than the Carlisle amendment which was 
affixed to the bill of one year ago. 
The honorable Senator from Delaware, we well know, was in favor 
at that time of a 3} per cent. bill. When I take my seat I wish him 

































this Government were to-day issued in a 3 per cent. bond, giving the 
option to the Government to-morrow to pay it one day after the date 
of issue, does he believe that the bond would nos be taken with alac- 
rity? And if that bond were subscribed for and paid for by the peo- 
ple, is it not the bounden duty of Congress to so reduce the debt ? 

The national banks, of which we have heard so much, have ad- 
vantages from the Government that no other institutions under Gov- 
ernment control have. It is true we have a free banking law that 
permits any individual or association of individuals to deposit their 
bonds with the Government, and the Government in turn furnishes 
them with a currency. I am ready and willing to-day to make a 
contract which shall stand upon the statute-books of the country 
saying to every individual or every association of men who desire to 
engage in the business of banking, “ Yes, you may do it, but you do 
it upon the conditions here named.” In addition to that, asa matter 
of policy, as a matter of profit, if every dollar of the so-called 34 per- 
cents were funded in a bond payable, at the option of the Govern- 
ment, one day after the date of issue, the 43 and 5 percents to-day 
held by the banking institutions of the country would be sold in the 
open market at the prices they bear in the market, and those who 
sold them would reinvest their money in 3 per cent. bonds at par, as 
a basis of banking. This, I say, they would do as a matter of profit. 

Mr. BAYARD. Thereismuch virtue in an “if.” The Senator from 
New Jersey, I think, has committed the error of treating a 3 per cent. 
Government bond as an accomplished fact. He stated the whole 
question as though the Congress of the United States had not 
only signified by a majority vote that they would borrow money at 
3 per cent, but that their proposed loan had been thoroughly success- 
ful. Ifthat were so, it would indeed have been a grievous condition 
of things for a Secretary of the Treasury to agree to a loan of 3} per 
cent. for a day or an hour, when he could have borrowed the money 
.atalowerrate. Butnosuch condition of things occurred. Congress 
did at the last session vote as their opinion that the public debt could 
be refunded at the rate of 3 per cent., but they never had the oppor- 
tunity of testing it. That was not done; no matter by whose fault, 
that bill failed to become alaw. As to the doctrine of compulsion I 
think I explained fully enough not to make it necessary to repeat it, 
the case of the Government issuing its demand note or its bond and 
saying that it should be taken by certain creditors of the Government. 
[have stated all I want to say on that subject. 

But there is another difference of fact between the case supposed 
by the Senator from New Jersey, and that which did exist last spring 
or which exists to-day ; thatis to say, there has been no such thing 
yet in this Government as a 3 per cent. bond. How can you speak, 
therefore, of its success either in being originally subseribed to or 
in maintaining it at par, which is equally necessary, until you have 
tried it? 

At the risk of repetition, I will repeat my objection to running a 
risk upon this subject. The laws of this country have linked the 
fate of the bond and the fate of the currency of the people, together. 
The currency is a substitute for money, not real money, but the credit- 
promises virtually of the United States, issued through the sys- 
tem of national banks. What is the basis of that credit? What is 
it that makes every noteholder throughout the country feel an abso- 
lute confidence in taking the note of any national bank, one that has 
broken or one that is in the full tide of prosperous business? It is 
that he knows that there is a collateral security in the shape of Gov- 
ernment bonds, 10 per cent. in excess of the amount of currency is- 
sued through each bank; and so long as he knows there is security, 
so long he cares nothing for risk that may depend upon the note in 
hand. If the 3 per cent. or 3} per cent. bond issued by the Govern- 
ment should from any contingency fall below par in the market, at 
once the sense of security in the holder of the note would be shocked ; 
and who shall measure the effect upon the business of the country 
of such an invasion of public confidence? Who can tell what will 
be the effect upon all those enterprises that give employment both to 
labor and capital, of making capital feel afraid to invest itself in 
enterprises that furnish labor. 

Having based our transactions, ninety-nine dollars out of a hun- 

dred, upon a system of credit represented by paper money known to 
be backed by Government bonds, it is all-important for us that those 
Government bonds never should fall below par in the market. I do 
not think the importance of that fact has been fully appreciated by 
my associates in this body who seem not to care whether the par 
value of the bond can be maintained or not. The 3 per cent. consols 
of the richest country in this world, the 3 per cent. consols of Great 
Britain, have touched par but twice in twenty years. They have 
-been far below par most of that time. There is no banking system 
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founded uponthem. Those consols are not collateral security for any 
portion of the English currency. Their case is not our case. 

Mr. President, a man may not in a day or a year,find the vindica- 
tion for his judgment on public questions. It is, after all, a ques- 
tion of balance of probabilities. e must look before as well as after. 
We must look around us and pierce the future as well as we may, be- 
fore we undertake to deal with great public questions. On the ques- 
tion of banking I have nothing to say now. That is one system. 
On the question of currency I have nofbine to say except in connec- 
tion with the public credit, with whose fate we have linked the fate 
of our paper money ; but I do say, Senators, you should be more than 
usually careful in attempting to fund your debt as yet problematic 
in this country lest you may obtain subscription to your bond and 
yet after it is floated you may find it diminished in value, and with 
its diminution of value will be a diminution of the credit-money 
which is based upon it. Therefore it is by the light of all the con- 
servatism that affects me, that I do not propose to run risks of check- 
ing the flood of prosperity for which in this country I am so sincerely 
grateful at the present time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. One word more, and then I shall have done. 
The honorable Senator from Delaware, if I understand him aright, 
aery on the presumption that it is unsafe to try to float a 3 per cent. 

ond; and yet he makes no declaration of opinion as to whether it 
could be done or not. He speaks of an ‘‘if” in the case, and says 
‘if the bonds can be floated.” I know of no way on earth of judg- 
ing of the value of an article except by the price it will bring in the 
market. When in the every-day transactions of the world the 44 
per cent. bonds bear such a price above par in the market as would 
make a bond at 3 per cent. stand at par to the Government, I cannot 
conceive how there is any longer an “if” in the case. 

The Senator makes a comparison with the British consols. I do 
not think the honorable Senator means to bring in that illustration 
to prove to us that a United States 3 per cent. bond could not be 
floated at par. He tells us that but three times in the history of the 
British Government have the 3 per cent. consols sold at par. What 
is the reason for that? There never has been a period of time for ten 
successive years from the organization of the British Empire to the 
present day when it has not been engaged in war with some country 
either in defending its own provinces or in trying to acquire new ter- 
ritory. She is in difficulty to-day at her own door. The consols 

yielding 3 per cent. to the investor are subject to taxation by the 

ritish Government, and whatever may be the wants or requirements 
of that government the consol must yield its proportion of taxation 
into the general fund, while our bonds are subject to taxation neither 
by the national, State, nor any municipal government. 

Therefore it is that I say there is no comparison between the two 
cases. One of them has a market value in all the financial markets 
of the world; the other has a value only in the British Empire, who 
never expect to pay their debt; and they will have to have extra- 
ordinary products with the way the debt is multiplying if they suc- 
ceed in paying the 3 per cent. interest without taxing it all back in 
the hands of the holders. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I had no idea when the little funding 
bill left the Committee on Finance that the discussion would assume 
ee like the range it has taken, nor do I propose now to take 
part in the debate at any great length. But being a member of that 
committee and having sanctioned the reporting of the bill as it was 
laid before the Senate, I desire to state in a few words the reasons 
that induced me to give my sanction to it at the time, although I 
shall not vote for it now: 

When the proposition came before the committee we had to look 
at these facts. vet me give the exact figures as stated by the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOM, ] the late Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The total amount of the bonded indebtedness of the United 
States is $1,539,951,350. Of that, $551,000,000 is now subject to our 
control ; $250,000,000, bearing 44 per cent., will be payable September 
1, 1891, nearly ten years hence, and the balance, $738,722,550, bearing 
an annual interest of 4 per cent., will not fall due until July, 1907. 
That is the condition of our bonded indebtedness. We have only 

550,000,000 that we can pay without going into market and buying 
bonds not payable until September, 1891, and from 1891 to 1907 we 
have only $250,000,000 of 44 percents that we can pay off without go- 
ing into market and buying them. The proposition before the com- 
mittee was simply this—for I desire to say here we never considered 
any question relative to banking nor the effect of this bill upon banks— 
we had no idea that with nearly a thousand millions of other bonds 
outstanding and the requirements of the banks being not over $450,- 
000,000 at the outside, there could be any lack of United States bonds 
upon which to carry on national banks as now organized, whether 
we refunded $200,000,000 of the 3 per cent. bonds or not for five years ; 
but we had to look at this question: $550,000,000,as Isaid, is all we can 
pay before September, 1891. We are paying 34 per cent. upon that 
amount. If we can fund $200,000,000 of the $550,000,000 at 3 per cent., 
we shall save a million dollars a year. 

The bill proposes to allow annually $70,000,000 to be paid off the 
first five years, making $350,000,000 that we continue to hold in our 
hands, leaving $50,000,000 a year from 1887 to 1891 funded in a 3 per 
cent. bond until the 44 percents become due. Our surplus revenues 
are now large. Seventy million dollars for the first five years and 
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$50,000,000 for the next four would absorb the $550,000,000, and that 
is the earliest moment at which we can pay off any of the four- 
and-a-halfs without going into market and buying them; and there 
being nearly a thousand millions outside of these three-and-a-halfs 
upon which national banks could base bank circulation, the question 
was not even talked about in committee as to how far the banks would 
be affected by the present proposition. We all voted to fund $400,- 
000,000 last spring at 3 per cent.; some desired to make it 3} and some 
3, but all voted to fund $400,000,000 in the bill that was vetoed, and 
nobody seemed to think that: was going to perpetuate the bank sys- 
tem; and it is not quite obvious now if $400,000,000 could be funded 
last year—and the only question was whether it should be at 3 or 34 
per cent.—how funding $200,000,000 now would make any very great 
difference as to bank circulation or the bonds on which the banks are 
to base their circulation. 3 

The first proposition of the Senator from Ohio, the former Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, was to fund $300,000,000; but when the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury came before us and said, ‘‘ Our revenue 
is so large that I think we had better allow the present bonds to 
remain as they are, or at least make the amount funded smaller,” 
by ‘common consent, and I believe with the assent of the Senator 
from Ohio, the committee made the amount $200,000,000 instead of 
$300,000,000, partly in a spirit of deference to the views of the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury, who thought that perhaps he could 
pay off a large portion of the bonds within that time. We therefore 
determined to recommend the holding open at 34 of $70,000,000 a year 
for the first five years, leaving only $50,000,000 a year during the fol- 
lowing four years, during which to pay the bonds funded into three 
percents and thus try to save a million a year up to 1891, when the four- 
and-a-halfs become due. But the last Secretary of the Treasury, now 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOM, ] supplementing what was 
said by the present Secretary of the Treasury, who appeared before 
the committee, made a speech the other day which I listened to with 
very great interest, in which he made this statement: 

The exact amount required for the sinking fund I cannot answer; I do not re- 
member; but that we have had a surplus of revenue which has enabled us to pay 
off during the last ten months $120,000,000 is certain. I say, then, if our revenues 
shall contame as they are we can pay off $12,000,000 a month for the next three 
years, and if so all the debt that will be within reach will be paid within three 

ears, and it will be two years more before you can reach the bonds provided for 
in this bill. 

-If that is true, and it may prove to be, I am opposed to the bill, 
although I consented to report it, because I desire to pay off the pub- 
lic debt at the earliest possible moment. Somebody said the other 
day that it would be inconsistent for me, having voted for a 3 per 
cent, bill last spring, to vote against the proposition now. I con- 
fess always that I have no other idea of consistency except to do what 
I believe is best at the time I am required to act, and when the 
Senator from Minnesota satisfied me that unless we make a change 
in taxation, which seems to me very doubtful, we can pay off the 

550,000,000 of three-and-a-halfs in three years, I desire to pay them 
off as soon as it can be done. I believe now that we ought to have 
held back this bill until we saw whether or not we would make a 
change in taxation. If we were to reduce the tax on distilled spirits 
to fifty cents on the gallon, if we were to reduce the tariff so as to give 
relief, then the revenues perhaps would not be so large as they are 
now, for a time at least, and having diminished the revenues for the 

ose of giving relief from taxation, then we could have reported 
a bill to fund this debt in the way now proposed much more satisfac- 
torily and save a million of dollars a year. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky if it were not much better to fix the status of the debt before 
he undertakes to discuss the question of the revenue ? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir. 

Mr. McPHERSON. IfI understand him rightly he would be per- 
fectly willing to reduce taxation; but until you fix the status of 
your debt how can oe safely change in any shape or form the laws 
tor-raising revenue? You are getting the cart before the horse. 

Mr. BECK. Somebody is getting the cart before the horse, and I 
think it is the Senator from New Jersey. We have our debt fixed 


now at 3} per cent. to the amount of $550,000,000, which we can pa 
at any time. Thatisa fixed fact. Now wecan reduce taxation bot 
in the internal revenue and the tariff so as to make the present sur- 
plus less than $120,000,000 in ten months, and bring it down to say 
tifty millions. Then we can fund $200,000,000 at 3 per cent. and save 
a million a year, because we have reduced the taxation now imposed 
upon the people, whereas, if we do not reduce it and have a surplus 
of $120,000,000 in ten months, as the Senator from Minnesota tells us 
we have, it is absurd not to pay the debt we have the right to pay 
when we can. I think I have the horse at the right end of the cart, 
as the Senator from New Jersey will see when he reflects upon it. 

If this bill does not pass now and taxation should be reduced, should 
be so adjusted as to make the surplus revenue sixty or seventy mil- 
lions per annum, instead of $120,000,000 in ten months as it seems to 
be now, the grounds for sustaining this funding bill after that is done 
would be in a great deal better shape than thay are now, when we 
have no certainty that we are going to reduce taxation at all. The 
taxation ought to be adjusted first, and then the funding’ bill ought 
tobearipeeneapen the basis of the taxationsoadjusted. “ButIwilldo 
this: while I will take the word of the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the word of the late Secretary of the Treasury, and admit, 


if you choose, my own inconsistency, I justify it on grounds satisfac- 
tory to myself, my information being fuller than it was some time 
ago. I could not help looking up an essay written by a very distin- 
guished man, who had himself changed his mind absolutely on the 
effect of the English sinking fund and wrote a work upon it. He was 
charged with inconsistency ; and perhaps it may be valuable to a good 
many gentleman who stand upon their consistency to see that even 
distinguished men may change. Lord Grenville, in the introduction 
to his essay on the sinking fund, said: 

When politicians tell us of the unvaried uniformity of their opinions and con- 
duct, one is tempted sometimes to ask wy. what supernatural power they were 
gifted in their cradle with infallibility. To fallible men small would be the praise 
of having retained through life, on the most important subjects, a judgment, unim- 

roved by cultivation or exercise, untaught by experience, and of every advance 
in science, utterly regardless. Far more catimable in themselves, and unmeas- 
urably more beneficial to mankind, are those qualities which lead men conversant 
in ee and legislation both to the ready abandonment of error and to its 
undisguised avowal. 

I agree with every word of that. I have changed my opinion as 
to what is best, and I will take the chances of being able to pay off 
this debt in three years, as two Secretaries, the present Secretary and 
the late Secretary [Mr. WrxpoM] have said we can. Even though I 
consented to this bill being reported, I will vote to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of this bill and insert two amendments, the 
first the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLuMB,] re- 
ducing the amount of money now held in the Treasury from $156,- 
000,000 or $160,000,000 down to $100,000,000. I think $50,000,000 
would be enough, though Iam willing to allow it to remain at $100,- 
000,000. Thus we shall save by a purchase of 3} per cent. bonds 
$1,750,000 a year, and still have ample means to guarantee the pay- 
ment of every greenback that ever will be presented by anybody. 
None have been presented of any consequence, and none will be. In 
my opinion $50,000,000 reserve would be ample. 

The former Secretary of the Treasury, the Senator from Ohio, in 
order to maintain resumption sold $95,500,000 of 4} per cent. bonds, 
in order to obtain gold to lay in the Treasury, and it is there now at 
a cost to the people of over $4,000,000 a year. It is not doing any- 
body any good. That may have been wise, or at least prudent, 
when it was done. He did not know, of course, what would happen 
or how much confidence the American people would have in the re- 
sumption of specie payments ; but he knows now, and we all know 
now, that $100,000,000, yes, $50,000,000, lying idle for that purpose 
is as good as $156,000,000 or $200,000,000 or any other number of 
inillions; and, therefore, that money which belongs to the people, 
which was obtained by the sale of the bonds on which we pay 44 per 
cent., ought now to be used in the purchase of 3} per cent. bonds, 
and thusreduce the $550,000,000 of 3}per cent. bonds outstanding to 
the amount that they would purchase them. The right to pay in 
silver stops all runs on the Treasury ; therefore its unpopularity with 
those who organize panics. 


The Secretary of the Treasury has full power if there ever should 
be a run on the Treasury to sell any bonds he pleases to the amount 
of five hundred or one thousand million dollars to maintain resump- 
tion. There is not a Senator on this floor who does not know now, 
without reflecting on what may have happened before 1879, that 
$50,000,000, though I am willing to say $100,000,000, for the time 
being is a sufficient surplus. It is enough to protect every green- 
back of the United States that is to-day outstanding; and why 
should any more be allowed to remain idle in the face of existing 
facts, when we can use all we have so well to buy in the 3} bonds? 

There has always been a disposition on the part of the Treasury 
officials to have the power to gamble, to control the money markets, 
to put things up and down, to sell bonds, sell gold, and do whatever 
the Secretary of the Treasury pleases. Thatisnatural. All men love 
power. Each Secretary desires that everybody should look to the 
‘Treasury, and everybody be afraidof the Treasury. That executive 
power ought tobe stopped. Whenever the Secretary hasa dollar over 
$100,000,000, let him buy bonds of the United States. Everybody 
will know when it iscoming in. Let us put a limit on exgcutive 
authority ; they will never do it themselves nor consent to it, of qurse. 
Iremember when the payments under the arrears of pensions bill were 
about to be provided for that the Secretary of the Treasury demanded 
the right to sell $18,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds or 44 per cent. bonds 
to raise the money to pay the first installment of arrears with. He 
said there was not money enough in the Treasury. A few of us, I 
think both Senators from Kansas, united with me in saying, ‘ You 
are holding $8,500,000 now to guard against fractional currency that 
may come in for redemption ; true, there is $15,000,000 of it outstand- 
ing, butthere is not a million of it, in fact, in existenee; take that 
$8,500,000 and apply it to the arrears of pensions ;” and although a 
majority of the Finance Committee agreed with the then Secretary, 
and desired him to issue bontls, a majority of the Senate said, ‘‘ No, 
use the fractional-currency fund.” He did take it; and did so apply 
it, and what wasthe result? Theinterestat 4 per cent. on $8,500,000 
held in reserve is $340,000 a year. All the fractional currency that 
could be obtained this year is $40,000, according to the Seeretary’s 
report. Therefore the interest alone on the money we required him 
to take is $260,000 a year more than the amount of the fractional cur- 
rency that has been presented for redemption. Yet it was said that 
the faith of the nation was pledged to this fund being allowed to re- 
main in orderto secure the fractional eurrency ; and they tell us now 
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that an ordinary banker needs from 30 to 40 per cent. to redeem his 
issues, and that we am to base our redemption fund upon that, 
although national banks only keep 25 per cent. in redemption cities 
and 15 per cent. elsewhere as a reserve, and only 5 per cent. in the 
Treasury to redeem their own notes, and these have proved to be 
ample. 

To compare the Government of the United States to private bank- 
ers, With its enormous revenue and $120,000,000 in ten months’ surplus 
coming in, coupled with the right to sell bonds of the United States in 
any amounts the Secretary likes to make it good, when everybody 
wants greenbacks, and they to-day worth more than gold, is in my 
opinion simply absurd; and to say that we should lock up one hundred 
and sixty or any other number of millions over $50,000,000, in order 
to protect resumption, upon the idea that we stand in the position 
of a common banker and ought to hold as much as any cautious 
banker with doubtful credit, is to my mind absolute nonsense. In- 
stead of saving a million by this bill we can save $3,500,000 by making 
the resources $50,000,000, and have all the security that any creditor 
wants. 

We have heard a great deal about the sinking fund, and I have 
talked perhaps too much about it in time gone by. That sinking 
fund is a well-known humbug. It is only intended to keep money in 
the Treasury and frighten the people about the faith of the nation, 
which, like loyalty and other catchwords, is only another well-known 
humbug. When the present Secretary of the Treasury tells us that 
we now owe $30,000,000 or $40,000,000 to the sinking fund he is talk- 
ing to us as though we were children who did not know anything 
except what an official saw fit to tell us. 

Why doIsay that? The public debt on the Ist day of July, 1866, 
the highest point, was $2,773,236,173; on the Ist of January, 1882, 
it was $1,765,491,716, or a decrease in sixteen and a half years of 
$1,007,744,456—over a thousand millions reduction, when we only 
bound ourselves to devote 1 per cent. of the debt as a sinking fund, 
and Secretary Sherman, Secretary Boutwell, and Secretary Richard- 
son, in published reports laid before Congress, said to us that $475,- 
000,000 was the maximum that the sinking fund could demand from 
the good faith thus pledged. The language of Secretary Sherman, 
in his report of December 1, 1877, was that the maximum amount 
that could be claimed as possibly owing to the sinking fund on the 
Ist day of July, 1877, was $475,318,888. And yet we have paid off 
$1,007,000,000, and still we are sought to be humbugged by being 
told we are in debt to the sinking fund, when we have in fact paid 
over $525,000,000 more to reduce the debt than any Secretary has 
ever pretended we ever agreed to do. 

Is there a creditor of this Government who doubts that we have 
done all that we ever proposed todo? We have done more than we 
ever thought we could do. We have paid a thousand millions of the 
principal of the debt since 1866, and because we did not pay each 
year so many dollars we are accused of not keeping up the sinking 
fund. We paid off over $100,000,000 last year, $50,000,000 more than 
any sinking fund required, and happen this year to have a large sur- 
plus, yet we are told we are in debt to the sinking fund, and all sorts 
of book-keeping is resorted to to make it appear that we are. Exec- 
utive officers hope to startle the country, and do in fact deceive Con- 
gress, by talking about the arrearages due the sinking fund. We 

,ave paid off much more than thesinking fund called for, and the only 
trouble with the bondholders or the bankers and the men generally 
who want to perpetuate the debt is that we are paying it off so fast 
that they will net have any bonds to bank on unless we give them 
more; and there are gentlemen here who now argue that the effect of 
this bill, which will make $200,000,000 more bonds payable in five 
years, is a move in the interest of the banks who fear we are payin 
off the bonds so fast that they will not have bonds to bank on. Stil 
we are accused on the one hand of neglecting the sinking fund, and 
on the other of paying off the debt so fast that the banks cannot have 
bonds on which to bank. 

Iam therefore in favor of striking out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill and inserting the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. 
PLUMB.] Thatmuch we ought to do,and order the Secretary to hold 
his maximum reserve at not over $100,000,000, or some other con- 
servative point under that, and then take the portion of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] legalizing, if there 
be any difficulty about it, the action of the late Secretary, who, I 
think, did good work in converting fives and sixes into 3} bonds. I 
—_ with the Senator from Delawareinthat. Whenmen voluntarily 
offered to surrender bonds bearing 5 and 6 per cent. and were willing 
to accept bonds bearing 3} per cent. and asked no obligation of the 
Government, but were willing it should have the right to pay them 
off at any time at 3} per cent., the Secretary would have been dere- 
lict in his duty if he not accepted that offer. If the Constitution 
of the United States never receives a worse shock than that it will 
last a long time. 

I would formally ratify and legalize the act if any Senator has any 
doubt about it. I would goa step further. I believe that the last 
provision in the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
is the most valuable of all of them, and that is— 

That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, entitled ‘An act fixing the amount of 
United States notes, providing for a redistribution of the national-bank curreney, 
and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and sections 5159 


and 5160 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same are hereby, 
re-enacted. r 
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With these two amendments, I would let this bill go for the pres- 
ent, limiting the amount held in reserve and stopping the gambling 
of the banks in the bonds. I have never doubted since I read the 
very able debate made in 1870 by the Senator from Ohio, and heard 
the debate a year ago, and again made by the Senator from Arkansas. 
and other gentlemen recently, that the only power that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has to create banks is to make them fiscal 
agents; and of course it has the power to require them to take any 
bonds which the interest of the Government makes it proper they 
should take. When the Senator from Ohio in 1870 required them to 
take the bonds he then provided for, and on the floor of the Senate 
indignantly denounced the House of Representatives as being the 
menial]s of the banks and under their influence because they refused 
to adopt the section of his bill which did require these fiscal agents 
of the Government to take these new bonds he saw fit to give to 
them, I agreed with him; and when the Carlisle bill came ‘here it 
was sustained by the Senate on a yea-and-nay vote, because the Senate 
indorsed its former action in 1870. That vote sustained-the view of 
the Senator from Ohio and said that these banks are the fiscal agents 
of this Government; they hold their charters from us, and must take 
such bonds as we tell them they shall take. But I cannot go into 
the argument of that question now. 

The two sections referred to, which perhaps some Senators have 
not looked at lately, it may be weil enough to quote. What are 
they ? Section 5159 reads thus: 

Every association— 

It was in the orginal banking law— 

Every association, after having complied with the provisions of this title, pre- 
liminary to the commencement of the banking business, and before it shall be 
authorized to commence banking business under this title, shall transfer and 
deliver to the Treasurer of the United States any United States registered bonds, 
bearing interest, to an amount not less than $30,000 and not less than one-third 
of the capital stock paid in. Such bonds shall be received by the Treasurer upon 
deposit, and shall be by him safely kept in his office, until they shall be otherwise 
disposed of, in pursuance of the provisions of this title. 

And the next section, 5160, provides: 


The deposits of bonds made by each association shall be increased as its capital 
may be paid up or increased, so that every association shall at all times have on 
deposit with the Treasurer registered United States bonds to the amount of at 
least one-third of its capital stock actually paid in. 

These two sections were repealed by the fourth section of the act 
of 1874, which reads: 

That any association organized under this act, or any of the acts of which this 
is an amendment, desiring to withdraw its circulating notes, in whole or in part, 
may, upon the deposit of lawful money with the Treasurer of the United States in 
suns of not less than $9,000, take up the bonds which said association has on deposit 
with the Treasurer for the security of such circulating notes, which bonds shall be 
assigned to the bank in the manner specified in the nineteenth section of the national- 
bank act; and the outstanding notes of said association, to an amount equal to the 
legal-tender notes deposited, shall be redeemed at the Treasury of the United States 
and destroyed as now provided by law: Provided, That the amount of the bonds 
on deposit for circulation shall not be reduced below $50,000. 

Now, observe the first effect of that. Every bank in the United 
States has to keep on deposit $50,000, and need keep no more. If the 
bank is a bank with only $50,000 capital, it has to kesp $50,000 there ; 
if it is a bank of $100,000 or $150,000 capital, which is the maximum 
of the most of the country banks, still $50,000 has to be kept on de- 
posit. Ifitis a bank with $150,000 capital that is one-third of its 
capital; if $100,000, one-half, and if $50,000, $50,000 had to be kept 
there; and that is all that is required when it isa bank with two 
and a half million or five millions of capital. The Treasurer of the 
United States illustrated the effect of that in his statement made 
when he appeared before the Finance Committee last year. The act 
of 1874 repealed the provisions of the banking law I have read, and 
said no matter how much capital a bank had, $50,000 was all it 
should be required to keep in bonds. The Treasurer said of the 
provision : 

It is Sgennition inthe interest of stockholders of national banks, who will, if itis 
re-enacted, upon failure of their bank find assets to the extent of at least one-third 
of its capital, which will reduce their individual liability to assessment to that 
extent. For instance, the National Bank of the State of Missouri failed in 1877; 
nominal capital, $2,500,000; all there was left, however, at date of failure was 
$50,000 in bonds on deposit in the office. Had the provision in question been in 
force there would have been over $800,000 here. 


It was a section in the interest of the large banks, especially in 
New York, to enable them to gamble on their bonds, to take them out 
when they saw fit, contract the currency, make the United States 
pay the expense of issuing new notes whenever they saw fit to restore 
them again, and thus gamble as they pleased in the securities of the 
United States and at the expense of the United States, while all the 
smaller banks had to deposit a sum equal to all their capital if they 
were $50,000 banks ; one-half, if they were $100,000 banks, and one- 
third, if they were $150,000 banks; while, as in the case of the Na- 
tional Bank of the State of Missouri, with only $50,000 in bonds, with 
a capital of two and a half million, it failed, and there was nothing 
left to the stockholders or anybody else except the $50,000 of bonds, 
when, under the provisions of the law we now seek to restore by 
repealing the fourth section of the act of 1874, there would have been 
$200,0C0 there. 

The Treasurer of the United States appeared before the committee 
last year, as I said, and on the faith of his statement the House 
passed what was known as the Carlisle amendment, the fifth section 
of the funding bill of last year. He told us that there was no secu- 
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rity to depositors, to stockholders, to anybody, or to the currency or 
the commerce of the country if the banks were allowed, under that 
fourth section of the act of 1874, to gamble on the bonds of the United 
States as they were doing, and he showed that every time new notes 
had to be issued they were issued at the expense of the United States 
or out of funds collected from all the banks, and not from the bank 
that was gambling. Three times since this debate began the illus- 
tration he gave of the action of the First National Bank of New York 
has been read, but it will bear repetition: 

An example will better illustrate these operations. In January and February, 
1875, a certain bank reduced its circulation from $308,490 to $45,000 by deposits of 
legal-tender notes. Between September 26, 1876, and May 26, 1877, and before that 
deposit was exhausted, it increased its circulation to ,000. Between August 
14 and September 10, 1877, it again reduced its circulation to $45,000. On Septem- 
ber 19, 1877, nine days after completing the deposits for this reduction, it again be- 
gan to take out additional circulation, although $402,550 of yee deposits remained 
in the Treasury, and by the 26th of that month its circulation had again been in- 
creased to $450,000. July 22, 1878, it, for the third time, reduced its circulation to 
$45,000, and in August and September, 1879, again increased to $450,000, at which it 
now remains, the balance of its former legal-tender deposit then in the Treasury 
being $112,615. From January 13, 1875, to the date of this report, $778,275 ofits notes 
have been redeemed, of which only $40,700 were redeemed at the expense of the 
bank, although during more than one-third of that period it had outstanding and 
was deriving the benefit from the full amount of circulation which its capital au- 
thorized. The only assessments which have been made on the bank forthe expenses 
of redeeming its notes were $24.74 in 1875 and $4.39 in 1878. At one time there were 
in actual circulation $852,550 of its notes, although the highest amount ever borne 
on its books was $450,000. 

We made it so convenient for these men who own the large banks 
to gamble as they pleased that when they undertook to force a veto 
of the 3 per cent. bill last year in less than two weeks they con- 
tracted the currency by the process now permitted under the act of 
June, 1874, $18,722,340 in thirteen days, and came so near creating a 
panic that the President weakened under their threat and vetoed 
the 3 per cent. bill which both Houses had passed. 

It is absurd for anybody to tell me that a law like that ought to 
remain on the statute-book. It was placed there for a temporary 
purpose, taken advantage of by a body of men who combined to- 
gether to control legislation here and to control the President, as 
they did in March last, by contracting the currency of the country. 
Why not make them redeem their own notes, as the sections I seek 
to restore require them to do, or to give ninety days’ notice if they 
will not do that, so that the country can tell what they are going to 
do, and not allow them to band together and deposit notes, withdraw 
their bonds, gamble on the bonds, break up the currency of the 
country, and deprive all the business men of every benefit they are 
entitled to? These banks are our fiscal agents, We are told by the 
present Secretary and by everybody who sympathizes with him that 
the national banks are the most conservative institutions and are 
managed by the most patriotic people on the face of the earth. God 
save us from such conservatism! I introduced a bill to-day and had 
it referred to the Committee on Finance, and hope it will pass. I 
will say a few words about their conservatism in connection with 
that. 

The law of the United States provides that if any national bank 
issues certified checks to anybody who has no money in the bank to 
meet the checks thus certified, it shall be punished by the forfeiture of 
its charter and by the appointment of a receiver at once, and yet they 
have been doing that for the last ten years certainly, in plain viola- 
tion of their known duty, and it has been known to the Comptroller 
of the Currency all the time. He has reported upon it; and yet no 
bank has ever had its charter forfeited and no bank has ever had a 
receiver appointed because of its violation of law in this regard. It 
became so glaring in 1870 that when “ Black Friday ” came upon New 
York and the House of Representatives appointed a committee, of 
which General Garfield, the late President, was chairman, he made 
a report one sentence of which will illustrate the case : 

The committee find that the custom adopted by some of the nationa: banks of 
cortiing checks which do not represent cash deposits, and which if presented 
immediately cannot be paid, is a dangerous and pernicious practice, and that the 
use of such checks greatly aided the conspirators. 

The Black Friday conspirators. 


It is in evidence that one bank, the Tenth National, certified thirty-nine millions 
of dollars of checks in the course of two days, and with all its cash reserve was 
unable to make settlement, and only by large loans was saved from breaking. 


That committee recommended that legislation should be had to pun- 
ish criminally the men who did it, and they introduced a bill into 
the House of Representatives and it was passed with great unanim- 
ity—the same billlintroduced to-day. The Senate never considered 
it, and it has slept from that time to this. It must be a very bad 
case when the Comptroller of the Currency reports against his 
friends; but in 1879 he called attention to the law, sections 5207 and 
5208 of the Revised Statutes. He said: 


On February 19 and March 3, 1869, two extraordinary acts in reference to the 
business of banking were passed by the Fortieth Congress, which enactments 
were subsequently embodied in sections 5207 and 5208 of the Revised Statutes. 
The first of these sections prohibits the loaning of money upon United States or 
national-bank notes as collateral security, with the purpose of eae 
notes from use, and the latter section prohibits the certification of checks wn 
bine. 8 national bank, unless the drawer has the money actually on deposit in 
such bank. 

The violation of the first-named section is made a misdemeanor, and punished 
by a tine not exceeding $1,000 and a further penalty equal to one-third of the 
muoney loaned. The officer or officers of the bank who shall make such a loan 
are also liable for a further penalty, equal to one-fourth of the money loaned. 


The penalty for the violation of the last-named section is forfeiture of the charter ! 


of the bank and the anetainas of areceiver to close its affairs. Itseems scarcely 
credible that it should have been found necessary to prohibit by positive legislation 
the practice by national banks located in the principal comme: city of the 
country of methods of business so inconsistent with the principle of good bank- 
ing. t it was soon found that even this legi ative prohibition was not sufficient 
in times of extraordinary activity in the steck-board to ae ee the illegal 
certification of checks. A few months later, therefore, the Co ttee on Banking 
and Currency of the House of Representatives, after an investigation whigh occu- 
pied some weeks,* was instructed to inquire if any further legislation was necessary 
to prevent the improper certification of checks by the national banks, and to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

In compliance with these instructions a bill was reported, which on June 19, 
1870, passed the House, and which provided that any officer, clerk, or agent of any 
national banking association who should violate the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1869, relating to certified checks, should be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and be fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more than five years, or both, 
in the discretion of the court. This bill, like similar acts which preceded it, passed 
the House almost unanimously and with but little discussion. A Representative 
from New York City, who was also a member of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, seemed to reflect the sentiment of the House and also of his constitu- 
ents when he said: ‘‘I concur with my colleagues in regard to reporting this bill, 
after careful examination of the facts ascertained by the gold-investigating com- 
mittee and of the statements made by the substantial merchants of New York— 
not the speculators, either in produce or gold, but the men of solid parts, the men 
who look to the substantial interests of the people outside as well as inside their 
city, men of character and propriety.” 

he House bill of June 19, 1870, failed to pass the Senate, but the action of the 
House had the effect to largely diminish, although it did not entirely put an end 
to, this illegal practice.+ 

No complaints of its renewal reached the comptroller until recently, when his 
attention was called to the large increase of certified checks among the clearing- 
house exchanges, their amount having risen from thirty-one millions on April 4 
to forty-four millions on June 14, to sixty millions on October 2, and finally to more 
than ninety millions on October 30 last. He was also advised of an informal con- 
ference of the presidents of some of the prominent banks, with the object of devising 
some plan to avoid the risk and loss of such overcertifications. It had also, about 
the same time, been brought to the knowledge of the comptroller that certified 
checks, drawn upon an institution which was known to be largely addicted to this 

ractice, had been refused by banks in good standing; whereupon he considered 
it his duty to exercise whatever power belonged to his office for the arrest and 
prevention of the custom complained of. He therefore, on the 29th ultimo, directed 
the national bank examiner for the city of New York to examine such banks as 
were believed to be certifying checks illegally, and to report the facts to this office ; 
and a separate letter was transmitted to ‘him ‘on the same day requesting him to 
consult with the clearing-house committee, and to take its advice in reference to 
the best course to be pursued. The examiner soon after reported that nine of the 
city banks had at various times certified checks coateeny to the provisions of the 
law, but that only five of them were largely given to the practice; and he added 
his opinion that the amount of such illegal certifications had been very much over- 
stated by the public press. . 


Yet, with full knowledge of all these facts, did he ever forfeit a 
charter or appoint a receiver? No; he sent examiners, who came 
back and said to him “they promise that they will not do so any more 
if you will let them off;” and although tie comptroller certifies that 
$90,000,000 of overcertified checks were in one day in circulation 
within a month of the time of his report, instead of closing a single 
bank, instead of appointing a single receiver, he sends cxaminers 
there to whitewash them; and they are carrying on the same system 
tothisday. Thereportsthat come tome from New York, from lawyers 
there, is that now they sometimes run up to one hundred and thirty or 
one hundred and fifty millions a day, and no Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, no executive officer has ever pretended to interfere to stop it, 
either by forfeiting the charter, by appointing a receiver, or by doing 
aughtelse. I hope the Senate and the House will pass the bill that I 
introduced, making it a fine of $5,000 and imprisonment not exceeding 
five years if any officer of a national bank dares to certify a check 
when there is no money at its back. 

We have taxed the State banks out of existence; we have com- 
pelled everybody to make deposits in the national banks; we have 
allewed them to gamble as they pleased by overcertification; we 
have allowed them by the act of 1874 to withdraw their bonds when- 
ever they please, and put them back whenever they pivase, and to 
furnish all the currency when the legal-tenders are exhausted ; we 
have given them every privilege possible; and now all I ask is that 
as qur fiscal agents they shall not gamble in that way ; they shall not 
overcertify checks; they shall obey the law; and that our executive 
officers, the comptroller, the Secretary of the Treasury, and every- 
body else, shall require them to obey the law, which they do not do 
now, and are not required to do, and never will be required to do by 
the executive officers unless Congress makes the punishment so severe 
on them personally that neither the executive officers nor they will 
dare to disobey. 

To conclude. While I am convinced that with no change of taxa- 
tion itis quite as well, under the statement of the present Secretary 
and the late Secretary, the Senator from Minnesota, to let this bill 
go by, I would amend it first by requiring the Secretary to buy 34 
per cent. bonds with the money in the Treasury over $100,000,000, 
take him out of the market as a gambler, and save thereby nearly 
$2,000,000 a year. Then I would repeal the fourth section of the act 
of 1874, and restore the two old sections of the banking law of 1864, 
and absolutely require all banks to have one-third of their capital 
there, and to deposit their own money instead of having the United 
States do it for them, and I would stop, by every means possible, 
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t The Clearing-House Association of the City of New York, which is composed of 
forty-five national together with thirteen State banks, to which latter associations 
the legislation named did not apply, took action on this subject in November, 1873, 
by the orem of a committee to consider and report upon “ reforms in the 


banking business.”’ 











and banker alike who dared to disobey any part of the law. 
taxation before June in such a way as 


$200,000 
to take them. 


their banking business. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 


ceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Senate. I have no objection to the motion being tested. 


business. 
The motion was 


ayv.d twenty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


























HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 24, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday. 


and joint resolutions be omitted. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The Journal of yesterday was then approved. 


PEACE BETWEEN CHILI AND PERU. 


the following resolution; which was read, and agreed to: 






be not see oe sane with the public interest, to communicate to the House all cor- 
respondence 


since the 1st day of April, 1879, except such as has been 
Con: relating to the efforts of the Government to bring about peace between 
















Government to either of those countries in relation to the war. And also copies 


individuals, companies, or corporations, concerning any claims against or contracts 
respecting either of the belligerent governments. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RETIREMENT OF ASSOCIATE JUSTICE HUNT. 


Mr. REED. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
(S. No. 873) to permit Ward Hunt, an associate justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, to retire. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will permit it to 
be considered. It is a matter of grave public importance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to its consideration at this time. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Has it been referred to any committee? 

Mr. REED. It is the unanimous request of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object for the present. 


VINEYARD HAVEN HARBOR. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Commerce to report back at this time a resolution of inquiry and 
ask its favorable consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a privileged report ? 

Mr. PAGE. It is. 

: The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of. War be, and he is hereby, requested to, cause to 


Resolved, 
be examined and report to the House the condition of Vineyard Haven Harbor, 


Messashnastin, and whether any action is necessary for its protection and preser- 


The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
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the overcertification of checks, and I would punish the comptroller 


If hereafter it turns out that we do oot relief from the present 
show that we will not have 

funds to pay off these three-and-a-halfs before five years I would fund 
boo in threes for five years, and I would require the banks 


I would carry out the policy of 1864, the policy of 1870, the policy 
of last year, simply because they are our fiscal agents and because a 
3 per cent. bond as shown by all the calculations is not only better 
for them but more profitable than any other, and while they might 
take them without compulsion I would not yield the right to require 
them to take the bonds which we thought best for them to carry on 


Mr. FERRY. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio if he wishes 
to continue the debate to-night? It is now late, and there is exec- 
utive business. If he will yield I shall move that the Senate pro- 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly ready to go on and finish what I 
have to say to-night, but I submit entirely to the convenience of the 


Mr. FERRY. It is evident that a vote cannot be taken to-night. 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


i to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock 


Mr. TAYLOR. I move by unanimous consent that the reading of 
the formal part of the Journal relating to the introduction of bills 


Mr. BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 


Resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested, if in his opinion it 
tween the Government of the United States and its diplomatic and 
other agents, or between the Government and European governments, occurring 
ady communicated to 
Chili and Peru and Bolivia, and all communications of any nature made by our 


of all communications, and documents from diplomatic agents, or from any private 
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was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ICE-HARBOR AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

Mr. PAGE. Iam directed also by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back and ask favorable consideration of the privileged reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be ig to furnish this House with a 
copy of the survey ard reportof Captain A. McKenzie, Corps of Engineers, upon 
the petition for dredging an ice-harbor at Dubuque, Iowa. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHIRIQUI COALING STATION. 

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on Commerce. I send to the desk a resolution 
for which I am instructed to ask immediate and favorable considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas, in pursuance of the recommendation of Hon. N. Goff, jr., Secretary of 
the Navy, in a report made by him to the President under date of January 19, 
1881, and transmitted by the President in a special message to the House of 
Representatives dated February 2, 1881, and after due a. Congress, by 
act of March 3, 1881, appropriated the sum of $200,000 ‘‘ to enable the Secretary of 
the Navy to establish at the Isthmus of Panama naval stations and depots of coal 
for the supply of ——— of war, to be available for —_— as soon as 
suitable arrangements can be made to the propered end;” an 

Whereas the Secretary of the Navy has failed to carry out the intention of Con- 
gress as expressed in the act aforesaid, and in his annual report to the President 
states that ‘‘ from reports made to the Department from reliable sources, since the 

ge of the appre riation and before, I am not satisfied that the lands and har- 
3 rs known as the Chiriqui grant are the best adapted for coal-stations:"’ ‘There- 
ore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to. 
furnish this House with all reports, communications, maps, and other information 
in the Navy Department relating to this subject; and that he be further directed 
to communicate to this House ‘‘the other reasons” which, enceeens te the lan- 

uage of his report, he states induced him to decline to treat for lands offered by 

. Ambrose W. Thompson and the corporation in whose name he acts, who claims 
to be the owner of the grants upon which said harbors are located. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT LUDINGTON, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. McLANE. I am directed also by the Committee on Commerce 
to report back at this time with favorable recommendation the follow- 
ing. privileged resolution. 

he SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. requested to report to 
the House as to the necessity for a harbor of refuge at Ludington, Michigan, and 
that he submit plans and estimates therefor. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask consent at this 
time to submit for immediate consideration a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a privileged report ? 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the resolution be read for 
information. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to inquire if the gentleman 
presents a privileged report ? . 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. I ask for the present consideration 
of the resolution. Let it be read for information. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentleman 
presents a privileged report from a committee? 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Do I uyderstand the gentleman 
from Pennsyivania to say that he offers a privileged report ? 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that the 
gentleman arose to present a privileged report. 6 Chair under- 
stands that the gentleman from Michigan objects to the present 
consideration of the resolution; and will therefore submit the request 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania for unanimous consent at an- 
other time. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I do not object to the reading of 
the resolution for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House. 
Is there objection to the reading of the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
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Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 

right to object. ; , 

he SPEAKER. Does the pavers from Pennsylvania desire 
the immediate consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. bare k 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas, in accordance with the spirit of the ordinance of Congress poveed in 
1789, ‘‘ That the Mississippi River and all its tributaries which are navigable waters 
shall be common highways forever, free for the commerce of the Uni States ;” 

Whereas the Monongahela River is one of the tributaries of the Mississippi, and 
a national highway of the United States of America, and that, in violation of the 
spirit of the above ordinance of 1789, it is under the control of a company, cor- 
porated by the State of Pennsylvania, to collect tolls and charges from the com- 
merce thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives for the purpose of examining the said improvement, consisting 
of locks and dams, for the purpose of ascertaining the cost and practicability of 
purchasing the same by the General Government, to relieve the trade and commerce 
of said public highway from tolls and charges, in accordance with the above ordi- 
nance: Provided, The members of said committee serve without compensation. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. Then I ask jts reference to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. ‘I do not object to the reference of the 
resolution, but to its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Inthe absence of objection, the resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

RELIEF TO MERCHANT MARINE, ETC. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to present a report from the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a privileged report? 

Mr. WASHBURN. ‘That is my understanding. Iam directed by 
the Committee on Commerce to report back with a favorable rec- 
ommendation the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to inquire and report 
wherein existing laws can be amended so as to afford relief to our merchant ma- 
rine engaged in the foreign carrying trade, and what measures can be adopted to 
promote our ship-building and other commercial interests. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand a resolution of 
instructions to a committee to have the privilege of being reported 
back at any time. 

Mr. PAGE. This was a resolution referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. But it is only the resolutions 
which are referred to committces calling on heads of departments 
for information which are privileged to be reported back at any time. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN H. MORRIS, 

Mr. CAMP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

3522) for the relief of John H. Morris; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Let it be read subject to the 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, }HEwiTt, of New York, until Thursday, January 26, to 
enable him to attend the funeral of the late Clarkson N. Potter; and 
To Mr. Smitu, of New York, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


IMPORTATIONS OF CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTIONS. 


Mr. HASKELL. I ask permission to make a privileged report. 
The Committee on Ways and Means have instructed me unani- 
mously to report back to this House, with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, a bill permitting the importation, duty free, of some contribu- 
tions made by friends in England to a charitable institution in my 
State in behalf of colored people, Large quantities of clothing and 
stores have been collected for this charitable institution, and are on 
their way here,and some are now in bond. And this bill permits, 
under suitable guards and restrictions, the bringing in of these im- 
portations duty free. It is a copy of a bill passed for a like purpose 
in the last Congress. I ask permission of the House to call up this 
bill for consideration now by common consent. 

- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas reports back a bill 
from the Committee on Ways and Means and asks its present con- 
sideration. The Clerk will read the bill, after which objections, if 
“7 will be heard. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2341) for the relief of colored emigrants. 
Be it enaeted, de., That all clothing and other articles, being charitable contri- 
Or the avaiis of ehavitablo contributions, imported in ith for the re- 
lief or aid of es pe who may have emigrated from their homes to other 


States, and not for all such articles im and now in bond, shall be 
admitted free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the ‘Treasury may 
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prescribe: Provided, That such articles shall be delivered only to State or munici- 
pal corporations, or to some society or institution established for chesitable par. 
poses: And provided further, That the importers or consignees of such articles 
shall give such security as the one i te © Treasury may prescribe for the pay- 
ment of lawful duties on such articles should any of them be sold or used contrary 
to the provisions and intent of this act. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from its passage, and remain in force until 
January 1, 1884. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I do not rise to interpose any objection to- 
the bill of my friend from Kansas ; but I would like to have it amended 
by the insertion of the word ‘‘ white,” so that any citizen or any charity 
may be a beneficiary under its provisions. I do not oppose this bill, 
for I consider it is in the right line. It will not affect the revenue,,. 
and there is a plethora in the Treasury now. I am reminded that 
my friend from Pennsylvania, the leader of the protection party in 
this House, set a similar precedent. He came in here——. 

ar Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bi 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the Chair propose toe cut me off in 
my remarks ? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I desire to amend the bill so as to make it apply 
to the whole American people. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have intimated my intention to move an’ 
amendment. I want the benefits of this bill to go to all men who 
want clothing. I want cheap clothing for the people. I think the 
Treasury can stand it, and the House can stand it. Iwas about to- 
say, and I hope my friend from Kansas, as I am assisting him, will 
bear with me, I was about to say my friend from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
KELLEY, ] the champion of protection in this House, by unanimous 
consent here once had a bill passed which allowed a menagerie for 
the benefit of Philadelphia to come in free of duty. All the animals— 
not all that were in the ark, but all that belonged to the Centennial 
Exhibition—came in free, at the request of my protection friend from 
Pennsylvania, free of duty. If we could do that for the animals, 
surely we can do it for these poor people. 

Mr. KELLEY. That measure was for the benefit of the constitu- 
ents of the gentleman from New York, that they might come to Phil- 
adelphia and study natural history free of expense. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield to me—— 

Mr. HASKELL. Let me say to the House before I yield—— 

Mr. HOOKER. I merely desire to ask the gentleman one question 
in regard to the bill. 

Mr. HASKELL. I yield tothe gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman from Kansas has yielded to me 
for an inquiry, and it relates to a point where I think the bill sets a 
precedent that certainly isdangerous. The bill does not provide, as 
I understand, that in the event of a sale of the goods imported osten- 
sibly for charitable purposes the party shall give bond to the Gov- 
ernment to pay whatever duty may be collected on them. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is not the proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the proposition ? 

Mr. HASKELL. If the House will come to order and allow me to» 
state what the bill is, I will do so. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman allow my amendment 
to come in? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HASKELL. I ask the House to allow me to state the provis- 
ions of the bill, which is a report unanimously adopted by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. Having done so,I will be ready to 
answer questions, and will give every opportunity for the bill being 
thoroughly understood, I do not want to do anybody any injustice,. 
but merely desire to get this matter properly before the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will there be an opportunity for amendment? 

Mr. HASKELL, I ask the Clerk to read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Yqur committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2341) entitled ‘ A bill 
for the relief of colored emigrants,” have had the same under consideration, and 


beg leave to report: 

“hat this bill is identical with the act ed by the last Congress and which ex- 
pired by its terms on the 1st day of February, 1881, except that this bill extends 
the operation of the act to January 1, 1884. 

Your committee are advised thatthere is a charitable institution, duly organized 
and chartered under the laws of the State of Kansas, located in Cherokee County, 
Kansas, under the name of ‘‘ The Agricultural and Industrial Institute for People 
of Color,” with the object and _ of relieving, aiding, and educating colored 
emigrants seeking homes and employment in Kansas and the West. This institu-- 
tion is purely charitable and supported wholly by donations and contributions at 
homeand fromabroad. Itwasc red in May, 1881, and since its oayepientice has 
afforded relief and aid to over two thousand colored emigrants, enabling them to 
become self-sustaining. 

They are further advised that friends in Europe, in sympathy with the object 
and purpose of this institute, desire to contribute aid and tance in clothing and 
other articles for the relief and aid of these colored people, and it is the object and 
purpose of this bill to enable this institute to import free of duty, under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, all clothing and 
other articles, being charitable contributions, imported in good faith for the relief 
or aid of such colored pe apie. , 

The demands upon said institute by recent destitution and necessities of these 
colored emigrants and the inability of the institute to render the required aid and 
relief without these contributions necessitates the granting of the relief proposed 
by this bill at once, if it is to be given at all. 

PT eames therefore recommend the immediate consideration and passage 
of the ° 


Mr. HASKELL. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 
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Mr. COX,of New York. I ask the Chair whether or not my amend- 
ment is pending ? 

The § EAKER. What is the point of order of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. My point of order is that this 
bill should be first considered in Committee of the Whole House, 
where it can be open to debate and amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The House, by unanimous consent, agreed to 
consider the bill at this time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That does not prevent us from 
going into Committee of the Whole for amendment and debate. 

Mr. HASKELL. Unanimous consent granted by the House for con- 
sideration of the billin the House locates the place of consideration. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That means consideration under 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that when the House 
gives unanimous consent to consider the measure in the House it 
waives the rule. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Whichone? Does it act asa sus- 
pension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It acts as a suspension of the rules, as otherwise 
it could not be considered in the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Consent was given for the pur- 
pose of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. For the purpose of present consideration in the 
House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Can we not consider it under the 
rule by going into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Butthe House, by unanimous consent, has agreed 
to consider it in the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. Subject to points of order. 

The SPEAKER. None were reserved. The gentleman from New 
York rose to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Just before we gave unanimous consent, 
and without which it could not have been given, I moved an amend- 
ment. I stated the object of my amendment, and the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HasKELL] said that he would allow it. I think 
my amendment is now pending. 

Mr. HASKELL. I did not know what the amendment was. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was to strike out the word “ colored,” 
so as to make the bill apply to all persons. 

Mr. HASKELL. But there is only one institution affected by the 
bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then it will dono harm to strike out the 
word “colored.” It simply enlarges the authority, and besides the 
Treasury will not suffer very much by it. 

Mr. HASKELL. Is that a parliamentary inquiry ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] rose 
and stated he desired to make a parliamentary inquiry of the Chair. 
The Chair is prepared to answer it. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York is not pending. The gentleman said he pro- 
posed to move an amendment; the Chair heard him make that state- 
ment, but the amendment was not sent up. If the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] yields the floor for the purpose of amendment, 
the Chair will allow it to be sent up now. 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not yield the floor. I desire most earnestly 
that I may be allowed to state the proposition before the House 
before I am interrupted to such an extent that the House does not 
understand what is before it. The case I present to the House this 
morning is the case of a charitable institution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. HASKELL. No! 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HASKELL. No! I say. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not yield. 

Mr. HASKELL. It is a charitable institution in my State. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. That is always in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I want te know if the point of 
order I made was ruled on by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. It was overruled. 

Mr. HASKELL. Now am [at liberty to proceed? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is bound to recognize gentlemen when 
they rise and state they desire to make parliamentary inquiries, or 
to make points of order. In every other respect the gentleman from 
Kansas is entitled to proceed. 

Mr. HASKELL. I beg pardon of gentlemen if I seem to be in some 
heat on this occasion. The case I present to the House is this: two 
elderly ladies of the denomination of Friends have gone to my State 
and in a corner of one of the counties of my district have built an 
industrial home for orphan colored children. They have borrowed 
and begged of people of the United States and of Europe the money 
with which that home has been built. They have collected there 
the little children they haye found homeless and wandering upon 
the prairies of my State, and inthe Indian Territory, and in Arkan- 
sas. They have given them a home there, and are y time to time 
tinding for them homes among the people of my State who are willing 
to take them. 

Now, some Quaker Friends in England have collected some cloth- 





ing, I presume old second-hand clothing, and other things that can | 


be used by this institution, and have sent them over here as a charit 
to this institution which is supported entirely by charity. The bill 
which I report this morning, aud which is unanimously recommended 
by the Committee on Ways and Means, permits this institution to 
receive these goods so sent duty free. Thatis all it provides. Now, 
gentlemen can see readily that as I am desirous of simply passing this 
particular bill, I do not wish to open at this time the tariff question: 
I do not wish to discuss subsidiary questions as to the extension of 
this relief. This bill is for the relief of a single institution such as I 
have described, and I want the House to pass upon this little matter 
by itself. Therefore, since members of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee have come to me and said that I am not authorized to admit 
amendments, that I was simply instructed to present this matter just 
as it is, I ask this House not to crowd amendments upon me, but let 
the bill pass as it is written. Again, Mr. Speaker, a bill identically 
the same as this in every word was pee in the last Congress but 
one, I believe, and became a law. It has expired by limitation. This 
bill is simply to renew the provisions of that former act. This is not 
a new precedent; it isnot a new departure. Hence I desire to have 
the House take action upon the bill as presented. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow 
me five minutes? 

Mr. HASKELL. I will yield five minutes for debate, but not for 
any amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas yields to the gentle- 
man from New York for five minutes for the purpose of debate. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman from Kansas in reporting this bill 
obtained from the House permission to have it considered immedi- 
ately upon the agreement on his part (for I put the inquiry) that he 
would allow amendments. 

Mr. HASKELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, he did. In reply 
to the inquiry whether he would allow amendments, he said he 
would. Now he says that members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means come to him and say that he has no power to allow amend- 
ments. I say that the House would not have agreed to consider 
the bill if it had been understood that members were not to be 
allowed to amend it. There isin the latter clause very objectionable 
matter. I think it only fair dealing, as the House only consented to 
consider the bill on the understanding that it should be amended in 
objectionable points, that the agreement should be abided by or the 
House should refuse to proceed with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HASKELL. My understanding of the matter differs from that 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. The gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. Cox] asked me if I was not entirely willing to have the bill 
cover white persons. I supposed at the time there might be white per- 
sons in the institution. On looking at the bill I find that the goods 
are to be furnished directly to the institution,consequently the amend- 
mentis unnecessary. Thenthe gentleman from Mississippi asked me 
with reference to an amendment about the sale of goods. The bill 
does not permit the sale of goods. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the bill does. 

Mr. HASKELL. I must decline upon this local bill to open a dis- 
cussion of the whole tariff question. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not desire to discuss at this time the whole 
tariff question; but this bill, in its second section, does exactly what 
the gentleman says it does not. I call for the reading of the bill. 

‘ Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, am I to be taken off the 
oor? 

Mr. HASKELL. I have yielded five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York for remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized for 
five minutes for the purpose of debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of a tariff for 
revenue only, under the Constitution, under the decision of the Su- 
preme Court. This court has decided that no taxes of this nature 
can be levied except for carrying on the operations of this Government. 
Outside of these all is gratuitous bounty. It is unconstitutional. 
So the highest court has held. When this question comes up on a 
larger, less local measure than is presented here, we shall have occa- 
sion to debate it in a larger sense. 

I do not disfavor a bill of this local and charitable nature. It isin 
the line, if gentlemen choose so to term it, of revenue only, or rather 
free trade, for it gives no revenue and withdraws all protection. So 
far as it goes, it is free trade. I never was a free-trader absolutely. 
But I believe in freedom; so does Kansas. I believe in trade ; so does 
New England. I want a tariff subordinated to the purposes of reve- 
nue, and that only, and so does the Constitution. Such would be 
the conviction of the country if this question were properly discussed. 

My objection to this bill is that it is restricted, narrow. It is not 
a general bill as to taxation such as is contemplated by the Consti- 
tution. It is limited to a class, a race, a color. We have now a 
surplus, I believe, of $137,000,000 collected annually from the —— 
by our infamous bounty tariff system. On woolen goods the duty is 
40 or 50 per cent. The very clothing of the poor is thus burdened 
and taxed. By such bills as this we are reminded that. your tariff 
grinds down even poor colored emigrants. It shows that others are 

ground down also. I would relieve all. 
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Now, if there is any good in this measure, let it be extended to 
white and black alike. Let your taxes or your exemption from taxes 
fall equally, like the dews of Heaven, upon colored and upon white 
people. This is a Government for the whole people, not for those of 
any particular hue or condition. I say to my friend from Kansas, 

ive the white man afair chance. Why discriminate in a tariff bill? 

s not this a discriminating exemption from a heavy duty? The 
gentleman seems to be advocating the interests of some little, local, 
charitable institution in a corner of Kansas. All these tariff matters, 
when you come to examine them, are nothing more nor less than the 
“shrieks of locality.” Ido not find fault with a member for defend- 
ing or aiding hisown State. Iread the other day of aman who died 
inIndiana. He had been a member of Congress from that State; and 
on his table there was found written : 


Here is a man who loved his friends, 
His God, his country, and Vincennes! 






































































onan: ) 

He was a faithful member of Congress according to the pattern of 
my friend from Kansas. I applaud this movement; it is in the right 
direction; it tends to freedom. But, sir, let it be general. Let us 

‘ have white men relieved as well as black men, and then we will all 
be clothed cheaply, and in our right mind, and be happy. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, just one word more and I will be 
done. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me offer a single amendment. 

Mr. HASKELL. I cannot yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HOOKER. You will not allow my amendment to be read? 

Mr. HASKELL. I cannot do so. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman yield to me five minutes, so I 
may discuss the bill? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes; assoonasIcansecure the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the previous question will be voted down. 

Mr. HASKELL. Next weekthe Committee on Ways and Means will 
report a bill concerning this tariff question, and it is their intention, 
as I understand, to open it to its whole extent, more or less, to discus- 
sion. Then these gentlemen can be heard on that measure, and not 
on the little question of charity contained in the pending proposition. 
I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before that is done I demand the reading of the 
bill, so it may be seen that my construction of the language in the 
last paragraph is a just and proper one. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill will be again 
read, 28 it has been once read. 

There was no objection, and the bill was again read. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will be seen that I amright in my construction 
of the language of the bill. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 130, noes 37. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HASKELL. I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. HASKELL. 

Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. HASKELL. 
that purpose only. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish the previous question 
ordered before yielding? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes; J should prefer that to be done. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HASKELL. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in reference to the 
provisions of this bill generally, that I see no objection to them. 
That is, I see no objection to the objects and purposes which the gen- 
tleman from Kansas has in view, so far as they are charitable, but I 
<lo conceive the bill itself contains a dangerous precedent to be set 
by this House in reference to the introduction of goods from abroad 
free of duty. I think the Committee on Ways and Means, if they had 
considered the question, would have seen the phraseology is such as 
to make it liable to the exception I take to it. I shoal favor the 


Task the gentleman to yield to me for five minutes. 
For a speech? 

Yes, sir. 
If it be in order I will yield for that purpose, and 


the preemner tb of the bill, in setting an unfortunate precedent. 
The gentleman from Kanaas says the bill has for its object only to 


tion in his State, to send goods to it free of duty. 


provide for the sale of those goods on the execution of a bond. 
me read the language of the bill. 


of the ee may prescribe for the 
ou 


such articles s any of them be so 
visions and intent of this act. 


Is it not in the 


XTI——38 











amendment of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] but I only 
rise now to discuss the tariff question so far as it may be affected by 


allow two charitable Quaker ladies, who have established an institu- 
Then, if that be 
the object, it seems to me there is ne good reason why the bill should 
Let 
It provides that the importers or 
consignees of such articles shall give such security as the Secretary 
or of lawful duties on 

d or used eontrary to the pro- 


Now, sir, may notevery single article, the gift of these two charitable 
Quaker ladies to this eleemosynary institution, be sold? Why not? 
wer of the consignee or importer, on giving bond, to 
sellevery one ofthese articles? Certainly itis. Onthe paymentofthe 
duty on the articles sold every one of them may be disposed of.* Surely 
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no lawyer who looks at this bill and construes its language and un- 
derstands the purport and meaning of language will say that every 
single article imported under this provision may not be sold. Then 
you are to look for the duties on these articles to the bond, whatever 
may be the character of that bond. It is unquestionably true that 
every single article may be sold under this construction, provided the 
parties execute such bond as the Secretary may require for the pay- 
ment of the duties provided by law. Therefore, if one-half or two- 
thirds or all of the articles are to be sold, all that is to be done is, under 
the terms of the bill, to execute a bond for that purpose. This, to 
me, is the objectionable feature of the bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a privileged question. 

















Mr. HOOKER. I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky for a 
question. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I simply desire to suggest to the gentleman from 






Mississippi that the object of this act is to exempt these articles from 
the payment of duty only on condition that they shall be used for the 
purpose stated in the bill, and that the sole purpose of inserting the 
provision in regard to the execution of a bond was to guarantee, as 
far as possible, the articles should be so used. That seemed to be the 
only security which the Government could obtain for the use of the 
articles as provided for by the bill. If they should be used other- 
wise, if they should be sold, then the bill requires the payment of 
duty, and they will come into the country upon the same footing pre- 
cisely as the various articles imported for sale or consumption, except 
that they will be withdrawn directly from the warehouse in the first 
instance without the payment of duties, and simply upon the execu- 
tion of the bond prescribed. If the gentleman from Mississippi can 
suggest any other method, or a more practicable plan by which the 
use of these articles could have been secured for the purpose contem- 
plated other than that prescribed in the bill, I am sure the House 
would be willing to accept such a suggestion, and I am satisfied that 
the Committee on Ways and Means would have availed itself of such 
amethod. But no other plan than that here prescribed seemed to 
have been practicable. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit me to 
ask him if he does not admit that my construction of the bill is cor- 
rect? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is; but the same argument might be applied 
to every case where a bond is given for the specific performance of 
any obligation. The party giving the bond may not comply with 
the obligation ; but if he does not comply with the provisions of the 
bond the penalty will be enforced against him. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move now to reconsider the vote by 
which the previous question was ordered upon the passage of the 
bill. That motion has not yet been made. I submit the motion at 
this time, and therefore I have the floor in my own right for an hour 
for debate and amendment. 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not yield te the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman from New York has the floor for a 
privileged motion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Kansas yielded the 
floor. I now have the control of it, having submitted a privileged 
motion. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit that I yielded the floor to 
a specific member for five minutes for a specific purpose. When those 
five minutes were exhausted and when that specific purpose was 
accomplished I regained control of the floor in my own right, and 
the gentleman from New York is not upon the floor, and the privi- 
leged motion which he submitted has no privilege to take me off the 
floor, which I hold and continue to hold in my own right. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Kansas has not the 
floore I hold the floor, having made a privileged motion. I holdit 
in my own right. 

Mr. HASKELL. Butthe gentleman from New York could not make 
a privileged motion while I held the floor. I yielded the floor only 
for a moment, and took possession of it when that time was exhausted. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The motion will take the gentleman off 
the floor—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the motion sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from New York is a privileged motion, but 
it does not necessarily give the gentleman making it control of the 
floor at this time. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 
table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the Speaker rule that I have the 
floor on a privileged motion? 

Mr. HASKELL. It might be a privileged motion if the gentleman 
had the floor to make it; but I was on the floor, never having yielded 
it except for a specific purpose, and I claim that the gentleman had 
no right to inte his motion. The privileged motion which the 

entleman submits is a motion which after I have yielded the floor 

e would have the right to make, but for the present I have the con- 
trol of the floor for one hour and propose to hold it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Has the Chair ruled upon the question 
of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that there is always 





























































I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
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a time when such a motion would be a privileged one. Under the 
uniform practice of the House, the gentleman having control of a 
measure is entitled to the floor for one hour after the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered. But there would necessarily be a time when 
the gentleman would yield the floor for another purpose than that of 
mere debate, which would allow the Chair to put the question upon 
the passage of the bill, as in this case, at which time any other gen- 
tleman may rise to make the motion submitted by the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman has not the floor for that 
purpose. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I present a privileged motion as much as that 
presented by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Kansas if he insists for the purpose of continuing the debate. 

Mr. HASKELL. I have not yielded the floor on the question of 
the passage of the bill, as the Chair has properly ruled, and now 
claim the right to hold it under the rule. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Did not the Chair rule that I was enti- 
tled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that there would be a time when 
the gentleman from New York could enter such a motion as a privi- 
leged one; but as the gentleman from Kansas was holding the floor 
for the purpose of debate that this was not the time for the motion. 
The gentleman from Kansas could not be cut off from his right to 
hold the floor before the question is submitted on the passage of the 
bill. There will be a time when the gentleman can submit his mo- 
tion, but the gentleman from New York cannot take the gentleman 
from Kansas off the floor while continuing the debate except to enter 
the motion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I give notice that I enter that 
motion. 

Mr. HASKELL. Now, I have the floor in my own right for the 
conduct of this matter. I now move to reconsider the vote by which 
the previous question was ordered, and move to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Oh, no! 

Mr. HASKELL. That is my right. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Kansas asks now to 
correct his own negligence after attention is drawn to the matter. 

Mr. HASKELL. Then I will move to lay the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York on the table. It amounts to the same thing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas submits the motion 
and the Chair will put it to the House. 

Mr. HASKELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered on the passage of the bill, and I also 
move to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Kansas cuts off his 
own friends. I was trying to help this bill and make it even larger 
than it is. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. HASKELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Morrison. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not wish to occupy more than half a min- 
ute. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has said better 
than I can say it what I proposed to say about the security afforded 
by this bill. But I wish to say in reply to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] that whenever somebody proposes to do an act of 
charity of this kind to some poor white people he will find the Con- 
gress of the United States ready to allow it to be done by removing 
duties, as is proposed to be done in this particular case. And I 
might say this bill was framed especially to afford the opportunity 
to my friend from New York and myself to vote for it, because he 
knows we aware want to keep the black and the white people 
apart ; and we thought we would put the black people in the bill 
alone, and when the white peeple came along for an act of charity 
of this kind we propose to put them in a bill by themselves. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My friend speaks for himself. I want to 
amalgamate the black and the white. [Laughter.] 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. HASKELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
—* and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DUTY ON IRON ORE. 


Mr. REAGAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the privilege of presenting a petition that it may 
be read and printed in the Recorp. It is signed by a large number 
of petitioners. I only ask to have the body of the petition and not 
the names of the petitioners printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the subject-matter of the petition ? 

Mr. HILL. It is a petition of nearly three thousand workingmen 
and others, of Morris County, New Jersey, interested in the minin 
of iron ore, asking for an increase of duty on the same. 
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Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky object to the 
presentation of the petition. : P 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. No, sir; I do not object to the pre- 
sentation of the petition, but I object to putting it in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey does not ask to 
have the names printed but only the body of the petition, which is 
very short. : 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Then I make no objection. 

There being no objection the petition was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and was ordered to be printed in the Recorp. 

It is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 

The undersigned, citizens of Morris County, State of New Jersey, do hereby 
present to your honorable body the following facts: That they are directly and 
indirectly interested in the mining of iron ore. In the mountains, hills, and val- 
leys of New Jersey are many valuable mines, and there are many veins of iron ore 
not yet opened or developed. During and within the past ten months, ending 
October 31, 1881, 724,210 tons of iron ore have been shipped to this country, (an 
amount exceeding the product of our whole State during the same period,) at a 
nominal duty of fifty-seven cents per ton, and in years past much of this ore was. 
shipped as ballast, no freight being paid. We are correctly informed that the 
laborers employed in mining this ore are paid from twenty to twenty-eight cents per 
day, and the major part of this foreign ore is laid down at our docks at a cost not 
exceeding $2.84 per ton. It is impossible for the mining interests of this county 
and the labor employed to compete with the prices. We therefore pray your hon- 
orable body that the duty on iron ore be raised, and to place such duty on iron ore 
imported to this country from foreign countries as will protect the iron-ore interest 
of the country and the labor employed thereat. For which we ever pray, &c. 


HOUSE ELEVATOR. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ] 
to waive for a moment the call for the regular order. I desire to 
submit a resolution for the purpose of obtaining additional aid for 
the elevator. One man stays there from morning till seven at night, 
and it is more than one man can endure. I ask that the resolution 
be read. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentleman desire the present considera- 
tion of the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairso understands the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not ask its present consideration if it be 
objected to. 

Mr. BROWNE. Let it be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ishould like to hear the resolution read, subject 
to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this House be, and he is hereby, authorized tr 


employ one additional person for the elevator of this House, at a cost not to exceed 
$100 per month, to be paid out of the contingent fund. 


Mr. BROWNE. Let it be referred to the Committee on Accounts.. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. I have no objection. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REAGAN. I now insist on the call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 





MARINE HOSPITAL AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. GIBSON. I am directed by the Conmittee on Commerce to. 
report back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
562) to establish a marine hospital at or near New Orleans, and to 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations with 
the further recommendation that the amount provided be appropri- 
ated in a general a, a ri bill. The purpose of this bill is to 
establish a marine hospital in the city of New Orleans, where it is. 
very much needed. It is now reported with a favorable recommen- 
dation for the purpose of being referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it 
in order on the presentation of reports from committees under this: 


‘call to discuss the reports which may be presented ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion it isnot. The bill and 
accompanying report will be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

Mr. GIBSON. Itis not necessary to order the printing. The bill 
has already been printed. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair is of opinion it must 
be printed. 

Mr. McLANE. The Chair on a former occasion, I think, ruled the 
other way. This has already been printed and a previous report of 
the same kind was not printed. 

The SPEAKER. As appears to the Chair on inspection, the bill is 
reported with amendments, so that the printing becomes necessary. 
The Clerk will read the rule regulating this matter. 

The Clerkread the latter clause of Rule XVIII, section 2, as follows: 


All bills, omeinens memorials, or resolutions reported from a committee, shall be 
accompanied by reports in writing, which shall be printed. 


g The bill and accompanying report were referred to the Committee 
o1 


» Appropriations, and erdered to be printed. 
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MARINE HOSPITAL AT GALVESTON, TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1662) to provide 
for the construction of a marine hospital in Galveston, Texas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

QUARANTINE STATION ON THE COAST OF TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1668) to provide for 
a quarantine station on the coast of Texas; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

LICENSE FEES OF OFFICERS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. No. 1302) to amend section 4458 of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to license fees of officers of steam-vessels ; which was placed on the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also, from the same committee, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 2149) to amend section 
4458 of the Revised Statutes so as to reduce the fees therein required 
to be paid by officers of steam-vessels for certificates of license to the 
sum of fifty cents; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back the following resolution, and moved that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on Commerce be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to ascertain by proper inquiry the condition of 
the Signal Service of the United States, and report to the House what other and 
additional ~~ ye if any, is necessary to render such service more efficient 


and enlarge the sphere of its operations; and that said committee report by bill 
or otherwise. 


The motion of Mr. TOWNSEND was agreed to. 
WILLIAM P. CHAMBLISS. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1612) 
for the relief of William P. Chambliss; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

MAJOR WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 670) for 
the relief of Major William M. Maynadier ; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


CARLILE BOYD. 


Mr. McCOOK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1400) for the relief of 
Carlile Boyd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

AN APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 721) to 
authorize an appointment in the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. GILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1047) for the 
relief of William H. Gill; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on-the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MAJOR G. W. CANDEE. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 182) for the re- 
lief of Majer G. W. Candee; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. MORRIS. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 1136) for the relief of John H. Morris; and moved 
that the committee be a from its further consideration, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SIGNAL SERVICE—H. W. HOWGATE. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report back at this time a resolution of inquiry, and 
recommend its immediate consideration and adoption. : 

The SPEAKER. Committees are privileged at any time to report 
back certain resolutions, outside of the morning hour. The Chair, 
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however, does not hold that it will not be in order now. The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the House of 
emia if not incompatible with the public interest, a full and detailed 
statement of all the items of expenditure of the annual — riations for the United 
States Si Service from the year 1875 to the year 1881 inclusive; and also a tran- 
script and copy of the accounts of H. W. Howgate, late property and disbursin 
officer of the said service, showing all the items of disbursement made by said 
officer on account of said service during said years. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY E. THOMSON. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Laminstructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to report back House bill No. 2810 for the relief of Mary E. Thomson, 
and to ask for its present consideration. It does not involve the 
appropriation of a single cent, but merely allows Mrs. Thomson to 
accept some presents made to her son, now dead, by the Princess of 
Siam. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that under the rules bills 
reported during this call must be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent to report it now, and 
have it considered immediately. 

The SPEAKER. It is unusal for the Speaker, under the new rules, 
to ask during the morning hour unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of any bill. Ifthe gentleman will withhold the report until 
after the morning hour, the Chair then will ask for consent to con- 
sider it. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I will withdraw the report for the present. 


IMPROVEMENTS IN FIRE-ARMS, 


Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. The Committee on Patents have directed’ 
me to move that the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims, to which it should have gone originally. . 

There being no objection, the committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of a bill of the following title, and it was: 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 5 
A bill (H. R. No, 1217) to pay for the use of the Springfield vibrat- 
ing and secured breech-block invention of fire-arms, revolving-cy!- 
inder pistol, and primed cartridges used in the Army. 


MARION G. THOMPSON. 


Mr. BROWNE. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have directed 
me to report back the petition of Marion G. Thompson, for relief, and 
to move that the committee be discharged from its farther consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Did this petition go to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions through the petition-box ? 

Mr. BROWNE. I cannot say, the record not being beforeme. But 
it has been before our committee, who have considered it, and directed 
~— to return it and ask its reference to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the order suggested. 
by the gentleman will be made. The Clerk will read from the rule- 
relating to the introduction and reference of petitions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the- 
member from whom it was received ; and petitions which have been inappropri- 
ately referred may, by direction of the committee having possession of the same, 
be properly referred in the manner originally presented. 


PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation bills of the following titles ; 
which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, andthe accompanying reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2141) granting a pension to Martha A. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1521) granting a pension to Susan R. Johnson ; 
and 
se (H. R. No. 1516) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Annie 

. Hays. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1979) granting a pension. 
to Samuel Burwell; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN C. HAMMOND. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Iowa, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back adversely the petition of Allen C. Hammond; which. 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

PARK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GARRISON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1673) for the purchase of 
square No. 440, in the city of Washington, District of Colambia, for 
a public park; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying _ 
report ordered to be printed. 
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CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr. ORTH, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
reported back the following resolution; which was considered and 
adopted : 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform this House what action has been taken by him under the pro- 
visions of chapter 133, third session, Forty-sixth Congress, which appropriated 
$15,000 “to enable the President to execute the provisions of section 1753 of the 
Revised Statutes, for the promotion of efficiency in the different branches of the 
civil service ;"’ and, if said sum is insufficient, what further amount is necessary for 
‘the purpose. 

Mr. ORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
ithe table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The call of committees was continued and concluded. 

ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


On motion by Mr. REED, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 1922) to enable the people of New Mexico to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the admission of the said 
State into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on the Territories. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. I rise for the purpose of moving that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, for the consideration of the fortification —— bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Before the gentleman makes that motion 
‘(of course I do not intend to antagonize the business of the Appro- 
priations Committee) I wish to ask the Chair, at the request of my 


«colleague, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] when will the unfinished business come 


up? At the conclusion of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. Immediately after, as the Chair at present under- 
stands. It oe up when it is called up, unless it is antagonized by 
something of higher privilege. 

Mr. FORNEY. I donot suppose this appropriation bill will occupy 


~a very long time. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForNEY] 
rises to submit a privileged motion. 


MARY E, THOMSON. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I ask the gentleman from Alabama to yield to me 
that I may ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill which 
does not appropriate any money and will occupy but a moment. It 
is to enable the mother of a young paymaster of the Navy, now de- 
ceased, to accept certain presents sent to him by the King of Siam 
during his life-time, and now on deposit in the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will yield for the consideration of the bill, if it 
will cause no discussion. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2810) for the relief of Mary E. Thom- 
son. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, dc., That Mary E. Thomson, mother of Passed Assistant Paymaster 
‘Curtis H. Thomson, United States Navy, deceased, be, and is hereby, authorized 
to accept, first, a portrait, in frame, of Her Royal Highness the Princess of Siam; 
second, a silver enameled cigar-case; third, a match-box and tray of Siamese work, 
the same being presented to said Curtis H. Thomson, in his lifetime, by the King 

-of Siam, an@ now on deposit in the Smithsonian Institution. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
‘tion of the bili; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
dng, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
‘passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There seems to be pending before the House a 
number of privileged questions, and the Clerk will read the rules 
regulating these matters. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rue XXIV. 

4. After thehonur shall have been devoted to reports from committees, it shall be 
‘in order to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business in which the 
House may have been eng at an adjournment, and at the same time each day 
thereafter, other than the first and third Mondays, until disposed of ; and it shall 
be in order to proceed to the consideration of all other unfinished business when- 
ever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order. 

Rute XVI. 

9. Atanytimeafter the papa of the morning hour it shall be in order to move 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue or general appro- 
priation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama should be entertained. 


VORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
~of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
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itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, Mr. Rosrnson, of Massachusetts, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the first business in order is 
the bill (H. R. No. 3208) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the first reading of the 
bill for information will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, the bill which the committee has 
under consideration at this time appropriates the sum of $375,000 for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883. Last year a bill of 
like character appropriated the sum of $550,000. On examining the 
Book of Estimates the Committee on Appropriations found the Chief 
Engineer recommended for the continuance of work on fortifications 
the sum of $4,186,500. The Secretary of War reduced that amount. 

You will find on examining the bill that the sum of $175,000 is ap- 
propriated for the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883. The Chief Engineer says this is absolutely necessary, and that 
the protection, preservation, and repair of our fortifications will re- 
quire from one hundred and fifty to two hundred thousand dollars, 
that we have some ninety fortifications, and that in each one we 
have a fort-keeper to whom we pay some six hundred dollars a year. 

We have recommended $175,000 for the purpose of keeping our forts 
in repair. Every year they are subject to the wear and tear of time, 
the slopes are liable to damage, the sea-walls are exposed to damage 
from the waves of the sea, and, taking everything into consideration, 
the Chief Engineer reports it is impossible to protect and preserve 
these fortifications for less than one hundred and fifty thousand or 
two hundred thousand dollars. As I have said, we have recom- 
mended an appropriation of $175,000. 

It is not proposed to enter upon the work of commencing new forti- 
fications or finishing those heretofore begun. The second paragraph 
of the bill provides forthe armament ofsea-coast fortifications, includ- 
ing heavy guns and howitzers for flank defense, carriages, projec- 
tiles, fuses, powder, and implements, their trial and proof, and all 
necessary expenses incident thereto, including compensation of 
draughtsmen on gun construction while employedin Ordnance Burean, 
and for machine guns, including the conversion of smooth-bore can- 
non into rifles, $100,000. 

Last year the sum of $375,000 was appropriated for the same pur- 
pose; but we found the Ordnance Bureau has now under its control 
an unexpended balance of $275,000. It could use largely more than 
that sum, but at this time it has not been advised what kind of guns 
should be purchased. At the last session of Congress the President 
was authorized to select a board consisting of one engineer officer, 
two ordnance officers, and two officers of artillery, whose duty it 
should be to make examination of all inventions of heavy ordnance 
and projectiles presented to them, including guns now being con- 
structed or converted under the direction of the Ordnance Bureau. 
This board has not yet made its report, and the Chief of Ordnance 
thinks it is due to Congress, before making any purchases or changes 
in our present system, he should know what is the recommendation 
of that board. Therefore it has not been considered necessary to 
make a larger appropriation than $100,000 this year for this purpose. 

The last paragraph appropriates $100,000 for torpedoes for harbor 
defenses, and the preservation of the same, and for torpedo experi- 
ments in their application to harbor and land defense, and for in- 
struction of engineer battalion in their preparation and application. 

Last year the sum of $50,000 was appropriated, all of which has been 
expended. Iask the Clerk to read from page 57 of the annual report 
of the Engineer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TORPEDO DEFENSE.—Thoe annual appropriation made for the fiscal year 1880-'81 
for providing materials to defend our coasts with submarine mines, &c., ($50,000,) 
has been expended, upon the recommendation of this board, chiefly in the purchase 
of torpedo cases and junction boxes to be stored for use in the channels leading to 
the harbor of Boston. A much larger sum could have been judiciously expended 
in providing for other important harbors now quite neglected; and an increase in 
this appropriation for the coming year is urgently to be recommended. 

‘The material is not liable to deteriorate in store, and in the present condition of 
our sea-coast defense and of their armaments an ample supply of torpedoes is a neces- 
sity which cannot be ignored without risk of disaster. Not less than $100,000 should 
be annually applied to this purpose for several years. 

Another matter in this connection demands immediate action. In our last an- 
nual report this board pointed out in some detail the necessity for a special appro- 
ptiation to prepare our forts to serve as operating stations for submarine mines. 

ithout such preparation only a very imperfect use could be made of the mate- 
rials in store. Unless the electric cables connecting the mines with the casement 
containing the batteries, &c., are so introduced as to be secure against bombard- 
ment, a single fortunate shot may open the whole channel to the enemy. This 
would be the condition of Boston to-day, and indeed of most of our great sea-ports. 
It is useless to provide mines without also constructing the shafts, galleries, and 
bomb-proots necessary for their efficient service. An appropriation of $200,000 
would go far toward supplying all our chief forts with these most necessary addi- 
tions, and the appropriation of that sum is again recommended. The works require 
— ars their construction, and at the outbreak of hostilities this would certainly 

cking. 


Mr. McCOOK. Mr. Chairman, the question of the necessity for 
liberal appropriations for our sea-coast and harbor defenses is not a 
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local one. Like that of maintaining an efficient army and creating 
and supporting an adequate navy, it comes under the general pro- 
vision of prienene the common defense, and appropriations should 
not be controlled by narrow or selfish views. Neither will it be pos- 
sible to make it a seetional question, for Savannah, Charleston, Key 
West, Mobile, New Orleans, and Galveston are quite as exposed and 
defenseless as Portland, Boston, New London, Newport, Philadelphia, 
and New York; and we should determine it not as representatives 
of a locality or section, but as representatives of all the people of 
the United States. 

It is no new thing to have this House informed that for years our 
coast defenses have been sadly neglected. Year after year we have 
been farnished with elaborate reports showing our defenseless con- 
dition, and urging upon us immediate action. Yet to such appeals 
Congress, with a mistaken idea of economy, turn a deafear. The 
Engineer Department and the public press have done their duty in 
calling attention to the subject, but the committee which practically 
controls the purse-strings of the nation responds with the paltry 
sum recommended in this bill. It is only just, however, to them to 
say that in some respects they have improved upon the appropria- 
tion for the last fiscal year. Then they appropriated but $50,000 
for torpedoes and torpedo experiments; this year they double that 
amount, although they have been unable to lift themselves above 
the sum of $175,000 for fortifications alone, which amount was estab- 
lished. by the last Congress and copied by this. The estimates of the 
Engineer Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, for the 
modification, construction, and repair of our fortifications was $4,186,- 
000. The Secretary of War reduces that estimate to $500,000, and 
the Appropriations Committtee, wiser than the engineers and more 
caiaaitok than the Secretary, offers us $175,000. We expend annu- 
ally $5,000,000 for the improvement of our rivers and harbors. We 
expend $375,000 for their defense. 

m this subject there is no opportunity for long speeches, as the 
question of the efficiency of our present system of fortifications is 
one to be determined by the professional opinions of competent en- 
gineers, and from those it is very clear that whatever its value during 
the period which antedated the rebellion it is valueless now, or 

early 80. 

Rifled guns, torpedoes, and armored vessels—the Monitor and the 
Merrimac, the passage of the forts at the mouth of the Mississippi 
and at Mobile Bay, although gallantly defended—worked a revolution 
in the whole system of attack and defense; and Great Britain study- 
ing these examples, and profiting by our experience, immediately in- 
creased her appropriations for harbor defense to the enormous sum 
of $40,000,000. : 

No country on earth isso exposed and so poorly prepared to resist 
attack as we are. We have a coast line along the Atlantic and the 
Gulf of Mexico of over three thousand miles. Excluding Alaska we 
have on the Pacific coast a line of over a thousand miles, xlong which 
‘‘lie scattered great cities, all the depots of commerce, all the estab- 
lishments of naval outfit, construction, and repair, and towns, villages, 
and establishments of private enterprise without number.” 

Within striking distance of this line are the possessions of two first- 
class maritime powers, Great Britain and Spain. Both are supplied 
with naval stations near our coast, both have large and powerful 
navies easily concentrated at thesestations; and thirty-seven hours’ 
steaming could bring a hostile fleet from Halifax to Portland ; sixty- 
seven hours’, one from Halifax to New York; ten hours’, one from 
Havana to Key West; sixty-five hours’, one from Havana to New 
Orleans, and ninety-six hours’, one to San Francisco from Victoria, 
Vancouver's Island, 

There are more than a dozen harbors on the Atlantic coast—Port- 
land, Portsmouth, Boston, Newport, and Hampton Roads among 
them—where the largest war vessels constructed or contemplated can 
tloat. There are some—New Bedford, New London, New York, and 
Key West—where a few of the largest and deepest draught men-of- 
war cannot enter, but General Gillmore says that— 

There is not one of them that does not possess ample depth of water to pass half 
the armored cruisers of Great Britain, including vessels armed with 38 and 81 ton 
guns, all the German armored vessels but one, more than two-thirds of the Italian 


navy, all belonging to Russia except ten, and a large portion of those belonging to 
the French and Spanish navies. 


With Great Britain and Spain our relations always have been, and 
necessarily always must be, close and intimate. Both are vastly our 
superior in naval force, both are always prepared for sudden emergen- 
cies, and it is an historical fact that within twenty years grave and 
serious complications have arisen with each which threatened war, 
which was only averted by good sense and mutual concessions. Be- 
cause our diplomacy has been successful heretofore in preventing war 
it does not follow that it will bein the future, and sometimes, to quote 
the language of Mr. Secretary Lincoln, ‘‘ readiness and an attitude of 
belligerency are the best preventives of actual war.” Neither willit 
do to trust to good luck and the energy of our people in the event of 
war with a foreign power, for modern wars are short and sharp, 
action follewing at once upon declaration. 

In 1866, within eight weeks after the disciplined troops of Prussia 
poured over the frontier, Austria was crushed and helpless on the 
tield of Sadowa. In 1870~71, eight months after united Germany 
crossed the Rhine, the armies of France had been captured or dis- 
persed, the Emperor Napoleon was a prisoner, Paris in possession of 
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the enemy, and two ancient and populous provinces incorporated into 
the German Empire; while in 1877 the Russian army, in the face of 
almost insurmountable difficulties, crossed the Danube, forced or 
turned the passes of the Balkans, and dictated peace at the gates of 
Constantinople inside ef ten months. 

No great distress, such as I have referred to, involving the perma- 
nent loss of territory, could happen perhaps to us in the event of 
war; but with little time for preparation, with an utterly inade- 
quate navy, and our fortifications in their present unsatisfactory 
condition, a British iron-clad fleet, led by some English Farragut, 
could, and probably would, take possession of some of our more im- 
portant harbors within ten days after the commencement of hostili- 
ties. This is no unsupported statement or idle speculation, but itis 
the deliberate opinion of competent officers who have made the whole 
subject the study of a lifetime. General Gillmore, in his wise and 
thoughtful paper, says: 

Before we can hope to repel the attacks of war vessels of recent ty 
for our forts will have to be procured and the forts themselves will n 
or the existing ones greatly modified. 

And that our entire coast is peculiarly at the mercy of a hostile naval power, and 
our largest centers of population, commerce, and manufactures within easy reach 
of the most destructive engines of war born of modern invention and science. 

Situated as we are at present how could these humiliating disas- 
ters to which I refer be prevented? Against armored vessels furnished 
with the latest and best ordnance what use would it be to concen- 
trate large bodies of men at the exposed and threatened points? 
What could weak or improvised works armed with guns of inferior 
caliber and power accomplish against such vessels as the Inflexible, 
the Dreadnaught, and the Alexandra, the latest and best specimens 
of British armored vessels, furnished with guns of enormous range and 
power? Torpedoes alone cannot be relied upon, for the authorities. 
are uniform in declaring that, unless protected and covered by proper 
works, they could be easily centered useless by an active foe. We 
cannot trust to our Navy alone, for aside from other considerations 
it is small and inadequate, inferior in everything save the high 
courage and professional skill which have always characterized its 
officers and men; while the engineer officers assert that our forti- 
fications are utterly inadequate to withstand the assaults of modern 
men-of-war. To sum the whole matter up in a few words, from the 
best information I can gather, our present system of harbor defense, 
including, as it does, imperfect forts and inferior ordnance, bears 
about the same relation to the requirements of modern warfare as 
would the smooth-bore, flint-lock musket, and Congress cannot cor- 
rect the evil by piece-work appropriations. 

Simply as an illustration, and without desiring to distract atten- 
tion from other points, let us examine for a moment the condition 
of the defenses of New York Harbor. Naturally, the city of New 
York would be one of the first points aimed at, for it is the financial 
and commercial heart of the nation, and its capture and occupation 
would be properly considered a great victory. At its port nearly 
three-fourths of our revenue, or $139,000,000 out of $198,000,000 from 
customs duty, iscollected. Its wharves and docks are-erowded with 
shipping from every quarter of the globe, and the wealth of its citi- 
zens is counted by thousands of millions of dollars. Its manufactur- 
ing establishments produce over $500,000,000 a yom, and they give 
employment to nearly three hundred thousand men, women, and 
children, paying them over $100,000,000 annually in daily wages. 
Through the energy, enterprise, and sagacity of its merchants and 
capitalists its wealth is disseminated all over the land, and a blow 
at its prosperity would be felt at the remotest confines of the Repub- 
lic. The great fire in Boston in 1872 destroyed eighty-six million 
dollars’ worth of property in a few hours without touching the ship- 
ping, and it is no exaggeration to say that a hostile fleet in twenty- 
four hours could destroy five times that amount in New York in 
actual values, and so long as it was firmly held, peace could only 
be obtained on the most disastrous terms. For the actual condition 
of the defenses of this city, sorich, so populous, so exposed, and so. 
important to the whole country, I invite attention to the report of 
General Wright, the Chief of Engineers, where it is given in detail. 
That officer estimates this year for the harbor of New York alone 
$840,000, or five times as much as the committee reports for the 
whole of the United States; this amount to be distributed amon 
the works guarding the entrance to East River through the Sound, 
the forts at the ‘“‘ Narrows,” the works at Long Island and Staten 
Island, and the important fort at Sandy Hook, New Jersey. Guard- 
ing the Sound entrance are Fort Schuyler and the fort at Willet’s 
Point, both more essential now than ever before to the defense of 
the aity. Of these, General Wright says: 

In former years the natural obstructions of Hell Gate, the location of the navy- 
yard and of the great commercial interests near the southern end of Manhattan 
Tsland, and the limited range of artillery, all combined te make this channel of 
much less importance to the defense than that through the Narrows; and the 
armament and emplacements were cer planned on a smaller scale. The 
modern increase in range and power of artillery, the growth of the city toward 
the north, and the improvements at the Hell Gate channel, have thus done rela- 
tively more to uncover New York City on this side than on the other ; and prompt 
attention is now demanded to prepare for even a respectable defense against any 
fleet likely to be used in attacking the city. 

In the present state of the defenses the torpedo lines could not be properly > a 
tected, nor could the works needful for the purpose be constructed in haste. © 
is absolutely essential to proper preparation. It will be a fatal mistake to sup- 


pose either that the work can be done promptly at the beginning of a war, or that 
the channel can be effectively closed by torpedoes in the present state of the forts. 
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For these two forts the estimates are $150,000. Passing by what 
may be called the inner line of defense, we come next to the worth- 
less and abandoned work known as Fort Lafayette, for which the 
estimates are $200,000. Of this fort he says: 

This old work, commenced in 1812, and situated on a shoal at the Narrows en- 
trance, occupies the best of all the positions for the defense of New York Harbor. 
It was injured by fire in December, 1868, to such a degree as to make it practically 
worthless, unless repaired at a very considerable outlay; and as it was adapted to 
guns of small caliber only, it was not thought worth while to restore it, but to re- 
place it by a construction which should meet the demands of modern armaments. 

The defense of New York Harbor requires a new work on this shoal which will 
admit of the mounting of 80 to 100 ton guns. It will require several years in build- 
ing, and should be undertaken without delay. 

To the fort also at Sandy Hook he calls especial attention, saying 
‘that “it commands the southern approaches by sea to the harbor anc 
city of New York, and is also designed to prevent the occupation of 
lower New York Bay as an anchorage by an enemy’s fleet,” and that— 

This work is the most advanced of all the defenses of the southern approaches 
by sea to the harbor and city of New York. The channel of entrance opposite the 
Hook is more than a mile wide, and of depth sufficient for the largest and most 

werful armored vessels yet built or designed. The occupation by an enemy’s 

eet of the capacious bay just within the Hook would prevent all egress from the 
harbor southward to the sea, and effectually seal up the main outlet from the city. 
The modification and completion of this important work for the reception of the 
heaviest modern rified guns, protected by impenetrable iron armor, and the pro- 
tection of the site against encroachments by the sea, are of very great importance, 
and an appropriation therefor is urgently recommended. ‘ 

The estimates for this port are $150,000, and the report states that 
while Great Britain has over five hundred guns in position behind 
armored defenses we have not ene on the whole coast. 

It would tire the House to quote more fully from this report, but 
enough has been said to show that the dangers to which I have re- 
fe are not only possible but probable in the event of war, and 
I am only discharging an imperative duty in calling attention to 
them. 

Is there any good reason why we should not heed the warning con- 
‘veyed in this report and act upon it without delay? In wealth and 
population we are to-day the first power on the continent, soon to 
become the first in the world. Whatever may be our individual 
opinions the people believe that this superiority should be maintained 
by every proper means, and that no mistaken or false economy on 
the part of their Representatives should stand in the way of its full 
accomplishment. The arts of peace and the development of our re- 
‘sources are not to be neglected, but the ability to enforce lawful de- 
mands against others and the capacity to resist attack should be 
placed beyond doubt or question. No nation, ancient or modern, 
whatever its form of government, ever has made any lasting impres- 
sion upon the history of mankind which neglected intelligent prep- 
aration for the emergency of war, or which failed to develop within 
reasonable ‘bounds the fighting capacity of its people. The decay of 
that warlike power evidenced by dismantled forts and neglected 
fleets and armies marks the decay of a nation, for while it may be 
unfortunate it certainly is true that the history of the world is largely 
made up of battlesand sieges, of struggles by land and by sea. Witha 
single exception, perhaps, I do not recall any movement resulting in 
the emancipation of men’s minds and bodies from the slavery of creed, 
caste, or privilege which was not won by hard, downright fighting, 
and our history is no exception to the rule. Fortunately situated, 
as we are; separated, as we are, by thousands of miles of water from 
the nations of the Old World, we have been at war, either with for- 
eign or domestic foes, sixteen years out of the first hundred of our 
national existence, and this does not include the Creek, Seminole, 
Black Hawk, and other Indian wars of later years. 

Unless the whole spirit and temper of our people undergo a radical 
change, there certainly will be periods in the future as in the past 
avhen they will compel a resort to force for the redress of some wrong; 
and there are many lamentable instances in our history showing the 
terrible penalty we have paid in blood and treasure by our unreadi- 
ness and our neglect of the plainest and simplest precautions. If, 
as I believe, we should maintain an efficient army to protect our 
frontier settlements and as a nucleus around which the volunteer 
element can rally in times of danger, so, too, do I believe that we 
should build, equip, and keep afloat an adequate navy, and put our 
coast defenses in proper order to protect us from a foreign foe. 

If our supremacy in American affairs is to be something more than 
a mere boast, if the Monroe doctrine is not antiquated nonsense or 
harmless braggadocio, if interoceanic canals are to be projected and 
built through foreign territory under the control and supervision of 
the Government, and if treaties are to be modified or abrogated be- 
cause we have out-grown them, then we must be prepared to back 
up by force what we so eloquently assert on paper, and be in a con- 
dition to defend ourselves when attacked in return. 

Fifty millions of people cannot afford to be committed to a policy 
of brag and bluster alone. We arestrong enough to submit to noth- 
ing that is wrong; strong enough also to do equal and exact justice 
to others; and while we should be considerate of their rights, we 
should be prepared to assert with great distinctness and maintain 
with equal firmness the doctrine that on this continent the United 
States of America shall have no rival or superior. 

And I give notice now that I shall at the proper time move to in- 
crease the total amount of this bill to $500,000, the amount estimated 
for by the Secretary. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I am not disposed to permit the 


numerous reports that have been made from time to time by the en- 
gineers and the speech of my colleague from New York [Mr. McCook] 
to pass without some notice while we are considering this bill. A 
careful reading of the reports that I have referred to, and after listen- 
ing attentively to the speech of my colleague, would very easily lead 
one to imagine New York City in tlames, Boston in flames, our cities 
generally in danger from foreign powers invading our Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts, all because the proper appropriations have not been 
made for the support and maintenance of their fortifications. I 
hardly believe for one that the United States is threatened with sub- 
jugation from any quarter. It is only the “ Battle of Dorking” that 
is imminent. It is true that the newspapers have called attention 
to this subject time after time, so far as publishing the reports of the 
engineers; and it is likewise true that the people of this country are 
not awakened, aroused to any considerable fear of the disastrous con- 
sequences which those reports threaten. The American people be- 
lieve that wars are for conquest, and that the support of a large naval 
force and the maintenance of a large standing army to continue in- 
definitely and thoroughly prepared and equipped for all emergencies, 
as well as the maintenance and support of an expensive system of 
fortifications, has no place in the necessities of our Government, and 
is only necessary for the purpose of maintaining the balance of polit- 
ical power among foreign nations; that there is no necessity for it on 
the part of the American people. 

So much by way of introduction. I do not by any means desire it 
to be understood or proclaim here now that I am opposed to proper 
appropriations for these public works of the nation, and I call atten- 
tion briefly to the report of the Secretary of War to show how far 
the Committee on Appropriations has deviated from the estimates he 
has submitted to us. My friend who has just taken his seat [Mr. 
McCook] announces that at the proper time he proposes to submit 
a motion to increase the appropriation from $175,000 to $500,000— 
the total amount, as he says, named by the Secretary of War. Why, 
sir, for our fortifications the bill proposes to give within $25,000 of 
the sum the Secretary of War recommends, and I invite attention 
for a few moments to the estimates submitted by the War Depart- 
ment. In the Book of Estimates the amounts asked for under the 
head of appropriation for fortifications are footed up at $4,186,500; 
that is the amount submitted to the Secretary of War by the engi- 
neers. At one dash of the pen the Secretary reduces these estimates 
$3,686,500, leaving the amount to be provided for all the purposes 
specified $500,000. This is the total amount of money the Secretary 
recommends to be expended upon these fortifications of which my 
colleague talks so eloquently, and this sum includes two items, not 
for fortifications, of which I will speak further on. The Secretary 
did not take the trouble to go through and reduce the footing by the 
reduction of the several items included in it, but summarily deter- 
mined that with $500,000 he could do all the work that he considered 
necessary upon the fortifications. The reduction the Secretary has 
made is in the total sum recommended by the engineers to be appro- 
priated by Congress and to an even half a million dollars. 

Now let us leok a little further at the estimates presented. We 
find included in them an estimate for $200,000 for ‘‘ bomb-proof cover, 
galleries of approach, &c., for protecting submarine mines.” That 
work we have not provided for. Stricken out, it reduces the total 
to $300,000. In his estimates we find also included $100,000 ‘to con- 
tinue the purchase of torpedo material,” and which has been provided 
for further on in the bill. Deducting that, we reduce the total to 
$200,000 for fortifications, or within $25,000 of the sum which the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations concluded to ask this House to appropriate. ° 


Mr. McCOOK. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him for 
a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOOK. The gentleman may have some facts that I have 
not, but I see from this Book of Estimates that the Secretary of War 
does net do what the gentleman has stated—that the Secretary of 
War has estimated for $500,000 under the general head of fortifica- 
tions and works of defense. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If my colleague will look a little further back on 
the same page, he will find this item: 

To continue the purchase of torpedo material not easily to be obtained in haste, 
for continuation of to © trials, and for the practical instruction of engineer 
troops in the details of the service, $100,000. 

That item is provided for subsequently in the bill now before the 
committee. 

Mr. McCOOK. Here is an item for armament of fortifications: 

Conversion and manufacture of breach-loading heavy ordnance, $500,000. 

Carriages, projectiles, and powder for heavy ordnance, $200,000. 

Proving-ground and proving-cannon carriages, projectiles, fuses, gunpowder, 
and other ordnance materials and stores, and all expenses of every kind incident 
thereto, $20,000. 

Making a total outside of the mere work of fortifications of $720,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. From what page does the gentleman read ? 

Mr. McCOOK. Page 133. I donot agree with my friend when he 
says that the total of the Secretary’s estimate foots up $500,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If my friend will look on that page again, he will 
find the item to which I am now calling attention in reference to 
torpedoes for harbor defenses and preservation of the same. Thatis 
subsequently provided for in the bill, as I have stated. 

Take out of the estimate of the Secretary of War the two items to 
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which I have called attention, and it leaves only $200,000 asked for 
to be appropriated for fortifications, and in place of that we have 
given $175,000, because, after consultation with the Secretary of 
War, he concluded that sum would be sufficient. 

Mr. McCOOK. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him once 
more, and I will not interrupt again? I desire to read in this connec- 
tion and call attention to what the Secretary of War says in his re- 
port. He says: 

Experience shows that modern wars come on suddenly ; that serious international 
disputes occur between nations the relations of which are apparently the most un- 
likely to be other than friendly ; and that a condition of readiness for defense and 
an attitude of belligerency are sometimes the best preventives of actual war. We 
know that the necessary new works and the proper modifications of our old works 
will require many years for their completion, and it seems simply a matter of com- 
mon prudence that we commence without delay and under liberal appropriations 
to put our coasts in an efficient condition of defense. 

Now, if $175,000 is the Secretary of War’s idea of a liberal appro- 
priation, then I yield the question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I grant, Mr. Chairman, that you will find in the 
report of the Secretary of War rhetoric, which, perhaps, may be con- 
sidered a justification for a more liberal appropriation than we have 
concluded to recommend. But my colleague will notice that when 
it is asked where the Secretary of War will commence the work for 
which engineers have estimated $4,000,000, and which he has so 
largely reduced, no answer is found in his report. I apprehend, Mr. 
Chairman, that he is in the same condition of mind with the people 
of the United States. They do not believe that a foreign war is 
threatening or perhaps for another seventy years will threaten our 
sea-coast. He sympathizes; doubtless, with the people. We are 
thoroughly a representative Government, and whenever the people 
shall be educated up to the idea that our sea-coast must be put in 
proper condition to resist invasion, her Representatives will be found 
ever ready to vote all the money necessary for that purpose. As I 
indicated a moment since, the people of the United States believe 
that the necessity of sea-coast fortifications to resist invasion, of a 
great army and of a great navy for a like purpose, does not exist here 
in America. There is no balance of power to be maintained. There 
is no invasion from our near neighbors to be apprehended. And 
consequently the sentiment which would justify the voting of these 
large appropriations, that the engineers only recommend, does not 
exist. 

I have said this much upon this question, Mr. Chairman, because 
I find in the report of the Secretary of War an intimation in reference 
to a board provided for by a previous Congress, and which is now in 
session. I will read the authority for its appointment : 

And the President is authorized to select a board, to consist of one engineer officer, 
two ordnance officers, and two officers of artillery, whose duty it shall be to make 
examinations of all inventions of heavy ordnance and improvements of heavy ord- 
nance and projectiles that may be presented to them, including guns now being 
constructed or converted under direction of the Ordnance Bureau. 

I do net wish it to be understood that even when the report of the 
board comes in the American Congress will be found willing to adopt 
it, or that it will be found willing to agree to the improvements to 
any considerable extent, or to vote the money which it may recom- 
mend. Ido not desire it to be understood, Mr. Chairman, that we 
are too anxious for the appropriation of money for these purposes, I 
would rather that this board should understand that whatever is to 
be done shall be done within the limits of economy and with great 
caution; that the people and their representatives will be critical 
when the expenditure of large sums of money is involved. 

The Secretary of War says, as I understand him, inferentially at 
least, further in his report—and from the examination which your 
committee were enabled to make they certainly concur with him— 
the work of the alteration of our sea-coast defenses cannot be pro- 
ceeded with with a proper knowledge of required changes until the 
report of the board mentioned is made; and I repeat that,if the 
alterations and improvement of our sea-coast fortifications are to be 
based upon that report, this board should appreciate the fact we are 
not inviting the expenditures of large sums of money. I doubt not 
there are fortifications at certain points upon our coast upon which 
money may well be expended, and I am willing to recommend and to 
vote in that direction whenever convinced a necessity exists. 

Mr. ATKINS. I am very glad, indeed, that the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations has so completely answered my friend 
from New York, [Mr. McCook, ] who has just delivered a very hand- 
some speech upon the necessity of increasing our fortifications, The 
section or clause of the law which was read is a complete answer to 
the gentleman’s speech. 

Now, sir, we have $275,000 of the $325,000 that were appropriated 
at the last session of the last Congress still in the Treasury unex- 
pended, and it will not in all probability be expended during this 


fiscal year. Andwhy? Simply because the Secretary of Waris wait- | 


ing for the report from the military beard of which the gentleman 
from New York, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
spoke. Whatis the use, then, of additional appropriations? . What is 
the use of $500,000 being appropriated, as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. McCook] suggests? We have $275,000 already unex- 
pended, with every likelihood that it will remain unexpended dur- 
ing the remainder of this year, for this report is not looked for till 
the close of the fiscal year, if it comesin then. That, then, isa com- 
plete answer and a crushing answer to the gentleman from New York. 
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One word more. I wish to say with the gentleman from New York, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, that I myself am 
not prepared to subscribe to the doctrine that we are ready to carry 
out the recommendations of that board when its reportismade. That 
is a matter for consideration, and I do not want for my own part to 
be committed in advance to what that board may recommend. When 
its recommendations come before Congress they will be considered 
for what they are worth. 

I think, therefore, Mr. Chairman, there is no necessity at all for any 
increase of the appropriationrecommended in this bill; none what- 
ever. The bill reduces the appropriation $175,000 in the aggregate. 
It has increased the appropriation for torpedoes from $50,000 to 
$100,000, but the appropriation of which the gentleman from New 
York spoke has been reduced $225,000, making a net reduction of 
$175,000. I believe, sir, that this bill ought to pass in the form in 
which it is now. 

Mr. ROBESON was recognized. 

Mr. McCOOK. I desire to say just one word. 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCOOK. Ido not know that my colleague, eloquent as he 
is, answered me so thoroughly as the distinguished gentleman from 
Tennessee suggests. I have been long enough on this floor to know 
into what dangerous pitfalls a gentleman may fall when he under- 
takes to differ with the Committee on Appropriations. I am not to 
be found with those who, as a rule, attack everything that comes 
from that committee. But, of course, when the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations and the ex-chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations join against me, and I find myself standing alone, 
as seems to be the case—no gentleman having risen to support my 
proposition—I recognize that in all human probability I will not be 
able to carry my proposed amendment of $500,000. That, however. 
does not change my views in regard to the absolute propriety and 
correctness of my judgment—I will not say supplemented by that 
of the engineers; but they have directed my judgment in this whole 
matter, and I will put the professional opinion of General Gillmore 
or General Wright against the professional opinion of gentlemen on 
the Committee on Appropriations or any one else in regard to the 
necessity of this work. 

The ——- from New York, my colleague, [Mr. Hiscock, ]sug- 
gests that there is no present danger of war. Sir, there is not aman 
in this House who does not recollect when that siren song was sung, 
and yet within thirty days afterward the old flag was fired on at 
Fort Sumter. It is true the skies are clear to-day. Who knows 
but that within sixty days we may have grave and serious compli- 
cations with foreign powers? 

In our present condition the insignificant republic of Chili can 

lace every harbor on our Pacific coast under the control of her guns 
if she so chooses. And if we can judge from what was in the news- 
papers but the other day, there is some possibility of trouble with 
that country. 

Gentlemen say that the Secretary of War holds that there is no 
necessity for this appropriation, that we do not need it. They quote 
with great unction the action of a previous Congress upon the sub- 
ject. Now I may not understand the full force of the English lan- 
guage, but I fail to see in that resolution anything withreference to 
fortifications alone. Gentlemen have confounded fortifications with 
ordnance. They have confounded the necessity of completing works 
or fortifications with the absolute necessity also of appropriating 
money for the manufacture of large guns. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion? 

Mr.McCOOK. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. Might it not be possible that the commission would 
report in favor of ordnance of such a character that it would be 
necessary to change our fortifications to suit that ordnance ? 

Mr. McCOOK. The question of the kind of guns to be used in our 
sea-coast defenses has almost passed beyond doubt. Itis known that 
there must be guns of a certain caliber, weighing a certain number 
of tons, and throwing shot weighing a certain number of pounds ; 
and, in view of the report of our engineers, we know that we may con- 
struct the best ordnance on earth, and not one piece of it could be 
placed in a fortification in the United States and discharge a shot 
without shaking down the walls. 

Now I ask the Clerk, whose voice is better than mine, to read from 
the report of the Secretary of War the provision passed by Congress 
at its last session, and I ask the gentlemen of this committee to listen 
to it carefully, and see whether there is a word in that provision 
which refers to anything else but torpedoes and ordnance ; and I have 
not been talking about them at all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The ‘act making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
and for doemnemeeiiee for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and forother 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1881, provides : 

“And the President is authorized to select a board, to consist of one engineer 
ofticer, two ordnance officers, and two ofticers of artillery, whose duty it shall be 
to make examinations of all inventions of heavy ordnance and improvements of 
heavy ordnance and projectiles that may be presented to them, including guns 
now being camel or converted under direction of the Ordnance Bureau; and 
said board shall make detailed report to the Secretary of War, for transmission 
to Congress, of such examination, with recommendation as to what inventions are 


worthy of actual test, and the estimated cost of such test ; and the sum of $25,000, 


or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for such purpose. 
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Mr. McCOOK. That, I suggest, isas complete and crushing an an- 
swer to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] as were the re- 
marks of my coll e [Mr. Hiscock] to me. 

Mr. ROBESON. . Chairman, I agree withevery general state- 
ment made by the gentleman from New York,[Mr. McCoox.] We 
have more sea-coast exposed to foreign attack, on both oceans and on 
our gulf, than any other power in the world. — 

I agree that it accords not only with the policy of a great govern- 
ment, but with the temper of a great people, tospend its money when 
necessary for purposes of national defense. In past times it has been 
a motto, received and accepted as an axiomatic principle by the 
American people, “ millions for defense, but not one cent for tribute.” 
Upon that principle and so far as it goes my friend from New York 
[Mr. McCoox] will find me side by side with him in every endeavor 
that he makes to strengthen the defenses of our country and to hold 
up in any way the hands of those to whom its safety and its honor 
may be intrusted. : 4 . 

But we are now considering a simple appropriation bill which does 
not look to the final determination of this subject. I trust my friend 
from New York will indulge me if I endeavor to answer in some detail 
the reasons which he has suggested for his proposed increase. 

By the first clause of this bill we give to the War Department 
$175,000. ‘That is understood by the committee and by the Depart- 
ment to be nothing for increasing the defenses, but all for house- 


doing anything more with the ninety-four forts of our country than 
to hold them for the present harmless from the ravages of time and 
the destruction of the elements. That is the meaning of that clause 
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But the question is the question of ordnance; and thereiore we 
wait, without committing ourselves and without asking the House 
to commit itself, until we get a report from this board upon which 
we can act. If they give us a report sufficiently comprehensive, and 
recommend measures sufficiently strong and liberal, I will support 
them side by side with the gentleman from New York; and if they 
fail in that I, side by side with him, or we two alone if need be, will 
appeal from that decision and ask that the defense of the sea-coast | 
of our country be at least entered upon on some system adequate 
to its perfection. , . 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee rose informally; when a message from the Senate 
by Mr. SyMPsON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 


passed a bill (8. No. 934) granting additional pension to Mary Lin- 
coln, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 











keeping. ‘There is no provision made there, as we understand it, for 
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FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was reported 
to the House I looked at it with some interest, sharing in a great 
measure the views enunciated by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. McCook.] Some years since my. attention was directed in a 
marked degree to the weakness of the defenses of our sea-coast; and 
at that time it was suggested to me in my official capacity that it 
was a duty of the naval authorities in conjunction with the milita 
authorities to frame a harmonious system of coast defense. I thought 
favorably of the suggestion then, and I have remained of that opin- 
ion to the present time. I believe it is a work that should be entered 
upon by the navaland military mindsof thecountry, working together 
and in harmony. 

Our sea-coast and the immense interests upon it, our navy-yards, 
the property of the United States, our cities, and the private property 
of citizens located there, are to-day at the mercy of almost any of the 
first-class naval powers. We have not, either in our naval armament 
or in our sea-coast defenses, any proper protection against any of the 
leading naval powers of the world. This should be remedied; and 
I as a citizen, as a representative of the people, believe it the duty of 
this Congress to provide adequately na romptly for such defense. 

But, sir, in what does a proper system of defense primarily consist? 
At present it does not consistso much in the building of fortifications 
as in the acquisition and in the capacity to acquire heavy ordnance. 
Within the limite of the United States we are not able, either in our 
public arsenals or in our private workshops, to make a single steel 
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plan, but, on the contrary, to construct batteries or earthworks to 
protect the city, its people, and commerce from destruction in case 
of war. It is hoped we are not to have war, but we know as our 
country grows in population and in wealth, as its commerce is ex- 
tended to the different portions of the world, as its interests become 
connected with those of other nations, we are more or less in danger 
of complications which may precipitate war, whether we wish it or 
not. It seems to me to be the duty of the Government, and Con- 
gress has always regarded it as such, to provide in time of peace for 
the complete defense in war of exposed portions of our maritime 
frontier by suitable fortifications. If such be the duty of the Gov- 


| ernment it has been sadly neglected, for in face of the interests in- 


volved and the recommendations for four consecutive years of the 
War Department no proper measures of defense have been taken in 
behalf of that city. Its commerce extends to the West Indies, as 
well as all along our own coast and to foreign countries. It has con- 
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siderable foreign trade. It is as much exposed to danger as the 
commerce of any city could be. While, of course, it is not so great 
as the commerce of the great cities of the country, it is, nevertheless, 
important, because the destruction of that city and its commerce 
would operate most injuriously upon more than a million and a half 
of people of Texas, as well as of those of the contiguous territory 
interested in that commerce. 

I do not wish to detain the House further in the general debate 
upon this bill, but will merely ask members when I do offer the amend- 
ment to appropriate the small sum of $50,000 to commence the con- 
struction of these batteries for the defense of the harbor of Galveston 
the question of order may not be raised, but that this small meas- 
ure of protection may be accorded to the large and important inter- 
ests which are involved. As I have already said, nowhere else are 
like interests so unprotected as they are in Galveston. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Chairman, there has been quite a wide range of 
discussion on this fortification appro riation bill. The bill is based 
upon the estimates submitted by the department which has charge of 
this whole subject ; and the appropriations asked for have been re- 
duced to the aggregate of $375,000. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 


took the floor in the general debate I did not think he was going to | His district has receiver 
I | ment of rivers and harbors, so many millions of dollars for the con- 


male a suggestion relative to the harbor defense of Galveston. 


Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania one question. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Very weil. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like toask the gentleman if he would not 
be content with an appropriation by the Government of an amount 
necessary for the improvement of the Delaware River, and abandon 
the defenses by fortification of that city and harbor? 

Mr. O'NEILL. No, sir, not exactly; but I would go very far, lam 
frank to confess, for the improvement of the Delaware River, about 
which I may be selfish, and, possibly, being a Representative of a 
district of Philadelphia, would go a little further than I would in 
voting for appropriations for fortifications to defend the harbor of 
Galveston. But I want to say to the gentleman from Texas, that, 
with great ability as chairman of the Committee on Commerce in 
former Congresses, he has made the harbor of Galveston so open, has 
deepened the channel to such a degree, and has made the roadway 
so clear and inviting as perhaps in time of war to entice hostile 
fleets to enter it, so that he comes early to ask an appropriation of 
money to defend it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Whatmore does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
demand in the way of appropriations than he has already received ? 
so many millions of dollars for the improve- 


thought he was going to say something about the river and harbor | struction of public buildings, so many millions for the equipment 


appropriation bill, which is not yet before the House, but will be, I 
hope, in a short time. I thought he would say the people of the 
eountry look forward more earnestly to appropriations by Congress 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors than to appropriations for 
+ b-ilding of fortifications. 
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Mr. McCOOK. Yes; and at a cost of $2,000,000,000. 

Mr. O'NEILL. And we would soon be prepared to meet any such 
emergency in the future. ° 

But now, sir, I wish to say a word in reference to the improvement 
of the Delaware River and bay. I regard the improvement of that 
river and bay of decidedly more importance just now than its fortifi- 
cations, There were no fortifications of any magnitude there at the 
time of the Revolutionary war, and yet it took the British fleet nearly 
six weeks to come from the capes of the Delaware up to a point within 
six or seven miles below Philadelphia, in range of Fort Mifflin and 
Red Bank. The fortifications that helped to keep the foe back were 
only temporary. And sol say we could supply means of defense now 
to meet an emergency, and could keep off our enemies’ ships of war 
should they make an effort to destroy the great metropolis of the 
country, New York, or any other of our great seaport cities. 
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and building of ship-yards, and so many millions for the armament 
and construction of fortifications, and so many millions for nearly 
every other purpose that can be enumerated, that it seems to me he 
comes before this House in an illogical attitude when he appeals to 


the House to reduce or deny this paltry appropriation of $50,000 for 


~ sametrnetiqn of hettarjes 


and f-~+ifeations for nearly thirty 
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recommended. 
| That is the point to which I wish to call his attention. 

Mr. OY NEALL. f Wiss w sey aothe gentleman from Naw Vork I 
an ’ 1 re ’ emery 71 » this eunhi ' 
| know allabont it. [know th . ..> sortilicalions On ino Velawa.e 


| River and bay do need Z7cat improvements aud iiiecations, snd Tt 6a) 
again that although this billisof importance to the country and shoul’ 
be passed, and I expect to vote for appropriations for fortifications, yet 
the people of the country to-day are not looking for war. They are 
not thinking of foreign wars or invasions. ‘They are thinking of 
their great commercia) interests, and they want Congress to appro- 
— liberally to improve rivers and harbors all through this vast 
and and to finish public buildings. The question of the improve- 
ment of specific fortifications does not come up in this bill, neither 
for the harbor of Galveston, nor for the harbor of New York, nor for 
the Delaware River. When these questions come before us they will 
meet my favor and have my support. 
Mr. FORNEY. I ask that the committee now proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill by sections for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. 
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Mr. McCOOK. That, I suggest, isas complete and crushing an an- 
swer to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] as were the re- 
marks of my coll e [Mr. Hiscock] to me. 

Mr. ROBESON. . Chairman, I agree withevery general state- 
ment made by the gentleman from New York,[Mr. McCoox.] We 
have more sea-coast exposed to foreign attack, on both oceans and on 
our gulf, than any other power in the world. — 

I agree that it accords not only with the policy of a great govern- 
ment, but withthe temper of a great people, tospend its money when 
necessary for purposes of national defense. In past times it has been 
a motto, received and accepted as an axiomatic principle by the 
American people, “ millions for defense, but not one cent for tribute.” 
Upon that principle and so far as it goes my friend from New York 
[{Mr. McCoox] will find me side by side with him in every endeavor 
that he makes to strengthen the defenses of our country and to hold 
up in any way the hands of those to whom its safety and its honor 
may be intrusted. ; 

But we are now considering a simple appropriation bill which does 
not look to the final determination of this subject. I trust my friend 
from New York will indulge me if I endeavor to answer in some detail 
the reasons which he has suggested for his proposed increase. 

By the first clause of this bill we give to the War Department 
$175,000. That is understood by the committee and by the Depart- 
ment to be nothing for increasing the defenses, but all for house- 
keeping. There is no provision made there, as we understand it, for 
doing anything more with the ninety-four forts of our country than 
to hold them for the present harmless from the ravages of time and 
the destruction of the elements. That is the meaning of that clause 
of the bill. 

The second clause of the bill appropriates $100,000 for the trial, 
examination, and test of ordnance in generalterms. Thatsum would 
be utterly inadequate even for that purpose if it were not that we 
last year appropriated $325,000 for that very purpose, of which amount 
only $50,000 has been expended and the remaining $275,000 is still 
held by the Ordnance Bureau of the War Departinent awaiting the 
report of a board. That board was constituted by the last appropri- 
ation billon this subject. It was carefully selected and has entered 
upon the discharge of its duties, as I understand, not only with care, 
but with courage. We are waiting for itsreport; and in the second 
clause of this bill we propose to give $100,000 for those tests, which 
added to the $275,000 remaining will be $50,000 more than was asked 
for the alteration and testing of new kinds of ordnance. 

But it may be asked, ‘‘ Why do you delay fixing your fortifications 
until the report of the board appointed for testing and determining 
the kinds and quality of ordnance to be used?” For two reasons: 
First, because the kind of ordnance adopted or recommended will 
enter largely into the question of the repairs, reconstruction, and re- 
habilitation of the fortifications; and also, because it is understood 
that the real defenses of our coast (I trust the gentleman from New 
York will listen to me) are not found in stone breastworks, or in 
fortifications of the old school, which will not resist the attack of 
modern ordnance, but are to be found in water batteries, in earthen 
intrenchments, in sand barriers, in that sort of construction with 
which General Sherman once told me, when I was visiting with him 
the defenses of New York, he would in time of war encircle the 
stone defenses of that great city in thirty days, leaving the old stone 
forts as citadels and surrounding them with earthworks and water 
batteries, manned with gunners, if he had the proper ordnance to 
put in those batteries. 

The question, then, of defense to-day is rather a question of ord- 
nance than of forts. This is what the committee have understood ; 
this is why they wait for the report. We have another defense 
which may as well be understood here, though I do not wish to elab- 
orate it at this time. We are fortunately situated in relation to the 
great powersof the world. Their great naval armaments, the weap- 
ons by which only we can be reached, their great sea-going iron-clads, 
are made for the short distances and deep harbors of continental 
Europe; and it would hardly be possible for any fleet of iron-clads, 
carrying only ten days’ coal, to cross with safety the stormy waters 
of the Atlantic, to lie upon our turbulent and dangerous coast, and 
then enter our harbors. I think I speak within reasonable limits 
when I say that there are not three iron-clads of the first-class, im- 
pervious to such artillery as we have, that would be able to enter 
the harbor of New York, or any other of our great harbors, at present. 

But the question is the question of ordnance; and therefore we 
wait, without committing ourselves and without asking the House 
to commit itself, until we get a report from this board upon which 
we can act. If they giveus a report sufficiently comprehensive, and 
recommend measures sufficiently strong and liberal, I will support 
them side by side with the gentleman from New York; and if they 
fail in that I, side by side with him, or we two alone if need be, will 
appeal from that decision and ask that the defense of the sea-coast 
of our country be at least entered upon on some system adequate 
to its perfection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee rose informally; when a message from the Senate 
by Mr. SyMPsON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed a bill (S. No. 934) granting additional pension to Mary Lin- 
coln, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
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FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was reported 
to the House I looked at it with some interest, sharing in a great. 
measure the views enunciated by the gentleman from ‘New York, 
[Mr. McCoox.] Some years since my. attention was directed in a 
marked degree to the weakness of the defenses of our sea-coast; and 
at that time it was suggested to me in my official capacity that it 
was a duty of the naval authorities in conjunction with the military 
authorities to frame a harmonious system of coast defense. I thought 
favorably of the suggestion then, and I have remained of that opin- 
ion to the present time. I believe it is a work that should be entered 
upon by the naval and military minds of the country, working together 
and in harmony. 

Our sea-coast and the immense interests upon it, our navy-yards, 
the property of the United States, our cities, and the private property 
of citizens located there, are to-day at the mercy of almost any of the 
first-class naval powers. We have not, either in our naval armament 
or in our sea-coast defenses, any proper protection against any of the 
leading naval powers of the world. This should be remedied; and 
I as acitizen, as a representative of the people, believe it the duty of 
this Congress to provide adequately mad promptly for such defense. 

But, sir, in what does a proper system of defense primarily consist? 
At present it does not consistso much in the building of fortifications 
as in the acquisition and in the capacity to acquire heavy ordnance. 
Within the limits of the United States we are not able, either in our 
public arsenals or in our private workshops, to make a single steel 

n equal to similar guns of one of the first-class naval powers. It 
is to this fact that the attention of members of this House should be 
directed. Says the engineer to whose report the gentleman from 
New York has referred: 


We have not one such gun; nor have we any armored defenses whatever. 


There is not a single fortification now upon your sea-coast any- 
where that could stand one hour’s bombardment; and you have not 
a gun that could reach the enemy at a point from which he might 
safely bombard you. Not only are you without proper guns, but you 
have not the means of making them. It is in vain, therefore, that we 
talk about building a Navy or making fortifications or armored de- 
fenses until we have the means to provide the ordnance required for 
naval vessels or for coast defense, and such as are responsive to the 
demands made necessary by the improvement and progress in offen- 
sive and defensive warfare. 

In the general tenor of the remarks of my friend from New York I 
most heartily concur. It is a high duty of patriotism to look this. 
question squarely in the face and meet it liberally. With these 
remarks I am done. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. FORNEY. The bill has not yet been read by paragraphs for 
amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the general debate closes, Mr. Chairman, I 
will occupy the attention of the House for afew moments. Now, for 
four successive years the Secretary of War has recommended an ap- 
propriation of $50,000 to commence the construction of batteries for 
the defense of the entrance of Galveston Harbor of Texas, There has 
been a small appropriation recommended for this purpose for four 
successive years. It has not been recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations at any time, but amendments have been submitted 
trom time to time asking that appropriations be made, but they have 
uniformly been ruled out on a point of order. Lest this should be 
done again I now avail myself of the opportunity to say a few words 
why I shall again submit the same amendment, and why it should 
be allowed to remain in and be passed through the House. 

The city of Galveston has now about twenty-seven thousand popu- 
lation. It has a commerce of $30,000,000 in value. It lies immedi- 
ately upon the Gulf of Mexico, Any vessel of any size bearing guns 
may at any time destroy that city, in case we should come into col- 
lision with any other nation. 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, there is no place in this country I know of 
where there is the same number of people and the same amount of 
commerce exposed to the same dangers without due preparation 
made for their protection. It is not expected, as I understand, we 
are to enter upon the construction of new fortifications upon the old 
plan, but, on the contrary, to construct batteries or earthworks to 
protect the city, its people, and commerce from destruction in case 
of war. It is hoped we are not to have war, but we know as our 
country grows in population and in wealth, as its commerce is ex- 
tended to the different portions of the world, as its interests become 
connected with those of other nations, we are more or less in danger 
of complications which may precipitate war, whether we wish it or 
not. It seems to me to be the duty of the Government, and Con- 
gress has always regarded it as such, to provide in time of peace for 
the complete defense in war of exposed portions of our maritime 
frontier by suitable fortifications. If such be the duty of the Gov- 
ernment it has been sadly neglected, for in face of the interests in- 
volved and the recommendations for four consecutive years of the 
War Department no proper measures of defense have been taken in 
behalf of that city.. Its commerce extends to the West Indies, as 
well as all along our own coast and to foreign countries, It has con- 
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siderable foreign trade. It is as much exposed to danger as the 
commerce of any city could be. While, of course, it is not so great 
as the commerce of the great cities of the country, it is, nevertheless, 
important, because the destruction of that city and its commerce 
would operate most injuriously upon more than a million and a half 
of people of Texas, as well as of those of the contiguous territory 
interested in that commerce. 

I do not wish to detain the House further in the general debate 
upon this bill, but will merely ask members when I do offer the amend- 
ment to appropriate the small sum of $50,000 to commence the con- 
struction of these batteries for the defense of the harbor of Galveston 
the question of order may not be raised, but that this small meas- 
ure of protection may be accorded to the large and important inter- 
ests which are involved. As I have already said, nowhere else are 
like interests so unprotected as they are in Galveston. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Chairman, there has been quite a wide range of 
discussion on this fortification appropriation bill. The bill is based 
upon the estimates submitted by the department which has charge of 
this whole subject ; and the appropriations asked for have been re- 
duced to the aggregate of $375,000. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
took the floor in the general debate I did not think he was going to 
make a suggestion relative to the harbor defense of Galveston. I 
thought he was going to say something about the river and harbor 
appropriation bill, which is not yet before the House, but willbe, I 
hope, in a short time. I thought he would say the people of the 
eountry look forward more earnestly to appropriations by Congress 
for the improvement of rivers and harborsthan to appropriations for 
the building of fortifications. 

Mr. McCOOK. When you appropriate $5,000,000 annually for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors, I should like to know why we 
should not appropriate more than $375,000 for the defense of those 
same harbors? 

Mr. O'NEILL. I have not the time nor have I the disposition to 
solve the gentleman’s riddles. But neither he nor any other gentle- 
man can deny the profound interest which the people of this country 
feel in river and harbor improvements. We can afford to spend hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars upon fortifications and other works of 
defense of the country, but the people, as I have already stated, look 
more earnestly to what Congress will do for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. 

The gentleman from Texas has been very earnest upon that sub- 
ject, and has had the harbor of Galveston improved by large expendi- 
tures of public money, and I take it for granted that the work is not 
yet done. I hope that he will not press his amendment for a fortiti- 
cation here. I do not think that it comesin here properly under any 
parliamentary rule; and I want to say that while I am ready to 
vote for this appropriation and other appropriations for fortifications 
hereafter, and for appropriations for building up our Navy, yet, sir, 
I look with the greatest interest upon the questions to be presented 
to this House of the improvement of rivers and harbors and for the 
maintenance and construction of public buildings. These are ques- 
tions which appeal to us more nearly and more earnestly than any 
supposed necessity that may exist for constructing fortifications. 

I have not heard gentlemen who have spoken about the increase 
of our Navy refer to the fact that a board of naval officers, which 
was sitting for several months of the last year, reported to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy as to the propriety of building up an extensive 
Navy. After awhile that broad question will come before the com- 
mittee and before the House of Representatives. The broad question 
will come before us from time to time in reference to the building of 
fortifications and keeping them in repair, and I only say here and 
believe that the people of this country are looking anxiously for legis- 
lation for the improvement of commerce, and ask more emphat- 
ically for moneys to be expended in that direction than for perfecting 
our fortifications or providing them with guns. The reason urged 
here is because it is well ‘“‘in time of peace to prepare for war.” I 
agree to that, sir. I see no objection in time of peace to prepare to 
meet any emergencies, but we have no wars threatening now. 

Mr. McCOOK. We heard the mutterings of the storm once before, 
and it came suddenly. 

Mr. O'NEILL. We did hear the mutterings of the storm long be- 
fore; but, as the gentleman from New York says, it came suddenly 
upon us; but when it did come we met it and put it down. 

Mr. McCOOK. Yes; and at a cost of $2,000,000,000. 

Mr. O'NEILL. And we would soon be prepared to meet any such 
emergency in the future. 

But now, sir, I wish to say a word in reference to the improvement 
of the Delaware River and bay. I regard the improvement of that 
river and bay of decidedly more importance just now than its fortifi- 
cations. There were no fortifications of any magnitude there at the 
time of the Revolutionary war, and yet it took the British fleet nearly 
six weeks to come from the capes of the Delaware up to a point within 
six or seven miles below Philadelphia, in range of Fort Mifflin and 
Red Bank. The fortifications that helped to keep the foe back were 
only temporary. And so I say we could supply means of defense now 
to meet an emergency, and could keep off our enemies’ ships of war 
should they make an effort to destroy the great metropolis of the 
country, New York, or any other of our great seaport cities. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania one question. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Very weil. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman if he would not 
be content with an appropriation by the Government of an amount 
necessary for the improvement of the Delaware River, and abandon 
the defenses by fortification of that city and harbor? 

Mr. O'NEILL. No, sir, notexactly; but I would go very far, lam 
frank to confess, for the improvement of the Delaware River, about 
which I may be selfish, and, possibly, being a Representative of a 
district of Philadelphia, would go a little further than I would in 
voting for appropriations for fortifications to defend the harbor of 
Galveston. But I want to say to the gentleman from Texas, that, 
with great ability as chairman of the Committee on Commerce in 
former Congresses, he has made the harbor of Galveston so open, has 
deepened the channel to such a degree, and has made the roadway 
so clear and inviting as perhaps in time of war to entice hostile 
fleets to enter it, so that he comes early to ask an appropriation of 
money to defend it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Whatmore does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
demand in the way of appropriations than he has already received ? 
His district has received so many millions of dollars for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, so many millions of dollars for the con- 
struction of public buildings, so many millions for the equipment 
and building of ship-yards, and so many millions for the armament 
and construction of fortifications, and so many millions for nearly 
every other purpose that can be enumerated, that it seems to me he 
comes before this House in an illogical attitude when he appeals to 
the House to reduce or deny this paltry appropriation of $50,000 for 
the construction of batteries ‘and fortifications for nearly thirty 
thousand people with $30,000,000 of commerce, wno will be absolutely 
exposed and defenseless without it. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I do not rise for that purpose. I did not object to 
the appropriation. I say the amendment of the gentleman is not 
applicable to this bill. I will goas far as he or any other gentleman 
to vote for defenses for the harbor of Galveston, and to appropriate 
money for the same if fortifications are necessary there. But I will 
say in all frankness to the gentleman and the committee, represent- 
ing the district I do, that I will come to this House and ask for more 
appropriations for the improvement of the Delaware River and Bay 
and the streams running into them, all of which affect the commerce 
of the city of Philadelphia. Of course I am interested in that mat- 
ter as a representative of that people, and it is my duty to be active 
in legislating for their interests. 

Mr. McCOOK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. O'NEILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOOK. Iwant to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the report of the engineer officers in regard to the 
defenses of the Delaware River. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The committee informally rose; and, the Speaker having resumed 


the chair, a message in writing from the President of the United 
| States was presented to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 


taries. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. McCOOK. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman’s attention for a 
moment to what the engineer says in regard to the improvement of 
the Delaware River. I do not question the statement’ of my friend 
from Pennsylvania in any respect when he speaks of the length 
of time it took the British to get up the Delaware; I do not ques- 
tion the skill and bravery of the defenders of Fort Mifflin under 
the gallant assault of Count Donop, I believe. But the engineer 
says: 

Fort Delaware was designed to be and is the main defense of the Delaware River, 
but it is not in a condition to cope with modern ships of war. Extensive modifi- 
cations are imperatively necessary, and an appropriation therefor as urgently 
recommended. 

That is the point to which I wish to call his attention, 

Mr. O'NEILL. I wish to say to the gentleman from New York I 
am very well aware what the engineers care said on this subject. I 
know all about it. I know that the fortifications on the Delaware 
River and bay do need great improvements and alterations, and I say 
again that although this billisot importance to the country and should 
be passed, and I expect to vote for appropriations for fortifications, yet 
the people of the country to-day are not looking for war, They are 
not thinking of foreign wars or invasions. ‘They are thinking of 
their great commercial interests, and they want Congress to appro- 

riate liberally to improve rivers and harbors all through this vast 

and and to finish public buildings. The question of the improve- 
ment of specific fortifications does not come up in this bill, neither 
for the harbor of Galveston, nor for the harbor of New York, nor for 
the Delaware River. When these questions come before us they will 
meet my favor and have my support. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask that the committee now proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill by sections for amendment under the five- 
minute rule, 
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There was no objection, and the Clerk read the first paragraph of 
the bill, as follows: 

That the sum of $175,000 be, and the same is hereby, oqpeeotions’, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the protection, preserva- 
tion, and repair of fortifications and other works of defense for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1883, the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

ar ; also, the following for the armament of fortifications, namely : 

Mr. McCOOK. I offer the following amendment : 

Strike out ‘‘ $175,000" and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $500,000.” 

I shall not consume the time of the committee by speaking further 
to this amendment. I leave it to other friends of the amendment, if 
there are any, to speak to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to make a single suggestion here in 
reply to a remark made by my colleague from New York, that the 
board which had been provided for by law would only have the con- 
sideration of ordnance, and therefore there was no necessity for delay, 
so far as our fortifications were concerned, until that report should 
come in. While enough, perhaps, has been said on that subject, I 
desire, nevertheless, to call attention to what has been said by the 
Chief of Engineers on another question which bears directly on that 
point. Ivread from his report: 

With old casemated works, (than which there were none better in the world in 
their day,) designed long before the introduction of the 800 to 2,000 pounder rifled 
guns into modern warfare; their walls pierced for guns long since out of date; 
without iron armor or shields, and but partially armed, even with the old ordnance ; 
with old earth-works, some of them built in the last century ; with new ones for 
modern guns and mortars but partially built and rapidly being destroyed by the 
elements by reason of their incompletion. 

I read that as bearing upon the question of the necessity for wait- 
ing until the report of that board comes in to see what is necessary, 
if anything is to be done, for the improvement of our fortifications 
and works of defense. 

The question being taken on Mr. McCook’s amendment, it was not 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read the second paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

For the armament of sea-coast fortifications, including heavy guns and howitzers 
for flank defense, carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and implements, their trial 
and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, including compensation of 
draughtsmen on gun construction while employed in inance Bureau, and for 
machine guns, including the conversion of smooth-bore cannon into rifles, $100,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend, after the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 18, by adding these words: ‘‘ For the 
commencement of the construction of batteries for the defense of the entrance to 
the harbor at Galveston, Texas, $50,000.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit the amendment is not germane to the 
paragraph now under consideration. It belongs to the preceding 
paragraph, which has been disposed of. The amendmet relates to 
ordnance and not to fortifications. 

Mr. REAGAN. If that is the only point of order made, I desire to 
say a word on it. 

The first section of the bill provides— 

For the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications and oth@r works of 
defense for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, &c. 

The second section provides— 

For the armament of sea-coast fortifications, including heavy guns and how- 
itzers for flank defense, &c. 

The third section provides an appropriation— 

For torpedoes for harbor defense, &c. 

The whole bill relates to the sea-coast defense, to the defense of 
the exposed cities and commerce of the country. And while there 
may be no provisions in the bill specifically providing for the con- 
struction of fortifications, it is sufficient that the bill itself brings 
that subject under consideration, and that it provides for repairs and 
for armament, &c., of sea-coast fortifications. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Suppose the sundry civil bill, containing the usual 
provisions in regard to public buildings, was under consideration, 
would a proposition to construct some building not authorized by 
law be in order? 

Mr. REAGAN. That point is not made. The point made is that 
my amendment is not germane, and I hope my friend from Geergia 
will not extend his economy to the making of the point here sug- 
gested against this proposition at any rate. The point made isas to 
whether the amendment is germane to the objects of the bill; and I 
submit that the most cursory inspection of the bill, with reference to 
its objects and purposes, shows that the commencement of the con- 
struction of a harbor for the defense of thatsea-port town is a matter 
germane to the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the point of order that is made ? 

Mr. REAGAN. That the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. HISCOCK.. I desire to make an additional point of order, that 
there is no law which authorizes the appropriation proposed in the 
amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe gentleman from New York makes that point 
of order the Chair must rule against me. I very much regret that 
that point of order should be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready torule on the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Indiana that the amendment is not ger- 
mane. The Chair thinks the amendment is germane, and overrules 
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the point of order. Does the gentleman from New York make a point 
of order ? ec 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order that there is no exist- 
ing law which authorizes this appropriation; that the amendment 
would not be in the execution of existing law. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall not contest the point, although I regret that 
it should be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the third and last section of the bill, as follows: 


For torpedoes for harbor defenses, and the preservation of the same, and for 
torpedo experiments in their application to harbor and land defense, and for in- 
struction of Engincer Battalion in their preparation and application, $100,000 : 
Provided, That the money herein appropriated for torpedoes shall only be used 
in the establishment and maintenance of torpedoes to be operated from shore sta- 
tions for the destruction of an enemy's vessel approaching the shore or entering 
the channels and fairways of harbors. 

Mr. FORNEY. As no gentleman seems to desire to offer any further 
amendment, I move that the committee now rise and report the bill 
to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. No. 3208) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. Being 
a general appropriation bill, the vote must be taken on its passage 
by yeas and nays, unless the call of the yeas and nays be dispensed 
with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the call of yeas and 
nays be dispensed with. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not think the rule can be dispensed with in that 
way. 

Mr. CALKINS. I endeavored to get a ruling from the Speaker of 
the last Congress upon that point, and could not doso. I ask the 
present Speaker to rule upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that a single objection would 
prevent the roll-call being dispensed with. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think we had better comply with the rule. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. The Clerk 
will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 234, nays none, not 


voting 58; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Atkins, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Buckner, 


Burrows, Julius C. 


Butterworth, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Calkins, 
Camp, 
Campbell, 
~ e er, 
Jarpenter, 
Cassidy, 
Caswell, 
Chalmers, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cornell, 
Cox, Samuel 8. 
Cox, William R. 
Crapo, 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 
Cullen, 
Darrell, 
Davis, George R. 


YEAS—234. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Hubbell, 


Dawes, 
De Motte, 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dowd, 
Dugro, 
Dunn, 
Dunneil, 
Dwight, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Errett, 
Evins 


Farwell, Chas. B. 
Farwell, Sewell 8. 


Finley, 
Fisher, 
Flower, 

Ford, 

Forney, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Godshalk, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hammond, John 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Harmer, 
Harris, Benj. W. 
Haseltine, 
Haskell, 
Hatch, 

Hawk, 
Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 

Hiscock, 
Hoblitzel], 
Hoge, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 

Horr, 

Houk, 

House. 


Hubbs, 
Humphrey, 
Hatchins, 
Jacobs, 

Jadwin, 

Jones, George W. 
Jones, James K. 
Jones, Phineas 
Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 

Kasson, 

Kenna, 


Latham, 
Leedom, 
Lewis, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Manning, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKenzie, 
McKinley, 
McLane, 
MeMillin, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Moore, 
Morey, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Mosgrove, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Norcross, 
Oates, 
O'Neil, 
Orth, 
Page, 
Parker, 
Paul, 
Payson 


Peelle, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Ranney, 
Ray, 


oe” 
Reed, 

Rice, John B. 
Rice, Theron M. 
Rice, William W. 
Rich, 
Richardson, D. P. 
Richardson, Jno. S. 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, James 8. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Rosecrans, 

Ryan, 

Scales, 

Scoville, 
Scranton, 
Shackelford, 
Shallenberger, 
Shelley, 

Sherwin, 

Shultz, 

Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Skinner, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Sparks, 

Speer, 

aoe: 

Springer, 

Steele. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Strait, 

Talbott, 
‘Thompson, P. B. 
‘Thompson, Wm. G. 
Tillm 


an, 
‘Townsend, Amos 
‘Townshend, R. W. 
‘Tucker, 
Turner, Henry G. 
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Turner, Oscar Vance, Warner, Williams, Chas. G. 
Tyler, Van Aernam, Washburne, Williams, Thomas 
Updegraff, J. T. Van Horn, Webber, Willits, 
Updegraff, Thomas Van Voorhis, Wellborn, Wise, Morgan R. 
Upson, Wadsworth, Wheeler, Young. 
Urner, Wait, White, 
Valentine, Walker, Whitthorne, 
NAYS—0. 

NOT VOTING—58. 
Aiken, Cutts, Knott, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Allen, Davidson, Le Fevre, Spaulding, 
Anderson, Deering, Marsh, Stephens, 
Belford, Dezendorf, Martin, Taylor, 
Berry, Frost, Money, Thomas, 
Bingham, Fulkerson, March, Ward, 
Bragg, George, Neal, Watson, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Gibson, Nolan, West, 
Cannon, Gunter, Pacheco, Willis, 
Carlisle, Hardy, Pierce, Wilson, 
Chace, Harris, Henry 8S. Pound, Wise, George D. 
Chapman, Hazelton, Prescott, Weod, Benjamin 
Covington, Herndon, Randall, Wood, Walter A. 
Cravens, Hewitt, Abram S. Ross, 
Curtin, Kelley, Russell, 


So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. Prescott with Mr. Cox of New York. 

Mr. MARSH with Mr. WItson. 

Mr. THomaS with Mr. Davipson. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. Warp. If Mr. Warp were present, both would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. MARSH. Idesire to withdraw my vote. I had forgotten that 
I was paired, and I do not know that the pair would apply to this 
question, but I prefer to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The vote of the gentleman will be withdrawn. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. CANDLER. Inow call up the unfinished business coming over 
from Friday last, being the report of the Committee on Accounts in 
regard to the assignment of committee clerks. 

The SPEAKER. That is the unfinished business. 

The report was as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, in obedience to the resolution of the House of the 
2ist of December, 1881, directing ‘‘ that the Committee on Accounts be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to designate the committees of this House 
which are entitled to clerks under the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
ptiation bill, in making appropriations forthe year ending June 30, 1882, and such 
other committees as, in the judgment of said Committee on Accounts, should be 
allowed clerks for the present Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House, and to report in part or in full, without delay,” respectfully submit 
the following report and ask its adoption by the House: 

The thirty-two clerks provided for in the bill referred to in the above resolution 
are distributed according to the appended schedule, to wit: 

1. Lo the Committee on Elections, a clerk. 

- To the Committee on Banking and Currency, a clerk. 

. To the Committee on Coimage, Weights, and Measures, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Agriculture, a clerk. 

. To the Committec on Foreign Affairs, a clerk. 

To the Committee on Naval Affairs, a clerk. 

. Lo the Committee on Military Affairs, a clerk. 

. To the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, a clerk. 

. Lo the Committee on Indian Affairs, a clerk. 

10. To the Committee on the Territories, a clerk. 

11. To the Committee on Railways and Canals, a clerk. 

12. To the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, a clerk, who shall also 
act as a clerk to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings. 

13. To the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a clerk. | 

* To the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, a 
clerk. 

15. To the Committee on the Militia, a clerk, who shall also act as a clerk to the 
Commrittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

16. To the Committee on Education and Labor, a clerk. 

17. To the Committee on Patents, a clerk. 

18. To the Committee on Pensions, a clerk. 

19. ‘Co the Committee on Public Expenditures, a clerk. 

20. To the Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk. 

21. To the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, a clerk, who shall also act as 
a clerk to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

22. ‘To the Committee on Accounts, a clerk. 

23. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of State, a clerk. 

24. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, a clerk. 
25. To the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, a clerk. 

26. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, a clerk. 
27. ‘lo the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, a clerk. 
28. ‘To the Committee on ne in the Interior Department, a clerk. 

29. To the Committee on Mileage, a clerk, who shall also act as a clerk to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trattic. 

30. To the Committee on the Libesry, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Congressional Library. 

31. To the Committee on Printing, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on Law Respecting Election of President and Vice-President. 

32. ‘To the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, a clerk. 

The committce further report, under the authority of that portion of the resolu- 
tion instructing them to designate ‘‘such other committees as in their judgment 
should be allowed clerks, for the present Congress, to be paid out of the contingent 
fnnd of the House,” the following assignment of clerks, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, during the session of Congress only, at the same rate of 
compensation as the other per diem clerks receive, namely: ~ 

gi PP the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, a 
clerk. 

2. To the Conmnittee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk. 
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3. To the Committee on Manufactures, a clerk, who shall also actas clerk tothe 
Select Committee on Public Health. 

Your committee would further report the following resolution and recommend 
its adoption: 

Resolved, That the committees of this House designated in the foregoing report 
as entitled to clerks under the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill making appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1882, be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to employ clerks during the session within the present fiscal 
year, and any excess of clerks therein authorized over the number provided for by 
existing law, shall, under the direction of the Committee on Accounts, be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. CANDLER. I believe this report comes over with my motion 
for the previous question pending. I wish to make a statement on 
behalf of the Committee on Accounts, and for that purpose I shall 
withdraw the call for the previous question until I have made the 
statement, and will then renew it. 

The Committee on Accounts are aware that there is some dissatis- 
faction with their report. They wish to say to gentlemen of the 
House that if this report could have been made by an individual it 
perhaps would give more satisfaction than any report which a com- 
mittee composed of seven members could agree upon. I have no 
doubt that the chairmen of the different committees of the House 
who desire additional clerical assistance, or perhaps the chairman 
of the Committee on Accounts himself, could present a more perfect 
and satisfactory report than this is. 

In submitting this report to the consideration of the House I have 
to say that it is the best which the committee could prepare. They 
believe it is wise to act upon it as a whole, and if there are any 
amendments desired, those amendments should be presented in the 
form of resolutions and be determined each one upon its own merits. 

In moving the previous question we follow the example of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts of the Forty-sixth Congress. Wedo not feel that 
in simply making the report our duty was entirely discharged. We 
believe it is our duty to so present the report as to secure action 
upon it with the least possible delay. We do not believe we should 
cut offall opportunity to ask questions or to have proper explanations 
of the report. But we do not believe it wise to introduce into this 
House the arguments and the debates which took place before the 
Committee on Accounts. We do not deem this matter of sufficient 
consequence to justify us in delaying the action of the House on 
more important subjects of legislation. Therefore, after moving the 
previous question, which we ask may be ordered, we shall give to gen- 
tlemen here an opportunity to debate the question. We do not feel 
like making an extended argument in favor of the report, which 
embodies our best judgment. If the House should deny us the pre- 
vious question and open this subject for amendment, and if the report 
when amended should be recommitted, we ask that it be sent to the 
committee with instructions; for we do not think we shall be able to 
frame in that committee a majority report which will be any better 
than the one already submitted. 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman, before calling the previous 
question, allow me an inquiry ? 

Mr.CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, Iam acting to-day under instruc- 
tion of my committee. I am willing to allow the gentleman to ask 
me a question, but I shall not accept any amendment or allow any 
latitude of debate which will deprive me of the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE. On the day of the announcement of the commit- 
tees I introduced a resolution asking this House to give the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions the clerical force accorded to it by the pre- 
vious Congress. Upon objection that resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts. The committee has failed to report directly 
upon that question; but as nothing is said in this report in regard 
to the clerkship of that committee, I want to ask the gentleman 
whether his committee has considered that resolution, and whether 
this report is intended to be an adverse report on the subject. 

Mr. CANDLER. I am very glad to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tioh. Mr. Speaker, this is not intended to be an adverse report. 
That resolution has not been passed upon by the committee. We 
prefer to present this general report and have it acted upon, and 
then we shall act promptly upon the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Browne,] and upon any resolution any other 
gentleman may present asking for more clerical help. 

We believe that in passing upon this extended report it is in the 
interest of legislation to confine debate to the questions directly pre- 
sented, that they may be passed upon on their merits. 

Mr. Speaker, I do believe that the gentleman will obtain the cleri- 
cal force he desires more quickly if we act separately upon his reso- 
lution and resolutions in reference to other committees than if we 
undertake to amend this report, for if once opened for amendment 
amendments will be attempted all over the House. 

Mr, Speaker, I have nothing to add on behalf of the committee. 
It was not our intention to make any argument. We realize that 
this is a matter of judgment. We have no desire to check debate so 
far as the previous question may permit it. Whatever may be the 
decision of the House we shall abide by it as being wiser than our 
own. But we have presented the best report that we can offer. I 
now move the previous question. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the gentleman desire to ent off debate ? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman pro- 
poses to allow debate after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE. I beg to be allowed a few minutes before the 
previous question is ordered. ; 
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Mr. CANDLER. If Ishould permit the gentlemen to occupy a few 
minutes now I should be asked for the same favor all over the House. 
My instructions are to insist on the call of the previous question. 

Mr. NEAL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. CANDLER] one question before he sits down. Iam informed 
that the Committee on Accounts have added two messengers to the 
door-keeper’s roll, against the protest of the door-keeper, who states, 
as I understand, that he has no use for them. I wish to know if that 
is the fact. 

Mr. CANDLER. Is there any such report before the House? Mr. 
Speaker, when the report on that subject comes before the House in 
regular order the Committee on Accounts will be ready to give any 
inbemation. 

Mr. NEAL. I ask the gentleman if that is in this report? 

Mr. CANDLER. It is not. 

Mr. BROWNE. I would like to occupy one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to state that after the ordering of the previous question 
he would allow debate. 

Mr. BROWNE. That does not suit my purpose. I want to state 
why the previous question should not be sustained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no discretion. This question is 
not debatable. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were ayes 85; noes 83. 

Mr. BROWNE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANDLER and Mr. BROWNE were 
appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 77, noes 93. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE. I desire to submit the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend the report by inserting after the words ‘‘select Committee on Public 
Health” the following: ‘‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, three clerks.” 

Mr. VAN AERNAM. I propose that the report be recommitted. 

Re, SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] has 
the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House 
unnecessarily in the consideration of this question, because it is highly 
important that we should proceed to perfect our organization. 

ere have already been referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions at this session over thirteen hundred bills. In the examination 
of each bill it is necessary that the sub-committee to which it is re- 
ferred shall examine all the evidence on the files of the Pension 
Bureau. If this work is to be done, and if the House desires prompt- 
ness and ere mo each of the sub-committees of this committee 
ought tohaveaclerk. During the last session of Congress there were 
over two thousand seven hundred bills sent by the House to this com- 
mittee. During this Congress it is probable there will be referred to 
it over three thousand. <A very large proportion of these bills come 
over from past Congresses. Without having made a very close calcu- 
lation, I think that 70 per cent. of the bills now in our committee are 
bills that have come over from the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and 
Forty-sixth Congresses. They will come here every Congress until 
there has been a report on them either favorably or otherwise; and 
if we are consulting economy it is necessary we should have a suffi- 
cient clerical force to take these cases up and pass upon them; those 
which are meritorious allowed, and those not so should be reported 
adversely. The trouble heretofore has been when the committee 
comes to a case which they ought not to pass they have been inclined 
to pigeon-hole it and allow it to remain, to be again presented in 
the next Congress by the Representative of the claimant. If you 
will give us a sufficient number of clerks we will try to clear the 
Calendar of all cases which should be passed as well as of all those 
which should not be reported favorably, and give the next Con 
at least a much smaller number of these particular claims to consider. 

Let me say to the House that up to this time, although the com- 
mittee has secured the services of more than the clerk allowed by 
law, our entire clerical force, after having worked industriously in 
the hs tyr and far into the night, have not been able to register 
the bills which have been sent to us by the House. 

I suppose gentlemen who send bills to the committee are in earnest 
about them. I do not know, but I have had a suspicion they ex- 
pected the committee to consider them. 

It is said by some even in case of the allowance of additional clerks 
we cannot report all these bills. If it cannot be done, then why send 
them to the committee? Keep them in your desks and report upon 
them yourselves to your constituents. Say to them, “‘ Sending bills 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions is simple mockery; we do 
not mean anything by it, and our purpose is simply to humbug you.” 
Take the responsibility upon yourselves and do not say to these 
claimants, when we return to our constituency, ‘‘We referred your 
bills to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, but that committeenever 
reached them, and therefore could not report on them.” Let us go 
back to these pension claimants and say to them as honest men, ‘‘We 
introduced your bills; we knew in advance they would not be con- 
sidered, for we had determined not to give that committee a suffi- 
cient amount of clerical force to enable them to take them up and 
pass them.” 
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To-day and duting this whole session the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions will have at least one-third of the entire aggregate number of 
bills sent to committees from this House. It is a hard-worked com- 
mittee. It getsno glory. It has less opportunity to get glory than 
any other committee. We simply wish, however, to have asufficient 
amount of help to consider these bills as they should be, and then to 
pass on them, reporting those which should be reported, as I have 
said two or three times before, favorably, and those which should not 
be allowed we hope to have the courage to report adversely. 

If you will allow these additional clerks it will cost about thirty- 
five hundred dollars for this Congress. If you do not, the number 
of bills which will be passed over by the committee to come back 
into the next Congress, in printing and in considering them and in the 
waste of time, will cost the American — twice as much, if not 
more, than all the help which you will give this committee if my 
amendment should pass. I wish to say to my Republican friends, 
and then Iam through, that the last Democratic House awarded 
without question this clerical assistance. 

Mr. BUCKNER. How many clerks were allowed? 

Mr. BROWNE. Three per-diem clerks in addition to the clerk 
allowed by law. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Making four. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes; making four altogether. 

Mr. CANDLER. Were these clerks allowed in the report of the 
Committee on Accounts, or were they added afterward by resolution ? 

Mr. BROWNE. The resolution was passed in the House, as I under- 
stand it, before the employment of the clerks by the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not make any difference how it was done. 

Mr.BROWNE. They were not given by the Committee on Accounts 
in its report; but Ido not care whether it is done by the report of 
the Committee on Accounts or not, if I am certain of getting the 
needed assistance. We need the assistance asked for in the amend- 
ment, and I hope the House will not refuse it. 
an CALKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the text of the 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. Is it not an amendment to the pending amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. CALKINS. It is an amendment to another clause of the re- 


port. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be obliged to rule there can be 
but one amendment pending at atime. An amendment to an amend- 
ment the Chair would entertain. 

Mr. BROWNE’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now move my amendment as follows: 


After the words ‘‘to the Committee on Elections, one clerk,” add ‘‘and one 
assistant clerk, at the same compensation.” 


Ishall only detain the House, Mr. Speaker, a moment on the amend- 
ment I have submitted. It will be remembered by the chairman and 
by the members of the Committee on Elections that at the last Con- 
gress it was found impossible to do the work of that committee with- 
out an assistant clerk. The fact was reported and an investigation 
was had, and then the House voted an assistant clerk to that com- 
mittee. 

I want to say also that the reports from the Committee on Elec- 
tions are four years behind. They ought to be brought up, and 
speedily, because they are of the utmost importance, not only to the 
Committee on Elections but to all members of the House, in order 
that they may be able to know the decisions of the House in former 
contests. I wish to say it is very important now that this clerical 
force should be accorded, as contestants and contestees and those 
having business with the Committee on Elections know how difficult 
it is to get along without this assistance, in consequence of the 
crowded condition of the matters pressing upon the attention of that 
committee. I believe the Committee on Accounts, after investigating 
it this year, decided to give the assistance to us, but by inadvertence 
it was left out of the report. These facts I present to the House in 
— of the amendment which I have presented. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out from the report the commit- 
tees named in the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following, namely, the clause authorizing the clerks for the fol- 
lowing committees : 

The Militia; 

ae ng emo in the Department of Justice ; 

Public Expenditures ; 

Expenditures in the Department of State; 

Expenditures in the Treasury Department; 

Expenditures in the War Department ; 

Expenditures in the Navy Department ; 

Expenditures in the Post-Office Department ; 

ae in the Interior Department; 

On Enrolled Bills ; 

On Manufactures ; 

On the Library; and 

On Mileage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can scarcely be a matter of question, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is no use for the assignment of clerical labor to 
these committees which I have specified. Inasmuch asthe committee 
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has already allowed an increase of clerical force for the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions and Committee on Elections, there seems to be 
no reason why these purely supernumerary clerks should be allowed. 
Every gentlemen on this floor is aware that no committee named in 
that amendment requires a clerk. 

It is suggested by a member sitting near me that it has been cus- 
tomary to allow a clerk to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. I can- 
not imagine what possible duty he has to perten. The officers having 
charge of the enrolled bills perform all the duties which a clerk could 
possibly be expected to perform. The Committee on Enrolled Bills 
cannot delegate its power. It must examine the bills and certify to 
the correctness of the bills; and this duty cannot be delegated. 
Therefore, I cannot see why a clerk should be retained for that com- 
mittee. I cannot imagine what he can do. But as I understand 
from gentlemen around me that such has been allowed and found 
necessary in the past, I will modity my amendment so as to provide 
for a clerk for that committee. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. BUCKNER. [ask my friend to yield a moment to have the 
amendment read as modified. 

The amendment was read as modified. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to ask the gentleman if he is aware of any 
report ever having been made from any one of these committees 
mentioned in this report within the last four years, except the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills? 

Mr. WILLITS. I will answer the gentleman. The Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department did report to the Forty- 
fifth Congress. 

Mr. ATKINS. But did not to the Forty-sixth? 

Mr. WILLITS. They made a report on the subject of expendi- 
tures in that Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to answer briefly the 
question of the gentleman from Tennessee, by saying that I had an 
impression that our friends upon the other side of the House during 
the last Congress, when they gave clerks to all these committees, 
supposed they hada good reason for so doing. As we know, and as 
the country knows, they have always claimed to be the “‘ economical” 
side of the House; and certainly, sir, when we propose to follow in 
their footsteps I am surprised to hear gentlemen, and especially the 
former chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, get up and 
denounce the action of the last Congress as well as the previous one 
for according clerkships to these very committees. 

Mr. ATKINS. I did not denounce the action. 
ing a question. 

ir. CANNON. Now, the rules of the House were revised after two 
months’ debate and consideration by the last Democratic House of 
Representatives, and they created by those rules these committees. 
These committees on expenditures in the Departments have certain 
jurisdiction assigned to them ; and if somebody will direct me to the 
rule so that I can have it read, Rule XI, I will show what the juris- 
diction of these committees is. 

Mr. BUCKNER. DoT understand my friend from Illinois to say 
that the last House of Representatives had clerks for the Committees 
on Militia and Manufactures ? 

Mr. CANNON. I was speaking of committees on expenditures in 
the various Departments. 

Mr. HORR. Allow me to answer the gentleman. I willsay tothe 
gentleman that the chairman of the Committee on Manufactures and 
the Democratic chairman of that committee urged from one end of the 
session to the other on our Committee on Accounts that we should 
allow them to report a resolution providing for a clerk, [laughter, ] 
and wwe would not do it. We had an economical streak then. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. CANNON. 
referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

32. The examination of the accounts and expenditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government and the manner of keeping the same; the economy, just- 
ness, and correctness of such expenditures; their conformity with appropriation 
Jaws; the proper application of — moneys; the security of the Government 
against unjust and extravagant demands; retrenchment; the enforcement of the 
payment of moneys due to the United States; the economy and accountability of 
public officers; the abolishment of useless offices ; the reduction or increase of the 
pay of oiflicers, shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction of the eight standing 
committees on the public expenditures in the several Departments, as follows: 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the jurisdiction under that rule 
of these respective committees is sufficient to keep each one of the 
seven gentlemen upon them employed if they do theirduty. That 
they were necessary was believed by the last Democratic House 
in the adoption of that rule. And now that these committees 
have been appointed, charged with the performance of these 
luties, gentlemen come in and say that they are not to have the 

roper clerical assistance so that they may perform those duties. I 

ave the honor, sir, to be designated myself as chairman of one of 
those committees, the Committeé on Expenditures in the Post-Office 
Department, and I have no desire or intention to undertake to per- 


The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 
Then I will ask him a question. 


I was simply ask- 


I ask to have read now this rule to which I have 


form the duties of that committee as its chairman, or as a member 
of it, supervising the expenditures of forty-odd million of dollars, if 
you propose, in addition to the other duties that are placed upon my 
shoulders as a member and upon the shoulders of other members of 
this committee, that we shall not only perform those duties but that 
we shallperform the duties of a clerk in addition. I undertake to 
say that if these committees ought to exist at all, and you gentle- 
men areestopped, I suspect, from denying that after you created them 
by your rules 

Mr. MORRISON. They have existed for twenty years, in every 
Republican as well as every Democratic House. 

Mr. CANNON. If they ought not to exist, then abolishthem. The 
gentleman from Illinois says they have existed for the last twenty 
years. I understand that, but you recreated them by these rules, 
or rather the Democratic House did. 

Mr. MORRISON. I did not vote for the rules; my colleague did. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, very well; that does not help the matter any, 
I suspect, whether the gentleman voted for the rules or not. 

Mr. MORRISON. If my colleague will allow me,I will tell him 
how to get rid of the clerk. I was appointed to one of these orna- 
mental committees last Congress, and I did not appoint a clerk. My 
colleague might take the same course, and that will help his com- 
mittee out of the difficulty. 

Mr. CANNON. Because the gentleman was appointed chairman of 
an important committee charged with a very grave jurisdiction, and 
saw proper to neglect his duty, is that a reason why we as members 
of those committees should neglect ours ? 

Mr. MORRISON. I did not appoint a clerk; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON. I say again it is mere child’s play to appoint these 
committees and not give them the means to do their oe 

Now I will say a word for this side of the House. In my opinion, 
this report of the Committee on Accounts, if it erred in anything, 
erred in not giving the three per diem clerks to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions and the extra clerk to the Committee on Elections. 
The report has been amended iu those particulars, and now more 
nearly meets my views than it did before. I did not expect that 
until the end of this session the gentlemen in the minority would 
very greatly urge us to complete the organization of the House. 
Butit is our duty to organize it now. Over seven weeks have passed 
since this Congress met; most of the committees of this House are 

ractically unorganized, and it is time they were organized; and I 

ope somebody will move the previous question on this report as it 
is now amended, and that we will sustain the previous question and 
adopt the report. Ifthe Speaker will recognize me for that purpose 
I now move the previous question. [Cries of ‘Oh, no!” 

Mr. COX, ef New York. That is not fair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CanNoN] de- 
mands the previous question on the report and pending amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would like to have some little debate 
on this. 

Mr. CANNON. IfI am recognized as having time to yield, I yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITs. } 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] hes a 
resolution authorized by the Committee on Commerce. I hcepe the 
previous question will not be sustained until the gentleman from 
Maryland has the opportunity of offering that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal must be directed to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] who moves the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Why not have a speech from each of the 
chairmen of all these committees ? 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, this is not the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; that is in this report. 

Mr. MCLANE. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. WIL- 
LITS. 

Mi WILLITS. I move as a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana what I send to the desk. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let us have the original amendment read, 
and also the amendment to the amendment. I want to see how this 
thing is running. 

The Clerk read the substitute proposed by Mr. WILLITS, as fol- 
lows: 

And insert at the close of the report these words: ‘‘To the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice, a clerk.” 

Mr. WILLITS. All the other Committees on Expenditures in the 
other Departments have a clerk. Why one was not given to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice I cannot 
conceive. That committee was organized in the Forty-third Con- 
yress, and ever since its organization, except in one Congress, it has 
ced a full clerk. Now, I will say to auatipheed who have spoken 
and to the House that I had anticipated using that clerk not merely 
for ornamental purposes. I did not accept the position of chairman 
of that committee because it was to be an ornamental committee. I 

roposed under the law as cited by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
JANNON ] to do some honest work. 

Most of us here are lawyers, and we know that the fees and costs 
and expenses of litigation in our courts ought to be looked into. 
During the last Congress the Judiciary Committee had that subject 
before it; but such was the state of our Calendar there was no time 
for its consideration. 
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Now, here is a committee that ean undertake this, I do not know 
whether we can accomplish anything from an investigation, but I 
propose to look into the subject, and if you give us a clerk I will do 
the best I can. 

A remark has been made about some of these committees never hav- 
ing reported. I was on the Committee on Expenditures in,the De- 
partment of the Interior in the Forty-fifth Congress, the gefitleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] being its chairman. I was on the sub- 
committee on two of the bureaus, and I know that more than ten 
times the cost of the clerk and of the expenses of the examination 
were saved in consequence of the partial examination we made in 
that department. 

I say that in my judgment this House will be standing in its own 
light if it does not give to these committees the necessary clerical 
force to enable them to proceed with the investigations with which 
they are charged in accordance with law. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I desire to move an amendment to the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. WILLITS. I ought to move in connection with my amend- 
ment to strike out in clause 15 the words “‘ who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 

; ” 

The SPEAKER. Wasthat the purpose of the gentleman in moving 
his amendment ? 

Mr. WILLITS. It was. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I ask that my amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

ey subdivision 32 insert: ‘‘To the Committee on Mines and Mining, a 
. “And strike out of subdivision 21 of the report the words “‘ who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on Mines and Mining.” 

The SPEAKER. The — is upon the amendment moved by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VoorHIs] to the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITs. ] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I willdetain the House butamoment. The 
Committee on Mines and Mining have in charge one of the most im- 
portant interests of the country. Already that committee has five 
sub-committees at work. A similar committee in the Senate has a 
clerk. We cannot well get along without aclerk. I cannot do cler- 
ical work. I will not do it for myself, and I will not do it for anybody 
else. The Committee on Mines and Mining is as much entitled to a 
clerk as any other committee on the list. I hold that if any commit- 
tee is worthy of being raised by this House it is also worthy of hav- 
ing a clerk. What makes these committees ornamental is that the 
members of them will not do clerical work. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demanded the pre- 
vious question on the a and pending amendment, but yielded to 
the gentleman from Mic = [Mr. WILLITsS] and to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. VAN VooruIs] to offer amendments. Does the 
gentleman from Illinois withdraw his demand for the previous ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] if he has an amendment to offer. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be in order at this time. 

Mr. MCLANE. When we have disposed of the pending amend- 
ment it will then, I suppose, be in order for me to move a further 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will not yield further. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the House will consent that these several 
amendments may be offered and acted upon in their order, the Chair 
would hold that no further amendment is now in order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There seems to be a sort of close corpora- 
tion in this matter. There have been half a dozen speeches for 
clerks, but none against them. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the report and pending amendments. 

The question was taken ; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House now adjourn. Or, 
rather, I will first call for a division on ordering the previous ques- 
tion. 

Many MEMBERS. Too late. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hold that is not too late. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 14. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ATHERTON said: No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
tellers will be ordered ; and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CANNON, 
and the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. ATHERTON, will act as tellers. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 104, noes 18. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I call the yeas and nays on this question. 

Mr. CAMP. Pending the call for the yeas and nays, I move that 
the House adjourn. 

= —— was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 122, 
noes 47, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 
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Tellers were not ordered, there being but 26 in the affirmative, not 
one-fifth of a quorum. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the announcement of the result of the vote on the motion 
to adjourn, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. KELLEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. JADWIN, for one week, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now lay before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to the message being read now. 

The SPEAKER. It is usual to submit to the House messages from 
the President on the day they are received. 

Mr. MILLS. It can be done better to-morrow. Members should 
be in their seats when such important documents are submitted. It 
is utterly impossible in the confusion now in the Hall to understand 
what is contained in these messages. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. On the motion that the 
House adjourn the ayes are 122, noes 47. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of William 
Bushby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Edward W. Donnelly, for relief—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Peter H. Hooff, for compensation for property 
taken by and furnished to the United States Army during the late 
rebellion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of Alanson Palmer and others, of 
Long Island City, New York, for extension to that city of the free- 
delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Gaff, Fleischmann & Co, and others, citizens 
of the State of New York, protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 1079, fixing the rate of duty on barley malt at twenty-five 
cents per bushel—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of A. 8, Conkling and 287 others, citizens of the 
State of New York, for an appropriation of $25,000 to cut a channel 
from Sammy’s Beach to connect the waters of Gardiner’s Bay with 
Three-Mile Harbor, in Suffolk County, New York—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of A. P. Randall, of Dakota 
Territory, relative to mines and mining—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petition of certain citizens of North 
Louisiana, relative to lands claimed by railroad corporations—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BLISS: Papers relating to the pension claim of John 
Hogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of B. F. Harrell, postmaster at 
New Philadelphia, Indiana, for increased compensation for post- 
masters of the fourth class—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of the county officers of Chero- 
kee County, Iowa, in behalf of the bill to divide the State of Iowa 
into two judicial districts—t» the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of town officers of Cherokee, in the county of 
Cherokee, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the members of the bar of Cherokee County, 
Iowa, of like character—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK: Papers relating tothe claim of Tavilla Nater, 
administratrix of the estate of Horatio Nater, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Hills & Beebee and others, of 
Sioux Falls, Dakota Territory, for the repeal of taxes imposed on 
banks, bankers, trust companies, &c.—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. FLOWER: The petition of Bernard J. La Mothe, for an 
extension of a certain patent—to the Committee on Patents. | 

By Mr. FORD: The petition of A. O. Risley and others, citizens of 
Missouri, asking that the laws providing for tax on banks and 
stamps on bank-checks be repealed—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ' 

By Mr. JOHN HAMMOND: The petition of Hiram Haskell, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. ro 

Also, papers relating to the claim of ex-members of a military 
company organized by Robert D. L. Burchfield, and of the members 
of a company commanded by Captain Housed—severally to the 
Committee en Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of Thomas McBride, for compen- 
sation for a barge lost while in the United States service—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY 8S. HARRIS: The petition of employés of the Life- 
Saving Service, for increase of pay—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
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By Mr. HILL: The petition of nearly three thousand workingmen 
and others, of Morris County, New Jersey, interested in the mining 
of iron ore, ro increase of duty on the same—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: The petition of Catharine Sommers, for 
relief from assessment and pay for damages—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By*Mr. HOLMAN: Four petitions of citizens of Indiana, for legis- 
lation to regulate interstate commerce by railroads and to prevent 
discrimination and extortion by railroad corporations—severally to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Thomas F. Adams and others, citizens of Indi- 
ana, praying that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made a mem- 
ber of the President’s Cabinet—to the Committee on Civil Service 
Reform. . f 

Also, the petition of Thomas F. Adams and others, citizens of Indi- 
ana, for legislation to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles 
from fraudulent claims—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Thomas F, Adams and others, citizens of Indi- 
ana, in favor of an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: Papers relating to the claim of Francis H. Elli- 
son—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: The resolutions of breeders of short-horn cattle of 
Michigan, relating to unjust discrimination against the exportation 
of catthe—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, four petitions from citizens of Michigan, praying that Con- 
gress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 
the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of the distillers of Illinois, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill No. 1079 relating to the duty 
on barley malt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of J. H. Merrill, for compensation 
for services rendered as captain of Company F, Naval Brigade, and 
for money expended in recruiting the company—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. H. Merrill—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. H. Merrill—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of O. H. Brown and others, of Oswego, 
New York, for the repeal of section 4219 of the United States Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. 8. Page and Thomas Dobbin, for an act for 
the registration of certain foreign vessels—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Newell T. Osterhout— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of Robert H. Cleeve— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MURCH: Two petitions of citizens of Maine relative to 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAUL: The petition of 80 citizens of Virginia, for compen- 
sation for property alleged to have been driven off by order of Gen- 
eral Sheridan—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Treasury watchmen, praying for an increase 
of salary—to Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

By Mr. PEELLE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Hendrickson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George W. Julian, of Indiana, praying an allow- 
ance for expenses of contested election in the Forty-first Congress— 
to the Committe on Elections. . 

By Mr. REAGAN: Papers relating to the claim of E. P. Clandon— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. RYAN: The petition of certain citizens of Topeka, Kansas, 
for the repeal of the tax on banks—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. SIMONTON : The petition of Joshua Baker, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of L. C. Nolen—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. OTHO R. SINGLETON: The petition of surviving soldiers 
of the Florida war, praying that a pension be granted them—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the resolutions of the State Grange of Mississippi, relating to 
the tariff laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPOONER: The petition of the officers of the Rhode Isl- 
= militia, for amendment of militia laws—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of G. W. Saulpaw, for compensa- 
tion for the steamboat Alfred Robb, alleged to have been seized and 
appropriated by the United States military authorities during the 
late rebellion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
George M. Waddell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William H. Gregory—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of James Re 


olds. 
of McGregor, Iowa, in relation to the harbor of refuge at Stoc holm, 
Wisconsin—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. UPSON: The petition of certain citizens of Texas, for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the diseases of sheep, 
&c.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of P. T. Garthright and 20 others, 
citizens of Garrett County, Maryland, for the enactment of a law 
for the suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANCE: A petition for establishment of a post-route—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Papers relating to the Indian depredation 
claim of Seth E. Ward—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of the Temple of Honor and Temper- 
ance, of Connecticut, representing 2,000 members, asking for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of certain ladies of Saint Paul, 
Minnesota, asking for the expulsion of George Q. Cannon from the 
House, and the enactment of such laws as will make effective the 
anti-polygamy law of 1862—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Marion C. Thompson, for relief— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLITS: Papers relating to the application of Edgar 
Huson for an extension of a patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Peter March and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 25, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLLock, D. BD. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and appreved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No, 3208) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2810) for the relief of Mary E. Thomson. 

DEATH OF SENATOR CARPENTER. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, pursuant to notice 
heretofore given by me, I offer the resolutions which I send to the 
Secretary’s desk. I ask that they be read and considered at this 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
MATTHEW H. CARPENTER, late a Senator from the State of Wisconsin, and extends 
to his afflicted family sincere sympathy and condolence in their bereavement. 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect for the memory of Mr. Car- 
PENTER, the re business of the Senate be now suspended in order that his 
former associates in this body a pay fitting tribute to his peoaaey 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to transmit to the family 
of the deceased, and also to the fm mar a of Wisconsin, a certified copy of these 
resolutions, with a statement of the action of the Senate thereon. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives. ; 

Resolved, That, as a further testimonial of respect to the memory of the deceased 
Senator, the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. SAuLsBurRY in the chair.) The 
resolutions are before the Senate, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, to-day, Wisconsin 
asks the Senate to lay aside its Calendar and unite with her in pay- 
ing a last sad tribute of respect to the memory of MaTTHEW H. Car- 
PENTER, 

Mr. CARPENTER, by his character and public services, had en- 
dearéd himself to the people of Wiscensin. When he died every citi- 
zen of the State felt that he had suffered a personal bereavement. 
This feeling found expression in a great popular demonstration at 
his funeral, in resolutions adopted by the Legislature, in meetings of 
the bar, and in the unanimous voice of the press. 

My remarks upon the resolutions now under consideration will be 
mainly biographic. 

Mr. CARPENTER was born at Moretown, Washington County, Ver- 
mont, on the 22d day of December, 1824, and died in the city of Wash- 
ington on the 24th day of February, 1881. 

{e was christened by his parents ‘‘ Decatur Merritt Hammond,” 
and was commonly called ‘‘ Merritt”? Carpenter until subsequent to 
his removal to Wisconsin. In 1851, after he had argued a cause in 
court with extraordinary learning and ability, one of his associates 
at the bar enthusiastically declared that the argument was worthy 
of Sir Matthew Hale, and that its author ought no longer to be called 
‘Merritt ” Carpenter, but should be named ‘‘ Matthew Hale” Car- 
penter. This declaration struck the imagination of the lawyers 
present, and thereafter they called their eloquent young associate 
‘‘Matthew Hale.” So generally was the name of ‘‘ Matthew Hale” 
applied to him that he was actually constrained to adopt it, and thus 
r Decutar Merritt Hammond ” Carpenter, of Vermont, became ‘‘ Mat- 
thew Hale” Carpenter, of Wisconsin. 

Fifty years ago Paul Dillingham, now one of the venerable ex-gov- 
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ernors of Vermont, was an influential citizen and a leading lawyer 
of that State. He resided at vera Washington County, and 
was an acquaintance and friend of the Carpenter family. Mr. Dil- 
lingham saw young MERRITT CARPENTER when he was about three 
years of age, and was greatly attached by the extraordinary physical 
beauty and the precocious mental development of the boy. It may 
be that the astute lawyer discovered in the boy of three years of age 
the germ of the great orator and jurist that he subsequently became. 
However this may be, Mr. Dillingham said to Mrs. Carpenter: “Send 
your son to me when he is fourteen years of age and I will make a 
lawyer of him.” 

When Merritt was five years of age he began attending the district 
school in his native village. So great was his mental quickness that 
he learned the tasks imposed upon him with little effort or study. His 
temperament was active and joyous. He was the leader in all boyish 
sports. His mother had not forgotten the promise of Mr. Dilling- 
ham to make a lawyer of her son. She was proud of her bright and 
handsome boy. She aided him in his studies and urged him to pre- 
pare himself for the career which she believed would open to him 
through the kind offices of Mr. Dillingham. 

In December, 1838, when Merritt was fourteen years of age, he one 
day returned from school and informed his father that he had had 
some trouble with the schoolmaster; that the cause of the difii- 
culty was the fact that he knew more than his teacher, but the result 
was that he had been turned out of school. He further stated that 
he had determined to go to Waterbury the next morning for the pur- 
pose of entering Mr. Dillingham’s office as a law student. 

The father knowing well the positive and self-reliant character of 
his son interposed no objection. On the next morning, in the midst 
of a Vermont winter, alone and on foot, but with cheerful confidence, 
he went to Waterbury, entered Mr. Dillingham’s office, stated that 
he was fourteen years of age and had come to study law. Mr. Dil- 
lingham was greatly pleased with the manly bearing and address of 
the boy. He not only admitted him to his office as a student, but 
received him in his house as a member of his family. 

Mr. CARPENTER continued in Mr. Dillingham’s office until 1843, 
when he was selected as a cadet to the Military Academy at West 
Point. He passed the required examination, and was admitted to 
the Academy. In 1845 he resigned his cadetship and resumed his 
legal studies. 

t has been erroneously stated in the newspapers since Mr. Car- 
PENTER’S death that his resignation was in consequence of ill-health. 
He was never able, even while a cadet at West Point, to divest him- 
self of the idea implanted in his youthful mind by his mother, that 
he was destined to be a lawyer. He resigned, not in consequence of 
ill-health, but in order that he might resume his legal studies. He 
pursued the study of the law with great industry from 1843 to 1847, 
when he was admitted to the courts of Vermont. 

While a law student in Vermont he heard much about the learning 
and eloquence of Rufus Choate; and upon his admission to the Ver- 
mont bar he determined to go to Boston and, if possible, to become 
a student of that great lawyer. Accordingly, in 1847, at the age of 
twenty-three, with an abundance of hope and enthusiasm, but with 
only a few dollars in his pocket, he went to Boston. 

He had never seen Mr. Choate, nor had he any letter of introduc- 
tion tohim. He ascertained the location of his office by consulting 
the city directory. Onthe morning after his arrival he called at Mr. 
Choate’s office and learned that he was engaged in court, but could be 
seen at his chambers at a certain hou> after court had adjourned for 
the day. Atthe hour named Mr. CaRPENTER presented himself and 
was shown into Mr. Choate’s private room. He stated briefly who he 
was, where he came from, and whathe wanted. So favorable an im- 
pression did he make upon Mr. Choate that he at once received him as 
a student. Before Mr. Choate went to court the next morning, per- 
haps for the purpose of testing the training and mental capacity of 
his new student, he handed hima letter from a country lawyer askin 
his opinion upon a case stated. Mr. CARPENTEReven then eseniet 
extraordinary powers for rapid and exhaustive legal research. He 
worked diligently on the case, and when Mr. Choate returned in the 
evening handed to him the result of his examination in the shape of 
a carefully prepared opinion. Mr. Choate read the opinion, and, with- 
out changing a word, said: ‘‘I guess I can sign ‘ R. Choate’ to that, 
and ask my correspondent to send me a hundred dollars,” which he 
accordingly did. 

Mr. CARPENTER remained in Mr. Choate’s office for upward of a 
year. He was then admitted to the Massachusetts courts, and in 
1848 removed to Beloit, Wisconsin. He took his law library with 
him, which consisted only of the Massachusetts Reports and a few 
elementary books. Soon after he went to Wisconsin he was attacked 
with a painful and dangerous disease of the eyes. He went to New 

“York for treatment, and remained there until September, 1850, when 
he returned to Beloit, and formed a partnership with Mr. Cheeney, 
then a leading lawyer at that bar. This partnership was not dis- 
solved until the spring of 1856, when Mr. Cheeney retired from 
practice. 

Mr. CARPENTER was district attorney of Rock County’ for one 
term of two years, commencing January, 1856. He never held any 
other office until he was elected to the Senate of the United States 
in January, 1869. Before 1856 he had acquired a local reputation as 
an industrious, painstaking, eloquent, and able young lawyer. He 
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first gained a State reputation by his argument in the quo warranto 
case against Governor Barstow. This wasaremarkable case. Bar- 
stow had been governor for two years, and was the Democratic 
candidate for re-election. He was ‘‘ counted in” by the Democratic 
board of State canvassers, and was inaugurated with great pomp 
and an unusual display of military force. 

Bashford, the Republican candidate, claimed that a majority of votes 
had been cast for him, and that the ‘‘supplemental returns” upon 
which Barstow had been ‘‘counted in” were fraudulent. The action 
brought by Bashford, the Republican claimant, to get possession of the 
office of governor was the first instance in American history where 
the people of a State resorted to the courts to dispossess a de facto gov- 
ernor in the actual possession of the executive office. The interest 
taken by the people of Wisconsin in the case corresponded with the 
gravity of the principles and the magnitude of the results involved. 
The late Chief-Justice Ryan, James H. Knowlton, and Timothy O. 
Howe were counsel for Bashford, the relator. Jonathan E, Arnold, 
Harlow S. Orton, and Mr. CARPENTER were counsel for Barstow, the 
respondent. It has been lately said that Mr. CARPENTER was the 
leading counsel for Barstow. That distinction must, however, be 
accorded to Mr. Arnold, who then stood at the head of the Wisconsin 
bar. Mr. CARPENTER was Barstow’s junior counsel, He made only 
one argument in the case. This argument was read from manuscript. 
It was learned, plausible, and ingenious. It failed to convince the 
court, but it placed its author in the front rank of Wisconsin lawyers. 

Mr. CaRPENTER’s early political affiliations were with the Demo- 
cratic party. He adhered to that party long after he became a resi- 
dent of Wisconsin. He supported Pierce in 1852, and Buchanan in 
1856. He was an ardent and enthusiastic friend and supporter of 
Douglas in 1860. After the war began, in 1861, although still claim- 
ing to be a Democrat, he gave a hearty support to Mr. Lincoln’s 
administration. 

In September, 1862, the Democratic party of Wisconsin held a State 
convention and adopted an address, famous in the political history 
of that State, known as the ‘‘ Ryan address.” 

A numerous and influential faction of the Democratic party, then 
called War Democrats, took ground against the doctrines of this ad- 
dress. In 1863 Mr. CARPENTER united with other leading Democrats 
in a call for a mass convention of War Democrats. The convention 
was held at Janesville, and was largely attended. Mr. CARPENTER 
was the leading spirit, and made the principal speech. An address 
to the Democrats of the State was adopted, urging them to support 
the administration of Mr. Lincoln in allits efforts for the suppression 
of the rebellion, and advising a union of all citizens in favor of ‘‘con- 
quering a peace,” without regard to previous political associations. 

The Republican State convention was held soon afterward, and 
responded to the recommendations of the Janesville address by nomi- 
nating a Union ticket composed of Republicans and War Democrats. 

The canvass that followed was very earnest and spirited. Mr. Car- 
PENTER actively participated init. The Union ticket was electod by 
an overwhelming majority. 

From the day that Fort Sumter was fired upon until the surrender 
at Appomattox Mr. CARPENTER with voice and pen gave earnest sup- 
port to the Union cause. No other man did more, perhaps no other 
man did as much as he to rouse and intensify the Union sentiment and 
the military spirit of the people of Wisconsin. Illustrative of his 
power and influence, I will venture to relate an incident: 

At one time during the war quite a large number of the foreign- 
born citizens of the State residing in one of the interior counties, in 
consequence of drafts and taxes, became discouraged with the pros- 
pects of the country, and after consultation among themselves de- 
termined to return to Europe. At this juncture Mr. CARPENTER was 
sent for. He went where ees dissatistied and discouraged men had 
met together. He mounted a dry-goods box in the street, and for two 
hours addressed the people there assembled. For afew moments after 
his remarkable speech was concluded profound stillness, like that 
which immediately precedes the tornado or the earthquake, prevailed. 
Then a great shout was heard, and the men who had determined to 
abandon their adopted country in its hour of darkness and peril, 
swayed by Mr. CARPENTER’s eloquence, at once enlisted in the mili- 
tary service and thereafter fought the battles of the Union with zeal 
and fidelity. 

For some years after the war, Mr. CARPENTER kept out of politics 
and devoted himself with great industry to his large and rapidly- 
increasing law practice. 

A banquet was given to General Sherman at Janesville in 1866. 
Mr. CARPENTER was one of the guests, and responded to a toast which 
involved the Republican plan for reconstructing the States then 
lately in insurrection. His speech was strong, eloquent, witty, pro- 

found, and statesmanlike. In this speech he took advanced ground 
on many of the political questions that had arisen out of the war, 
and made an especially able argument in favor of conferring the 
right of sufirage upon the then lately enfranchised race. He de- 
clared with much emphasis that the newly-acquired rights of the 
freedmen could be preserved only by placing the ballot in their hands. 

Mr. CARPENTER was a brilliant advocate. He was more than this. 
He was a profound and learned lawyer. His learning was not con- 
fined to one branch of the law. He was equally ready and equally 
admirable in every branch. His industry was extraordinary and his 
capacity for labor was really phenomenal. 
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He became a member of the Senate on the 4th of March, 1869. 
Here he served no period of pupilage. On the 17th of March, only 
thirteen days after the commencement of his term, he made an able 
and elaborate speech on the bill to repeal the civil-tenure act. He 
was prominent in all the great debates during his eight years of serv- 
ice in the Senate. He defended his own convictions with earnestness 
and firmness, but no bitterness was ever mingled with his logic or his 
eloquence. He d such real good nature and such genuine 
kindness that he could overthrow and vanquish an opponent without 
leaving a sting behind. f ; ei 

About a year before his death he was advised by his physicians 
that he would probably die within afew months. He then carefully 
studied his disease, and satisfied himself that the opinion given by 
his physicians was correct. With the black shadow of death hang- 
ing over him, he continued faithfully, and even with cheerfulness, 
to do his work. His obligations to his numerous clients were care- 
fully and conscientiously performed, while no duty in the Senate was 
neglected. . . 

By section 1814 of the Revised Statutes, the President is author- 
ized to invite all the States to provide and furnish statues, in marble 
or bronze, not exceeding two in number for each State, of deceased 
persons who have been citizens thereof and illustrious for their his- 
toric renown, or for distinguished civic or military services, such as 
each State may deem to be worthy of this national commemoration ; 
and when so furnished the same shall be placed in the old Hall of 
the House of Representatives. 

Maine has sent William King; Massachusetts has sent John Win- 
throp and Samuel Adams; Vermont has contributed Ethan Allenand 
Jacob Collamer; Rhode Island has sent Roger Williams and Nathaniel 
Greene; Connecticut, Jonathan Trumbull and Roger Sherman; New 
York, Robert R. Livingston and George Clinton; Virginia, George 
Washington and Thomas Jefferson; and the statue of the eloquent 
and gallant Edward D. Baker was contributed to this “‘noble galaxy” 
by a far-off State whose shores are laved by the waves of the Pacific 
sea, 

I trust that Wisconsin, in her own good time, will contribute a 
statue in enduring bronze or marble of ourdeparted friend, MATTHEW 
HALE CARPENTER, and that the same will be placed in that noble 
and historic Hall, which in the ‘‘ brave days of old” resounded with 
the glowing eloquence of Clay, the ponderous arguments of Webster, 
the acute and subtle logic of Calhoun, and the gorgeous rhetoric of 
Choate. 


Mr. GARLAND. Nearly a year has elapsed, Mr. President, since 
the clear, ringing voice and the charming language of Mr. CARPEN- 
TER were heard in this Chamber ; yet those of us who were associated 
with him here have not become used to his absence. We cannot 
even now fully realize that his name has passed from the roll of liv- 
ing, acting men as gently and noiselessly as the sunlight departs 
trom the hills. Indeed, for so long atime before he was struck down 
did he fill such a place in the public view, the chasm his death cre- 
.ated is not soon to close or soon to be filled. 

It is now not quite seventeen years since I first met Mr. CARPEN- 
‘TER, then young, joyful, buoyant, just beginning to rise before the 
popular gaze. He was then the very picture of health and bodily 
vigor, and gave more promise of a long life than any of the large 
crowd assembled in the Supreme Court room, where he was. It was 
then he argued before that court the Lawyers’ test-oath case, reported 
in the fourth volume of Wallace’s Reports. That argument brought 
him fresh praise from ail quarters and new laurels as well. From 
that time till his death, a short period indeed, his course was onward 
and upward, and yet a young man, he had won the triumphs that 
usnally belong to much older ones, and in truth his career of honor 
closed when most men who achieve fame begin. While he was look- 
ing into the red of the morning the evening had grown around him, 
and the night came and gathered him in its folds. 

From the time I have referred to till he turned his pale face to the 
wall there was between him and myself a sincere friendship, and in 
mmore than one instance did he certify to that in substantial and val- 
uable acts, and on more than one occasion did he serve in her troubles 
the State that honors me with a seat here, and the people of that 
State have a kind and tender remembrance of Mr. CARPENTER, which 
will not be dimmed with the coming and going of the years, 

Mr. CARPENTER was usually called a bright, a brilliant man; he 
was that, and more than that. With talent, with genius, he did not 
rely solely upon them, but he went back and gathered up the thoughts 
-of the masters of the past, and these he read by day and studied by night, 
and ae not short of the very fountains to drink of knowledge. 
While he was quick and bright, he was also cultivated, solid, and 
logical, and the weapons with which he was equipped for the battle 
of life were sharp and strong and of ethereal temper, and with them 
he won a fame that will shine like astar above his grave. As Cicero 
said of Mucius Scevola, so it may be said of Mr. CARPENTER—he was 
the most eloquent among lawyers, and the best lawyer among men 
of eloquence. 

The truth is, the demands in his profession and in public affairs 
upon Mr. CARPENTER’s time and energies burdened him beyond 
endurance, and he sank beneath their exactions. But amid all these, 
when the enemy was approaching and it was certain his hand would 
not be stayed, he bore up with that genuine good humor and flow 
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of spirits that characterized him in health, with no complaints, no 
murmurs. Kind and genial, I believe he was the enemy of no one. 
He was devoted to duty, whatever that was and wherever it ealled 
him; and no one who witnessed his struggles against the inevitable 
in meeting the demands of duty could but be reminded of the Japa- 
nese fable, where the beautiful night moth sends those moths enam- 
ored of her to bring her fire till they fall victims to the flames. 

In cursory reading some little while ago, Mr. President, I found » 
short sentence, said to have been his production, which gives forth 
in _—* language his view of this thing we eall life. I will 
read it: 

The loves and friendships of individuals partaking of the frail character of hu- 
man life may be shortly summed up: A little lo and a good deal of sorrowing; 
some bright hopes and many bitter disappointments; some gorgeous Thursdays, 
when the skies are bright and the heavens blue, when Provides ©, bending over 
us in blessing, glads the heart almost to madness; many dismal Fridays, when the 
smoke of torment beclouds the mind and undying sorrows gnaw upon the heart; 
some high ambitions and many Waterloo defeats, until the Tear becomes like a 
charnel-house, filled with dead affections, embalmed in holy but sorrowful memo- 
ries; and then the cord is loosened, the golden bowl is broken, the individual lite-- 
a cloud, a vapor—passeth away. 

Probably this was the inspiration of one of those moments of sad- 
ness that at times come to us all. But it is a faithful summary at 
last. He had seen and felt all that he said. Still his life, with its 
share of trials and crosses, was a success and is full of good exam- 
ple, stimulating lessons, and noble encouragement to the young men 
of the land. Born and reared with no wealth, with no previous fam- 
ily name or prestige to rest upon, alone with his own great mind and 
energies, he arose from the very groundwork of society, and became 
one of the wonderful men of this wonderful age and of this wonderful 
country. 

It is needless for me to — of his public services. The Senator 
who has just spoken, once his colleague on this floor, has given them 
to us well and aptly. They are of record all round and about us and 
are now a part of the nation’s valued property. His loss to his cown- 
try is great, to his friends and family beyond estimate, but to all let 
the hope come that the tear-drop of sorrow that is shed to-day will 
be caught up and made to glow and sparkle in the rainbow of promise 
of to-morrow, without which hope life’s burdens and charges would 
be unbearable. And let friends and family all know that his name 
and fame will be treasured tenderly in the land and “that his 
memorial shall not depart away.” 5; 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, it is with no ordinary feeling of sad- 
ness that I rise to say a few words in reference to the character and 
memory of our deceased friend and former associate in the Senate, 
MATTHEW H. CARPENTER. Others who have preceded me have given 
the date of his birth, early education, and experience in early life. 
Sir, his nobleness of character and greater tenderness of heart made 
him beloved by all who knew him well. Frank and cordial in his 

etings to all, he was ever ready to extend a helping hand to those 
in need. The last time he was out of his home was to ask that an 
unfortunate friend be given employment. He had been very ill, but 
was convalescing when this person appealed to him to make the 
effort in his behalf. Mastering by his great will power the physical 
weakness of the hour he ordered his carriage, and by the assistance 
of a servant entered it and drove to a department in this city, sought 
the chief, and earnestly presented his friend’s cause, and, as one can 
imagine, was successful ; returning home much exhausted, he took 
his bed never to rise again. 

Sir, I wish I had the power to properly portray the loss our country 
must feel in the death of our brother Senator, but I have not. 

Iam aware, however, sir, thatin speaking of the dead who have long 
been closely associated with us in life we are naturally inclined to 
refer only to the brighter characteristics of their lives, and to extol 
their talents and virtues, showing that our better natures are touched 
by the grief and sad bereavement of others, and that the envy and 
jealousies of human nature are lost in tears of sorrow. 

The ordinary duties of public life have a tendency to draw our 
attention to the mercenary side of human character, and but seldom 
lead us to look upon the brighter, nobler, and greater traits of man’s 
nature, so that except on occasions of this kind (when the tender 
chords of the heart are touched) does the mind turn back over the 
pathway of the life of others to gather up the flowers strewn along 
it, that they may be presented as mementoes to the nation and friends ; 
but with our hearts touched and softened we are led for a time to 
study the better part of human character, and forget the trivial things 
that are apt to be the more considered in our daily intercourse wit 
each other. Man is not perfect. The deceased brother of whom we 
speak to-day wasbutaman. He likeothers may have made mistakes, 
but, sir, they were of such insignificance that soon they will be lost 
to memory, while on the other hand the nobler and better points of 
his character were many, and well marked, and of a nature to impress 
themselves vividly upon the minds of all who were intimately ac- 
quainted with him. He was a gentle and kind husband and a most 
generous and indulgent father, his home bore the impress of these 
virtues, and now by its silent gloom gives out the deep afiliction of 
his once bright and happy family, as before mentioned. 

One of the well-marked characteristics of the deceased was his 
generosity and kindness. This he showed in many ways and on all 
occasions. A beautiful compliment was once paid to a Senator, which 
was that ‘the consciousness of having unintentionally used a dis- 


PDE pce A SEA Re Rt RG S TRI TF 








610 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. JANUARY 25, 





courteous expression would bring a blush to his face.” It might with 
equal propriety be said of Senator CARPENTER, that the conscious- 
ness of having wounded the feelings of a brother Senator would have 
iven a much deeper wound to his own heart. As a debater in the 
mate on important questions he but seldom found his equal; he 
reached his conclusions by careful and thorough investigation; his 
convictions reached were clear on subjects often more or less clouded 
with doubt in the minds of others. He never left the investigation 
of a question without having a decided “Yes” or “No” to give in re- 
ply. This was doubtless due in a great measure to his long training 
in the discussion of difficult and complicated legal questions, where 
a decided position was necessary to success. His method seemed to 
have been to fix upon what he conceived to be the one strong point 
in the case, and then to turn uponit all the light afforded by author- 
ities and logical reasoning. All who have heard him will bear wit- 
ness to his clear reasoning on all questions which he debated. Nomat- 
ter how difficult and complicated the question might be, hisown views 
were so clear and distinctly set forth that the most unlearned listener 
was enabled to comprehend his position and reasoning. His great 
strength as a debater consisted mainly in his logic, which was pre- 
cise, almost mathematical, in itsdemonstrations ; but when he did re- 
sort to irony or ridicule, it was terrible in its effect. The only way to 
meet the effect of one of his arguments was to attack his premises. 
When once he had his line of argument he followed step by step to 
the logical conclusion, no matter how ultra or startling the conclu- 
sion might be. 

His appearance on the floor and his voice were in exact accord 
with the mental characteristics mentioned. The expression of his 
countenance, his tones in speaking, even his very attitude, betokened 
a feeling of confidence that favorably impressed his hearers and 
riveted their attention ; his words came forth with such clear and ring- 
ing sound that every syllable would be distinctly heard and under- 
stood. Not only did the mouth speak, but the whole man seemed to 
take a part in giving utterance to his views. Yet he spoke with an 
ease and gracefuiness that was peculiarly his own. Usually feeling 
too confined in the narrow space of hisseat, it was his custom to step 
into the aisle that he might the better give free expression to his 
thoughts. 

His method of thought and mode of reasoning, as a natural con- 
sequence, had a tendency to carry him to the extreme point in the 
direction his convictions led him on all the questions of the day. 
His position, therefore, on important measures and problems was 
always radical, and itmay be truly said of himthat he never gave an 
“uncertain sound” in expressing them. Whatever may be thought 
of the views he maintained on any of the political issues of his day, 
all must admit that they were distinctly stated, clearly understood, 
and manfully and ably advocated. 

Although exceedingly jealous of the honor of his Government, yet 
even on questions where this was involved he applied the same 
rigidly logical method of reaching a decision as to the justice of the 
case, and allowed no other consideration toswerve him from his course. 

Mr. CARPENTER was beyond question one of the great orators of 
his day. 

When the history of the present age is written it will undoubtedly 
pronounce Mr. CARPENTER as one of the great men of his time—great 
in Jegal ability, great as an orator, and great as a debater, and also 
as having occupied a high position asa statesman. And when it 
reaches the page where his death must be recorded, it will be with 
deep sigh of regret that the nation should have been deprived of the 
services of one so able while yet in the strength and vigor of man- 
hood. 

In his personal intercourse he was always kind and affable, listen- 
ing with the same patience and attention to the humblest citizen as 
to the most influential. Naturally of jovial and pleasant disposition, 
he was extremely fond of laying oside for a time the cares of his pub- 
lic position and entering into free and social intercourse; but even 
here he seemed most delighted when the conversation partook of that 
character indicating an elevated range of thought. 

As a lawyer he was a profund thinker and brilliant advocate ; he 
was a great student and a very laborious man; his mind was a vast 
storehouse of legal lore. If equaled, certainly not surpassed in that 
fervent eloquence and clear logic which made him a power before any 
legaltribunal. His life as alawyer was unsullied ineverything which 
looks to professional honor. 

But, sir, he is gone from our midst; he is mourned by the bar, by the 
Senate, and by the country; he will be heard no more in this Hall; 
his voice is hushed forever. 

Sir, soon after his death we took his remains to his home in Wis- 
cousin and there quietly laid them down in the tomb, where “he 
sleeps the sleep that knows no waking.” <A mighty throng had 
assembled in Milwaukee to receive the remains; the immense number 
of people who came out stood with bathed cheeks and sobbing hearts, 
giving evidence of the great affection they bad for him and of the 
gteat loss they had sustained in his death; and well might his friends 
weep and mourn at their own and their nation’s loss. For sir, his 
was a great loss. Mr. President, lessons are constantly being taught 
us by the demise of our friends, that we are traveling the same 
“broad road ” to death. 

The tomb is silent and gives forth no warning to the living, but 
there is a still small voice that constantly whispers, ‘A life beyond,” 


where a power shall ‘‘unseal the thunders” and give ‘‘voice to the 
” 
graves. 


Mr. KELLOGG: Mr. President, the death of a distinguished asso- 
ciate in this body imparts a new emphasis to the public labors with 
which his talents and energies were identified. A great man is never 
so great as when he passes behind the veil; his eflence is eloquent 
with the remembrance of his past deeds. 

The distinguished Senator whose lamented death now occupies the 
attention of the Senate was so versatile in his attainments and in his 
sympathies, and so many-sided in his character, that it is fitting there 
should be among his former associates who now unite in a tribute to, 
his memory those representing wide divergences of geographical lines 
and grave differences of political opinion. 

It has often occurred to me since Mr. CARPENTER’s untimely death 
that the scenes and natural surroundings of his childhood—scenes 
with which I am personally somewhat familiar—may have exercised 
no little influence upon his later career. He was born at Moretown, 
Vermont, on the side of a mountain, down which and past his dwell- 
ing rushed a stream called Mad River, hastily impatient of all obsta- 
cles, at times swollen with rains or melted snows, a torrent resist- 
lessly impetuous in its force, and at other times sparkling in the gen- 
erous sunlight and filling the pleasant valleys below with liquid 
music. The varied moods of nature in his mountain home were 
reflected in his afterlife, and gave tone and color to his maturer years. 

Shadow and sunshine chased each other throughout his whole career. 

What deeper grief, for instance, could assail an able and ambitious 
young man just entering life than total blindness, prolonged through 
nearly three dreary years? Yet even through this darkness rays of 
sunlight streamed. He had found in that great Massachusetts jurist, 
Rufus Choate, a friend who had seen the capacities that were in him, 
who had poured out before him his stores of legal knowledge, and 
who stood by him with Samaritan benevolence until, happily, his 
sight was restored and he was enabled again to enter the arena of 
life. There is no question that this period of enforced seclusion and 
reflection exercised a marked influence on Mr. CARPENTER’S future. 

More familiar hands than mine have sketched the subsequent career 
of the rising young lawyer; how, after migrating to Wisconsin, his 
consummate attainments forced him out of the comparative obscurity 
of the little town of Beloit, in which he first settled, into wider fields 
of labor. I refer, in passing, to his enthusiastic adherence to Stephen 
A. Douglas and his theory of ‘‘ squatter sovereignty,” and his sub- 
sequent hearty support of the National Government when it was called 
upon to determine by force of arms whether the majority should be 
coerced by the minority, only as instances of that ios of freedom 
which he had brought with him from his home in the mountains of 
Vermont. 

Elected to the Senate in one of the most momentous periods of the 
natien’s history, it needs no words of mine to recall the services that 
he rendered. They are written in the chronicles of the time. He en- 
tered the Senate grandly equipped for the discharge of his duties. 
Erudite in law, of mature years and quick perception, and with 
marked abilities for debate, he stepped at once to the front and held 
his greund tothe last. It may be that his adroit, self-contident power 
of fence, cultivated by long experience at the bar, sometimes tempted 
him to wield the rapier rather than the saber in defense of a public 
interest. When the maintenance of republican governments estab- 
lished in some of the Southern States, under the acts of Congress 
passed suibsequent to the war, became the subject of burning debate 
in this body, Senator CARPENTER adopted views which brought him 
into sharp antagonism with that other illustrious Western Senator, 
Mr. Morton, of Indiana, who also has been called to take his place in 
the silent halls of death. The memory of that contest will be fresh 
in the minds of many now present. It was a struggle of intellectual 
giants, of consummate skill and dexterity of thrust and fence on the 
one hand, and of mighty force and directness of aim on the other. 
Into the merits of that controversy it is not my purpose to enter, nor 
would it perhaps be decorous for me to doso. They have been referred 
to the arbitrament of Time. Nor do I wish to awaken the echoes of 
the past further than to say that in my belief, founded upon remarks 
which Mr. CARPENTER made to his friends in later years, had his life 
been spared a little longer, some opinions which he then urged upon 
the Senate with all the forceful logic of which he was so great a mas- 
ter would perhaps have been changed, and some conclusions arrived 
at on too hastily assumed premises would have been modified. 

And if any feeling of resentment may have been indulged within 
his party because of his course at times, it was disavowed long be- 
fore his death, and there is no Republican, North or South, to-day 
who would not in proud remembrance of his public service lay his 
hand upon the urn of MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER and say, as said 
Brutus, “‘In this I bury all unkindness.” 

It has been well remarked of him that kis mind worked by impulse. 
An illustration ef this fact the Senate will perhaps pardon me for re- 
calling, even though some of the incidents may seem trivial. When 
one who is held in affectionate remembrance has passed beyond mor- 
tal ken, even slight reminiscences often have value, especially when. 

| indicating distinguishing points of character; and this particular in- 
| stance illustrates not only the peculiarity to which I have referred, 
| but that marvelous power of memory which formed one of Mr. Car- 
| PENTER’S most extraordinary gifts. In the summer of 1873 Mr. Car- 
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PENTER Visited New Orleans on the invitation of prominent citizens, 
chiefly his heretofore political opponents, to deliver an address upon 
the political situation. He then saw Louisiana with his own eyes 
for the first time. The marvelous fertility of its soil, the beauty of its 
semi-tropical products, the absence of the evidences of enterprise and 
thrift and careful husbandry, and the all-engrossing attention be- 
stowed upon political broils arrested his attention, and on the im- 
pulse which these surroundings gave him he made a speech the bril- 
lianey and force of which will not soon be forgotten. He spoke 
extemporaneously for nearly three hours, amidst a scene of great 
excitement, with frequent cheap te eam 

Leading newspapers of New Orleans had arranged to lay before 
their readers a verbatim report of the eloquent Senator’s oration, and 
the audience, which packed the largest theater of the city, as well as 
hundreds of others who had been unable to obtain admission, looked 
eagerly for a report of that address. It never appeared. From a 
partisan stand-point it was not what was either expected or desired. 
The wish of the people generally to read what he had said was com- 
municated to Mr. CARPENTER, and a stenographer was placed at his 
disposal. Withsome reluctance he consented to attempt to reproduce 
his address. Pacing rapidly the floor of his room, pausing every 
now and then to collect his thoughts and recall the surrounding inci- 
dents of the occasion, he dictated the speech, as he remembered it, 
interruptions included, andit was published. Afterward a transcript 
of the short-hand notes of his address as actually delivered in the 
first instance was procured, and on a comparison it was found that the 
two speeches, uttered three days apart, and without the aid of note or 
memorandum, varied scarcely the turn of a sentence or the substitu- 
tion of a word. 

Of the infinence which Senator CARPENTER exerted in this Senate 
I need not speak. I believe that not one of his associates in this 
body failed to appreciate his innate and cultivated powers more than 
did he himself. Although affluent in resources and opportunities for 
their use, he seemed unambitious to achieve great distinction in 
American politics. He surprised fame, but never deliberately pur- 
sued her. The same restive temper which impelled him to abandon 
the discipline of West Point in two years somewhat distinguished 
him in his later years, despite the professional reputation which he 
justly won. Notwithstanding the license of view permitted to his 
profession, aud of which he sometimes availed himself in this Senate, 
all who knew him well knew that his instincts were Republican at 
the root. While he may not rank as a very great statesman, while 
his republicanism was a tranquil faith rather than an impetuous 
passion, he will be remembered as one who devoted his great powers 
to the public weal, and as an advocate whose courage when roused 
and whose brilliance, coherence, and strength of argument before 
Senate, court, and people were tributary to honest ends. 

Choate—the Edmund Burke, perhaps, of our country—predicted 
a brilliant future for his young student, but Mr. CARPENTER found, 
as did his distinguished teacher, greater provocations to effort at the 
bar than in legislative halls. Through the work of this and future 
Senates will run threads of national purpose in connection with 
which wiil be felt the subtle and familiar touch of his unseen hand. 
Had he been permitted to survive the next ten or fifteen years, there 
is little doubt that he would have commanded public attention and 
added to his fame in much greater measure. His views and hopes 
for the future were honorable alike to his country, his head, and his 
heart. On the eve of battle a great soldier has often drawn upon 
the ground with his sword his plan for the morrow ; there are deep 
traces in the memories of some of projects which were dear to his 
heart, but which his arm may never compass now. He was wholly 
unselfish, with every title to the love of his friends, to the respect of 
his political enemies, to the gratitude of many whom he genuinely 
served, and to the pride of his country. The remembrance of the 
breadth of his legal attainments, the brilliancy of his eloquence, 
the exuberance of his wit, his magnetic charm of manner, and the 
generésity of his nature will long survive, and in the Valhalla of 
the heroic dead who have done valiant deeds in the cause of human 
progress I venture to believe that the name of MatrTHEW HALE 
CARPENTER will hold an honored place. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, ‘‘to weep with them that weep” 
is an injunction difficult indeed to disobey when the cause of mourn- 
ing is the death of a man so highly endowed and accomplished as our 
late associate, MATTHEW H. CARPENTER, of Wisconsin. 

It would be useless iteration for me to attempt portrayal of his 
career and character after the full and interesting Tisors of both, 
just receunted to the Senate. But, responding to the request of those 
who held close relations to our deceased friend and brother Senator, I 
adid my expression ofsincere sorrow for his loss, and pay this humble 
tribute to his memory. 

Mr. CARPENTER first became a member of the Senate on the same 
day I did; our personal acquaintance was then formed, and kindly 
relations were soon established between us which although never 
of close intimacy continued unbroken until his death. 

This period since March, 1869, has been fruitful of issues and events 
of the gravest public interest and significance, and their discussion 
in this Chamber has oftentimes been accompanied with natural and 


deep feeling, which found its expression in prolonged, earnest, and 
excited debate. Y 
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knowledge of Mr. CARPENTER has been gathered. He entered the 
Senate with high repute as an advocate and jurist, and was well 
equipped and trained for the duties of his post, so that at once and 
naturally he took rank as an acknowledged leader in the councils of 
the party in majority, and the deliberations of the body. 

With but little prior parliamentary experience, his remarkable ver- 
satility and facility of acquisition exhibited itself in his rapid and 
easy mastery of the rules of the Senate and the duties of its Presidency, 
to fill which he was repeatedly chosen by his associates. 

His familiarity with, and ability in discussing, points of constitu- 
tional and statutory law, together with his unrivaled intimacy with. 
judicial decisions, caused his arguments and opinions to be received 
at all times with exceptional and attentive interest. 

The easy flow, the careless grace and persuasiveness of his metheds 
and manner of reasoniny, his felicity of diction and pleasant elocu- 
tion, all combined to win assent, and render disagreement from his 
propositions a difficult task. 

As an orator, he possessed gifts of a high order, for he was always 
natural, simple, and affecting, free from mannerism and vociferation, 
never posing for effect, nor bedecking his speeches with the artificial 
flowers and tawdry accessories of theatrical preparation. 

In addition to a wide range of sound legal learning he had embel- 
lished his mind with a good acquaintance with belles-lettres, so that 
his speeches were never disfigured by the undraped angularity and 
poverty of ornament with which mere law learning so often marks 
its professors. 

He was never pxosy or tedious, but almost uniformly brilliant, for- 
cible, and instructive. It was delightful to witness the play of his 
fine faculties and note the ease with which his mind did its work. 

Although a close and laborious student, yet in the Senate or the 
forum, ‘‘ the smell of the lamp” was seldom to be detected in his 
speeches, and while the effects of preparation were felt the appear- 
ance of effort was concealed by the smooth working of his intel- 
lectual machinery. 

He was a man of generous and impulsive nature, with a_ fertile 
mind well stocked with ideas, and lavish in their outlay. Warm- 
hearted, open-handed, large-minded, with a certain characteristic 
profusion in his intellectual expenditures, as if conscious of an over- 
flowing reserve that mocked the calculations of ordinary economy. 
His powers were wonderfully at his command, and in facility of 
thonght, and even still more in the expression of his thought, I never 
met his superior. 

His charities were liberal and bestowed without ostentation. Gen- 
tle-hearted and affectionate, a kindly humor played around his utter- 
ances and healed the wounds so often and heedlessly inflicted in the- 
heated and heady currents of debate. 

In this Senate Chamber, the scene of some of his many triumphs; 
in the presence of those who were his witnesses, may justly be applied 
the tribute of Moore to Sheridan: 

Whose fancy, as bright as the fire-fly’s light, 

Played ‘round every object, and shone while it played ; 
Whose wit, in the combat, as gentle as bright, 

Ne’er carried a heart-stain away on its blade. 

His capacity for labor was great, and it was freely exerted; for 
even while taking an active and important part in the business of 
legislation he conducted simultaneously a leading practice in the 
higher judicial courts, and to this unsparing and unremitting toil the 
early termination of his career may largely be attributed. 

The strong and peculiar sympathies and intimacies which are the 
outgrowth of coincident opinion and action in party polities, never 
existed between Mr, CARPENTER and myself; but our differences on 
such subjects never caused disturbance in our kindly personal rela- 
tions. I found him ever a frank, generous, and courteous opponent, 
whose good temper and genial manners rendered the transaction of 
public business easy and agreeable. He justly valued and practiced 
the amenities of daily life, and was in its full sense a lovable and 
companionable man. 

One of England’s chief worthies, her first lay chancellor, Sir 
Thomas More, conspicuously possessed the trait of gentle and merry 
humor throughout an honored life, and history tells us he exhibited it 
even on the scaffold, to which a merciless tyrant and his own integ- 
rity of soul conducted him. The same trait was conspicuous in our 
deceased friend, whose irrepressible wit and indomitable humor 
flashed out even when he lay racked with extreme suffering, andi 
under the shadow of death itself. 

Mr. President, few assemblies attest so forcibly the shortness of 
human life and the instability of political position as this Senate. 
Less than thirteen years ago I came here, and of those who were then 
my party allies and associates not one remains a member of the body 
to-day; and of those who were then my associates on the opposite 
side of the Chamber there remain to-day but four. This reflection is 
full of sadness, and may not the admonition accompany it that the 
short period of our co-operation here in the service of our country 
should not be disfigured by unnecessary party heat or personal dis- 
sension, or rendered vss pleasant by a lack of mutual and h kindly con- 
sideration. And of all of those who have thus come and gone from 
this theater of our labors and companionship, not one has there been 
more genial, brilliant, and talented than the distinguished advocate; 
orator, and statesman whose death we so lament, and upon whose 
life and services the eulogies of to-day are justly pronounced. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in one of the most secluded and 
beautiful. of the mountain valleys of Vermont MATTHEW HALE CaR- 
PENTER wasborn in the year1824. Mad River (so called from the tur- 
bulence ofits course) swept the valley with its crystal waters, abound- 
ingin trout, and called with its ceaseless voices to the great mountain 
peaks and ridges that immediately surrounded the farm house of his 
parents, breaking from their “ haunt of ancient peace,” alike the shock 
of the winter tempests and the fierceness of the summer heats. 

Such washis childhood’shome. How often did he, doubtless, when 
in the height of his fame and in the midst of the cares, and contests, 
and victories of the world, wistfully look back over the receding 
years, from the State of his adoption or from the chief seat of the 
yovernment of a nation in which he had a prominent part, to that 

air valley, and yearn for the peace and rest it gave of yore, and still 
compelled by fate to say: 
Not again 
O, friends, may I behold bright Moretown’s vale 
And taste the sweetness of her mountain gale, 
I know no home in this dear land and fair 
That was my father’s, and, its limits past 
My backward yearning looks must be my last 
That ever linger on it ; not when laid 
In the still sleep can my returning shade 
Behold it ghostly,—I shall have my grave 
In the far western land. 


Mr. CARPENTER’s birth-place and the home of his youthful days 
was only a dozen miles from the town of my own nativity, the hills 
of which I can still see from my present home, and we first met when 
we were both very young and studying law, at a small school-house 
situated in the very heart of the mountains, to contend through a 
whole-day and night for the rights of our respective clients ina very 
small affair, before a farmer justice of the peace and a jury of six. 

In his earlier as in his later days his characteristics were an ex- 
treme gentleness of disposition, kindness of heart, and affability of 
manner, combined with a resistless and restless energy of intellect 
that rarely saw any obstacle too formidable to be assailed. 

He possessed a breadth of intellectual grasp and an acuteness of 
discrimination that I have rarely seen equaled, and his power of 
research and analysis was superb. His capacity for lucid statement 
and logical deduction was perfect ; and to all these he added a wealth 
of ree particularly in the law, a richness of voice, a fluency of 
speech and an eloquence that made him, I think, one of the most re- 
markable men of any time. In the respects mentioned in the passage 
I shall quote his character was an almost perfect parallel with that 
of Hortensius, perhaps the very finest of Roman lawyers, as it is 
described by Cicero. After mentioning Cotta’s manner of speaking, 
Cicero says: 

The language of Hortensius was splendid, warm, and animated and far more 
lively and pathetic both in his style and action. He had such an excellent mem- 
ory, that what he composed in private he was able to repeat without notes in the 
very same words he made use of at first. He employed this natural advantage 
with so much readiness, that he not only recalled whatever he had written or pre- 
meditated himself, but remembered everything that had been said by his oppo- 
nents, without any notes. He wasinflamed with such a passionate fondness for the 

rofession, that 1 never saw any one who took more pains to improve himself; for 
he would not suffer a day to elapse without either speaking in the forum or com- 
posing something at home, and very often he did both on the same day. He had, 
Sesion. a turn of expression which was far from: being lax and unelevated, and 
, too, other accomplishments in which no one could equal him; an un- 
common clearness and accuracy in stating the points he was tospeak to; and aneat 
and easy manner ef collecting the substance of what had been said by his antago- 
nist and by himself. He had, likewise, an elegant choice of words, an agreeable 
flow in his periods, a copious elocution, with a sweet and sonorous voice, which he 
was partly indebted for to a fine natural capacity, and partly acquired by the most 
laborious rhetorical exercises. In short, he had a most retentive view of his sub- 
ject, and always divided and parceled it out with the greatest exactness ; and he 
yery seldom overlooked anything which the case could suggest that was proper 
either to support his own allegations, or to refute those of his opponents. 


Thus over a period of twenty centuries,—thanks to the art of print- 
ing, and the historic continuity of civilization,—we may not only com- 
pare systems of jurisprudence and the progress of nations as a whole, 
but note the individual actors in far distant scenes, and know that 
the race of man does not degenerate. So well known were these 
great and rare qualities of Mr. CARPENTER that at atime of great 
public embarrassment and difficulty, and before he had demonstrated 
in the Senate his eminence in affairs as well as in the law, he was 
called from Wisconsin to Washington in 1867 by Mr. Stanton, then 
Secretary of War, to aid by his counsel in consultation, as well as by 
argument in the Supreme Court, in upholding the provisions Con- 
gress had theught it necessary to make concerning the rehabilita- 
tion of the States then lately in rebellion. From that time to his 
death ‘he was, I think it probable, concerned in more of the very im- 
portant litigation in the courts than any other one man. In the 
Senate, also, he bore a leading and justly conspicuous part in meas- 
ures of national policy, and his tireless mind always brought forth 
to us from its abundant storehouse, treasures of learning and reason, 
and his clear, strong, sweet voice and the beauty of his diction 
always wrapt us in silence and attention. But I must suspend. 

In an acquaintance of more than thirty years and an intimacy of 
nearly fifteen we never had an unfriendly feeling or dispute, and I 
never received from him a word hurtful orunkind. His few human 
faults I forget, as I would wish my own to be forgotten. Peace to 
his t soul. I mourn him as a brother,—and he was my brother, 
ter he was the son of our common mother, Vermont, who cheerfully 
gave him, as she has so many of her children, to build up States like 
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the upper waters ef the Mississippi—republics whose rule is peace 
and justice, and whose free prosperity has become a beacon for the 
world. 












Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, the history of the life and 
of the eminent career of our departed colleague and friend has been 
well told by those whose particular province it was to discharge that 
duty. I come sadly to drop a tear upon his grave, and to mingle 
my personal sorrow with the general grief at his taking off. 

He was great; he was gifted; he was generous. In the qualities 
that adorn human nature, none excelled him. There was no lurking 
place in his make-up for envy, for malice, or for hatred. It did not 
need the exercise of charity for him to forgive injustice or to forget 
ingratitude, because his big heart overflowed with kindness. He 
could not treasure up wrong, even when calumny assailed him. 

Always quick with sympathy and with succor, his hand was open 
to soothe distress, to aid the feeble, and to answer every call of friend- 
ship. Who ever appealed to him in vain for relief or for comfort ? 
If he had a weakness, it was on the beautiful side of frail humanity. 
The mere name, or the very semblance of affliction, touched him as 
deeply as actual suffering. 

Mr. CARPENTER was neither a statesman nor a politician. He was 

re-eminently a lawyer, who may be said at a single bound to have 
eaped into the front rank of the profession which he loved and 
which he honored. It was my privilege, in another sphere, to have 
known long before his national fame was achieved how well he de- 
served distinction, and how certain it was to come with the first 
opportunity, 

Endowed with fine genius, he did not trust to natural parts for 
success. As a laborious and faithful student, he mastered the 
science of the law; he stored his mind with large learning; he en- 
riched it with culture, and he trained it with severe discipline. The 
cause of the humblest client found his counsel as true and as earnest 
as that which gave him a world-wide renown. 

He brought into the Senate the habits of thought and the pro- 
cesses of reasoning which had become a second nature in his profes- 
sional life. All his speeches were arguments. Noshackles of party 
could fetter an intellect which was self-asserting in its independ- 
ence, and which always rejoiced in a free atmosphere. 

The pleasing presence, the graceful manners, the hearty welcome, 
the confiding friendship, and the warm nature of our late brother are 
now gathered like beautiful flowers around his coffin. We who are 
left to mourn over his loss will long cherish their perfume in our 
memories. In the very prime of life, with a grand future opening 
out before him, he was snatched away. 

We all know of his shining characteristics; but only few know of 
the moral heroism which bore him through the long struggle that 
ended in death. For more than a year before the dread summons he 
may be said to have counted every pulsation of his fleeting lite. He 
studied the scientific tests that revealed the inevitable doom with 
the calmness of a philosopher in search of knowledge, as day by day 
the passage shortened and the gloomy goal loomed up a stern reality. 
What courage in the field of battle compares with this heroism of the 
closet? Who that saw him here in the last Senatorial scenes, stricken, 
it is true, in look, and his elasticity shattered, but joyous in greeting, 
fervid in utterance, and his mind flashing with brightness, could have 
supposed that he carried with him the secret sentence of an early 
grave? No outward sign told of that impending calamity. 

To us who are more aged than the lamented Senator was this lesson 
speaks with the strongest admonition. But to all, young as well as 
old, it is notice to prepare for that future which the sublime mercy 
of God has reserved for well-spent lives. 

I move the adoption of the pending resolutions. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions presented by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CaM- 
ERON. ] 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously ;’ and (at one o’clock 
and forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 25, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. PowER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


RETIREMENT OF JUSTICE HUNT. 


Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent that we now take from the 
Speaker’s table the Senate bill relative to the retirement of Mr. Jus- 
tice Hunt of the Supreme Court, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] who objected yesterday will not object to-day. 

Mr. ATKINS. I notice that the gentleman from Indiana is not in 
his seat. Has the gentleman from Maine any assurance that he with- 
draws his objection ? 
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herself along the borders of the great lakes and in all the valleys of 
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Mr. REED. I have his assurance that I might bring the bill up 
this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous con- 
sent to bring up for present consideration the bill mentioned by him. 
Js there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. No. 873) to permit Ward Hunt, an associate justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, to retire. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the provisions of section 714 of the Revised 
Statutes be, and they are hereby, extended and made applicable to Ward Hunt, an 
associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, in consequence of his 
physical disability, notwithstanding he has not served the full term of ten years 
as required by the aforesaid section: Provided, That the said Ward Hunt shall re- 
sign the said office of associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States 
within thirty days after the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be consid- 
ered as read a second time. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the facts of this case are so 
well known to the House that I need do nothing more than refer to 
them. Mr. Justice Hunt has been stricken with fatal disease, so 
that he is unable to perform the duties of his office. He does not 
come within the provisions of the statute which requires not only that 
the judge shall have reached the age of seventy years, but that he 
shall have given ten years of active service before he can retire upon 
a pension, He continues a judge of the Supreme Court. The object 
of this bill is to give him upon his resignation the same pension that 
he would receive had he served ten years, thus enabling the Pres- 
ident to appoint another justice to perform the duties of judge of 
the Supreme Court—an appointment which the business of the court 
sadly needs. 

Gentlemen may vote for this bill for various reasons, and some 
may possibly be desirous of explaining the reasons for their votes. 
{f so, I am williug to give any opportunity for discussion that may 
be desired, If no one wishesto discuss the question I will move the 
previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will my friend yield to me for a 
few minutes? 

Mr. REED. I suggest that perhaps if I give to the various mem- 
bers who desire to express their opinions portions of the hour allot- 
ted to me, reserving only five minutes to myself, it may answer all 
purposes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I donot wish to occupy more than 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HOUSE. May I ask the gentleman from Maine a question ? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. How long has Judge Hunt been disabled ? 

Mr. REED. Something like three years, as I am informed by the 
gentleman from Michigan who sits beside me. 

Mr. HOUSE. How many years of service has he given? 

Mr. REED. That I cannot state. 

Mr. MANNING. About six years, I understand. 

Mr. HOUSE. Then he has performed in all only about six years 
of active service, and he is not yet seventy years of age; so that he 
does not answer either of the requirements of law which would entitle 
him to retire on a pension. He is neither seventy years of age, nor 
has he served ten years. 

Mr. REED. He is seventy years of age, but he has not served ten 
years. I will now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Town- 
SHEND. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
before he takes his seat? Is this the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. REED. The Committee on the Judiciary have unanimously 
authorized me to bring up the question for consideration. I think 
that the members of the committee are, with one or two exceptions, 
in favor of the passage of the bill. One of the gentlemen who did 
not authorize me to say that he was in favor of its passage I now 
desire to yield to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is there any precedent for this? 

Mr. REED. No exact precedent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is the gentleman in favor of making a 
civil list ? 

Mr. REED, I will explain my views in due time; but at present 
I wish to yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. For ten minutes? 

Mr. REED. I will yield to the gentleman for ten minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Arr. Speaker, I am a to this 
bill, in the first place, because in my judgment it establishes a bad 
precedent. Gentlemen may say that the peculiar circumstances sur- 
rounding this case are such that it cannot operate as a precedent in 
the future ; but, Mr. Speaker, I am confident that this bill if passed will 
be used as a pretext hereafter to retire from the Federal benches on 
full salaries judges who have either become disabled from performing 
judicial duties, or who in entirely dissimilar cases, and perhaps in 
some instances to shield themselves from labor, seek to avoid the 
discharge of public duties. I am opposed to the bill for another 
reason. I regard it as a reflection upon that high tribunal, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, to presume that a member of 
that body who has found himself permanently disabled from the 
discharge of his public duties would demand a pecuniary considera- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


613 


tion as an inducement to the discharge of his solemn duty to the 
public—to resign and allow some person to be appointed who is 
capable of discharging the duties of the bench. If he is unable to 
work he should neither ask pay nor obstruct public business by oceu- 
pying an important public position he cannot fill. 

It is plain, as has been stated by the gentleman from Maine, that 
Judge Hunt is permanently disabled from the discharge of his duties. 
It is well known the overcrowded condition of the Federal court 
demands that there should be some one to take his place who is able 
to discharge the duties of that high office. 

But how does the case present itself? Judge Hunt, according to the 
logic of the bill now pending, is deaf to the demands of public duty and 
necessity, is callous to criticism, greatly to the detriment of public 
business continues to hold his position, refuses to resign, and is 
offered by way of inducement a pecuniary consideration of $10,000 
a year during the remainder of his life. It is true, sir, that Judge 
Hunt has not signified his willingness to accept this offer. But sup- 
pose he does? I do not like to use harsh words in reference to any 
one in his afflicted condition, but the mildest words I can employ is 
that an acceptance on his part of such a consideration is that ts has 
more avarice than patriotism. I, for one, am not willing such an 
imputation as impled in this bill shail be cast upon the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Iam not willing that any one of its 
members shall be placed in such an unpatriotic, indelicate, and de- 
yrading position. Therefore [shall vote against the bill which offers 

1im a temptation to do what we cannot commend. 

One word further. The causes which have occasioned the over- 
crowded condition of the Federal courts have been the outgrowth of 
the unwise legislation since 1866, enlarging the jurisdiction of these 
courts. Various schemes are being devised for the purpose of reliev- 
ing them, but all the plans proposed that I have examined, except 
the bills introduced by myself, look to the increase of the ma- 
chinery of the Federal courts by additions to its membership or other 
officers as well as an increase of public expenditure for their support. 
Now, my judgment is that this is not the. way to reform and relieve, 
these courts. The proper way is to restore the jurisdiction of these 
courts to their legitimate constitutional limits, to the limits assigned 
to them from the foundation of the Government down to 1866; cur- 
tail their present jurisdiction; cut off the unnecessary business im- 
a upon them, and which can be done as well by the State courts. 

f this is done their present machinery will be amply sufficient to 
discharge all their legitimate duties, and the convenienee of the 
peapie and the economy of the Government and litigants will be pro- 
moted. 

I have merely risen this morning for the purpose of entering my 
protest against the passage of this bill for the reasons I have already 
assigned, and for others, with which, however, I will not now detain 
the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. I donot understand the logic of the gentleman from 
Illinois. He says it is the duty of this supreme judge who is an in- 
cumbrance, an incubus, to the administration of palite justice, vol- 
untarily to retire from his position, to get out of the way and let 
somebody else be appointed in his place, but as he has not the patriot- 
ism and decency, or whatever you may choose to call it, to do his 
duty, therefore the Congress of the United States shall offer him a 
pecuniary compensation to induce him to take proper action in that 


regard. 

Sir, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If my friend will allow me to cor- 
rect him, he has entirely misunderstood me. I am capenet to the 
bill for the very reason the gentleman has assigned. I am opposed 
to offering any pecuniary consideration to induce any judge to do 
what in my judgment he should do. 

Mr. HOUSE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I understood him 
to say he would support the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand that Judge Hunt has been for 
about three years incapable of attending to the duty of his high 
office, and that for all that time he has drawn a salary of $10,000 
per annum. That is, he has drawn out of the Treasury $30,000 for 
which he has not rendered any equivalent. He has not served the 
time required by law in order to allow him this pension on retire- 
ment; but it isnow proposed, although he refuses to resign, although 
he occupies a position and draws a salary for which he ean render 
no service, we shall give him this pension and retire him. For one, 
sir, I am unwilling to set such a precedent; I shall never vote for 
such a bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I presume, sir, if this matter were 
recommitted to the Commitee on the Judiciary it would be able to 
draft a bill that would answer the same purpose by restoring Judge 
Swayne to the bench. I am opposed to this pension list; I am op- 

sed to establishing it by setting just such precedents. Although 

do not wish to say a single hard word on the subject, yet I think 
we ought to pause before we establish the poe set by this bill. 
Indeed we ought to stand here until we take down whatever prece- 
dents have heretofore been established of a like character. We 
ought to set our faces against any such thing in the future. 

Tonly rose, however, to make the suggestion that if this subject 
be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary it can in its 
wisdom recommend a plan by which Judge Swayne, who is still 
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able, still in the full vigor of his glorious intellect, could be restored | Mr. REED. I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 


to the court, to take the position which would be assigned to the 
new judge. That would be better than establishing any precedent 
like that proposed in this bill. 

Mr. REED. I yield now to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only want to say a word or two in addition to 
what has been said by the gentlemen who have justspoken. I wish, 
Mr. Speaker, to take this occcasion to enter my protest against this 
whole system of pensioning persons who have held office or been 
employed in the public service. I have never been able to under- 
stand why it is that because a man has been fortunate enough to hold 
an office, and receive a high salary from the Government, that that 
should give him a title to receive pay for the balance of his life. I 
am well aware of the faci that the policy of the British Government 
has been to pension its employés when they retire from the public 
service; but that is not in accordance with the spirit of our institu- 
tions. The object and design sought to be accomplished by that 
system in the British Government is to build up a titled class, a priv- 
ileged class, and an aristocracy of rank. That is not in accordance 
with the American system of government. Oursystem, Mr. Speaker, 
is exactly the reverse. It seems to me that when persons accept 
office with salaries and duties, and when they are through with those 
duties, the salary should cease, and they should be allowed to retire 
to private life upon their own resources. Let them enter into the 
battle of life upon the same footing with other men who have not 
been so fortunate as they. What more claim can a man have fora 
pension from the public who has been long in the receipt of a high 
salary than another who has been struggling with adversity and 
poverty in private life in his efforts to support his family ? 

If there is a ground of discrimination at all, it would seem to me 
in ail justice and fairness to be in favor of the man who has had no 
such good fortune, who has held no Government position with a large 
salary; but that the man whose adversities and struggles have been 
in the walks of private life should be the recipient of such favors. 
‘The whole system, I protest, to-day, is in the interest of building up 

‘a privileged class, and ultimately an aristocracy, inconsistent with 
the theory and practice of our Government. 

For my part, sir, I enter my protest against it, and shall vote 
against this bill, or any such proposition which seeks to place men 

vermanently upon the Treasury rolls simply for the reason that they 
ave been in the receipt of salaries from the Government. 

Mr. REED. Inow yield to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Ham- 
MOND. 

Mr. itammonn, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, as I gave my consent 
to the report of this bill favorably, and as I intend to vote for it, I 
‘desire to give a reason or two for my action. 

This is not a question of establishing any privileged class. It is 
not a question for the establishing of a bad precedent, for it will be 
very rare that such a thing can occur again. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether this judge is a man of nice 
and tender sensibilities, or whether, as some of the speeches that 
have been uttered in regard to this matter would induce us to believe, 
he is a man upon whom the suspicion might fairly rest that he is of 
alow character and of designing purpose. I look at the matter as 
one of practical importance merely. He holds his office during his 
natural life. He cannot be dispossessed of it. You cannot get rid 
of him without impeachment. He cannot be impeached unless he 
commits a high crime or misdemeanor. 

Gentlemen tell us that he has been drawing a salary for the last 

three years and has rendered no consideration therefor. Is that an 
argument why we should allow him to draw one for some years more 
when he is unable to render any equivalent therefor. I do not un- 
derstand such logic. Is that an argument why we should have the 
whole American people thwarted and crippled in their search for 
_justice and excluded from the highest tribunal in the land? The 
business of that court is crowded, as we allknow. And, Mr. Speaker, 
I place it upon the low ground of a trade, if you please. If I enter 
into such an arrangement with a man as will give him an undue 
advantage of me, and I cannot get rid of him without buying him 
out, I would buy him out if my interest required it. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, whether as a matter of public policy we ought to strip this 
court of that incubus, and make it active and useful, or allow this 
judge to remain there and draw his salary for four years longer and 
then retire on his pension, is the question with which we are con- 
fronted. (I know not how long before he can retire on pension, but 
some near me suggested four years.) He can stay, and then at the 
end of four years retire on his pension, and nobody can prevent it. 
I am not defending the system. We have the system on us, and 
must meet the situation as it is. 

I am not replying to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois, 


(Mr. TOWNSHEND, | that the jurisdiction of the United States courts | 


is too large. I grantit. But that is something we cannot now cure. 


We have to deal with things as we find them; and finding this court | 


in this situation, what else can we do? 
Suppose, Mr. Speaker, a majority of the court were in his situation ? 


Suppose we could have no causes decided for the reason that a ma- | 


jority of the men holding office there for life were disabled and would 
not resign unless we gave them a pension, would you absolutely shut 
the doors of the court? Would you absolutely deny justice by law 
to your citizens? I would not. 








SINGLETON. ] 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, itmay be obtuseness 
of intellect on my part, but I must confess that { have not been able 
to discover from what has fallen from gentlemen, nor has a single 
reason suggested itself to my mind, why we should pension Judge 
Hunt for the balance of his life. 

When he accepted the position of judge of the United States Su- 
preme Court he accepted it under known conditions, one of which 
was that, having served as judge ten years on the bench, and being 
seventy years of age, he had the privilege to retire with a pension for 
life. Now, by some misfortune he has been stricken down by dis- 
ease, having served seven or eight years, and is unable to perform 
the duties of the office. 

But it does not follow that because he has met with this casualty, 
or this trouble has come upon him, the Government should pension 
him upon the people of the country for services which he does not 
expect to perform. This pension money comes out of the Treasury 
of the United States, and comes originally from the pockets of the 
people of the country. There are hundreds of thousands of people 
in our several districts who to-day are stricken down in the same 
way as Judge Hunt, and just as worthy, who are required to pay 
their taxes, ne matter what their inability may be, for the purpose 
of making up this salary of this pensioned judge. I cannot believe, 
I will not bring myself to believe, that a man who is fit to enjoy a posi- 
tion on the Supreme Bench of the United States will allow himself 
or that his friends will allow him longer to hold on to that position 
when he is rendering no consideration for the money which he re- 
ceives. 

We are pensioning, sir, all the soldiers of the country on the Gov- 
ernment. Year after year we are giving out millions of dollars for 
that purpose. But now there seems to be a disposition on the part of 
some gentlemen to bring in every defunct official, every man who has 
held a public office and has become impecunious, sick, or who has been 
wounded or injured in any way while in any office, and pension him 
on the Government. This precedent will prove most pernicious, in- 
deed, and will come to embarrass us in the future. I can see, sir, no 
good reason why this should be done, and I feel myself constrained 
to oppose this bill. 

Mr. REED. I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
McMILLIN. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, we have a strange question before 
us to-day. Some years ago Justice Hunt was appointed to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Till about three years ago he 
served, for aught I know, faithfully. Then he became permanently 
disabled and has not for about that time taken any part in the delib- 
erations of that justly renowned tribunal. This bill proposes to 
retire him at once, although the ten years required by statute for 
service before retiring has not expired. We are also told by the ad- 
vocates of the bill that if not retired he will hold on and wear out 
the remainder of the time till he can be retired. Such a spectacle 
was never presented before, and I hope will never be again. 

This whole system of pensioning civil officers is wrong. Thomas 
Jefferson never advocated it. Jackson did not; nor did any of the 
founders of our institutions. But, like many other barnacles, it has 
fastened itself on our institutions, and probably all we can do is to 
prevent its extension. 

It is not alleged that Justice Hunt is poverty-stricken. IfI might 
place implicit reliance in the only newspaper and other reports I 
have had, I should conclude quite the contrary. That he has drawn 
more than $25,000 since he ceased labor is not controverted. 

I agree fully with what has been said by my colleague from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HOUSE] and my friend from Mississippi [ Mr. SINGLETON] 
who have just addressed the House. The gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. HAMMOND] has said that he is not here as an advocate of the 
system by which the judicial officers of the Government are pen- 
sioned, and says, “I place it on the low ground of a trade, if you 
please.” A trade for what? To get one off of the bench who stands 
in the way of working off an over-crowded docket. I realize that 
the temptation to get rid of an obstruction to justice is strong when 
the Supreme Court is crowded as itis now. But I will never barter 
any man off under these circumstances. If a judge were found grov- 
eling enough to hold to an office simply to get the salary for months 
and years after his power to earn it was gone and before he could by 
law be retired, or to force Congress to retire him on a large salary, 


| instead of surrendering to such a one I would let him stand for the 


slow finger of scorn to point at. ‘‘I would try the last feeble exer- 
tion of my ability to perpetuate the perishable infamy of his name 
and render it immortal.” 

I regret that the circumstances have arisen that make it necessary 
for the Representatives of the people to speak in plain, unvarnished 
terms of any man who has ever been honored by a position on the 
highest judicial bench of any country. But when the time does 
come, it behoovesevery Representative ‘‘to think and sternly speak 
the truth.” 

Now, if the facts charged here, and not denied, are true, what a 
sickening spectacle we have A man who has been honored by the 
President by appointment, a man whom the Senate has honored by 


| confirmation, getting into office and knowing that he is wholly dis- 


qualified to discharge its duties, holding on year after year for the 
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urpose of getting the lucre that lies at the bottom. What more? 
Knowin that he is thus disqualified, knowing his inability to dis- 
chargé duties, and that he is an obstruction to the administration of 
justice on account of that inability, he holds on and says to this 
‘Heuse by his action, ‘‘I will not get out of the way unless you pen- 
sion me.” Are we going todo it? For one, I will never, never con- 
sent to be throttled in my action in any such way. 

We have in this country railroad tramps going from station to sta- 
tion, and from city to city ; we have the political tramp, deprived of 
office or foiled in getting office, ae over the country and taking 
his pistol as Guiteau did. Is it possible that we, representing con- 
stituents poorer in the aggregate than this judge is, are going to put 
a premium on judicial trampery and dead-beatism? For one, I will 
never do it. 

Mr. REED. I yield now to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
SPEER. 

Mr. SPEER. It occurs to me that the very severe reflections 
which my friend from Tennessee has just delivered upon this bill, 
and indirectly upon this eminent judicial officer, are just as appli- 
cable to every other, Supreme Court judge who by operation of the 
law is retired at that period when the law presumes he is so infirm 
that he cannot discharge the severe and responsible duties of his 
office. Are all of these illustrious and distinguished judges who, 
when they have served ten years, and when they have attained the 
age of seventy years, are —— to retire obnoxious to the charge 
of judicial dead-beatism? Yet that is directly inferable from the 
language of my friend from Tennessee. 

r. MCMILLIN. Will my friend from Georgia permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. SPEER. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do you justify this judicial officer’s action? Do 
you ?—yes or no. 

Mr. SPEER. - I know nothing of the reasons which induced—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do you justify his action as you understand his 
reason ? 

Mr. SPEER. I will answer the gentleman, if he will permit me, in 
my own way. Ido not know what reason of infirmity prevented 
that judge from discharging his duties. It may be an intirmity of 
mind—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPEER. I will not yield to the gentleman till I have answered 
his question. I say it may be an infirmity of mind which prevents 
him from taking that high stand-point from which it seems my friend 
from Tennessee would speak if he enjoyed a life. office; and if in his 
old age ‘it was proposed by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States to retire him with a pension, then he doubtless 
would take a different view, I infer from his statement, from that 
taken by this judge. 

But what I say is this: here is an old man within a year of that 
period when, by the generosity and largess of this Government to 
its old judicial servants, he would be provided for in the evening of 
his life; and I say it is not unnatural, nor is it debasing, nor is it a 
reflection on him that he continues in his office. How does the gen- 
tleman know but that he has perhaps the hope which is common to 
all mankind that he will be restored to health? How does the gen- 
tleman know that that judge is determined permanently not toserve 
in the position which he now occupies ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill says so. 

Mr. SPEER. Some men are for a time infirm and recover their 
health and strength. The gentleman says the bill says so. But is 
there anything the judge has stated on that subject ? 

Ihave not heard that this bill is introduced at the instance of 
Judge Hunt at all. I do not always agree with my coHeague from 
Georgia, [Mr. HAMMOND, ] but I certainly do agree with the liberal 
and handsome sentiments which he has so clearly and distinctly 
expressed here this morning. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.McMILLIN. [believe youdid not answer my question whether 
you justified the judge in this action. 

Mr. SPEER. I have answered it in my own way. 

Mr. REED. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. REED. How much time does the gentleman want ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not much. 

Mr. REED. Five minutes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would prefer ten minutes. I may not use all 
that time. 

Mr. REED. IfI yield that time to the gentleman I will deprive 
others of the time I have promised them. I will yield the gentleman 
tive minutes. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I objected to the consideration of this bill yester- 
day for the reason that I was not willing to see a measure of this 
questionable character pass the House without at least a protest. I 
did say to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] that I thought there 

would perhaps be no objection to the consideration of the bill to-day. 
So if the gentleman has made that statement he was perfectly author- 
ized todoso. I was absent for the moment, but if I had beén present 
I could not have objected to the consideration of the bill. 

I earnestly object to the passage of this bill. I not only object to 
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this bill, but I object to the measure of legislation which renders such 
a billasthis possible. At the time Congress passed the act permittin 
judges of the Federal courts, after attaining the age of seventy, an 
after a service of ten years on the bench, to retire from the bench and 
receive their full compensation as judge during the remainder of their 
lives, I believed we were ingrafting upon our system of laws a prin- 
ciple of unjustifiable favoritism which should not be tolerated in a 
republican government. 

In fact our Federal judicial system is an anomaly in our Govern- 
ment. A judge holding his office for life is, I think, a very objec- 
tionable measure of policy under a government like ours. But to 
go further and designate by law a few eminent citizens by a system 
of class legislation who shall enjoy, beyond the official honors con- 
ferred upon them and beyond the legitimate emoluments of office, 
rights far beyond those enjoyed by the body of their fellow-citizens 
is anti-republican, and is a feature of our legislation which I protest 
against as not in harmony with our system of government. 

This measure is a remarkable one. A gentleman holding an office 
and performing its duties for a period of some six years, finds him- 
self then through’ a period of three years physically incompetent to 
continue the discharge of those duties, yet refuses to resign, and 
holds on to the office until Congress shall provide him a pension of 
$10,000 a year for the residue of his life, and all this in consideration 
of six years’ of public service, during which he had received the 
magnificent salary of $10,000 per year. He is willing to retire, but 
only on the condition that he shall receive his entire salary of $10,000 
a year for the remainder of his life. 

The salary of a supreme judge is one of the largest paid by our 
Government, the largest except that paid to the President of the 
United States, and the gentlemen holding that high office have been 
presumed, in the public belief, to be above all motives of public 
conduct except those inspired by the highest sense of honor, and 
have been presumed to be selected from the great body of eminent 
lawyers of the country for their integrity, ability, and attainment, 
and appreciation of public duty and honor. 

In public estimation, this great tribunal embodies the highest 
national sentiment of impartiality, unselfishness, and honor, and 
yet a judge of that high court finds himself incompetent to perform 
his oficial duties, holds on to his office, receives for successive years 
the unearned annual salary of $10,000, apparently waiting for Con- 
gress to present the inducement to him of receiving this large salary 
for the rest of his natural life, that he may retire from the office a 
pensioner at the rate of $10,000 per year. I, for one, protest against 
it. I see in this an outgrowth of your lavish system of official com- 
pensation in which the sentiment of honor in public affairs dies out, 
and the sentiment of pecuniary gain takes its place. 

I protest against this legislative tendency, of which this judiciary 
compensation system is but the beginning, of establishing a civil 
pension list. If I remember correctly, in the debates of the conven- 
tion which framed the Federal Constitution, composed of the founders 
of the Republic, it was proposed that the Constitution of the United 
States should contain a provision against a civil pension list; but it 
was objected that such a provision was unnecessary, for when in a 
republic a civil pension list was possible the vital force of republi- 
can government would have perished ; that when the American peo- 
ple had reached the point in their history when they were prepared 
to pension civil officers and favorites of Government on the industry 
of the people, the spirit of free institutions was no more. We pen- 
sion the soldier and seaman who are broken down in the perilous 
employment of war. You provide for his widow and orphan children. 
Here there is no invidious discrimination ; but a civil pension list be- 
longs to a governmentof privileged classes; and we have entered on 
a civil pension list. The second century of the Republic finds the 
system inaugurated, and now bills are pending for its enlargement. 
Who shall foretell the results of this pernicious precedent, and to 
what extent it will create an indefinite civil pension list of favorites 
of Government—a charge upon the industries of people? The pend- 
ing measure extends and intensifies the force of a pernicious prece- 
dent, and more than that, gives countenance to venal motives in a 
high public office, reflecting no credit on the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in which the people still have and desire to have the 
highest confidence. 

object to this bill, and my remedy would be, if it is deemed ab- 
sebately necessary that there should be an additional judge on the 
bench, to increase the number of judges. My remedy for this whole 
evil is to repeal the pensionary law to which I have referred, and, 
next, to reduce the jurisdiction of this court. 

In order to meet the proseut emergency I wowld increase the num- 
ber of judges, add one tothe number by proper enactment, and permit 
this judge mentioned in the pending bill to stand before the country 
presenting the example of a high judicial officer willing to receive 
a high salary without rendering any service to his country—a judge 
of the highest judicial tribunal of the country, unwilling to retire 
from his office unless pensioned upon the Treasury at the rate of 
$10,000 a year, and yet rendering no service in return. A striking 
commentary on the legislation which renders such a result possible ! 

1 would allow that example to stand for the purpose of correcting 
in the public mind, if such correction is necessary, the impression 
that high salaries ternd to secure high integrity and a high sense of 





honor in the public service, and as an example of the effect of lavish 
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salaries in promoting venality in public office. I would let this judge 
stand us an example of the consequences of legislation under our sys- 
tem of government forfavored classes. This gentleman would receive 
his $10,000 a year any way. I would add another judge to the bench 


and allow this judge to remain just as he is now before the Americane| sion. Mr. Speaker, in the State of New Y. 


people, incompetent to perform the duties of his high office, and yet 
willing totake hissalary from the public Treasury. Suchanexample 
might force some measure of reform and check a dangerous tendency 
in our legislation. 

Mr. REED. I nowyield five minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. MCLANE. } 

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Speaker, it would hardly be possible for me in 
five minutes to answer fully the objections made to this bill by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN.] I however avail myself 
of this brief time to say to him, in reply to what he has stated as to 
the general policy of the life tenure for judges and as to a civil-pen- 
sion system, that neither the one nor the other principle is at issue in 
this bill. It is not the legislation of Congress but the Constitution 
which establishes the life tenure; hence with that we have nothing to 
do. A judge of any court of the United States is a judge for life under 
the Constitution of the United States. As to the system of civil pen- 
sions that is already established as tothe judges of the Supreme Court, 
by the law of 1869 those judges have now the right to enjoy their 
salaries for life after reaching seventy years of age and after having 
served for ten years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a remark? 

Mr. McLANE. Icannot in my five minutes. I have listened to the 
gentleman with attention ; and I say to him and to the House that 
the civil-pension list, so far as judges of the Supreme Court are con- 
cerned, is already established by law and the life tenure is estab- 
lished by the Constitution. So that neither of those issues is now 
es for us to decide. The simple question presented by this 

ill is whether a judge who has become disabled and who would have 
the right toretire atseventy years of age and enjoy his salary for life 
shall be allowed to retire at sixty-nine years of age. It is in our own 
interest that we should give him this indulgence. The simple ques- 
tion is whether we will give him the advantage of about a year, I 
believe. 

While I am on this question I desire to say that I differ altogether 
with the gentleman from Indiana as to the constitution of the judi- 
eiary. When this House is called upon to respond to such strictures, 
we ought to remember that it is in our own interest that we seek high 
talent on the bench. When a man is appointed judge he is removed 
from the practice of his profession ; and any man qualified to be a 
judge is a man of such accomplishments and talents that it is reason- 
able to suppose he could not only support his family by his practice 
at the bar but would be able to lay by something for their support 
after he is called away. When we take such talent and put it on the 
bench, it is, in my opinion, only reasonable, it is wise statesmanship 
to provide for such a man some support when he is disabled for the 
performance of his duty as a judge. 

Mr. GEDDES. Would not that apply to every office ? 

Mr. McLANE. Not at all. I do not think any other office pre- 
sents a parallel case to that of a judge. I do not think there is any 
other officer of this Government of equal dignity and equal value, or 
to which the peculiar conditions that I have considered have applica- 
tion. 

Mr. HATCH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McLANE. Ido not think the gentleman ought to take my 
time. 

Mr. HATCH. The act to which the gentleman refers was passed 
in 1869, I believe. 

Mr. MCLANE. Yes. 

Mr. HATCH, Now, wiil the gentleman state whether he believes 
the constitution of that court has been any better since 1869 than it 
was from the foundation of the Government down to that period ? 

Mr. McLANE. Pray, Mr. Speaker, what has that act to do with 
the constitution of the court? The constitution of the court, good 
or bad, depends on the Executive and the Senate. Whether the 
President has nominated proper judges and they have been confirmed 
by the Senate is a matter going to the constitution of the court. 

Mr. HATCH. I understood the gentleman to imply that it de- 
pended largely upon this civil list. 

Mr. McLANE. Not at all; but I donot think we have ever had in 
the history of the country a more enlightened or an abler lawyer than 
now presides over that court as Chief-Justice. I would not makea 
parallel between Chief-Justice Waite and Chief-Justice Marshall, or 
even Chief-Justice Taney, in the abstract. I do not suppose we shall 
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salary while he renders no service therefor. We have committed 

ourselves to the proposition that persons who render service upon 

the bench of the Supreme Court of the United States for a certain 

number of years and attain a certain age sha)l be entitled to a pen- 

ork a constitutional amend- 
ment embodying, with reference to our higher judges, the same prin- 
ciple as the act of Congress with reference to the judges of the 
Supreme Court was adopted upon a popular vote by a majority of 
over one hundred thousand. The reason for such a provision is that 
in order to secure the requisite talent for the discharge of these high 
duties it is necessary that an adequate compensation or this pension 
should be offered as a part of the consideration for the services so 
rendered. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that a gentleman recently elected to the po- 
sition of judge of the court of appeals of the State of New York left 
a practice from which he was annually realizing an income of over 
$30,000 to receive on the bench of that court the paltry salary of 
$7,500. I know, also, that a distinguished Senator from the State of 
New York, who recently retired from his seat at the other end of this 
Capitol, was offered the nomination of judge of the court of appeals. 
in that State, which nomination was equivalent to an election, and 
declined it because, as he said, he could not afford to take the office. 
This was before the adoption of that constitutional amendment. 

Now, Judge Hunt was a judge of the court of appeals of the State 
of New York. He served in that court, I think, from 1862 till the 
creation of our court of commission of appeals, to which court he was 
transferred about January 1, 1870. He came from that court, if I 
recollect correctly, to the Supreme Court of the United States in 1872, 
and had not his term of service been cut into by his removal from 
one court to another, were he to-day upon the bench of the court of 
appeals of the State of New York, he would be entitled to a pension. 
He has served upon the bench of the State and Federal courts nearly 
eighteen years. He is overseventy years of age. His arduous labors 
have so impaired his health that to-day he is incapacitated for the 
discharge of the duties of his office. In December next, under exist- 
ing law, he can retire and draw a pension. It seems to me, as he 
has been stricken down by Providence after all the able services he 
has rendered as a jurist, he should receive this pension, and that this. 
bill should pass. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to ask my friend from 
New York whether he knows what the pecuniary circumstances of 
Judge Hunt are? 

Mr. CAMP. I do not. 

Mr. REED. I will now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi, 
(Mr. MANNING. ] 

Mr. MANNING. Mr. Speaker, in this discussion there should be- 
no feeling at all. We may disagree as to what Justice Hunt should 
do under the circumstances of the case, and doubtless we do differ on: 
that point. I have not heard thus far, nor have I read anything in: 
the proceedings of the Senate when this bill was under consideration 
by that body, in support of the position which Justice Hunt to-day 
occupies before the country. Discussion of taste is profitless; de 
gustibus non estdisputandum. But as practical legislators we must act 
on the question as presented to us, addressing ourselves to the best 
interest of litigants who have causes to be tried in the court of final 
resort. Let us go forward deliberately and practically in the dis- 
charge of the duty of the hous. 

It has been said by my colleague from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLF- 
TON,] without perhaps weighing his words as cautiously as he is in 
the habit of doing, that there was a disposition on the part of many 
— to pension all invalid officers of the Government, thereby 

y implication imputing that motive to the Judiciary Committee.. 
I am sure the record of that committee, neither in the past nor so 
far as it is now concerned in reporting the bill under consideration, 
does not render it liable to any such imputation. I am violating no- 
propriety of the committee-room when I declare I reluctantly gave 
my support to this bill; but I did not feel that I had the right to be- 
finally controlled in my action by any such considerations as have: 
been adverted to by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. House 
and substantially repeated by several who followed him. Weshoul 
not go off into a wild hunt about sentiment, and subordinate thereto. 
the great practical question for our consideration, of what should be 
done to relieve the litigants now pressing the trial of their causes. 
Would we respond to our duty if we adopt the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HoLMAN?] Let me say he is the only 
one on this floor who has undertaken to provide a different remedy 
for the present difficulty. Some relief, it is conceded by all, is abso- 








ever live to see two such judges or two such statesmen as those I 
have just named. But, taking the business of the court and taking 
its decisions, the decisions of Judge Waite stand unimpeached, and 
I think unimpeachable; his political decisions and his civil decisions 
are equally entitled to respect. But that matter is not at issue here, 
and J do not think the gentleman from Missouri ought to have pro- 
pounded that question. 

Mr. REED. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Camp. ] 
_ Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I cannot sit quietly in my seat while an 
insinuation is epenly or covertly made that a distinguished citizen of 
the State of New York insists upon holding an office and drawing its | 





lutely demanded. You cannot get clear of the matter by non-action ; 
it must be provided for, and such is the pu of the pending bill. 
We coerce the beneficiary to leave the bench that his place may be 
promptly filled by another. He isrequired by the last section of the 
bill to resign in thirty days, otherwise he cannot avail himself of 
this legislation. 

Mr. HOUSE. I would not buy him off. 

Mr. MANNING. Ah! 

Mr. HOUSE. I would let him stay, a monument to deter other 
judges from following his example. 

r. MANNING. But you still pay him, and save not a dollar, as 

you know, under existing laws. 
Mr. HOUSE. Iam willing to do that for tae sake of the monument. 
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Mr. MANNING. But are the litigants whose interests are involved 
willing to adopt such a course? Are they willing to have their 
interests sacrificed to sentiment. You are not the only one concerned. 
Perhaps all of us would be wholly unaffected, personally, whether 
relief was given or not. There is a vast number of litigants in the 
Supreme Court now whose cases are delayed, as we know, from three 
to tive years before their cases can be reached. 

But I was referring to the suggestion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. HOLMAN.] He is the only one who has made any sugges- 
tion as to the course which should be pursued to afford some relief 
to this court; and whatisit? It is that we shall give another justice. 
What, then, would be the result? There would be ten justices upon 
the Supreme Bench. Suppose, then, Judge Hunt should convalesce 
and resume his seat upon the bench, and five should decide one way 
and five another? It would then be possibte to defeat the decision 
of cases, or rather the settlement of legal questions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the action of the Senate on this Dill 
should be regarded by the House as persuasive. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the court were equally divided that would con- 
firm the judgment of the court below. 

Mr. MANNING. Yes, that would be true; but practically no legal 
question*would be settled when the court is equally divided. The 
legal device to which reference is made is for the purpose of dispos- 
ing of cases, not to settle legal propositions, and therefore when 
there is no preponderating opinion there is no exposition of laws. 

But let me continue with the point I was discussing when inter- 
rupted. The Supreme Court of the United States is far behind in its 
work, and there is an absolute pressing necessity for something to 
be done speedily for its relief. This bill provides that within thirty 
days after its passage Justice Hunt must resign if he wishes to 
avail himself of its provisions. After discussion in the Senate, it 








in the form of a pension, instead of paying out t 

































nations and their tongues. 













shall vote for it as a matter of public duty. 
Mr. Speaker, [ call for the previous question. 










time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 







voting 66; as follows: 




























































































ice before his death? It makes not the slightest difference. The 
object is to hire good men; and this idea that the people—the plain 
people—of the United States are opposed to this system meets ample 
refutation in the action of the great State of New York, where, by an 





Allen, ¢ Batterworth, Ellis, 
Anderson, Carlisle, Fisher, 
Atherton, Chalmers, Frost, 
Bayne, Converse, Gibson, 














overwhelming popular vote, it was determined to pension the judges Belmont, Cox. Samuel S. Hard 

of that State. Bingham, Covington, Harris, Henry 8 
Now, gentlemen may not agree with me as to my reasons on this | Black, Crowley, Hazelton, 

point, but I should feel as though I had been unjust to the’subject if | Bragg, = one hh . 
failed to express my sentiments. What is the practical question Briggs, Deel, Lo me oo 


here presented? Here is a judge who was commissioned on the 10th | Burrows, Jos. H. Davis, Lowndes H. Kelley, 


day of December, 1872, and who on the 10th day of December of this. 
year will be entitled to retire upon full salary by an act already in 
existence. But at present he is incapacitated from 
Still he draws the salary to which by law he is entitled. Neverthe- 
less, the court being crowded with business, it is for the Government 
of the United States to determine whether it will pay him that salary 
© salary eo nomine. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when a proposition so plain is presented here, we 
have been treated with every form of discussion and grave apprehen- 
sions of even an aristocracy. It is perfectly amazing how much gen- 
tlemen can find in a subject when they give loose play to their imagi- 


Mr, Speaker, there is a practical question here. 
relieve the Supreme Court? We can do it, not in the manner pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Indiana, but in a way that will not 
increase the cost one cent, I am happy to say, and that is by allowin 
this judge to receive his salary under the name of a pension, anc 
appointing another judge to perform the active work. 

Whatever reasons may actuate other gentlemen I do not know. 
These are some that will actuate me in voting for this bill, and I sin- 
cerely hope it will pass as a matter of public exigency, and that we 


The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered, 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be read a third 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. McKENZIE and Mr. HOUSE called for the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 89, not. 


was passed by a vote of over two to one—nearly three to one. Sena- YEAS—137. 
tors supporting it regarded it as absolutely necessary to pass some | Ajdrich, Farwell, Chas. B. Lord, 
bill of this character in the interest of public justice. Some one | Barbour, Farwell, Sewell S. Marsh, 
near me suggests that reference to Senators is forbidden. I am not | Barr, Finley, Mason, 
speaking personally of the members of the Senate. I am speakin aoe a oe 
of the record which is made in the Senate upon this subject, and | Reltzhoover, Garrison, ’ ietosk, 
which we have before us to read. Bliss, George, MeKinley, 
Mr. Speaker, I am supporting this bill ex necessitate rei. I shall | Blount, — a e, 
vote forit reluctantly. Ispeak only for myself and the reason which — ecnenk. tien ee 
prompted me to render a reluctant assent to this measure. Bramm, Hammond, N.J. Moore, 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored in the hour which | Buck, Harmer, Morey, 
Pp ’ , ’ 
has been allotted to me to make a full and fair distribution of the an Julius C. queen, Benj. Ww. aes, 
time, being very careful to give an opportunity to any person who | «,, me Hawk, , Teicebee 
desired to express discontent with this bill; for it is my belief that Candler, Heilman, O'Neill, 
the best thing in the world in discussing such a subject as this is to | Cannon, Henderson, Orth, 
allow men to give full and free vent to their ideas, fueeee. a burn, peepee, 
Now, I suppose that we shall vote for this bill for very different | 2°" a . 
’ Pp : . ; Caswell, Hiscock, Paul, 
reasons ; and in what I urge in favor of it I seek to bind nobody but | Chace, Horr, Payson, 
myself. But I do not desire to stand here and listen to remarks Chapman, Houk, Peelle, 
which have been made in regard to the subject-matter of the bill — —— — 
without saying that one man at least differs from the opinion which | Grabehs Hampieey, —" 
seems to be prevalent among gentlemen who have spoken upon the | Cullen, ’ Jacobs, Reed, 
subject. Davis, George R. Jones, George W. Rice, Therun M. 
For my part I regard the contract with the judge who is appointed | Deering, oak. ay wens. 
for life as an entirety. His appointment has no limit except his | Dezendorf, Jorgensen, Richardson, Jno.S. 
natural life, and the understanding is that he is entitled to draw the | Dibble, Kasson, Robeson, 
salary for life, Dingley, Ketcham, Robinson, Geo. DB. 
I know, Mr. Speaker, that it is an easy matter for gentlemen here, Densell, Lacey, Robinson, James 8. 
anit : ¢ ght, Lewis, Russell 
who are sitting in comfort and health, to talk about the duty of a | Errett, Lindsey, Ryan, 
judge who is deprived utterly of any means of obtaining sustenance; NAYS—99 
to talk of his high duty to resign the salary which by law belongs | , ., Di : 
: ; * ° en, ibrell, Joyce, 
to him for life, and go out to poverty and discomfort at a time when | ‘a;méeld, Dowd, Klotz, 
he is utterly incapacitated for making a support in any way. I know | Atkins, Dugro, Ladd, 
how easy it is to set up lofty standards of human action; but I have ory Dunn, — 
noticed that the loftiest standard is always set up by those whe do | Blackburn, Ermentrout, om, 
at y : Blarichard, Evins, Le Fevre, 
not have to carry it inte actual battle. And when I hear men ——' Bland, Flower, Matson, 
what seem to me to be unreasonable demands on poor human nature, I | Buchanan, Forney, McKenzie, 
havea dreadful suspicion that their actions would not be equal to their | Buckner, Geddes, — 
talk if it were ever an actual case of their own. cane. comme. a 
Now, this is a question about the form ef payment of salary—noth- | Gampbell, Hall, ’ Moulton, 
ing more. Who assumes the risk of illness when a man is hired for | Clardy, Hardenbergh, Maldrow, 
life; hisemployerorhimself? Itis for the Government of the United | Clark, ae, ae, 
States to settle that question. For my part, I believe that the Gov- | Clements, oe = 
s : : Cobb, Herbert, Oates, 
ernment is able to assume it, and should assume it, and that the Gov- | Golerick, Hewitt, G. W., Phelps, 
ernment will reap advantage from it. What is the object of a sal- | C Hoblitzell, Phister, 
ary? Itis to hiremen. What is the object of a pension? It is to | Cox, William R = » Fee Senn B 
hiremen. And what difference does it make whether you pay a man een, ~" hi 
aa ; 7 - Davidson, Hooker, Ritchie, 
$15,000 a year while in the service or $10,000 a year with the promise | Dawes, House, Robinson, Wm. E. 
of a pension during the few years when he is incapacitated from serv- | Deuster, Hutchins, Ross, 
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Are we not to 
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Scales, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R.. 
Skinner, 


Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 


Tilman, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Updegraff, Thomas. 
Vance, 
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Williams, Thomas 
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Randall, Sin Roton, Jas. Ww. Tasker, Willis, “ DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 

‘Ranney, Smith, J. Hyatt er, , Morgan R. : ‘. 
Richardson, D. P. Sparks, atson, Wood, Benjamin The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
Robertson, Spaulding, West, Wood, Walter A. tary of the Treasury, transmitting the estimates of appropriations 
Rosecrans, Springer, Wheeler, required by the various Departments to complete the service of the 
-Shackelford, Stephens, Williams, Chas. G. 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and prior years, amounting to 
$23,159,690.81; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

A. M. SAWYER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative tothe compensation of A. M. Sawyer for improved 
canister ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, on the subject of the resolution of the House calling 
for the views of the minority of the advisory board; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL HOTEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from A. W. 
Fletcher, offering to rent the building known as the Congressional 
Hotel for additional committee-rooms for the use of the Hofdse and of 
the Senate, and for other purposes ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


B. S. RAWLINS AND E. W. SQUIRES. 
Mr. HEPBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3523) for the relief of Benjamin 8. Rawlins and Eugene W. Squires; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


M. S&S. THOMPSON. 


Mr. WALKER, by unanimousconsent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3524) for the relief of M. 8. Thompson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 






So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. BrieGs with Mr.. Knorr. 

Mr. Brace with Mr. SPAULDING. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. MarTIN. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Prescott. 

Mr. HERNDON with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Harnis, of New Jersey, with Mr. WEsT. 

Mr. Harpy with Mr. KELLEy. 

Mr. JADWIN with Mr. WIsE, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MANNING with Mr. ATHERTON. Mr. MANNING would vote 
“ay,” and Mr. ATHERTON “ no.” 

Mr. CARLISLE with Mr. BROWNE, onthis bill. If Mr. CARLISLE were 
present Mr. BROWNE would vote ‘‘ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Sometime subsequently, 

Mr. KENNA said: I failed to vote on the last roll-call on account 
-of the understanding that I was paired with the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, Mr. WaiTe. Since the call was concluded I understand 
that the gentleman has voted, and he informs me that his under- 
standing was that the pair which was made for his accommodation 
was to commence on Friday next. But for that misapprehension I 
should have voted ‘‘no.” 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. POUND 
until next Monday. 


CESSION OF LANDS OF CREEK INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of a bill and accompanying papers, in reference to the proposition of the 
Creek Nation of Indians for the cession of certain of their lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory occupied by the Seminole Indians. 

The subject is commended to the consideration of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

































































COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask unanimous consent to report for considera- 
tion at this time a resolution of inquiry for the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged report. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform this House of the number of ounces of silver bullion purchased by the Treas- 
ury Department each month, beginning with March, 1878, down to and including 
December, 1881, the price paid for the same each month, and the number of stand- 
ard silver dollars coined each month during the period specified herein. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BELFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ARMY CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3525) to reorganize and promote the efficiency of the Army chap- 
lains’ department; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EXCHANGE OF GOLD COIN FOR GOLD BARS, 


Mr. FISHER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3526) to authorize the deposit and exchange of United States gold 
coin for gold bars; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee.on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered 
to be printed. 


UNITED STATES HARPER’S FERRY PROPERTY. 


Mr. HOGE, by unanimous consent, presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of West Virginia, requesting Congress to cede to that 
State the United States property at Harper’s Ferry for educational 
purposes ; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE WARRANTS. 
Mr. PEELLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3527) to authorize the Postmaster-General to delegate authority to 
sign warrants; which was read a first and second timo, referred to 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 















EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 

SALARY OF COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary ef the Interior, with 
-draft of a bill to increase the salary of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
to create the office of Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The matter is commended to the attention of Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 



















EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 















SUITS IN COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, and an accompanying schedule, in response to a resolution 
of the House of January 18, relative to the number and nature of 
the suits bronght in the Court of Claims under the act of June 16, 
1880; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY CONTINGENT FUND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, transmitting a detailed statement of the expendi- 
tures of the contingent funds for the Navy Department, and the 
bureaus and offices therein, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT LEAVENWORTH RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a copy of a letter from the commanding 
general of the D2partment of the Missouri, dated November 11, 188i, 
relating to the encroachment of the Missouri River upon the Fort 


Leavenworth reservation, in the State of Kansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 










REMOVAL OF CHARGES OF DESERTION. 


Mr. PEELLE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3528) authorizing thé Secretary of War to remove the charge of 
desertion from soldiers in the war of the rebellion upon application 
and satisfactory cause shown; which was read a first and secend 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 












CLAIMS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WORKINGMEN. » 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, relative to the claims filed under the act of Jume 
20, 1878, making appropriations for the payment of workingmen of 
the District of Columbia, and transmitting the list called for by a 
resolution of the House of Representatives of the 10th instant; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 





BENJAMIN F. MILLARD. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3529) for the relief of Benjamin F. Millard; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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guiding hand of a noble father and the cheerful smile of a devoted 
wife. In 1843 and 1844 he was a cadet in the Military Academy at 
West Point, where he made rapid progress, especially in the lan- 
guages, including Latin, Greek, and French. But the dry details of 
tactics had little charm for him, and at the end of two years he left 
the academy, returned to Vermont, studied law, and was admitted 
to the bar at Montpelier. Rightly judging that mere theoretical 
study was of little avail without the advantages of practical experi- 
ence in an office, he resolved to pursue his studies in that direction, 
and, with the unerring instinct which never forsook him, if he chose 
at all he would choose the best. 

Making his way to Boston, he boldly applied to Rufus Choate for a 
place in his office. It is said that the great lawyer was impressed by 
the manly appearance of the youthful applicant, and inquired of his 
head clerk if there was room in the front office for another student. 
On being informed that there was not, he ordered a table to be placed 
in his own private office, and set young CARPENTER to work. Half 
by way of a test and half by way of a joke, before leaving for court 
he handed the young student a letter to answer from a country at- 
terney asking Mr. Choate’s opinion upon a question of law. Young 
CARPENTER worked diligently all day, embodying the result of his 
work in a carefully prepared letter to the correspondent. What was 
Mr. Choate’s surprise on his return to find that the letter contained 
the very epitome of the law, stated in the clearest and concisest 
terms. Reading it carefully over a second time he said: ‘I guess I 
can put ‘R. Choate’ to the end of that and tell the fellow to send me 
a hundred dollars.” The name was attached, the letter sent, and 
the money quickly returned. From that hour young CARPENTER was 
ingratiated into the affection and favor of his illustrious patron, and 
through all the dark hours that followed the sun of that great friend- 
ship never passed behind a cloud. 

In 1848 he took up hisresidence at Beloit, Wisconsin, now a young 
and thrifty city, but then more like a New England village. Mr. Car- 
PENTER entered no obscure western hamlet, as has been so often said, 
but mingled at once with the highest social refinement, and met at 
the bar some of the ablest lawyers of the Northwest. He soon be- 
came afflicted with inflammation of the eyes, and was totally blind for 
two years. Going to New York City for treatment, he met with an 
experience which borders on the sensational. He had exhausted 
all his means and, being blind and among strangers, had prepared 
and oat to go to the county house the next day, when that 
night the long expected and mysteriously delayed draught from Mr. 
Choate came to hand, and let light, if not into his eyes, into his very 
heart and soul. Again returning to the West and regaining his eye- 
sight, heentered actively upon the practice of his profession. Though 
a Democrat of the straightest sect, he was elected prosecuting attor- 
ney in a county overwhelmingly Whig. Froin votes claimed to be 
detective, the certificate and oftice were given to his opponent. Noth- 
ing daunted, he brought suit in the supreme court, conducted his 
own case, and not only obtained the office, but by his masterly argu- 
ment drew to himself the attention of the bench and bar of the en- 
tire State. Thenceforth his progress in his profession was a tri- 
umphal march. 

A distinguished lawyerin the West once said that CARPENTER might 
not be the greatest lawyer that ever lived, but certainly no other 
man was ever born who could go into court, take possession of judge, 
jury, witnesses, opposite counsel, all, and drive where he pleased as 
MatTr. CARPENTER could. He wasa strict constructionist of the Con- 
stitution, and, as I havesaid, a Democratinborn. His reverence for 
that sacred instrument amounted to a devotion, and he believed any 
deviation from its strictest letter and spirit, however slight, would 
loosen the foundations of the Republic. He lacked no sympathy for 
the oppressed, but believed that in the imperfection of human.affairs 
the individual wrong should succumb to the greater common good. 
A leading Senator once said of him: ‘‘ CARPENTER is too great a law- 
yer to ever become a great statesman.” In a qualified sense that 
—_ have been true. 

atever he saw, he saw with such logical clearness that he had 
little patience to bother with the side-lights of whims and isms. He 
spoke right out, no matter what the mood of the time, and lacked 
something of that skill which, without bating one jot or tittle of 
principle, humors the caprices of the hour, molds the non-essentials of 
the situation, and finally wields them as a positive power in the accom- 
plishment of practical results. The radical difficulty with Mr. Car- 
PENTER and his political school was the belief that human agreements 
once made could outlast all the changes of human conditions and all 
the demands of human progress. He forgot that “‘ blood is thicker 
than water” and that man is but puny when he buffets the torrent of 
events. That his writs of law are but ropes of sand in the presence 
and movements of those mighty forces which must be peaceably com- 
posed or they will upheave nations and overthrow existing sys- 
tems. But the open blow of rebellion brought Mr. CARPENTER to 
hisfeet. His deity, the Constitution, had been assaulted and the love 
he bore it but added flame to his fierceness. From that hour he placed 
patriotism above party, and the great law of self-defense above all 
written constitutions, and from that high political Sinai there came a 
voice which filled all our Badger State and sent thousands of her 
sons marching forth to battle. 


Few specimens of Mr. CARPENTER’S eloquence of that time have | 
been preserved, but surely never have our people been so moved and ! fered client had a claim for $398,000 against the Government then pending before 
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thrilled by voice of mortal! The following will afford a glimpse of 
the patriotic fire which filled his soul. At a great war meeting in 
Milwaukee he said: 

Nearly forty years of profound public tranquillity have over and blessed 
ourland. We have forgotten to use the weapons of war and have cultivated the arts 
of peace. We have engrossed our thoughts and enlisted our hearts in the pur- 
suits of agriculture, manufactures, and commerce, and in advancing the arts and 
sciences most useful to man. 

No nation has been so blessed—none has so prospered. While we have thus 
been improving all our mutual interests, amassing wealth at home and accumu- 
Jeting honors abroad, other nations have been vexed and worried with the ‘dogs 
of war;”’ the war-cloud has darkened the sunny sky of Italy; armies have tram- 
pled the vine-clad fields of France, and the recruiting drum has been heard on the 
green hills and sweet valleys of Merry England. * * * We hang out our ban- 


ner; no dusty rag representing the twilight of seven stars, but the old banner that 
has floated triumphantly in every breeze ; the banner Decatur unfurled to the Bar- 
bary States ; that Jackson held over New Orleans ; that Scott carried to the Halls of 
the Montezumas; and thereby we mean to say, in no spirit of defiance, but with 
the firmness of manly resolution, this flag shall wave while an American lives to 
protect it. 

Mr. CARPENTER vaulted at once from the bar to the Senate, and 
the story of his subsequent career is written in one of the most im- 
portant epochs of American history. Always choosing the foremost 
man for an opponent, his advent into the Senate was marked by a 
bold challenge to Charles Sumner for opencombat. Well might Mr. 
Summer have looked with contempt upon the temerity of this young 
fledgling from the West, but no sooner had the debate opened than 
he discovered, like Fitz-James of old: 

No maiden’s hand is round thee thrown ! 

That desperate grasp thy frame might feel, 

Through bars of brass and triple steel! 
And though smarting with wounds just received,the great Massa- 
chusetts statesman had the magnanimity to say that the mantle of 
Daniel Webster had fallen upon this young Senator from Wisconsin. 

Since his death a leading Eastern journal, by no means friendly to 
Mr. CARPENTER, has said that while the above was a common and 
easy thing to say, it came nearer being true in this case than in most 
others. Another leading journal of the East, noted for the candor of 
its statements, says: 

With perhaps two exceptions, no genius so steady, no intellect so sustained as 
CARPENTER'S has been known in any sphere of American public life since the death 
of Jefferson and Hamilton. We think, indeed, in the rare quality of oratory Car- 
PENTER will be ranked with such master minds as Burke and Macaulay. 


But it was not from the graces of speech that Mr. CARPENTER won 
his most enduring fame. een like Judge Black, Reverdy Johnson, 
Edwin M. Stanton, and others equally eminent, have assigned him 
a place among the foremost of American lawyers and statesmen. 
All agree that in his argument in the celebrated McCardle case he 
mapped out the whole plan of reconstruction which was subsequently 
adopted and followed. The prediction may well be made that since 
the death of Daniel Webster the speeches of no man on constitutional 
law will be read with more care than those of Mr. CARPENTER. He 

ave little heed to appearances, and in many things was most singu- 
arly misunderstood. The impression widely prevailed, especially 
among those who did not know him personally, that he was light and 
frivolous, that he trusted to his ey and lacked industry. Why, 
sir, no more industrious man lived than MATTHEW H. CARPEN- 
TER. He trusted nothing to impulse. I remember hearing him say 
that in preparing a short letter for publication on the subject of leg- 
islative control of railroads, he commenced it before the gas was 
lighted in the evening, worked continuously upon it through the 
night, and only finished it after the gas was turned out in the morn- 
ing. And this letter, sir, was the acorn planted in a night which 
thereafter, in the Supreme Court of the United States, w toa 
mighty oak. He trusted nothing to chance. He explored all possi- 
ble sources of information, and was never satisfied until he had 
probed his subject to the bottom. 

It was thus that frequently in the merry twinkle of his humor he 
would start questions in the Senate which his brother Senators would 
at first treat as fanciful, but no sooner had they grappled with him 
in debate than they discovered that it was they and not he who re- 
quired time for study and reflection. Notably was this the case in one of 
his last speeches delivered in the Senate, relating to the jurisdiction 
of consular courts. Another false impression was that he was care- 
less in business, and his own self-criticism often gave color to the 
belief. Yet the fact was that he made a statement to his family at 
the end of each month, and his business affairs were no more confused 
when he died than his intellectual processes were while he lived. 
Such was his promptitude in meeting pecuniary obligations that at 
no time after S arrived at manhood would his check be dishonored 
atany bank where he was known. 

As for his personal and official integrity his former law partner at 
Milwaukee relates the following: 

While sitting with him in his private office in Washington one morning before 
the Senate convened, a.gentleman walked in, and handing his card to Mr. CARPEN- 
TFR, stated that he wished to retain him in a case then pending in the Supreme 
Court, and laying down a $5,000 check, payable to Mr. CARPENTER’s order, re- 
marked that on the following Wednesday he would call and poy him another 35,000. 
He casually observed that two other eminent lawyers, whom he named, would 
argue the case, and he would not need to participate in the argument. Tho last 
remark attracted Mr. CARPENTER’s attention, and he requested the gentleman to 
take his $5,000 check with him, and if he concluded to accept a retainer he could 
pay the whole when he called again. The next week the gentleman returned with 
a check for $10,000. But in the meantime it had been ascertained that the prof- 
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the Senate and referred to the Judiciary Committee of that body, and then re- 
ferred to a sub-committee, of which Mr. CARPENTER was chairman. The result 
was that his retainer was declined with a sharp lecture upon the subject of re- 
taining lawyers and paying them large fees for doing re Subsequently the 
olaim of this gentleman was investigated in committee, and Mr. CARPENTER made 
a report against the bill, which was defeated in the Senate. 

I have thus referred, though imperfectly, to some of the leading 
incidents of Mr. CARPENTER’s life, purposely leaving to others the 
more congenial duty of paying fitting tribute to his memory. Our 
loved and lamented CARPENTER is dead. His merry laugh is hushed 
inthe grave. His silvery voice will be heard no more forever. The 
vacancy his loss creates in our State can never be filled. He was 
the pet and idol of our people. They knew his virtues, and could 
forgive his faults. No mar was ever followed to the grave by the 
masses with more unaffected grief than he. The memory and the 
light of three great intellects shine over the waters of our inland 
seas—GARFIELD at Cleveland, DouGias at Chicago, and CARPEN- 
TER at Milwaukee. There let them rest! As the old Green Moun- 
tain State looks westward over hill and plain, she can say, with 
swelling pride, ‘‘ Yonder on the border of those waters sleep two of 
my most illustrious sons; illustrious in life, immortalin death! They 
revered the Constitution; they adored their country!” 

Mr. Speaker, on the 10th of April last, along country roads, through 
drifted snows, we bore the remains of our loved Senator and laid 
them away to rest. There let him sleep, and let the Western poet 
bespeak our tribute and our grief: 

O’er western plains the snow is swept and sifted ; 
The wind's wild wail is borne along the air ; 


The forests groan, the highways deep are drifted ; 
The ridges all are bare. 


Cold comes the arctic wave; the sun is hidden 
From human sight by cheerless clouds of gray; 
From the far north the storm-king comes unbidden 

To greet us day by day. 


By glowing grates within the snow-bound city, 
By blazing farm-house tires ; in woodman’s shed, 
Men's voices whisper with regret and pity, 
‘* Wisconsin's chief is dead!” 
He sleeps to-day the sleep that knows no waking ; 
He goes, with folded hands upon his breast, 
Just as the morning clouds of peace are breaking, 
To his eternal rest. 


Grand was his work, and wise the legislation 
He helped to fashion with his brilliant mind. 
When may we find, in all this gifted nation, 
A heart more brave and kind? 


Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, there are two opposite civilizations 
whose gates are always open to the progress of talent, of genius, and 
of ambition. One of these is in the far east where the monarch, lov- 
ing his ease, welcomes any talent which fills his treasury, and the 
statecraft which directs his armies to conquest or relieves him from 
the burdens of administration. There the imagination of all classes 
is full of dreams of wealth and power to be gained by the arts of 

' intrigue, and the utmost strength of the human intellect is directed 
to seize and control the threads of influence which center in the one 
man who possesses the throne and is the fountain of prosperity. In 
this struggle freemen and slaves alike take part, and both have 
made themselves illustrious in eastern history. The Hebrew boy 
who was carried into Egypt asa slave became its ruler, and the 
gladiator who fought in the arena at Rome became its emperor, 

In this far west and in this New World we, more fortunate, enjoy 
the other of these civilizations. Talent, ambition, genius are not 
here directed to the winning of one single, weak, human intellect. 
Their power must be great enough to inclose millions in its grasp. 
No personal contact can here win the favor of the throne to which 
they aspire. They triumph only by the force of intellectual quali- 
ties so strong and so brilliant that they illuminate the masses of 
men like rays from the sun. Under their influence mankind feels a 
new joy as it acknowledges and welcomes a leaderof men. No- 
where on the globe is intellectual greatness more highly appreciated 
than in America. The stimulus to its development, found in listen- 
ing crowds of all degrees of education and of all ranks of society, 
is far more powerful and of higher motive than that found in any 
single fountain of honor, though it flow from the foot of a throne. 

When that son of Vermont whose unfinished life and premature 
death we deplore to-day left his native mountains for a new home, 
Lis mind was already disciplined by the severe mathematics of West 
Point and by the stern logic of the common law. His manly form, 
his large brow, his animated eye betokened the liberal gifts with 
which nature had endowed him. For a year he lived in the glow of 
that great orator and lawyer of Massachusetts, Rufus Choate, whose 
amazing wealth of fancy and of language seemed to have fallen, like the 
prophet’s mantle, upon the opening genius of his pupil. Even the 
rigid demands of closely reasoned law could not extinguish in him 
the play of imagination and the flashes of his ready wit. Burke, 
while speaking in eulogy of a great English lawyer-statesman, pauses 
to celebrate the logical discipline of mind effected by the lawyer’s 

rofession, but condemns it in the administration of State affairs as 

eading to technical arts and narrowness of intellect. But in Senator 
CARPENTER it only exercised a wholesome restraint over the exuber- 
ance of his fancy and the luxuriance of his intellectual growth. 
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Nature and study had equipped this child of the mountains for 
another and more auspicious scene of action. A compact city on the 
shores of New England, whose walks of life were full of mature men 
already in possession of the avenues leading to professional success 
and distinction, was not the place for him. He left the older com- 
munities of the East and sought the immature and growing West. 
There the people stood not in serried ranks, but in open files. There 
mingled emigrants from all the States and from Europe, There 
humanity was to be molded into effective order, and all forms of 
superior labor could win the openharvest. Industry, patience, talent, 
worth were sure of early appreciation and of final suecess; and he 
was not disappointed. 

The civilization of the West opened its gates wide to the ambi- 
tion of the young lawyer and orator. The oriental arts of intrigue 
and adulation had here no place. Instead of their narrowing effect, 
his splendid gifts found a sphere as boundless as the unbroken hori- 
zon of his adopted State. Under the bounti‘ul nourishment of an 
appreciative people he advanced quickly to the front rank of men. 

In the Supreme Court and in the Senate his intellectual charac- 
teristics gave him an exceptionally brilliant position. He awakened 
the sedateness of both by his incisive logic, and startled each in 
turn by pungent satire and illuminating wit. In his presence no 
circle could be dull and no audience drowsy. No artifice escaped 
his perception and no pretense could survive his assault. Brave in 
intellectual fight, he nourished no bitterness toward his foes. Sym- 
pathetic in nature, warm in friendship, brilliant in intellect, inde- 
pendent in criticism, generous in hostility, glowing in oratory, 
and distinguished in position, for a full year he was obliged to look 
straight into the face of coming death, and then he departed in the 
earlier ripeness of his rich manhood. 

Mr. Speaker, there is unhappily left to us, his former friends and 
colleagues in this great parliament of the nation, only the melan- 
choly satisfaction of laying these tributes of our affection and 
respect upon the grave in which his ambitions and our hopes of 
him alike lie buried. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I cannot permit this oceasion to 
pass without adding a few to the many fit and proper words which 
will be spoken here to-day upon the life and character of so great a 
man as MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER. It was my good fortune for 
some years to receive advice and instruction as a student in his office, 
and I learned to know the man and his great worth as one only can 
know who saw his daily walk in private as well as in publie life. 
He was a man who drew after him a friendship which did not depart. 
The more one knew his traits of character the better he leved him. 
His warm, impulsive nature, his generous heart, and great fund of 
knowledge drew about him a circle of acquaintances who were 
charmed into a life-long attachment. When I first made his ac- 
quaintance he had practiced his profession only two years, but he 
had already gained a reputation and experience seldom enjoyed by 
others in a half score of years. 

Mr. CARPENTER was a cadet at West Point, but he soon found thers 
was a field for his labors more adapted to his nature and talents, and 
where his brilliant mind could find unlimitedsway. He left the Mili- 
tary Academy and began the study of law, first with Governer Dil- 
lingham, of Vermont, and lastly with New England’s distinguished 
lawyer and advocate, Rufus Choate. He went, as it were, to the 
fountain-head for his law and his style of oratory. When there, he 
imbibed the ambition to rival, at some day, even his instructors, It 
was the pride of his heart to be placed in history alongside of Choate 
and Webster, and I believe, as I have heard him say, while yet a 
youth, he preferred a single feather from the plume those men wore 
to all the wealth which human hands could acquire. 

In 1848 Mr. CARPENTER completed his studies and obtained admis- 
sion tothe bar. He wasthen twenty-four yearsofage. The far west 
was-promising homes and success to the young and enterprising men 
then stepping into active life. His great love of fellowship, his ad- 
miration of the people, and desire to grow up with them, turned his 
footsteps westward, to seek honor and fame among the pioneers of 
Wisconsin. He settled that year at Beloit. At once he entered upon 
the practice of his profession, with an industry seldom witnessed. 

Not content with American or local authorities, he looked to a 
broader and more comprehensive discussion of the common law. He 
went to the Code Justinian, to Coke and Littleton, for the great fun- 
damental principles which should underlie and control the adjudi- 
cation of his cases. He labored hard to settle the law of his adopted 
State in accordance with the old and well-defined rules of the cem- 
mon law of England. His great efforts at the bar, as well as in the 
Senate, were uniformly strengthened by references and appeals to 
these principles. 

With his reba and talent, progress was most easy and rapid, 
and he was soon an acknowledged leader at the bar, alongside of the 
ablest lawyers in the West. He not only loved the law and studied 
it as a student would study, but he sought with eagerness that gen- 
eral knowledge which is found in miscellaneous reading. Rare pas- 
sages and choice thoughts, beautifully expressed, were selected and 

committed to memory, until his mind became a store-house full of 
literary treasures, from which he could draw at will. 

With a mind thus enriched he would turn a long and otherwise 
tedious trial into one of life andinterest. His persuasive power and 







































































622 CONGRESSIONAL 


easy flow of language, his plain expression and simple style, made 
him an advocate who carried conviction to all who heard him. In 
a conflict he was like a majestic lion in the path of his adversary, but 
those he would convince he approached with a golden thread of truth 
and reason. On the trial of a cause he would concentrate all his 
learning and ability, and with masterly skill wrestle as though life 
depended upon the result. In his client and his cause he firmly 
believed, and, believing, he turned not aside, but whatever of knowl- 
edge or tact he possessed was summoned to his aid and applied with 
marvelous success. 

When he died he owed nothing to the bench or to the bar ; he had 
not taken from, but had added to, the law, always aiding the court 
with his arguments and reason, and all who heard him listened with 
profit. His briefsand labored arguments enlarged upon and extended 
the legacies of our ablest law-givers. When commentaries, lectures, 
and codes were exhausted; when neither the civil nor the common 
law could reach the emergency of his case, he would often appeal to 
the divine teachings of Christ and the Apostles as the true source of 
all that was good and wise. 

At the close of the war, new questions arose, involving the condi- 
tion of the States which had attempted to go out of the Union; also 
of the rights of the people residing therein. He was among the first, 
as my colleague has already said, to devise and point out a plan of 
reconstruction. He believed in a government by the people, and he 
would remand the citizens of those States as soon as possible to the 
forms of self-government according to the letter and spirit of the 
Constitution. His plan and views were adopted in the main, and to 
him we are largely indebted for the settlement of these questions. 

Before his connection with this subject he was little identified 
with politics, though he had always belonged to a party, and was 
ready when occasion required to assert his belief. When the war 
broke out he arose above all parties and knew only his country and 
its safety. Whenever and wherever the Government was assaulted he 
was ready to defend, and when the conflict raged fiercest his voice 
rang out through the land from the east to the west in support of the 
party that could best save the Union. 

In 1868 he took a seat in the American Senate. 

As he had gained distinction at the bar, or upon the stump, so he 
acquired eminence as a statesman in the Senate. He found there a 
new forum, and there he met foemen worthy of his steel. He could 
there speak, not for a single client, but for a whole nation. He thus 
became possessed of that which few enjoy, eminence as a lawyer and 
statesman combined. Mr. CARPENTER was noted for his social qual- 
ities. Though possessed of a courage to do right, he was tender of 
the feelings and opinions of even his adversary. His generous na- 
ture would not permit him to take undue advantage of the strong 
or turn a deaf ear to the weak. For the poor, his pity and sympa- 
thy were of easy touch. His forgiving kindness would well-nigh 
murder justice. Charity had a strong abiding place in his great 
heart, and if he erred at allit was in obedience to her commands. 
His own comfort and ease was his last thought. For a year before 
his death he must have known its silent but sure approach. This, 
however, detracted nothing from his wented cheerfulness, and those 
who knew him best scarcely discovered his failing health, certainly 
not his dangerous condition. His kind treatment to all, and his 
merry laugh, continued the same up to a few days before his death. 
Each day he greeted his friends as he did in the morning of life. He 
cencealed his sufferings and gradual dissolution until he met them 
nomore. To the very last his mind retained its vigor, never waver- 
ing,never clouded. We cannot realize how death can hush to silence 
so much at one stroke. In a moment of time that great soul and life 
took its flight, and henceforth will abide with us no more, 

But I must pause. The virtues of the man need no attestation 
from me. They are known where he was known. They cannot be 
disguised or hidden from sight, but like the stars in a cloudless night 
they will continue to shine while time shalllast. If we would praise 
or eulogize him, if we would make for him robes of pearl, we could do 
no better than recount his daily walk. 





Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, the eminent Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, whose earthly life ended amid the closing days of the last Con- 
gress, and to honor whose name and memory these ceremonies are 
now had, acquired no obscure niche in the temple of fame dedi- 
cated in the public mind and memory to a record of the men who, 
during the period of our national existence, have given conspicuous 
honor to the professions and avocations demanding for their success- 
ful prosecution great talents and large attainments. The name of 
MATTHEW H. CARPENTER will be held in fresh remembrance by this 
generation, and readily brmg to mind the brilliant and learned law- 
yer and orator. His speeches from the rostrum, and the floor of the 
Senate, and his arguments before the highest courts and tribunals of 
the land, willlong hold their place among the utterances of the 
great men to which time brings no loss of attractiveness or admira- 
tion. 

Senator CARPENTER, in his professional and public career, was 
abreast with the first men of his time. Death had, indeed, too great a 
victory when it took him from the stage of action. Though it made 
its inexorable demands and fally disclosed its relentless character, 
yet its victory was only that the grand career should terminate, that 
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further labors and other triumphs and life itself should not be, yet 
it could not take away his well-earned fame. That lives and will 
live, conquering even the incursions of time. 

Death makes no conquest of this conqueror, 

For now he lives in fame, though not in life. 

Others can better dwell upon the events of his remarkable life, and 
have already done so. It shall be mine,in a few sentences, to seek 
the grounds for the undisputed place he had in the public mind when 
death came, and the universal esteem and love in which he was held 
by the people of his adopted State. 

Those who heard him oftenest in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, bring the highest tributes to his profound acquaintance with 
the first principles of jurisprudence; to his singularly acute, ready, 
and logical mind ; to his marvelous power of labor and research; tohis 
unerring grasp of all the points involved in the given case, and to 
his rare forensic powers. I am willing that some of them should 
speak for him here. 

When the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States met in 
the court-room on Monday, March 7, 1881, to pay a fitting tribute to 
the memory of the deceased brother, Senator Thurman said: 

It might seem to be almost superfluous to say to this audience, who he was and 
what he was. There is perhaps no one here to-day who has not witnessed some 
one or more of those vomieteable displays of forensic eloquence and of legal learn- 
ing for which he was so justly distinguished. ‘There are but few, if any, lawyers 
in the Republic who have not heard of his fame ; for it was as widespread as the 
continent. 

Hon. Jeremiah 8. Black, on the same occasion, in a speech of great 
beauty and tenderness of sentiment, among other words, said: 

But when we think of his great wisdom and wonderful skill in the forensic use 
of it, together with his other qualities of mind and heart, we cannot doubt that in 
his left hand would have been uncounted riches and abundant honor if only length 
of days had been given to his right. As it was, he distanced his contemporaries 
and became the peer of the greatest among those who had started long before him. 
The flow of his speech was steady and strong as the current of a great river. 
Every sentence was perfect; every word was fitly spoken ; each apple of gold was 
set in its picture of silver. 

Senator GARLAND said: 

This is not an ordinary occasion, and it excites in all of us no ordinary feel- 
ings, for we have met here to pay the last honors to one of the remarkable men of 
this remarkable age and this remarkable country. 

Attorney Embry said: 

In his professional and public life he consecrated himself wholly to the great 
work before him. He bowed before the altar of duty, lighted by the torches of 
resolution and fidelity, and made his physical strength a martyr to his intellectual 
energies. Hecherished a sacred reverence for the Constitution of his country, and 
as an American Senator, he guarded it with sleepless vigilance as the only pure 
fountain whose living streams refresh, invigorate, and sustain the national life. 
In law he was an artist, like Michael Angelo in virgin marble, who, ‘fashioning 
the daintiest forms of beauty, handled his chisel and his mallet as if he were hew- 
ing a pyramid.” 

These are remarkable testimdnials, and from men high in publie 
confidence. 

Senator CARPENTER was loved and honored by the people of Wis- 
consin, for he had by nature, and exhibited them in daily life, ele- 
ments and traits of character which always bring admirers and 
followers. He was sincere and truthful. Conviction pointed out to 
him the path of duty; it defined the obligations which he should 
assume and discharge. He honestly believed in the political party 
to which he joined himself, and cheerfully accepted its creed for his 
guidance. His defense of its principles was always manly and far 
removed from the modes and practices of the demagogue. He won 
the people in his political debates, for his appeals in their behalf, 
though always eloquent, sought to take the reason rather than the 
passions. He labored in honorable argument to convict the judg- 
ment of those who came to hear him. He treated them as his peers 
in the honors and responsibilities of citizenship, and would have 
them follow him only as they were forced to do so by the unanswer- 
ableness of his facts and arguments. The people may laugh at the 
anecdote of the orator who seeks only to please, but they will follow 
the orator who renders his principles nnassailable by intrenchments 
of undeniable fact and well-built arguments. 

The eminent statesman whom we seek to honor by these services, 
was bold and frank. He could not, from his very nature, play the 
coward or the deceiver. He boldly took his positions and frankly 
proclaimed them. He may have erred in judgment at some time, 
and indeed, many times, but he could not purposely mislead. His. 
openness, his freedom from deceit, gave him the hearts of the people. 
For these, they loved him and yielded to his arguments. These 
known and felt qualities of heart made him invincible. Estrange- 
ment cannot last long between a popular leader and his friends, 
where the former thus bears himself. The return of Mr. CARPEN- 
TER to the Senate, after a short retirement, attests the correctness of 
this statement. 

The great orator and statesman was generous and kind. His deeds 
of charity were many. He would defend the poor man with all his 
wealth of learning and eloquence, when no fee could be expected. 
His early struggles against poverty had put him into sympathy with 
the unfortunate. His goodly nature, aside from his personal expe- 
rience, had made him the friend and defender of the poor. The emi- 
nent lawyer and accomplished orator was at the same time the ready 
friend, the kind, bay mepenigag supporter of him who was ready to 
perish. Herein was honor. Hence shall come the sweet memories 
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of noble deeds, following into the distant future the name of him 
who performed them. 

The drying up a single tear has more 

Of honest fame, than shedding seas of gore. 

Senator CARPENTER acquired no wealth while in public life. His 
poverty increased while in the councils of the nation. 

In conclusion, great attainments in the science of law and of gov- 
ernment; qualities of heart making him the object of sincere and 
trusting love with the people, unsurpassed devotion to priaciple and 
duty, a public service wholly free from all taint of corruption and 
even doubtful gain, make it easy to record our profound respect for 
his noble life and character. He dignified labor, learning, and Chris- 
tian charities. The nation mourns him. Her halls of legislation are 
now dedicated to a recital of his illustrious life and character. Be- 
yond this, we cannot go. We leave him and his name to the just 
work of impartial history. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. Speaker, the mantle of winter was still 
lingering over the landscape, spring was struggling to emerge from 
the dead past into new life, while nature was striving to break the 
bands of her environment to deck her with garlands of roses and 
clothe her in mantles of green. Amid these contending forces the 
mind of MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER was contemplating the great 
unchangeable change his spirit was awaiting. Surrounded by all 
that was dear to him in life, when the summons came; without a 
murmur his spirit passed from earth into the realms of the ever- 
lasting. 

The funeral obsequies at his home in the Cream City of the West 
bear the clearest testimony of the very high and distinguished honor 
in which he was held by her mourning people. Legions of citizens 
of all ranks and conditions, clothed in the emblems of mourning, 
crowded every avenue to join in the last sad rite the living can pay 
to the dead—tenderly and lovingly laying him to rest where the blue 
Michigan laves her western shores. 

Yes, MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER is no more; but he will live in 
unfaded memory of his noble and generous heart, his fullness of 
manly qualities, his illustrious and brilliant career. 

No words of mine can do him justice, nor can I in fitting language 
portray the powers of his eloquence, his profound knowledge, or that 
exquisite tension of mind which developed his genius and under- 
standing. 

Born and reared among the rugged hills and mountains of his native 
State whose primeval forests were ever pointing upward, he seems 
to have been inspired by their grandeur and sublimity, and taking 
for his motto ‘“ouward and upward,” his young mind determined to 
grasp and solve not so much the laws by which nature had been 
guided in forming her rock-ribbed mountains and the forms of snow 
which capped their lofty peaks as the laws which lead his fellow-men 
on and up to a better civilization, which give peace and permanence 
to nations and the highest degree of social order to the people of a 
commonwealth. 

When we say he was an eminent lawyer we have bestowed but a 
half meed of praise, and we only do justice to his memory when we 
say that he was not only learned, brilliant, and eloquent, but that 
he was as profound as he was eloquent. 

When he arose to address the court upon any question of great 
moment, he had only to proceed to a mere statement of the case to 
convince you thatit was a mere toy—a plaything in his hands; that 
untiring energy and ceaseless toil had attended his steps by day and 
unwearying vigils had been his only companion by night. Some- 
times in the opening of the case, but most frequently in the midst of 
the argument, his heart would seem to hold back the great depth of 
thought which impelled him, that his brilliant imaginations might 
for a moment have full play and invest the theme with a charm that 
would captivate and entrance the hearer; then in quick succession 
would follow, as does the artillery of heaven her brilliant flashes, 
the futl weight of concentrated thought and power of his reasoning 
until the argument forged by the hand of genius appeared in all its 
proportions of strength and beauty. 


It has been said that energy and perseverance, added to an unflag- | 


ging spirit, are a full substitute for genius; but here we find genius 
leading captive at her will while energy and perseverance are proud 
to follow in her train. 

That MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER was a student none who knew 
him will gainsay or deny, and in his legal pursuits he entered every 
domain that could furnish him materials for legal store or the bread 
of legal life and strength. 

Like Chancellor Kent, he had great delight in the study and con- 
templations of the principles of the civil law, and as that eminent 
and renowned law writer has done more than any other to soften 
the asperities of the common law by ingrafting upon it some of those 
principles of the civil law which will ever shed luster upon the 
oe of this country, so did he whose life we are now con- 
templating seek oe new and old principles which, when 
once clothed upon by that Se of reasoning for which he was 
so eminently distinguished, will ever tend to elucidate and adorn the 
spirit of our laws. 

He well knew that there was not a principle laid down by any 
law writer in Christendom which had not its foundation in the Pen- 
tateuch ; therefore, he not only consulted the Genesis of Man, but the 
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Exodus and Judges of Israel, history, philosophy, theology, and law, 
all were companions which he entertained with great zest and de- 
light, and from which he could at any moment select the choicest 
materials and at once invest his cause with an interest as solemn 
and a charm as fascinating as the most illustrous Roman senator or 
Athenian advocate. 

In private life his warm and genial manners, added to his fine 
conversational powers, drew to him very many warm, sincere, and 
trusting friends, and when recreation for a season drew him aside 
from his arduous labors it was with the most lively satisfaction and 
pleasure that he gave himself up to the full measure of social enjoy- 
ment--his conversation sparkling with gems of wit and humor, his 
manner as frank, tender, and trusting as a child; his countenance: 
gleaming with unmistakable evidence that neither malice nor revenge 
found any resting-place in his heart, that neither avarice nor arro- 
gance had ever disturbed her seat. 

In view of what has been said, it must be apparent that his success 
at the bar was marvelously rapid, and that it was as substantial as 
it was rapid, and in a few short years his renown as a lawyer had’ 
passed the bounds of his State and his fame had become national. 

Having been retained in the famous case “In the matter of ex parte 
William H. McCardle, appellant,” he appeared before the United 
States court to argue the case in behalf of this Government, and 
we venture the assertion that few cases have ever been preseated 
before that court with greater ability. The opening was a master- 
piece of oratory, at the same time showing a modesty of demeanor 
becoming one so much younger in years than the venerable and emi- 
nent counsel opposing. ‘To illustrate his noble and exalted compre- 
hension of the office and obligation of the lawyer, the advocate, we 
will quote his words in the opening of that noted case. Said he: 


This is the first time in the history of the world that a bench of judges has been 
invoked to redress the wrongs, real or imaginary, of eleven millions of people, and 
to establish the authority of ten pretending governments. Such controversies 
have been decided by force, not by reason; in the field, notin the courts. Water- 
loo determined the fate of Napoleon, and he went in sullen silence to his ocean rock, 
never dreaming of the habeas corpus. No lawyer can argue, no judge decide this 
cause without a painful sense of the responsibility. Its consequences will be upon 
us and upon our children, and generations yet unborn will rejoice or mourn over 
the principles to be here established. This court has been told, not for the first 
time, that it is the great conservative department of the Government; that if it 
does not keep constant vigil over the other departments they will rush, as would 
the planets without the law of gravitation, into ‘‘ hopeless and head-long ruin.” 
There is nothing within the circle of human emotions, unless it be the pleasure 
with whith a lover praises the real or imaginary charms of his mistress, at all to 
be compared to the delight experienced by a lawyer in glorifying a court. It results 
from our studies and our training that we entertain the utmost reverence for those 
who must declare what the law is. Within proper bounds this is commendable, 
but the bar in afree country often have higher duties to perform, and this adula- 
tion of judges may be carried to excess. The judges of this court, like the Apostles 
of our Lord, are men of like passions and infirmities with other men. 

The bar stands in much the same relation to the court that the prophets held to 
the ruling powers of the ancient dispensation. It is our duty, when the occasions 
require, to admonish and warn, and that, too, whether courts will listen or whether 
they will refrain. There are times when general truths should have personal ap 
plication, times when a prophet in Israel must say to a king of Israel, ‘‘ Thou art: 
the man.’’ But to do this he should be a prophet and not a mere technical Levite. 
He should stand among his brethren like Saul among the multitude, head and 
shoulders above them all. So, too, the counsel to say what ought to be said here 
should be one venerated for his age, admired for his wisdom—one who could com- 
mand audience in this court as it has been said Wellington commanded attention 
in the House of Lords, not for elegance or art in arranging an argument but because 
he had done the things. He had stood beneath the shell-rent tree while the fate of 
Europe was being determined at Waterloo. 


Mr. Speaker, I can pronounce no encomium or eulogy at all to be 
comparedtothis. Iwillnotattemptit. Since that day, twice elected 
to the Senate of these United States, how often, to use his own lan- 
guage of another, has he been known to ‘shake the foundations of 
the Capitol” in the discussions that have agitated that body. Vener- 
ation for free institutions, reverence for the laws he could not repress- 
He was ever ready to pay them the highest homage. 

Enshrined in his heart were those imperishable principles which 
are the bulwark of our social fabric, which have a destiny higher 
than that of states, and were so eloquently enunciated by the most 
renowned writer of any age or ecclesiastical polity : ‘‘ Of law there 
can be no less acknowledged than that her seat is the bosom of God ; 
her voice, the harmony of the world; all things in heaven and in 
earth do her homage—the very least as feeling her care, and the great- 
est as not exempted from her power; both angels and men and creat- 
ures of what condition soever, though each in different sort and 
manner, yet all, with uniform concert, admiring her as the mother 
of their peace and joy.” 


Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, Mr. CARPENTER was one of the high- 
est types of that personal and public character which is produced 
only in a country and under conditions like ours. A nation gathered 
from the vitality of every land, uniting in one community the en- 
terprise and progressive energy of every people, and kindling it with 
the associations of every race, with a continent as a birthright and free- 
dom as a franchise, it is fit that we should be, as a people, the lead- 
ers and the champions of freedom and progress, for ourselves, not 
only, but for all the peoples of the earth. 

A nation not ‘‘ born on the soil” which it inhabits, nor growing 
either with its physical development and its progress from barbarism 
to civilization, but transferring by colony and occupation, the cus- 
toms and habits, associations and ideas, principles and laws of other ' 
ages and older continents, to control and direct the undeveloped: 
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of Heaven. 
Mr. Speaker, the pressure of public duty has prevented me from 


on the tomb which covers the mortality of this great lawyer, states- 
man, and patriot. 









Mr. HAZELTON. Mr. Speaker, the death of MatrHEew H. Car- 
PENTER, standing pre-eminent as he did in the nation’s eye as a jurist, 
orator, and statesman, creates a void that cannot soon be filled or be 
soon forgotten. Not far beyond life’s noon his sun went down into 
the night of death, but its splendor still lingers athwart the western 
sky, and another illustrious name adorns our American roll of honor 
andfame. The munimentsofhis title to be ranked among the worthies 
of American history and secure the lasting remembrance of the Amer- 
ican people are largely enrolled in this capital of the free, where for 
a quarter of a century and more he spoke as an advocate or Senator, 
and where the light of his life went out forever. 

And as it was with Clay and Adams, as it was with Sumner and 
Collamer, with Stevens and Morton, with Chandler and Burnside, this 
solemn memorial ceremony is noidle form; for oratory cannot weave 
a garland of praise or love that his sweet nature and commanding 
genius did not merit. What could be more appropriate than this cus- 
tomary pause in the active duties of national legislation to offer a 
tribute of friendship and eulogy to those of our associates who fall 
from time to time at their high post of duty to be seen by us on earth 
no more. 

And now, turning from the new-made grave of the dead Senator 
to a retrospect of his life and its results, his long line of distinguished 
service in the forum of justice, his career in the arena of politics, his 
gifted contributions to oratory and literature— 

Fruits of a genial morn and glorious noon, 

The deathless part of him who died too soon— 
and then to undertake an analysis of those elements of character 
which gave him commanding power and influence among men, that 
made his presence the charm of every social circle, and to those who 
sought him, sweet as summer, I can but realize how inadequate is 
this oceasion and how weak my ability to do justice to his memory 
and his fame. 

I know but little of his boyhood history, except that, with the blood 
of the Pilgrims in his veins, he started out from among the free homes 
and altars of New England, solitary and alone, to make that journey 
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menced with genius for his scepter, and for his fortune, poverty. 
The extremes of his life illustrate the marvelous opportunities for suc- 
cess afforded by free institutions; and this life-picture in its triumphs 
stands not alone in the history of our humanity. To paraphrase the 
language of Griffith to the Queen: 
From his cradle 
He was a lawyer, and a ripe and good one. 
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in the directors of its thought and the leaders of its action, physical 
and mental qualities more rarely needed, and therefore more rarely 
produced, in otherlands and under other exigencies of civilization 
and progress. It is of the nature of man to rise in spirit to the level of 
the great action of which heisa part. The heart dwindles in contact 
with small things and petty interests; but when brought in contact 
with great ideas, stirred by strong feelings, striving for great ends 
with desperate energy, and pouring on the altar of success the most 
terrible and precious sacrifices, then the human heart, developing 
the germ of its immortal nature, rises to the hight of the loftiest ideas, 
and enlarges to the compass of the broadest principles. Deep and 
firm foundation in the axiomatic principles of government and organic 
law, close and severe training in the application of fixed principles 
to new and changing conditions, accurate and unwavering logic, 
which has the courage of its own conclusions, an honest mind, that 
submits to the sway of its own real convictions, and, higher than all, 
an inherent reeption, which, when invoked in the cause of truth, 
rises above the mists of doubt and shakes off at willthe trammels of 
mere reason, until knowledge ripens into wisdom, and judgment, 
which is human, melts into faith, which is divine—these are some of 
the qualities which are invoked and raised in the progress of a civi- 



























In our American Pantheon the future student of his country’s 
history will find the statue of MATTHEW CARPENTER standing with 
2 group, the luster of whose fame will lighten but not obscure his 
own—Madison and Elisworth, Hamilton and Marshall, Calhoun and 
Kent, Webster and Taney—these are the men with whom his great 
faculties will forever associate him; and of them all, there was not 
-one who held a principle with a stronger grasp of logic, or lightened 
a subject with brighter rays from that higher realm of feeling and 
consciousness where truth shines like the ‘‘day-spring,” and where 
genius soars like the eagle toward the sun. The friends of the right 
stood surprised and delighted when he bore it on the strong wings of 
his power, beyond their reach, to the clearer atmosphere of ethereal 
light, and fixed it as a star in the firmament of eternal truth; and the 
champions of the wrong were scattered and dismayed when, stooping 
from his companionship with the sun, he struck it with the weapons 


















paying a more matured and fitting tribute to the memory of my 
friend, but I should feel that I had been recreant to the best feelings 
of my heart, if I had not paused long enough to lay my simple wreath 


which has just ended at the gateway of another existence. He com- | 


Tle early inspirations of his life inclined him toward the profession | 
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for which his natural powers were best adapted, and it is on this line 
of development that his genius shines with its purest luster and his 
fame finds its strongest and surest foundations. From that period of 
his existence when he was first capable of fixing his true course he 
never surrendered his purpose and his determination to reach the 
front rank of the American bar. On his way up, some generous spirit 
assigned him to West Point, and, remaining there but two years, he 
resigned to resume the golden thread of his true ambition. 

In his profession he was a tireless student. And if he had the ad- 
vantage of intuition in the consideration of a cause, noessential fact 
escaped his notice and no principle of law remained unexamined. 

All through his professional lite he gathered the choicest books of 
law and literature, until his library grew to magnificent proportions 
and became a part of the rich heritage left by his death. All along 
its pages are the annotations of his pencil, and he who undertakes 
to follow him will grow weary on the journey. He knew all “the 
paths the worthies held,” and the opinions of Marshall and Storey 
and all the writings of the great publicists read to him like a ro- 
mance. He became familiar with all the authorities and the princi- 
ples and practice of the civil and common law, with the code and 
all that a to it. Such marvelous facility, such strength and 
practical knowledge had he acquired in the wide range of his pro- 
fession, that there was no court of justice on earth whose adjudica- 
tions were in the English language before which he could not easily 
and readily practice. Lawyers who could do this were few in any age 
or any country. As atriallawyer few men ever held a keener lance; 
and in the courts of final resort he was welcomed as an oracle of the 
law. 

Adopting the State of Wisconsin as his home and the theater of his 
early professional career, he commanded the leading practice of the 
Northwest, and through his untiring devotion to the law and through 
his commanding ability and force of character pushed his way on to 
the highest judicial forum of the nation, where he became the recog- 
nized peer of its ablest advocates—of such men as Reverdy Johnson 
and Black and CusLing and Evarts. 

“Tf,” said Sir Isaac Newton, on one occasion, ‘‘I have seen further 
into science than others, than Columbus or Kepler or Descartes, it is 
because I have stood upon the shoulders of giants.” So he of whom we 
speak, mounting the shoulders of the older giants of the profession, 
in the growth and spirit of free institutions, and in the light of new 
principles and broader demands constantly arising in our progressive 
civilization, became stronger than they who were masters in another 
day and generation. 

The nation itself in an exigency of great importance to its welfare 
recognized his ability in law when it summoned him to advocate and 
maintain before its highest judicial tribunal the constitutionality ef 
the reconstruction acts, and his great argument in later days gave 
construction to the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution—a 
construction affecting the rights of untold millions of men and per- 
haps for all time. 

So well and so ably did he present the McCardle case, involving 
the constitutionality of the reconstruction acts, that it became the 
bridge over which he passed into the Senate of the United States, 
where his legal accumen was destined to blend with the polity of true 
statesmanship. 

In the Senate he was conspicuous from the beginning for his pro- 
found knowledge of constitutional and parliamentary law, and at 
the threshold of his service challenged its oldest and ablest members 
in debate on the most intricate questions of international and con- 
stitutional law, and those great measures of national legislation ever 
found him equal to the emergency. 

Among the fruits of his handiwork is the judiciary act, now the 
guide of the courts of the land; and upon the pages of all important 
debates he stamped the impress of his great intellect. He made one 
mistake, and that was in the endeavor to divide his energies between 
the duties of that great body and the continued practice of the law. 
No man can serve well two such tyrant masters. 

And now of his nature and personal qualities let me speak a word— 
speak of him as he was: 

Nothing extenuate, 
Nor set down aught in malice. 
He was by nature great, and generous, and honest. As a lawyer 


he waged warfare on the highest plain of honor. He sought no ad- © 


vantage through favoritism, and won no victory by doubtful methods. 
He despised a court, high or low, that was not pure and unsullied. 
His courage in the conduct of a cause was the sublimity of heroism, 
and his fidelity to his clients was never open tosuspicion. With the 
weaker side he was ever generous and forbearing, and to the poorhe 
gave opinion and counsel without money and without price. 

There was no malice in his heart and no tyranny in his nature. If 
he had been born a king he would have ruled his subjects with a 
scepter of love. ‘‘In his right hand he ever carried gentle peace to 
silence envious tongues.” All the world knew his faultsas well as his 
virtues. There was nothing hidden in his nature. The life he lived 
and the battles he fought were as on the mountain tops, still open 
to view, and where the sunshine of his victories still gleam. 

He was a most attractive man in his physical development. Na- 
ture rarely fashions into manhood a form so perfect and a presence 0 
commanding. It wasmy good fortune ia boyhood days to look upcn 
Mr. Webster and hear him address a popular audience in New Eng- 
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land. His great utterances still echo in my ears, and his godlike 
mein, in all its varied powers, still remains a bright picture on the 
walls of my memory. No man ever saw and heard Mr. CARPENTER 
under like circumstances that did not retain the impression of his 
great presence for a life-time. I bear him in rememberance as he ap- 
red in the majesty and beauty of his manhood’s strength, when 
is shoulders seemed fit to bear the weight of nations, and ‘his look 
drew audience still as night or summer’s noontide air.” I bear him 
in rememberance as he came in the days of war from the forum of 
justice to the tribunes of the people ‘‘ to speak the word which wins 
the freedom of a land” 
And lift for human rights the sword 
That dropped from Hampden’s dying hand. 

Who can tell how hard and sad it is to realize that his great life 
is ended; that he whom I knew and loved so well lies dead before us. 

Dead in the crowning hour of public usefulness, in the prime of a 
manhood still rich in promise, and like a stately tree full of leaf, 
and bud, and flower, and fruit. 

Dead! while his voice was living, yet 
In echoes round the pillared dome,— 
Dead! while his blotted page lay wet 
With themes of State ‘and loves of home. 

A mourning nation bore his ashes back to the State he had loved 
and honored, and gave them over to the loving hearts that had sus- 
tained him in his life, and will cherish his memory now that he is 
gone. There they buried him by the blue waters of Lake Michigan, 
amid the snows of a northern winter, beneath primeval oaks that 
stand as sentinels over his grave, while his great, generous spirit 
was at rest in the bosom of that Infinite Being ‘‘ whom we call God, 
and know no more.” 




















Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, the American Congress is again called 
upon to pay its tribute of respect to the memory of one of its recently 
deceased members; to make at least a brief record of its knowledge 
and appreciation of his virtues and talents, of the more prominent 
incidents of his private life and public career, and to tender its con- 
dolence and sympathy to bereaved relatives and friends. 

We bow submissively and reverently to that sublimely mysterious 
power, Death, before which all human opposition is vain, which 
removes the monarch from his throne as ruthlessly as the peasant 
from his cottage, and which enters with the stride of a conqueror 
into the high places of earth, mocks at a challenge of its authority, 
which it exercises with absolute and uncurbed sovereignty. Weare 
living in a busy, ene world; time moves so swiftly, events 
succeed each other with such rapidity, that the memory of the scenes 
of yesterday is to-day already beginning to fade, and by to-morrow 
will almost be forgotten. 

We are reminded by the solemn exercises of this hour that scarcely 
one year ago MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER, the great Senator from 
Wisconsin, was a most prominent figure in American jurisprudence, 

olitics, and legislation: one day expounding the law, unfolding its 
intricacies, and applying its truths in our highest judicial tribunal ; 
the next day standing in the Senate, the peer of any of his associates, 
and with equal ability and learning mastering the great underlying 
principles on which our Government is founded, and seeking to 
ingraft and oe them upon the legislation of the country. But 
his voice is hushed in death and his once commanding form is molder- 
ing in its mother earth. 

‘The urisconsult, the Senator, is gone. 
are and what shadows we pursue!” 

In court his vast erudition, his indomitable energy, and his con- 
stant vigilance made him a most formidable adversary. He under- 
stood the science of the law as familiarly as most men understand the 
alphabet. He understood it in its most general and comprehensive 
sense, in its essence and its spirit, whether ancient or modern, and 
equally familiar with Justinian, Blackstone, and Story. 

He yvas a successful lawyer because he loved the law and knew 
that, like a jealous mistress, it would endure no rival, but demanded 
undivided attention. What were conflicts of the law to most minds 
were to him only apparent, not real; its intricacies he readily disen- 
tangled, and its abstruseness, under the touch of his genius, lost its 
obscurity and vanished as the dew vanishes on the approach of the 
morning sun. 

In the Senate, he was ever a most fearless and able debater, thor- 
oughly posted upon every subject which he felt himself called upon 
to discuss, and bringing to such discussion an amount of learnin 
and research that never failed to shed upon his subject additiona 
light, however exhaustive might have been the arguments which 
preceded him. 

He loved his country and cherished a most ardent affection for our 
history, our institutions, our laws and literature, our glorious achieve- 
ments in the arts of war and in the paths of peace. 

It was this love of country which made him so useful and so suc- 
cessful in his legislative career. No man should ever be intrusted 
with the high nsibility of making the laws of his country who 
does eM love it with all his mind, withall his heart, and with all his 
strength. 

As a legislator he strived to make the people better, wiser; and hap- 
pier. He sought to place upon the statute book the principles of 
justice, of liberty, of equality, and his voice was ever heard and his 
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‘‘ Alas! what shadows we 
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vote ever recorded on the side of these sterling principles, upon the 
success of which he believed de 
ness and the future safety and glory of his countrymen. 






































nded the present peace and happi- 


He ‘vas a courageous man, having the courage of his convictions, 


and from it no hope of temporary advantage could ever tempt him, 
no sophistry could pervert his clear judgment, no flattery could cause 
him to swerve from the right, and no solicitation could induce him 
to pursue the wrong. 


Strong in the conviction of a well-matured and equally well-bal- 
anced mind, he stood firm in the conscious rectitude of his position, 
and hence he was a safe legislator, a wise counsellor, and a true 
friend. Thus accoutered, he went forward to the discharge of life’s 
duties, looking neither to the right hand nor to the left; taking no 
counsel of doubts or fears; heeding not the blandishments of power, 
and spurning the slightest suggestions of “ stooping to conquer,” or 
of ‘‘ bending the pregnant hinges of the knee that thrift might follow 
fawning.” He stood erect as God created him, and dared to do right 
for the sake of the right. 

During hisresidence in this city I met him often and knew him well. 
His was indeed a most kindly, generous nature—tender as woman 
and guileless as achild. Noone ever approached him for charity and 
was sent away empty. No one ever sought his advice in hours of 
trouble and despondency that did not receive full sympathy, generous 
counsel, and heartfelt encouragement. 

His heart and his hand were always ready to succor and befriend. 
That heart has ceased to beat; that hand has lost its cunning. In 
dropping a tear to his memory let us also invoke Divine Providence 
to grant to our beloved land many more such sons! 


Mr. TYLER. Mr. Speaker, it is fitting that the representatives of 
a great republic should pause for a day in their accustomed duties 
to eulogize the character of a departed statesman and to invite the 
living to emulate his example. We need also to remind ourselves 
that we are mortal. In the rush and excitement of public life ‘we 
can hardly realize that death may come and seize those who seem 
the strongest and best equipped for the contest. Public men, elated 
by temporary distinction, forget how soon a new audience will greet 
new actors; how soon their words and deeds will fade from memory. 

The eternal surge 
Of time and tide rolls on, and bears afar 
Our bubbles. 

The power which appoints our lot is inexorable. Death is com- 
mon toall. It neither passes by the humble nor treats the great with 
homage. 

Pallida mors 2equo pulsat pede pauperum tabernas 
Regumque turres. 

Though Senator CARPENTER served only eight years in the Senate 
and died while yet in the prime of life, he made for himself an endur- 
ing reputation and placed his name in the galaxy of America’s eminent 
statesmen. But, distinguished as he was in the halls of legislation, 
he perhaps won a more enviable fame as a constitutional lawyer in 
the Supreme Court of the United States. He was a master of the legal 
science and a natural orator. The people of his native county well 
remember his early efforts at the bar and the promise he gave of foren- 
sic achievements, since then so well fulfilled. Richly gifted in mind, 
with a voice of marvelous power and sweetness, and with such models 
before him as Dillingham of Vermont and Choate of Massachusetts, 
his early instructors in the law, the way to high distinction as a pub- 
lic speaker opened easily before him. Alas, while we speak hissilvery 
voice is hushed, the fires of his wonderful genius for earth are quenched 
forever. 

The State of which I have the honor to be a Representative comes 
with her young sister of the West to bring her offering to his memory, 
because he was a great lawyer and statesman, an eloquent orator, a 
man of the kindliest nature; and also because he was born and passed 
his ghildhood and youth among her green hills; because she watched 
with intense interest and pride his brilliant career from its beginning 
until its close, and because she honored him as her own son. 

It was a favorite theory with the ancient Greeks that their ances- 
tors sprung directly from the earth, and their love of country was 
greatly intensified by the belief that their native land was literally 
their mother. On the occasions when they pronounced funeral ora- 
tions and performed sacred rites in honor of their heroic dead they 
first eulogized the land that gave them birth. Every country pro- 
duces its men and stamps upon them its own characteristics. It is 
proverbial that the dwellers in mountainous lands are lovers of free- 
dom, and it is doubtless true that Senator CARPENTER’S native State, 
of which an early poet said, 

’Tis a rough land of rock and hill and tree, 

Where dwells no titled lord, no cabined slave, 

Where heart and hand and tongue are free— 
gave him something of the vigor of thought and independence of char- 
acter for which he became distinguished. 

This is an occasion for eulogy, an occasion to testify to the worth 
of a deceased statesman, to express personal regard and appreciation 
of valuable public services by him rendered rather than to criticise 
his character. And this is just eulogy, that Mr. CARPENTER pos- 
sessed intellectual faculties of great power and brilliancy, and that 
he also had a genius for labor, He did not trust to luck or artifice 
or mere ingenuity for his success. His speeches in the Senate and on 





















severe mental toil. He realized that 


The heights b men won and kept 
Were not attained by sudden flight . 

But they, while their companions slept, 
Were toiling upward in the night. 

It may also be justly saidof him, as was said of Lord Mansfield, that 
he was animated by a sincere desire to be of service to his country 
and by a noble aspiration after honorable fame. In future years, 
when those who inherit his name read of his public and professional 
work ‘in records that defy the tooth of time,” especially his exposi- 
tions of the Constitution of his country, they will have the proud 
satisfaction of knowing that this end of a most laudable ambition 
was reached. 

To us it seems that Senator CARPENTER’S death was premature, that 
his life-work was incomplete. When we think of the possibilities of 
his genius we deeply regret that he could not have lived to old age, 
his powers unfolding with the unfolding years, 

Till, like ripe fruit, he dropped 
Tuto his mother’s lap ; or was with ease 
Gathered, not harshly plucked, for death mature. 


rather than that his light should have gone out in the zenith of its | 


splendor. And yet few names will stand higher on the roll of Amer- 
ican lawyers than that of MarTHEW HALE CARPENTER, and few men 
indeed have passed into the great future more respected by political 
opponents or better loved by friends than he. And there is consola- 
tion in the belief that the mind never dies, that its powers are only 
transferred to a broader and higher sphere of action, that 
There is no death 
To the living soul, nor loss, nor harm. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that the pict- 
ure of this noble life is already complete. I may mar, I can hardly 
hope to improve it by what Imaysay. I shall detain the House but 
2 moment. 

Mr. Speaker, the elements and characteristics in the moral and in- 
tellectual make-up of the deceased whom we are met to honor, and 
which gave him conspicuous prominence among his fellows, have 
been adverted to. °Tis needless that Irecountthem. The record of 
a noble life is thatlife’s best eulogy. The history of the deeds of wor- 
thy men their most lasting epitaph. 

This memorial service is for the living, not for the dead. If we, 
the living actors on this scene, and our children, profit not by the 
study and example of such a life as that just closed, this service were 
worse than useless. The influence of the words and acts of such 
men as the deceased will outlast the bronze and marble fashioned to 
make their names immortal. 

The grand thoughts given to the world by the philosophers of Greece 
will outwear their Parthenon ; the utterances of Roman senators in 
declaring some great truth will be heard when the massive walls that 
echoed back those utterances have perished. It is the never-dying 
echo of great truths uttered that makes the oracle immortal. It is 
the impress of great and noble thoughts upon the minds and hearts of 
men that keeps green the memory of those who give them to the 
world. There is a lesson in the life just closed, an inspiration in 
its example. The life of Senator CARPENTER began in obscurity, 2s 
did those of Lincoln, and Garfield, and Chandler. His success, like 
theirs, demonstrates to the youths of the Republic the grand possibili- 
ties which open before them under the benigninfluence of that equality 
of opportunity born of the happy union first formed in ourown land 
between liberty and law. The lesson of such lives and the teaching 
of such experience as they had, assure us, even in these fat and pursy 
times, when men are prone to leave the true altar to worship Mammon, 
that the portals that inclose the seats of greatest honor yield not alone, 
if at all, to the touch of golden keys. ‘They have taught the world 
that true and lasting fame is for him alone who worthily wins it by 
observing the precepts of truth and virtue. I will not say that in 
public atiairs the deceased was the first to find the vantage ground 
of right ; but certain it is that once found, he never left it. If he 
was not the first to voice the noblest and best thoughts, he was a 
constant and eloquent witness to their truth and potency. 

If he was not the first, by some great act or utterance, to start the 
healthful current of «a nation’s thought, he was zealous and powerful 
in guiding that current in pure channels to useful and ennobling 
purposes and ends. He may not have been the first to hear the cries 
of the oppressed, but, the sound once caught, he became one of their 
most fearless champions. Nor was his voice hushed or his pen idle 
until their cause was won. If he did not plan great battles in the 
arena of public affairs, he won them when planned. If he did not 
order, he led the charge against the enemies of his country’s peace 
and happiness. Abraham Lincoln voiced the noblest and best thoughts 
of his time. He gave expression to the holiest emotions the human 
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the platform, his briefs and arguments in the courts are evidence of | a country’s love writes the names of those who served her well his 


name will eupeer. Lincoln, Garfield, Chase, Stanton, Chandler, 
CARPENTER. at a galaxy of glorious names! Great in ability, 
great in mental furnishings, great in moral grandeur, great in patriotic 
achievements. It will be long ere the Republic will find their fel- 
lows. , 

In studying the history and example of such lives, what youth so 
humble that he may not dare to climb the rugged steep that leads 
to competence and honor? Since a grateful country thus rewards 
the devotion of her self-sacrificing children, who will not be prompted 
to a more faithful and earnest discharge of public duty? 

There is a fragrance and a perfume that lingers about the name of 
the good that lasts beyond their lives. The truths they teach by 
their precepts and illustrate by their example are not for a day or a 
year, but for the centuries. We bless them because the influence of 
their lives has given us confidence in the present and filled us with 
hope for the future. MAatr CARPENTER was with and of the great 
| and good of ourtime. Hisname and memory aredeartous, Heand 
| they are at rest, their labors ended, and their duty done. It will be 
| ill with the Republic when her sons no longer cherish the recollec- 
| tion of such men nor profit by the example of their lives. 













Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, a sad and mournful duty summons 
me to-day to discharge its sacred obligations. I rise to perform a 
delicate and difficult duty,to which my plain, simple words can 
hardly do justice. A citizen of my State has departed, whose loss has 

not only fallen heavily upon the Commonwealth of which he was an 
ornament, but whose death-knell reverberated through the Halls of 
| Congress, through the chambers of our highest judicial tribunals, and 
| re-echoed from the farthest confines of our vast dominion, awakening 

sorrow and giving us the sad consolation of responding deep sympa- 
thy and mournful regrets from the people of all parts of the land for 
the Commonwealth which sustained so great and severe a loss by 
the untimely demise of one of its greatest public men. 

In the death of MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER, which occurred in 
this city on the 24th day of February, 1881, Wisconsin laments the 
loss of a citizen like whom she has but few to give to our common 
country, and whose removal from the scenes of his earthly labors 
would be intensely felt by any country. His splendid career would 
| have been a source of pride and satisfaction, a worthy object of admi- 
| ration, and a bright example for imitation, had fortune lavished her 
siniles and favors upon a child of affluence and wealth, the bearer of 
a famous name and scion of anoble house. Had all these advantages 
been laid at his cradle, his genius would still have won for him that 
prominence and high rank among the foremost men of his day which 
genius will secure and individual worth can command. But Mat- 
THEW H. CARPENTER was not the favored mortal whose path is strewn 
| with the bright flowers of life’s advantages and the rich gilts of 
inheritance. He was a living illustration of that manly pluck and 
perseverance that will always come out of the long struggle with 


| sdversity and misfortune the victor, stronger and better than before 


the conflict. 
In MatrnEw Hi. CARPENTER’S history of his early life and man- 


| hood’s struggles the earlier history of some of America’s best and 


noblest sons has but repeated itself. Out of the darkness of poverty 
and misfortune his strong heart and genius plowed for him the path 
that led to the broad sunshine of success. He was not ‘‘the son of 
his father” in the sense of inheriting a great family name or reaping 
the fruits of renown which famous predecessors in the ancestral line 
had earned; he was, to use 2 common phrase, the architect of his 
own fortune, and he rose to an eminence vouchsafed to few, not by 
the aid of outward help, but by the genius and manly qualities that 
were in him. In his success a noble example is presented to the 
struggling youth of to-day that may well inspire them with bright 


| hopes for the future; and for this alone we have reason to feel grate- 


ful that he was given us and spared, not solong as we should have 
wished to see him among us, but yet long enough to ascend to the 
height to which his deserving genius, the love and estimation of his 
fellow-men, and public esteem and admiration elevated him. 
MATTHEW HALE CARPENTER was born in Moretown, Washington 
County, Vermont, on December 22, 1824. At the tender age of eleven 
years he Jost his mother by death, and young CARPENTER was re- 
ceived into the household of a friend, Hon. Paul Dillingham, of 
Waterbury, Vermont. Here he received such an education as the 
common schools of the place, the bibliographical collections of his 
foster-father, and the association with a family of education and re- 


| finement afforded. In 1843 he entered the military school at West 


Point, but resigned two years later on account of ill health and re- 
turned to Waterbury, where he devoted himself to the study of law 
under the guidance of Mr. Dillingham. In 1847 he was admitted to 
the bar at Montpelier, Vermont, and soon thereafter moved to Boston, 





heart can feel. His heart was the heart of the Republic. It pulsated 
with great emotions as the people rose or sank under their burdens. 

The inspiration that moved him to his work was communicated to 
the choice and master spirits of that hour. Matr CARPENTER’S was 
one, and, having put his hands to the plow, he never turned or looked 
back, but pressed on until, with Lincoln, and Garfield, and Chase, 
and Stanton, and Chandler, he rejoiced over a Republic saved anda 
people disenthralled. Great man! 


where he entered the law office of the foremost lawyer of New Eng- 
land, Rufus Choate. This great man soon recognized the true mettle 
of the young law student, and Mr, CARPENTER’S frankness, genial 
humor, clear intellect, and industry won him a life-long friend in his 
famous preceptor—a friendship that was soon to undergo severe tests 
in the crucible of adversity, and stood them well. After Mr. CARPEN- 
TER’s admission to the bar by the supreme court of Massachusetts, 
upon Mr. Choate’s motion, in 1848, he came West, and cast his lot 


Upon the scroll of fame where | with the people of Wisconsin, taking up his residence and opening 
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a law office at Beloit. His generous friend enabled him to do so 
by furnishing the means for the journey, and supplying him with a 
law lib . Before the young lawyer had fairly commenced the 
practice of his profession, however, he became afflicted with a serious 
disease of the eyes, which was unfortunately aggravated by mal- 
treatment, and subsequently shut him out for years from the bright 
light of day. Impenetrable darkness surrounded the unhappy man, 
and for three long years he remained totally blind. 

What tongue can tell, what pen describe the anguish, the misery 
of a genial, active mind encompassed within itself, and imprisoned 
within the frail yet impenetrable walls of a body that has ceased to 
perform one of its most important functions—to place our innermost 
life en rapporte with the outside world through the ‘mirror of the 
soul,” the eye? How keen, how intense must have been the suffer- 
ings of one who had but yesterday entered the arena of life’s con- 
tests buoyant with hope, well armed, and eager for the fray, and full 
of confidence of future success? 

Shut off from the outside world by an affliction that would have 
brought utter despair to any heart less strong and brave than his, 
all the admirable qualities of Mr. CARPENTER’s inner life were 
brought out, and supported him in this great trial. Nor did his gen- 
erous and illustrious friend forsake him during this long period of 
physical, and probably far greater mental suffering. Through his 
assistance Mr. CARPENTER was enabled to undergo successful treat- 
ment at New York, where his obstinate disease at last yielded to med- 
ical skill. Restored. to himself and the world, Mr. CARPENTER re- 
turned to Beloit to enter upon that brilliant professional career 
which has since won him so prominent and conspicuous a place 
aumnong the foremost men of the American bar. 

He was elected district attorney in his county in 1852, and soon 
earned, by general acknowledgment, the reputation of being one of 
the most eloquent and effective pleaders in the State, a reputation 
which he brilliantly sustained afterward when his growing practice 
included cases of interest to the whole State. His increasing busi- 
ness necessitated, in 1858, his removal from Beloit to Milwaukee, 
where he formed a copartnership with our late chief-justice, E. G. 
Ryan, then the foremost practitioner in the State, but the partner- 
ship was soon thereafter dissolved. His continued successes added 
constantly to his fame and growing prominence, and a victory 
achieved soon afterward in a railroad litigation where the best legal 
talent in the State, including his late partner, was arrayed against 
him, placed him at once at the head of the profession, and resulted 
in securing to him permanently a lucrative and important practice 
in cases of that character, often involving the possession of property 
many millions in value. 

During the war period he was one of the most active Union Dem- 
ocrats, exhausting his brilliant eloquence in fervent appeals for the 
maintenance of an undivided country, an indissoluble Union of States. 
His great services and talents were readily recognized and appre- 
ciated by those who had herctofore been his political opponents, and 
soon after the close of the war he was cheerfully accorded the posi- 
tion of one of the foremost leaders of the Republican party in the 
State with which he had affiliated now altogether. 

In the summer of 1867 he was chosen as a delegate to the Repub- 
lican State convention. He subsequently took an active part in the 
presidential contest of 1868, and during the following winter he was 
elected to the United States Senate to sueceed James R. Doolittle, 
whose term then expired. 

He entered the Senate on March 4, 1869, and almost immediately 
acquired prominence and leadership in that grave and conservative 
part of our National Legislature. His personal popularity greatly 
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enhanced the general respect and esteem in which he was held for | 


his legislative ability and legal attainments. 
ing the last two years of his term by his election as President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate, a rare distinction for a1 younger Senator, in view 
of the eminent character of the older members who then graced the 
Senate Chamber. Political dissensions within his own party pre- 
vented his re-election at the expiration of his term; but he was again 
sent to the Senate from his State in the winter of 1878. In the mean 
time he had devoted his whole time and attention to the practice of 
his profession before the United States Supreme Court, before which 
he ranked with the foremost and leading lawyers of the country. 
But even while these political and professional honors continued 
to mark his path iu life, the dark shadows of approaching dissolution 


He was honored dur- | 


began to cast their ominous traces upon the hitherto unobstructed | 


pathway of this great man. While Mr..CARPENTER remained appa- 


rently the same in the keenness of his sparkling wit, the fascination | 


of his conversational powers, and the brilliancy of his oratorical gifts, 
yet he was known to be suffering greatly, and disease was daily 
making greater inroads upon his system, There were those unerring 
signs in his outward appearance, too, that filled his friends and ad- 
mirers With gloomy forebodings, and these fears grew with the re- 
currence of long spells of illness which confined the illustrious man 
to his home, and interfered with the continuance of the prominent 
and active part taken by him in public and legal affairs. At last the 
fell destroyer ended this remarkable career, and Mr, CARPENTER 
passed away, after a long and painful illness, on the 24th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1881, at the age of fifty-seven years. : 


| 
| 
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them with a surfeit of good qualities which we were loath to recog- 
nize in the living. But while we may somewhat exaggerate in one 
instance or another, yet there are instances where the mere tribute 
of words, and be it even the most eloquent praise, the highest enco- 
mium from human lips, can but poorly and inadequately describe the 
master-work of the Creator that seemed to have been placed upon 
earth in its greatest perfection. In the former case it is but just to 
remember that we are only too ready in the common walks of life to 
accept the good qualities we see in our friends as quite a matter of 
course ; and conscious of our own failings, our vanity, quickly dis- 
cerns and often overestimates the shortcomings of others, especially 
if we feel that they rank in other respects far above us. Our own 
imperfection seems to find some compensation in the discovery of the 
faults of others, and it is only when we stand in the awful presence 
of death that we realize the exact truth. Then the consciousness of 


| our own imperfection hushes the voice of vanity and throws the 


mantle of charity over what we knew to be’the failings of others, 
and comparing both pages of their life’s history we begin to wonder 
how little appreciation we have shown of the good qualities of the 
departed, and how greatly we have exaggerated the shadows which 
should have but served to show the bright sides to greater advantage. 

What Michelet, the witty Frenchman, said of woman—that she 
has faults only in order that her excellent qualities might show to 
better advantage, just as the shadows more strongly reveal the bright 
light—can also justly be said of our great departed friend. When 
we find a man whose great gifts and fine endowments have placed 
him far above the multitude, and whose superior mind and genius 
have won for him all the distinction which his admiring contempo- 
raries can well proffer, and still find him sharing but few of the im- 
perfections of frail humanity, then, I think, we cannot afford to be 
reserved and miserly in the bestowal of the praise due such a man, 
and should rather seek comfort and solace for his untimely loss in the 
tond recollection of all the good and the virtuous and the noble that 
was in the living, and the remembrance of which he left behind—a 
sacred inheritance to his friends, a worthy example to the young, a 
pure and most acceptable connecting-link between the living and the 
departed, the dead past and the bright present. 

Such a man, whose loss not only the State of Wisconsin but our 
whole country has regretted with deep sorrow, and whose great capa- 
bilities were recognized in every sphere of life in whieh he shone 
among his fellow-men, was MATTHEW H. CARPENTER. 

We take a just pride in what we call our “ self-made men,” such as 
he was, because they are living examples of the excellence of our 
civil and republican institutions, and prove to the world that the 
possibilities for true worth and genius are limitless with us, broad 
as the blue expanse above us, and as liberal as the magnanimous or- 
ganic law itself under which we live. Such men become popular 
favorites with us, and their names, like honsehold words, are upon 
every one’s lips, and the whole country takes a warm interest in 
their welfare. 

The tidings of Mr. CARPENTER’s death, therefore, created a pro- 
found sensation of sorrow throughout the country, acknowledged as 
he was to be one of the few great intellects that tower far above the 
mediocrity of the masses and from the nurslings of adversity rise 
to the eminence of recognized authority in the empire of learning 
and wisdom. : 

The announcement of his untimely death was made in the United 
States Senate by his colleague, Hon. ANGUS CAMERON, in feeling 
and appropriate terms, and was followed by brief remarks on the part 
of Hon. GEORGE H. PENDLETON, of Ohio, who eulogized the dead 
statesman in the highest terms, whereupon the Senate, out of respect 
to its deceased distinguished member, adjourned. 

I cannot better convey in brief terms the deep and lasting impress 
which this intellectual giant left upon the minds of those associated 
with him in the highest council of the nation, the highest legal tribu- 
nalin,the land, inthe walks of private life, and the pleasant relations 
of spiritual friendship, than by referring to the resolutions of respect 
of the bench and bar of the Supreme Court of the United States, re- 
ported at a special meeting by the committee on resolutions, com- 
prising the following prominent gentlemen: Hon. David Davis, Hon. 
Arthur MacArthur, Hon. Roscoe Conkling, Hon. Jeremiah 8. Black, 
Hon. R. T. Merrick, Hon. Philip Phillips, I on. Charles Devens, Hon. 
W. D. Davidge, and Hon. Jeremiah M. Wilson. The resolutions 
were unanimously adopted, and subsequently presented to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in open session, which ordered 
them spread upon the record of the court: 

Resolved, That the members of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States 


have received with profound sorrow the intelligence of the death of MatrHew 


HALE CARPENTER, who for many years was a most distinguished practitioner in this 
court. 

Resolved, That we lament the loss of one whose brilliancy as an advocate and 
learning as 2 lawyer had elevated him to the highest rank of the profession. 

Resolved, That his memory is entitled to be cherished by the bar for his genial 
qualities as an associate, for his professional honor and ability, and for his wisdom 
and independence as a legislator. 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to present these resolutions 
to the court; and, 

Resolved, The the chairman of this meeting present these proceedings to the 
family of the deceased, with the expression of the profound sympathy ot'the bar. 


Representatives of his own State and of the United States, ap- 


It is often charged, Mr. Speaker, that we are wont to go unrea- | pointed by both branches of Congress, followed all that was mortal 
sonably far in our laudations of departed friends, and seek toinvest | of the illustrious man to his Western home, his final resting-place, 
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and, with due observance of the solemn ceremonials befitting the 
occasion, delivered to the governor of Wisconsin the remains of the 
dead statesman. I cannot refrain from repeating the touching trib- 
ute paid him by the spokesman of the committee representing the 
Senate of the United States, the honorable Senator from New York, 
Roscoe Conkling, who, in turning over the sacred charge to the rep- 
resentative of the people of Wisconsin, said : 

Governor : ted by the Senate of the United States, we bring back the ashes 
of Wisconsin's illustrious son, and reverentially and tenderly return them to the 
great Commonwealth he served so faithfully and loved so well. To Wisconsin this 
~ and sacred clay belongs; but the memory, the services, and the fame of 

TTHEW HALE CARPENTER are the nation's treasures, and long will the sister 
States mourn the bereavement which bows all hearts to-day. 

The interment took place on April 10, 1881, under appropriate and 
impressive ceremonies, and was participated in by the representa- 
tives of the national and State governments, the courts, the munici- 
pal authorities of Milwaukee, and an immense concourse of citizens. 

Thus closed the brilliant and remarkable career of MATTHEW H. 
CARPENTER. His name and fame will ever adorn the history of his 
State to which he rendered such signal service, and ornament the 
pages upon which the contemporaneous history of our common coun- 
try will be recorded with one of the brightest examples of a repre- 
sentive American citizen. . 

He was a Republican; I am a Democrat; yet partisanship has 
never been able to divide us by a barrier of narrow confines, and to 
prevent us from entertaining the highest mutual respect. I have 
always admired the manly aes of the living, and would now 
add my humble services in saeene the dead and in planting the 
laurel of our common admiration and the willow of our deep sorrow 
and regrets upon his grave. 

May we not justly hope and believe that the Supreme Judge of the 
Universe has granted this great mortal his application for eternal 
happiness without ar, ent? And while we fondly believe thus, 
we part from his earthly resting-place affectionately and lingeringly, 
inscribing upon it all that hope can expressin simple words, requiescat 
in pace. 


The resolutions submitted by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, were 
unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER, (at four o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.). In 
accordance with the resolutions just adopted, and as a tribute to the 
memory of the late Senator CARPENTER, this House stands adjourned 
until to-morrow at twelve o’clock m. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of R. Shellabarger, 8. C. Fryant 
and others, citizens of Ohio, for legislation to regulate interstate com- 
merce by railroads, and to prevent discrimination and extortion by 
railroad oo. the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Edward W. 
Donnelly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin W. Hunter, to have the records of 
the War Department corrected so far as relates to his loyalty and 
military service during the late rebellion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BEACH: The petition of certain citizens of Newburgh, New 
York, in favor of the House bill to make Newburgh a port of entry 
—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the bounty claim of Will- 
iam Alvis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of certain citizens of Bedford 
County, Pennsylvania, for legislation to prevent extortion and dis- 
crimination by railrcad corporations—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Memorial from the international institute for 
preserving and perfecting a system of weights and measures and in 
opposition to the adoption of the French metric system—to the Com- 
mittee on Veen Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers relating to the claim of Alexander Jolly— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of D. H. Merrill, and 29 others, 
citizens of Washington County, Ohio, for legislation to prevent ex- 
tortions and discrimination by railroad corporations—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of John Kennedy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of certain citizens of Greene County, 
eae the passage of an act granting a land warrant 
for one hundred and sixty acres of land, without the condition of set- 
tlement, to the soldiers and sailors who served during the late rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Papers relating to the claim of Captain Jonas 
P. Levy—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the application of W. P. 
Carr to be relieved from the charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. H. 8. HARRIS: The resolutions adopted by the Vessel 
Owners’ and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, relative to Dela- 
ware River and Bay—to the Committee on Commerce. 





By Mr. HASELTINE: The petition of William A. Routh and 117 
others, praying for legislation to regulate charges of freight and pas- 
senger transportation on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Caldwell, of Mrs. Mary Chanaberry, of Isaac Erwin, of Mrs. 
Mary Gassett, of J. J. Gibbs, of Whittle P. Price, of Eli Sharp, of 
Alexander A. Shaver, of Thomas Smith, and of Solomon Young— 
severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Solomon Bogart, of H. L, 
Bradley, of Charles ret and of Strawberry Plains High Schoo, 
East Tennessee—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of Thomas B. Kirby, O. Cline, C. E. 
Swain, and 31 others, citizens of Branch County, Michigan, praying 
for relief from the unjust discrimination of transportation lines—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. W. Treat, G. H. Reed, H. B. George, and 
103 others, citizens of Branch County, Michigan, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. C. Worthington, William Cook, Walter S. 
Hoaglin, and 96 others, citizens of Calhoun County, Michigan, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Nelson Coman, H. D. Purdy, Asher Turner, 
and 100 others, citizens of Barry County, Michigan, of similar im- 

ort—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of Leger Restle, for 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Papers relating to the claim of Adolph Mul- 
ler and of William E. Gere—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating to the claim of William H. Dono- 
hoe—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
for the enlargement and extension of the United States Mint at 
Philadelphia upon ground adjacent thereto—to tho Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, the preamble and resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, advocating such an appropriation as may be necessary to com- 
plete the United States court-house and post-office building in that 
city—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of Mark L. De Motte, for the estab- 
lishment of a post-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. 8S. RICHARDSON: The petition of M. C. Mordecai and 
others, owners of the steamship Isabel, praying for compensation for 
mail services—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: The petition of Daniel Dougherty, of Toledo, 
Ohio, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of Elijah Lewis, of Sads- 
bury Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, for compensation 
for his illegal imprisonment on the charge of treason in connection 
with the Christiana riot in 1851—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of certain citizens of Redwood Falls, 
Minnesota, praying for the appointment of a commission on inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of the 
trustees of the female academy located at Richmond, Kentucky— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, pipers relating to the claim of the Baptist church of Crab 
Orchard, Kentucky—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill to appropriate $20,000 for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Solkebotchie River—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of Andzew Bodkin, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of Acton Temple of Honor and Tem- 
perance of Hood County, Texas, for the appointment of a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. URNER: Papers relating to the claim of William A. Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Memorial of the aupervisors of the census 
of the State of Tennessee, for additional compensation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 26, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3208) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 9 a ye 

The bill (H. R. No. 2810) for the relief of Mary E. Thomson was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 





a a a 
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PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
24, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Aldrich, Camden, Hill of Georgia, Pendleton, 
Anthony, Cameron of Pa., Johnston, Pugh, 
Bayard, Farley, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Beck, Gorman, Lamar, Teller, 
Brown, Hale, Lapham, wi Ss, 
Butler, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Windom. 
NAYS—37. 

Allison, Garland, 1so Saunders, 
Cameron of Wis., George, Me ill, Slater, 
Cockrell, ampton, MoPherson, Vance, 
Coke, Harris, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Hawley, Mitchell, Vest, 
Davisof Illinois, Hoar, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Davisof W.Va., Ingalls, Morrill, Walker. 
Dawes, Jackson, Plumb, 
Ferry, Jonas, Ransom 
Frye, Kellogg, Rollins, 

ABSENT—15. 
Blair, Groome, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Call, Grover, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Hill of Colorado, Miller of N. Y., Sherman. 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Portland, Oregon, praying for the establishment of some form 
of Territorial Sy ma or the Territory of Alaska, and that a Del- 
egate of that Territory be received by Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a letter addressed to myself from Hon. 
8. Y. Tupper, president of the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, 
South Carolina, inclosing a letter from General Gillmore on the sub- 
ject of the jetties. I ask that the letterof General Gillmore be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter sent to the desk will be 


The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


GILLMORE’S GREAT WORK.—PROGRESS OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE JETTIES. 

An important meeting of the Chamber of Commerce—General Gillmore pronounces 
the success of the jetties an assured fact—Kind letter from the Baltimore Board of 
Trade— 


The tea farm. 
A regular meeting of the Chamber of Commerce was held last evening, [January 
>} President Tupper in the chair. 

fter the usual routine business the president informed the cham)er that he had 
an interview in the morning with General Gillmore, the engineer in charge of the 
constru: of the jetties at the entrance of our harbor, and that the work was 
pretending, to his satisfaction. The general had no doubt that his expectations 
would be fully realized in having a deep and secure channel for the passage of the 
largest class of merchantmen. The principle upon which the jetties were con- 
structed would bring its inevitable results, and if, as apprehended by some, the 
stracture was not high enough, nothing was easier than to build the walls up to 
highwater mark. He was desirous that no delay should take ese in the progress 
of the work, and that a further appropriation of $750,000 could be advantageously 
expended before the meeting of the next Congress. If no delay occurred from the 
want of funds he thought that the work could be completed in two years. Hehad 
assured the general of the hearty co-operation of the chamber in obtaining the 
required appropriation, and that if deemed advisable by our Representatives in 
Congress and approved by the chamber, he would again go to Washington, and 
felt sure of obtaining a hearing before the commerce committees of both Houses. 
He had invited the general to attend this meeting, but his engagements prevented. 
He had, however, just received a communication from him on the subject of the 
jetties which he took pleasure in submitting to the chamber: 


CHARLESTON, S. C., January 23, 1882. 

Derar Sirk: Referring to the Charleston Harbor improvements, which was the 
subject of our brief conversation this norey: I desire to emphasize one or two 
points for the consideration of those who feel an interest in securing the early 
— of the works. 

The amount of funds now available will be expended in about three months, if 
we are favored with ordinarily fair weather for prosecuting the work, so that 
some months may elapse before another —— is 6, during which the 
work will necessarily be suspended. We should therefore have much more lib- 
= Seeeeiets in the future, in order that operations may be carried on con- 

uously. 

The aggregate length of both jetties is now 23,435 feet, and as they have been 
laid to the full width, a ines area is presented for receiving stone hereafter. 
The sum of $750,000 could be economically and advantageously expended during 
the next twelve months if we had it, and I trust that special efforts will be put 
forth to get that sum appropriated during the present session of Congress. I ex- 
pect to be in Washington for several days during. the early part of February and 
shall do what I can toward this end, but the influence of most value must neces- 
sarily come from the State of South Carolina. 

If Ihad as much money as I could expend on the work during the next fiscal 
year a very marked increase of depth could be established permanently between 
the jetties. A powerful dredge is to be built by private enterprise, especially for 
this work, and it is e ted that she will be at work in four or five months. ‘The 
new channel will thus be marked out and deepened, and the increased depths will 
be nermanendy maintained by the jetties. 

have no doubt that with liberal ian, such as the national impor- 
tance of this improvement justifies and requires, a low-water depth of more hon 
twenty feet can be established during the next two years. 

The projected improvement is not experimental or problematical in character, 
anda channel will, beyond question, be the result of its completion. 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Q. A. GILLMORE, 


Lieutenant-Colonel Engineers, Brevet Major-General. 
Hon, S. ¥. TUPPER, President Ohamber of Cominsree. oer oy, 


Charleston, South Carolina. 


a 





On motion of Mr. Henry T. Williams, it was unanimously 

Resolved, That the President be requested to take such measures, either by peti- 
tion or otherwise, as in his opinion may seem best to secure the appropriation 
—— by General Gillmore for the work upon the jetties. 

‘he president stated that upon the solicitation of the State superintendent of 
education he had signed, in behalf of the chamber, a memorial ask for national 
aid to public education in this State, and advocating the ——- a bill intro- 
duced by Senator BUTLER for the advancement of scientific and industrial education 
as well adapted to the youth of our State. 

The president further stated that a communication had been sent him from the 
Commissioner of Agriculture at Washington, addressed to our Senators, in rela- 
tion to the farm now established at Summerville, for the culture of the tea plant. 
The Commissioner, Mr. Loring, was not disposed, as was apprehended, to abandon 
the undertaking, but proposed to reduce the expenses of management to its mini- 
mum and carry on the experiment. Believing it a matter in which commerce as 
well as agriculture was concerned, and as the aid of this chamber was asked, ho 
had respectfully recommended to Senator BUTLER that an appropriation of $2,500 
be asked for as a sum likely to suit all parties in carrying on the work. 

On motion of Mr. R. Dewar Bacot, it was 

Resolved, That the action of the president be approved in signing the memorial 
to Congress in aid of public education in this State, and also in recommending the 
pe a for the continuance of the farm at Summerville for the culture of the 
tea nt. 

The following letter from the Board of Trade of Baltimore was then read : 


BALTIMorE, January 21, 1882. 
Dear Sirs: The inclosed document will explain object of present communica- 
tion. 

In behalf of the committee on ‘‘coastwise commerce” of the board of trade of 
this city, I write to say that the board takes great interest in the proposed deep- 
ening of the approaches to the harbor of Charleston, and will most gladly extend 
all possible aid and influence toward the accomplishment of the object in consider- 
ation. Nodoubt you haveinaugurated measures, and Baltimore offers to co-operate 


with you. 
Yours, truly, STEPHEN BONSAL. 
Chairman Committee Coastwise Commerce. 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Charleston, South Carolina. 


wera the following resolutions, offered by Secretary Barbot, seconded by 
Mr. J. H. Wilson, were adopted : 

Resolved, That the Charleston Chamber of Commerce acknowledges with pleas- 
ure the communication received from S. Bonsal, chairman of the committee on 
domestic commerce of the Baltimore Board of ‘Trade, and hails with much satis- 
faction the interest manifested by said board in the deepening of the approaches 
to Charleston as being mutually advantageous to the business of the respective 
ports of Baltimore and Charleston. 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, duly appreciating the 
offer of co-operation by the Board of Trade of Baltimore in the carrying out of the 
undertaking inaugurated by this chamber, and which is now pang euxtet out so 
successfully under the auspices of General Gillmore, United States engineer in 
charge of deepening the harbor approaches, would respectfully ask that board 
that they, would request of their Senators and Representatives in Congress concert 
of action with the Senators and Representatives from this State, in order to obtain 
such an appropriation as is required to carry on the work and bring it to a suc- 
cessful completion. 

Resolved, That a copy of the above resolutions and a copy of General Gillmore's 
letter be sent to the Board of Trade of Baltimore. 

On motion of Mr. T, P. Lowndes, seconded by Mr. W. W. Whilden, it was 

Resolved, That the thanks of the chamber be tendered to the Hon. Samuel Dib- 
ble for the valuable map recently received from the Department of the Interior 
through his interest. 

On motion of Mr. H. T. Street, it was 

Resolved, 'That the collation at the approaching anniversary take 
evening of that day instead of at noon, and that the committee make 
arrangements. 

The meeting then adjourned. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, JACKSON presented the petition of J. A. Manson, I. I. Low, 
and others, citizens of Saulsbury, Tennessée, praying Congress to regu- 
late railway transportation so as to prevent extortions and unjust 
discrimination on the part of railway companies; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of W. C. Barnett and 54 others, 
citizens of Como County, Tennessee, praying that Congress will by 
proper legislation regulate the commerce on railroads; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ANTHONY en the petition of Mrs. Moses Goddard, 
Frances J. Ninton, Francis J. Chapin, Margaret R. Hazard, Elizabeth 
C. Goddard, Julia U. Doyle, and others, men and women, citizens of 
Rhode Islané, in all 1,616, praying that Congress will adopt the neces- 
sary measures so to amend the Constitution that no citizen of the 
United States shall be disfranchised on account of séx; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman one. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Julius H. lye, president 


lace in the 
© necessary 


The paper will be referred to the 


of Amherst College, and 1,080 others, citizens of Hampshire County, 
Massachusetts, among whom are the faculties of erst College, 
Smith College, and the Agricultural College at Amherst, and a large 
number of the most influential and intelligent citizens of that county 
of both political parties, representing, as I am assured from the high- 
est authority, the opinion of that very intelligent and highly edu- 
cated community without distinction of party, asking for certain 
legislation for the improvement of the civil service which shall pro- 
vide that appointments of subordinate executive officers shall be 
made from among those whose fitness has been ascertained by exami- 
nations open to all persons properly qualified, and after a suitable 
probationary trial; and that no person in the public service shall be 
subject to removal for refusing or neglecting to contribute to any 
political fund, or for any other cause, except such as dishonesty, 
negligence, or inefficiency. I move the reference of the petition to 
= Select Committee to examine the several branches of the Civil 

rvice. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying 
for legislation regulating charges for railway transportation ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of H. B. Todd, William L. Thorne, 
and others, citieens of Shelby and Oldham Counties, Kentucky, pray- 
ing for relief from extortions in railroad transportation ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Captain 8. H. Ford, of Daviess 
County, Kentucky, praying for an amendment of the existing militia 
iaw ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of the Board 
of Trade of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying for the speedy com- 
pletion of the United States Post-Office building in that city ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, in favor of the enlargement of the present Mint 
building in that city, and remonstrating against its removal to any 
other site; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John H. Griffin and others, citi- 
zens of Centre County, Pennsylvania, and the petition of George W. 
Reiswick and others, citizens of Cessna, Bedford County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of a law prohibiting unjust discrimina- 
tions by railroad corporations; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Assistant Surgeon Calom De Witt, 
United States Army, praying for the passege of a law authorizing 
him to receive credit for his services as a line officer in the volunteer 
force; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of California, urging that that State be placed upon an equal 
footing with certain other States as regards the proceeds of the sales 
of public lands; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying the 
action of Congress to prevent unjust discriminations by railroads in 
charges for freight and passenger transportation ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the memorial of John Gilchrist, F. 8. 
Fox, and others, citizens of Park City, Summit County, Utah Terri- 
tory, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 42) for the 
relief of George G. Suyder; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented resolutions of the city government of Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, in favor of the completion of the breakwater 
connecting Goat Island with New Castle ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented three petitions, numerously signed by cit- 
izens of the Union, about 800 petitioners in all, including governors 
of States, praying that provision be made, either by a constitutional 
amendment or by legislation, for the prevention and suppression of 
polygamy ; Which were ordered to lie on the table, the subject hav- 
ing been reported on. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented the petition of M. C. Mordecai and 
others, citizens of South Carolina, owners of the steamship Isabelle, 
praying compensation for mail service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORMAN presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. No. 627) relating to the ship David Stewart ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 






































































































































































































































REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 843) amending section 4414 of the Revised 
Statutes, fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers 
in the several districts of the United States, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 74) to provide for the payment of the claim of Joseph 
R. Shannon, of Louisiana, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 
























































whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophi- 
ius P. Chandler, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 





























it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 123) for the relief of William Shaw, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 202) for the relief of George Frick, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed ; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. FERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bil! (S. No. 937) to enable the 
Postmaster-General to delegate authority to sign warrants, to report 
it with amendments, and I ask for its present consideration, 







































































(8. No. 356) for the relief of the widow of George W. Flood, reported | 
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Mr. INGALLS. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, I will 
state that the bill simply delegates to the Postmaster-General the 
same authority that the Secretary of the Treasury has; allowing him 
to designate the First Assistant—not the different assistants, but the 
First Assistant—to sign warrants that have been audited by the 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department. The Postmaster-General is 
required to occupy daily some two hours in the early part of the 
quarter signing warrants which is simply manual clerical work ; and 
certainly there can be no objection to giving him this authority. 
The whole committee have agreed upon it, and if it is of any value 
it certainly is of value to-day. Senators and Representatives going 
to the Postmaster-General on business are frequently interrupted by 
the necessity of the Postmaster-Generai signing these warrants, which 
could as well be signed by the First Assistant. Certainly there can 
be no objection to the bill. It is the same authority which is given 
to other heads’of Departments, and I hope there will be no objection 
to its passage. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the bill be read subject to objection. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill and amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. I called for the regular order before the bill was 


read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being objection, the bill goes 
over. 


Mr. HOAR. The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the 
bill (S. No. 211) for the relief of the Roman Catholic church of Saint 
Peter and Saint Paul at Chattanooga, Tennessee, have directed me 
to submit an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. I 
want to look at the report. 

Mr. HOAR. As the Senator from Tennessee requests the bill to be 
placed on the Calendar, I ask permission to say, what I have not 


| Stated in the report, that this application for relief comes now in the 











form of a claim against the Government. In that form, which is 
alone the form which would have given the Committee on Claims 
jurisdiction of the subject, the committee, I believe, were unanimous 
in considering that the passage of the bill could not be recommended. 
Iam myself, speaking for one, without undertaking to express the 
opinion of any other member of the committee, in favor of legislation 
which shall compensate every educational, charitable, and religious 
institution in the South which suffered during the war, under such 
circumstances, for their loss. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the Senator from Massachusetts and 
myself misunderstand each other in respect to the questions involved. 
It is a matter that he and I have discussed heretofore in committee. 
I desire, however, that the bill shall not be indefinitely postponed. 
I want to look at the report; and I entertain the hope that certain 
suggestions made in the committee of the last Congress will not only 
be adopted and obviate the necessity of any controversy in respect 
of this bill, but I want to preserve it in its present status. 

Mr. HOAR. I made the statement not because I supposed it was 
necessary to remove any misapprehension from the mind of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, but that the public might understand my opin- 
ion on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee, which will be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Patents. to report 
favorably the bill (S. No. 706) for the relief of Martha J. Coston. 
The committee in recommending that bill adopt a report made to the 
Senate at the last Congress, and I ask that the report made to the 
Senate at the last session be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 650) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to release a right of way across lands of the United States at Platts- 
burgh, New York, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Te also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No, 188) in regard to a monumental column to commemorate the 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to battle of Monmouth, reported it with an amendment and submitted 


a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Committee on Foreign Relations 
have direeted me to report back the bill (S. No. 71) to enforce treaty 
stipulations relating to Chinese, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, and I desire to give notice that I shall endeavor to 
have the bill considered on Wednesday morning next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred tire bill (8S. No. 21) to restrict the immi- 
gration of Chinese to the United States, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 50) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to dispose of certain Jands adjacent to the town of Pendleton, in the 
State of Oregon, belonging to the Umatilla Indian reservation, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CALL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Patents to re- 
port back the bill (S. Ne, 375) for the relief of William G. Budlong 
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without amendment and recommend its passage. I will state that 
the committee have adopted the report made during the last Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report adopted by the commit- 
tee will be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 376) to amend section 2763 of the Revised 
Statutes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back a substitute for the bill (S. No. 813) appropriating ground 
in the city of Philadelphia, and I ask that it be printed and placed 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to my friend from Delaware that it 
would be as well to print the substitute as an original bill. There 
is no necessity for reprinting the original bill as now reported. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is in fact a substitute for the bill, no portion of 
the original bill having been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute is in the nature of 
an amendment and will be printed under therule. The original bill 
is not reprinted in such a case. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on the District of Columbia direct 
me to report an original joint resolution making an appropriation for 
the purpose of completing the filling up of what is known as the old 
canal in this city. This measure is recommended by the District 
commissioners, and aside from the sanitary considerations that urge 
its adoption it hasa charitable aspect, the money having been hitherto 
used, and the commissioners now desiring to expend it, in the employ- 
ment of the indigent of the District, who would otherwise require 
support from the Treasury. I give notice that at an early day I shall 
call up the joint resolution for consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. No. 30) making an appropriation for 
filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the ground 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 28) relative to certain 
accepted drafts and other papers in the Department of State, reported 
it with an amendment. 


SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. KELLOGG. I am instructed by the Committee on Railroads 
to ask for the adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Railroads have leave to employ a stenographer 
to take the testimony offered before the committee on Senate bill No. 60, referred 
to the committee; and that such testimony be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shonld like to know something as to the 
necessity for the employment of a stenographer in that case. If the 
= from Louisiana would state the necessity for it, I should be 

slad. 

. Mr. KELLOGG. I will state to the Senator that some days since, 
on the motion of the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, ] Sen- 
ate bill No. 60 was recommitted to the Committee on Railroads for 
further consideration. Several persons appeared before the commit- 
tee and made statements in regard to the bill. There have been two 
or three arguments made and some testimony taken; the Stenog- 
rapher of the Senate having furnished a stenographer this morning. 
A few days since, at a former meeting of the committee, the commit- 
tee employed a stenographer. ~ We found ourselves getting into difti- 
culty with regard to the amount of testimony necessary to be taken, 
and the committee unanimously instructed me to report the resolu- 
tion, and I ask for its adoption at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate to 
consider the resolution reported from the Committee on Railroads? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think it would be making a precedent that 
may trouble us hereafter if, when the committees of this body have a 
question to investigate, they are authorized to employ a stenog- 
rapher to report any statements before the committee. I could not 
distinctly understand what was said by the Senator from Louisiana, 
but it seems to me that if we get into this habit of employing astenog- 
rapher for every committee that may have questions to investigate 
we shall find it a very expensive business hereafter. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Delaware 
that this involves a question of a good deal of importance to the 
Indians of the Indian Territory, and that the bill is more important 
than an ordinary bill. We have taker testimony, and desire to take 
the testimony of a number more of leading Indians from the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations as to certain proceedings that took place in 
that section of country when the privilege was granted to the rail- 
way company. I think it is only in accordance with a very general 
rule that when a committee has any considerable business of that 
kind before it it shall be empowered to employ the regular stenog- 
rapher of the Senate, and that he shall ‘be paid for such service. _ 

Mr. MAXEY. I trust that the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Louisiana, the chairman of the Committee on Railroads, will 
be adopted. I can state to the Senator from Delaware that I know 
a good deal about this question. It not only involves, as the Senator 
from Colorado says, the interests to-a certain degree of the Indians, 
but it.involves very largely the interests of some of the most impor- 
tant States of this country, and generally, I might say, it involves the 
interests of commerce in the United States, interstate commerce, com- 
merece between the States, and I for one want this whole question 
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brought before the Senate in such a manner that we ean act advisedly 
on the bill, which bill, in my judgment, is eminently proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
object to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I interpose an objection for the day, because 
there are gentlemen around me who think the question ought to go 
over until to-morrow, when we can have time to consider the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resoln- 
tion goes over for the day. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 980) to provide a reserve fund for the re- 
demption of United States notes, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 981) to provide additional pensions for 
additional disabilities; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I introduce this bill by request. I desire to say 
that I know nothing about the case except that the petitioner is re- 
ceiving now $20 a month, and is also in receipt of a salary of $1,400 
as a clerk in one of the Departments. I suppose the measure, how- 
ever, would include others who are not so fortunate. I move that 
the bill, with the accompanying petition, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 982) for the relief of Wil- 
liam C. Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8S. No. 983) for the erection of a public building at 
Huntsville, Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave tointro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 984) increasing the pension of Emma H. Collins; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask permission to say that Lieutenant Collins was 
an accomplished and brave officer who, after the war, was engaged 
a greater part of the time in surveys on the Isthmus, where he con- 
tracted a disease from which he died. He left his widow with three 
little children, and no provision for their support. I present letters 
from General Humphreys, Commodore Taylor, the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey, Captain Selfridge, and others, and also.a statement 
of the professional services of the late Lieutenant Collins. I move 
that the statement be printed with the bill for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom I move the reference of the bill and 
accompanying papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMDEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 985) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Daniel Bedinger, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. : 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 986) to confirm a certain land-claim in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 987) making an appropria- 
tion to improve the Little Kanawha River, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce abill (S. No. 988) making an appropriation for continuing the im- 
provement of the Monongahela River, in the States of West Virginia 
and Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 989) for the relief of Abijah Dolly; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 990) for the relief of Peter Sconden ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, (by request, ) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 991) to reorganize 
the courts of the United States, and provide for additional appellate 
courts; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 992) to fix the compensation of cer- 
tain officers of the United States internal-revenue service at San 
Francisco, California; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 993) for the’ relief of Commissary 
Sergeant Cornelius Huntington, United States Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred te the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 
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Mr. KELLOGG asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 994) for the relief of Thomas G. Mackie 
and the heirs-at-law of William A. Hyde, late of New Orleans, Lou- 
isiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 995) to amend an act entitled “‘ An act to provide 
for the appointment of a Mississippi River commission for the im- 
provement of said river from the head of the passes, near its mouth, 
to its headwaters,” approved June 28, 1879; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Improvement of 
the Mississippi River and Tributaries. 

Mr. RANSOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 996) to provide for the erection of public 
buildings at Asheville and Greensborough, North Carolina; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildi and Grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask leave to introduce a joint resolution making 
an appropriation for filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary 
condition the grounds south of the Capitol, along the line of the old 
canal, and for other purposes; and I ask that the joint resolution 
with the accompanying paper be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would ask the Senator from South Carolina if 
there is not a select committee who have that matter incharge? My 
impression is that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is 
the chairman of such select committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not to take charge of the subject 
of filling upthe canal. The Senator from Kansas (Mr. INGALLS}] this 
morning reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia a 
joint resolution upon the same subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. May [ask the Senator from Kansasif that embraces 
the same subject-matter ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I was not paying attention, and therefore cannot 
answer the question. I would be glad to hear the document read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state briefly that the joint resolution makes 
an appropriation of $20,000 to complete the filling up of the old canal. 

Mr. INGALLS. One of the District commissioners appeared this 
morning before the committee with an estimate of the amount that 
would be required to complete that work, and at the instance of the 
committee I reported an original joint resolution appropriating the 
amount of $20,114 for the purpose of filling up the canal down as far 
as the arsenal. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then ofcourse I will withdraw the joint resolution. 
It was handed me day before yesterday by one of the commissioners, 
and I had no ee to introduce it yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
withdraws his resolution. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of P.T. Turnley be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, there having 
been no adverse thereon. 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the matter of the claim of Ethan A. 
Sawyers be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, subject to conditions imposed by the rules. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Anna Butterfield be brought forward from 
the files of the Senate in the last Congress, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 


DEPOSITS FOR LAND SURVEYS. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolutions ; which were 
read: 


‘Whereas the records in the General Land Office show great. abuses and frauds 
= few Leena allowed by deposits under sections 2401, 2402, and 2403 of the Revised 

utes : 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Interior be directed, through the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, to instruct the surveyors-general to approve no 
more applications for surveys under the deposit system, and that all proceedings 
be suspended under applications already approved until further action by Congress, 
so that contracts unlawfully procured may not be recognized as valid. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands make investigation as to the 
nature and extent of such alleged abuses and frauds; what redress may be had for 
any loss sustained by the Government and what legislation is necessary to prevent 
a recurrence in the future. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask that the resolutions lie over until to-mor- 
row, when I shalt call them up and ask the privilege of submitting 
a few facts and figures to show the necessity of prompt action by 
Congress in the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolutions will lie on the table 
subject to the call of the Senator from Nebraska. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_ A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 873) 
to permit Ward Hunt, an associate justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, to retire. 
NORTHERN CHEYENNE KAID OF 1878. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution ; which was read: 
| 


Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
what, if any. steps have’been taken to ascertain the damages resulting from the 
raid of Northern Cheyenne Indians through the western portion of the Indian Ter- 


ritory and the States of Kansas and Nebraska in September, 1878; and what further 
action, if any, is necessary in order that such damages may be paid to the persons 
entitled thereto and charged to the sums of money due or to be appropriated for 
the use and benefit of the tribe of Indians whose members caused such damages. 


Mr. PLUMB. In connection with that resolution, I ask that the 
memorial, which I hold in my hand, may be read, and then I shall 
ask immediate action on the resolution. The memorial is signed by 
the persons who have suffered damages as stated in the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 
Unless the Senate extends the morning hour, the Senator had better 
withdraw his resolution until to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the morning hour be extended until the 
completion of the regular morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to extending the 
morning hour until the regular morning business is through ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection if there is any real hurry 
about this matter. I cannot tell that until I hear the paper read. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is considerable morning business yet remain- 
ing to be done. 

r. SHERMAN. I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour will be consid- 
ered as extended until the morning businessisthrough. This exten- 
sion does not commit the Senate to the adoption of the resolution. 
The memorial — by the Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 


GENTLEMEN: We, your petitioners, would respectfully represent that we are cit- 
izens of the United States, have taken and improved Government land under the 
laws, and that while living on the land in compliance with law and in obedience to 
authority our homes were ruthlessly invaded by savages, the fruits of our labor 
destroyed. the persons of our females violated, and in some cases murder perpe- 
trated under the guise of pretended friendship. For much of the injury received 
no compensation is possible or equal to the injury, but for those losses reported on 
favorably by the State commission or at the Interior Department we claim all that 
was asked and more than was allowed. We ask, however, that what was allowed 
be now paid. The raid of these Northern Cheyenne Indians occurred in 1878, over 
three years ago, and heavy as the loss seemed at the time, it has not been lightened 
by the lapse of years. 

From one of your number, Senator PLuMB, we have been furnished by its pub- 
lication in the Republican Citizen, at Atwood, a statement of the status of these 
claims, as furnished him by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Besides this, 
and more than this, we have learned nothing for more than one year. While our 
condition as to crops and finances is a vast improvement over that of one year ago 
we feel that this matter has too long been delayed, and that simple justice to us an 
our families demands that immediate payment of these claims be made. 

We now ask your active help in our behalf. We appeal to you directly in our 
behalf, asking no intermediate agent to act between you and us, nor between us 
and the Government, except you who are our chosen representatives and spokes- 
men in all matters pertaining to us as citizens of Kansas and of the United States. 
We have confidence in your ability and in your willingness to press this matter to 
a pap A conelasion. All of you have made an honorable reputation as Kansans 
and as pioneers in the State, as we are here; and by your own knowledge of our 
needs, and because our claims are just and fair, we ask you to help us. Hoping 
for your favorable consideration of this prayer, 

We are, most respectfully, yours, 
AUGUST. C. BLUME. 
MARIA DEMMER. 
JAN BAIDA. 
MERG JANAUSEK. 
FRANK SPEVACEK. 
MERG SOCHOR. 
BARBARA SPRINGLER. 
PAUEL GANOMSSEK. 
FRANK VOCASEK. 
DINA STENNER. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF KANSAS INDIANS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate of 
the amount of indebtedness by the Kansas tribe of Indians to individuals repre- 
sented by certificates issued by any officer of the Government; the status of said 
indeb ess, whether legal or equitable, or both; what, if any, assets of said 
tribe the Government holds, and what legislation, if any, is n in order that. 
said indebtedness may be paid and the financial relations of said tribe to the Gov- 
ernment growing out of the sale of its reservation in the State of Kansas may be 
speedily and finaily settled. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was referre 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for your consideration a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, dated the 18th instant, touching the necessity for additional room 
for the clerical force of the Department of the Interior. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 


dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of a bill for the per capita distribution of the sum of $5,000 to the band of 
Western Miami Indians at the Quapaw Agency, Indian Territory, with accom- 
panying papers noted in said communication. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
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dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, concerning an appropriation for the improvement of the Hot 
Springs reservation, in Garland County, Arkansas. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith for the information of Congress the annual report of the 
Government directors of the Union Pacific Railway to the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior for the year 1881. 
CHESTER.A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of amendment to be inserted in the Indian ven bill to carry into 
effect the provisions of the fifth section of the act of March 3, 1873, providing for 
the consolidation of funds belonging to the Miami Indians of Kansas. 

The matter is presented for the consideration of Congrese. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draft of an amendment to be inserted in the annual Indian appropriation bill now 
pending, providing forthe disposal of certain bonds and funds held by the Treasurer 
of the United States as custodian in the name of the Ottawa and Chippewa Indians, 
together with accompanying papers noted in said communication. 

‘he matter is presented for the consideration of Coe 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War and its accompanying papers, setting forth the necessity for the 
erection of a new embankment wall on the creek bordering the grounds of the 
Frankford arsenal, Pennsylvania, and recommending that an appropriation be 


made for that purpose. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, with _ and estimate of the cost of constructing five dining- 
rooms and kitchens at Jefferson Barracks, Missouri. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, reporting alist of reservations which are no longer needed 
formilitary arenes, and setting forth the necessity for such legislation as will pro- 
vide for their disposal. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECPTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
_ Healso laid before the Senate the following message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, dated 14th instant, and accompanying copies of letters from the 
Adjutant-General, Inspector-General, and Gaastersansten trenteal of the Army, 
recommending the amendment of section 3 of the act approved May 15, 1872, en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to establish the pay of the enlisted men of the Army,” so as to 
require a settlement of the clothing accounts of enlisted men at every bimonthly 


muster for pay. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 


To the Senate of the United States : 


I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of Stateand accompan apers, 
furnished in response to the resolution of the Senate of the 13th ition coiling fon 
correspondence touching affairs in or between Peru and Chili. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 26, 1882. ‘ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
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its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 934) 
granting additional pension to Mary Lincoln. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 873) to permit Ward Hunt, an asso- 
ciate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, to retire ;. 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. 
bonds, the pending question being on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance, in line 27, to strike out “three” and 
insert ‘‘two” before ‘“‘ hundred ;” so as to read: 

And the aggregate amount of deposits made and bonds issued under this act 
shall not exceed the sum of $200,000,000-— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, when this debate commenced it 
was not my purpose to say anything more than I was called upon 
to say in reply to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEesT] the other 
day; but since that time the debate has extended over a wide 
range, and, perhaps, in justice to the Finance Committee who re- 
ported this bill I should make some brief reply to some of the points 
which have been made. 

The original bill isa very plain and simple one, a brief bill of about 
twenty-five lines. It provides for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds, pay- 
able after five years at the pleasure of the United States, to an amount 
not exceeding $200,000,000. ‘There was not a single word or line in the 
bill that was controverted by any member. It was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and was very carefully examined. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, whose opinions were known to be somewhat 
adverse to the issue of any new bonds, was invited to attend and to- 
state his objections; and after he had been heard, and certain amend- 
ments had been adopted, this bill was reported to the Senate, as the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] properly said, with a substan- 
tially unanimous agreement of the committee, the only objection 
being made by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD,] on the 
ground that he did not believe a 3 per cent. bond could always be 
maintained at par, and therefore he thought it better not to issue it. 
= same view has been extended and amplified in debate by him 

ere. } 

Now, Mr. President, one would suppose that a bill so simple, so 
plain, withoutany contested proposition in it, that had last year re- 
ceived the vote of nearly every Senator on the Democratic side, and 
was voted against on this side mainly on account of an amendment 
introduced into it, would receive the general support of the Senators, 
and would long since have passed the Senate. But new arguments. 
have been introduced. The Senator from Kentucky, who supported 
this bill in the committee as warmly as I did, wants to load it down 
with three or four incongruous amendments, any one of which, in my 
judgment, would defeat the bill, and after that he thinks it had better 
me postponed until a public policy as to the reduction of taxes is: 
ado . 

y friend from Kentucky has a perfect right to change his views,,. 
and I do not complain of it; but at the same time the Committee on 
Finance and myself, acting by direction of that committee, are placed 
in a very awkward position when a bill so simple in its details, so- 
fair and just in principle, which, a year ago, was sanctioned by the 
vote of nearly every Senator on his side, and opposed on this side 
mainly on account of an obnoxious rider or amendment, receives the 
antagonism of a three weeks’ debate, and is proposed to be postponed 
by one of the gentlemen who agreed to its report. 

But, Mr. President, I believe, and I think I can show, that this. 
bill not only ought to pass, but that never before in our history could 
the project of a 3 per cent. bond be made a success. I say this with 
confidence. I have no fear to rest my reputation as a prophet upon 
the assertion that if this bill is passed as reported, the bonds pro- 
vided for, owing to the present favorable condition of the money 
market, will be sold, and we shall within a very brief period secure- 
the reduction of the burden of the interest on the public debt to the” 
extent of $1,000,000 a year. 

And here I am met in the first place by the suggestion, ‘‘ Why, Mr. 
SHERMAN, you said to the Finance Committee last year, when you oc- 
cupied an executive position, that you doubted whether it was ex- 
pedient then to place a 3 per cent. bond on the market.” So I did. 
At the time I gave that advice to the Committee on Finance the 4 
per cent. bonds, which are the test of the public credit, were worth: 
112} to 113, and by that test a 3 per cent. bond could not have been. 
sold at par because the equivalent of a3 per cent. bond at par would 
be a4 per cent. bond at about 119; therefore, by the state of the 
money market, as it then stood, the 3 per cent. bonds could not have 
been sold at par. In addition to that, there were then about to fall 
due over $600,000,000 of the public debt bearing 5 and 6 per cent. in- 
terest, and I believe that if a 3 per cent. bond ed been provided for 
at that time and had failed in being sold by the refusal of people 
to take them at par, we should be compelled now, and next year, and 

erhaps longer, to pay 5 and 6 per cent. interest on the existing bonds. 

t was best for Congress to provide as things stood last winter for a. 

bond bearing a somewhat higher rate of interest that would un- 
doubtedly sell at par. 
That was the view I then took, and I was perfectly correct. I 
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still think that the passage of the 3 per cent. bill of the last session 


would itself have obstructed the operations of the executive depart- 
ment in reducing the interest by the voluntary consent of the holders, 
because if Congress had by law provided a mode in which the debt 
should be refunded, then no executive officer would have dared to 
undertake to refund the debt in any other way or to have made any 
arrangement about it except that which was provided for by express 
law. 

Something has been said about the action of President Hayes as if 
he was forced to interpose that veto by a raid of the national banks. 
Why, sir, there is nothing in that. He vetoed that bill for the rea- 
sons stated by him explicitly. Herather favored a 3 per cent. bond. ; 
he was more hopeful than I that a3 — cent. bond could be sold; 
but he said he would not place this Government in the position of 
forcing its bonds of any kind upon anybody, whether an individual 
or a corporation. That was the ground upon which he based his 
veto, as shown by his written message. The banks had nothing todo 
with it. 

Mr. President, here now is this simple bill, and how is it met? If 
the question had been taken on the passage of this bill without the 
interposition of these riders, it would have been adopted nem. con., 
because the gentlemen on the other side of the Senate had been com- 
mitted in their hopeful éxpectations that we could sell a 3 per cent. 
bond at par; and on this side the majority under the present favor- 
«bie conditions of the money market were willing to test the sale of 
3 per cent. bonds to the extent of two hundred millions, and therefore 
the bill would have passed with but little objection. But then came 
the propositions to amend the bill. My honorable friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr.VEsT] offers an amendment which I have here, and it is 
alue to him, and due to the subject-matter, as this amendment has 
arrested and has prevented the passage of the 3 per cent. bill, that 
I should call the attention of the Senate to this proposition. 

Remember, sir, that this amendment now offered has never borne 
the test of any committee of the Senate, nor has any committee ever 
examined it critically or had the opportunity of examining it. It 
has never been introduced as an independent proposition, so that it 
could be referred to a committee, but was snatched from the records 
of the other House and hurriedly offered as an amendment to this 
bill, and has arrested, delayed, and procrastinated the action of the 
Senate upen the bill itself. 

Now, what is the nature of it? In the first place, this very amend- 
ment defeated the 3 per cent. bill of last year, and if adopted it would 
defeat this, because gentlemen are presumed to be honest on both 
sides, and the same motives that induced Senators on this side of the 
House to vote against the amendment last year would induce them 
again to dose. The President was honest and they are honest in the 
opinion. that it is not fit or right for the Government of the United 
States to say to any corporation or any individual, ‘‘ You shall take 
this kind of bond and have none other,” although their business may 
require them to purchase other bonds. The amendment is crude and 
incongruous, and now when I analyze it you will see that it is to- 
tally inconsistent not only with the bill itself, but in its own terms 
and provisions, 

My honorable friend from Missouri snatched it, as I said, from the 

. public records and offered it as an amendment to this bill. It was 
framed by an able and distinguished Representative from Kentucky 
2g an amendment to another bill, which contained other provisions 
more extended in their operation, and which affected a greater amount 
of bonds, and in a very different condition from those now proposed 
to be refunded. 1t was intended as an amendment to the refunding 
act of last session ; but it is offered as an amendment to this, when 
the bonds it provided for are greatly changed. If this amendment 
should be adopted the law would be as uncertain as the old Roman 
statute, posted so high on the column that it could not be seen by the 
common people. If this was to become a law, you would have to 
examine three separate books of statutes in order to find out what 
the law would be. It not only forces the bonds upon the banks and 
stops the whole operation of the banking system unless the banks take 
these bonds, but it repeals one statute and re-enacts two old statutes 
by name and description, so that in order to find out what sections are 
revived and what repealed you have to look to the old law of 1864, 
long since repealed, and then another act repealed by description found 
in volume 18 of the United States Statutes. Ifthis amendment should 
be passed just as it is, it would be incomplete and incongruous, and 
show all the marks of hasty legislation. My honorable friend from 
Alabama [Mr. PUGH] very properly pointed out the incongruities of 
this amendment, and, as I understood, the Senator from Missouri was 
very willing to have it modified. 

But is it right to introduce propositions of this kind, to offer them 
when they have not borne the test of a committee, to thrust them in 
the way of the passage of an important bil#without an opportunity 
for examination, when even the friends of the amendment find difti- 
culties and incongruities in it? Why, sir, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri, who is an able lawyer, was called upon to frame a bill to carry 
out the purposes of this amendment, he would not introduce such a 
proposition as this, but he would set out in proper words and form 
the laws which he proposed to enact, and not revive them by descrip- 
tion of repealed sections and repeal other sections in another statute 
by deseription. It is not in the proper form of a law. In form and 





manner it is totally defective, and therefore it ought not to be voted 
for, except as a hostile rider to accomplish the defeat of the bill. 

It is a practice in legislative bodies, though not so much in the 
Senate as in the othcr House, to defeat bills by loading them down 
with propositions that will make them obnoxious to the friends of 
the bill. That is a mode of defeating a bill not often resorted to in 
the Senate; but it is sometimes done, and this amendment is of that 
description. Ji is hostile to and tends to defeat the funding bill, and 
will, if adopted. 

But, sir, it is not only hostile, it is not only incongruous, incom- 
plete, and unfriendly in form, but in substance it is wrong, funda- 
mentally wrong. What is the first clause of this amendment, and 
the operation which was intended to be enforced? Iwill read afew 
lines: 

From and after the ist day of July, 1882, the 3 per cent. bonds authorized by this 
act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national-bank circulation, or 
as security for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public money deposited 
with such banks. 

Under the law as it stands the national banks are compelled to 
hold $400,000,000 of your nationaldebt. What is the object of that? 
It is the security of the people of the United States for the notes that 
are issued by these banks, and the security to the Government for 
its deposits of money with these banks. Now, sir, what object, what 
motive of a public character should induce the Government to de- 
clare that this security should be only of the poorest kind of bonds 
issued by the United States and not of the best kind? Why enact 
that these banks shall deposit as security for the people and as se- 
curity for the Government only that kind of bonds which are the 
cheapest inthe market? Why prevent them from depositing as these 
securities the 4 per cent. bonds of the United States, which are worth 
20 per cent. more than the others? There is no argument of public 
good which would demand it. The purpose is as transparent as 
noon, to force the banks to take these bonds, to make them take 
them by imposing a condition that if they do not take them they shall 
not continue their banking business. 

Take the case; suppose this bill shall pass; suppose the banks 
shall buy these 3 per cent. bonds; they will have to pay par for them. 
Suppose that by any change in the markct the bonds should go be- 
low par, then the banks would be called upon to buy more and more 
to make the security good. What is the object of such a measure ? 
Is it to impair the security of the note-holders? Oh, no; it is to 
punish the banks. Why not let the banks buy the most expensive 
bonds, if they will? Sir, it is a declaration on the face of the law 
that those who vote for this amendment do not believe that the 3 per 
cent. bonds will sell in the open market at par, and therefore we, 
the law-makers, will compel somebody to take them in order to get 
ridofthem. So, then, the Government of the United States is put in 
the position of saying: ‘‘ You of the national banks shall take these 
bonds.” They would willingly take them if they were at par. If 
they were at par, as a matter of course there would be no induce- 
ment to pass such a provision as this; but if they were not at par the 
banks must take them any way. And whatthen? Suppose they de- 
cline; suppose then a change for the worse in the condition of our 
financial affairs when it may be to the interest of the people to have 
more money, the banks cannot issue this money; they are restrained. 
The bonds are likely to fall below par. Then all persons are restrained 
from starting new banks, existing banks from increasing their circu- 
lation, and are even compelled to retire outstanding circulation when 
called bonds are from time to time taken out of their possession by 
payment. 

Suppose they should refuse to invest their money in your 3 per cent. 
bonds, then you stop the healthy operation of the banking system ; 
reduce the circulating medium at the very time that the demands of 
business would otherwise induce them to issue more paper money, 
Many banks would be induced by the operation of this law to wind 
up and withdraw their circulation, to refuse to take out new circu- 
lation, and if their bonds were called to receive the money and refuse 
to purchase your 3 per cent. bonds. If that is the object of the 
amendment, well and good. If this section is intended to cripple 
and throttle the national banking system on the ground that the 
national banking system is not a good one, then it is a logical meas- 
ure, and everybody who is opposed to the national banks can vote 
for it, because it does tend to throttle the system, if does tend to de- 
stroy it, and it will to a greater or less extent compel the withdrawal 
of national-bank notes and the refusal of banks to be organized and 
to be continued. If, however, these 3 per cent. bonds are at par, 
then the amendment is of no good, no use. It is now known—and I 
say it with entire confidence from information I have received since 
this bill has been pending—that private persons, capitalists, banks, 
and other corporations, are ready to take these 3 per cent. bonds upon 
the conditions stated in this bill. Why, then, put upon this bill any 
coercive measure to compel them to do it? When we are all con- 
vinced that to a greater or less extent, with more or less rapidity, these 
bonds will be taken, why coerce the banks or individuals? It is 
only to strike at the national banks and cripple them in certain 
emergencies, or else it is a mere, useless, idle, and foolish amendment. 

Last year this amendment completely frightened many of the na- 
tional banks. One hundred and thirty-five of them out of over two 
thousand banks deposited legal-tender notes for the purpose of 
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obtaining possession of their bonds in anticipation of that amend- 
ment. There was no concert of action among them. They were 
located in twenty-four States. The amount of legal-tender notes 
deposited was $18,381,934. You may say their fright was foolish 
and their policy wrong, and I agree with you. As an executive 
officer I counteracted their movement by paying out an equal amount 
of legal tender in the purchase of bonds. But this movement of so 


many banks acting without co-operation in so many States shows | 
| their commercial customers, or in case of refusal to retire from your 
They regarded it as the beginning of the overthrow | 


you how business men defending their interests regard this threa 
of coercion, 
of the banking system, and prepared at once to retire from it. 

But that isnot all. This amendment proposed to repeal the fourth 
section of the act of June 20, 1874, in the eighteenth volume of United 
States Statutes. That section is nota favorite of mine by any means; 
it is one of those devices conceived by those gentlemen who a few 
years ago wanted to regulate the amount of money to suit the wants 
of business. It was called an expansive and contracting project, 
one by which a bank might at pleasure increase its circulation and 
retire it at pleasure; what is called an elastic process to meet the 
changing wants of business; Senators on all sides have heard that 
expression on a good many stumps. 
devised and intended to expand and contract with elasticity. This 
provision was inserted in the bill of 1874 to carry out that favorite 


idea; it was the idea in vogue in 1874 to furnish an elastic currency. | 


It was said the banks might expand their currency; they might con- 
tract their currency; and this section 4 was put on one of the pend- 
ing bills to expedite this ingenious device. 

What was the result of it ? 
it; they did what it was proposed they should do. 


They acted very 
foolishly. 


The banks were very much frightened about this matter, 


and so when this section became openly and they found that there | 


was a way in which they could reduce their circulation, in fear of a 
threat that had been made they did so; and who had any right to 
complain? 

But, sir, it is now proposed to repeal this section. It ought to be 
modified, but not repealed. A bill isnow pending before the Finance 
Committee to modify this very section. Its passage is recommended 
by the Secretary ofthe Treasury and by the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, and no doubt by general concurrence the section will be 
changed and modified so as to allow banks only to retire their cir- 
culation after a reasonable notice or upon some restrictions that will 
prevent this privilege from being abused. That is the way to legis- 
late. The Senator from Kentucky and I would have no trouble in 


ao upon the necessary provision to take the place of section 4 
0. 


the act of 1874; but to repeal it by wholesale, and thus prevent a 
bank from reducing its circulation except by winding up, would be 
an unnecessary restriction upon the privileges of banking. It would 
cripple that free banking law of which we ‘boast somuch., And yet 
this proposition to repeal by the wholesale section 4 is inserted in 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, without any provision 
to supply its place or to regulate the necessary increase of bank cir- 
culation. 

Thatisnotall. It is proposed by this amendment to revive section 
5159 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and in order to find 
out what that is I have to look to another law passed in 1864. I 
doubt very much whether many Senators on the other side of the 
House know the exact provisions of that section. Suppose we were 
to revive this section as is proposed by the amendment, this would 
be the law: 

Sec. 5159. Every association, after having complied with the provisions of this 
title, preliminary to the commencement of the banking business, and before it 
shall be authorized to commence banking business under this title, shall transfer 
and deliver to the Treasurer of the United States any United States registered 
bonds, bearing interest, to an amount not less than $80,000 and not less than one- 
third of the capital stock paid in. Such bonds shall be received by the Treasurer 
upon deposit, and shall be by him safely keptin his office, until they shall be other- 
wise disposed of, in pursuance of the provisions of this title. 

The operation of this revival would be to require every bank to 
hold always on hand one-third of the amount of its capital in United 
States bonds. But in the city of New York, where the great banks 
of the country are, the capital of some of them is from $5,000,000 to 
$10,000,000; they scarcely issue any circulation; they do not need it, 
and therefore they do not take out circulation. Under the law as it 
stands to-day these banks are compelled to keep not less than $50,000 
in bonds, and also 10 per cent. in excess of their circulation. The 
restrictive provision ot the old act of 1864 now proposed io be revived 
was repealed. Why? When the original banking act was passed 
the main purpose of the act was to compel the banks to buy as many 
of our bonds as possible. That necessity disappeared with the war. 
At the end of the war among the changes of the banking system was 
one that required always $50,000 of bonds to be kept by every bank 
and a certain proportion in excess of the amount of its circulation. 

The effect of this amendment would be, if it should pass in the 
exact form voted for last winter, to compel all the large banks in the 


city of New York to buy these 3 per cent. bonds, or else if they did | in which they shall be continued in their business. 
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United States bonds? 


It was an India-rubber currency, | 
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Our bonds are not at a discount. There is 
no object now in making people hold them. The only object in 
requiring a bank to hold bondsis to secure the circulation; but sup- 
»ose they have but little circulation, as in the case of some of the 
argest banks, the operation of this provision in this phraseology of 
reviving an old statute of 1864 would be to compel these national 
banks with very large capital to at once buy 3 per cent. bonds to the 
amount of one-third of their capital, thus withdrawingso much from 


national banking system. What is the object of that? Those banks, 
| as certain as fate, will retire from your banking system and bow 
their heads to you and say they would rather act under a charter 
from the State of New York without any such restrictions. I only 
mention this to show you how incomplete and incongruous is the 
provision for the revival of these sections without understanding’ 
their whole bearing. 

But again, the amendment of my friend from Missouri revives 
another section, section 5160, the next section in the book. Let us 
see what is the operation of that. 

The deposit of bonds made by each association shall be increased as its eapital 
may be paid up or increased, so that every association shall at all times have on 


deposit with the Treasurer registered United States bonds to the amount of at 
| least one-third of its capital stock actually paid in. And any association that may 





! 
Some of the banks took advantage of | 


desire to reduce its capital, or close up its business and dissolve its organization, 
may take up its bonds upon returning to the comptroller its cireulating notes in 
the proportion hereinafter required, or may take up any excess of bonds beyond 
| — of its capital stock, and upon which no circulating notes have been deliv- 
| ered, 
That is, a bank may not increase its capital stock without inereas- 
| ing the amount of bonds. The bonds have now no relation to capital 
stock whatever, but they had during the war when we compelled 
people to take our bonds rather in the nature of a war measure. The 
bonds have relation to the amount of notes outstanding, and the 
amount of notes outstanding is now secured by an amount of bonds 
equal to 10 per cent. more than the amount of the notes. So that 
| although 4 per cent. bonds may be filed as security for circulation, 
which are worth to-day nneny 120, ‘we only issue 90 per cent, of the 
par value of those bonds, and they are held not as seeurity for the 
stockholders, but as security for the noteholders. . The question of 
| the amount of bonds held by a bank has no relation whatever to the 
amount of its stock. In the country where the amount of stock and 
| the amount of circulation is about the same, it would make no differ- 
ence whether you base the deposit on stock or on circulation ; but in 
the large cities, where probably the circulation is trifling, to base 
the amount of bonds upon the amount of stock would be entirely 
faulty. It ought to be based upon the amount of cireulation, And 
this revised section provides that the bank can only redeem its cir- 
culation by surrendering its notes. This is practically impossible. 
The notes of a bank circulate in common with those of 2,000 banks, 
and a particular bank could not sort or receive and surrender its 
own notes, however urgent might be the necessity for reducing its 
circulation. Therefore the law, as it now stands, allows it to surren- 
der an equal amount of United States notes. The Treasury can easily, 
at the expense of the bank, in the redemption division, sort the notes 
of any bank, and then they can be canceled, and the United States 
notes deposited can be issued again. Thisis a convenient and proper 
facility, and no reason has been given for its repeal. 

Mr. President, I have gone through the principal features of this 
amendment of my friend from Missouri to show that it is a mere rider 
to defeat this bill. The Senator may not think so, or perhaps he 
desires to defeat the bill, and if so, his amendment is admirably 
adapted to that purpose. But I must remind him that the policy 
of a 3 per cent. bond was supported. by nearly every Democratic 
Senator at the last session, and was only defeated by this propo- 
sition. They cannot escape the responsibility of the defeat of a 3 
per cent. bond by now seeking to attach: to it the same abortive 
rider. Plain people will notcomprehend theirfriendship for a policy 
for which they will accept no allies and will defeat with such con- 
ditions. Asa rule, when an important bill is pending and a new and 
independent proposition that never had the sanction of any com- 
mittee is offered and forced upon it, that is a good enough reason to 
vote against it. This amendment ought to be defeated on that 
ground, When you come to analyze it you find that it is subject to 
graver objections still, and I sincerely trust it will not be passec 

Mr. President, my friend from Missouri introduced into this subject, 
I think very needlessly, the silver question. What has that to do 
with this bond business? I might say the same, what has his amend- 
ment to do with the funding bill? Scarce anything. It isadrive at 
the national banks. If anybody wants to assail the national banks, 
I am not so much wedded tothe system but that I can discuss it with 
great good humor and great impartiality. Let us take up any of the 
numerous propositions regarding the national banks, and we have 
half a dozen which will be reported to you at the present session. 
These banks now need legislation to regulate the mode and manner 

Bills will be 


not do se they would have to retire from the national banking sys- | presented, and then these subjects will be proper for consideration ; 


tem. Some ofthese banks have but a comparatively small amount 
of circulation, and the result would: be that they would at‘ once re- 
tire from the national banking system and fall back upon their old 
system of State banking. Without circulation what good would 
that do?) What motive could you have to compel a bank to hold 


| but as a rider to a bill on a totally different subject it is wrong to 
| bring forward such questions. But my friend from Missouri brought 
in the silver question. What hasthat todo withthis bill? Nothing. 
He says the act of 1873 demonetized the\silver dollar, Well, to that 
| T replied that the Government of the United States had existed before 
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the passage of that act over eighty years and that in all that time 
only 8,000,000 silver dollars been issued by the Government of 
the United States. 

It is true that I said that none of these dollars had been issued for 
twenty years before the passage of the act of 1873. In that latter 
respect Paes mistaken. The subject-matter was hurriedly thrust in 
upon us here, and I was mistaken. "When the Senator read from the 
reports that a considerable part of the 8,000,000 silver dollars issued 
before the passage of the act of 1873 was issued within a few years 
before that date I remembered all about it. Those dollars were 
issued, as I then replied, simply for exportation. This he then con- 
tested. All the coin issued by the United States prior to 1873 for ten 
years, whether silver or gold, was exported and was coined for expor- 
tation. Every one of those silver do then coined was issued upon 
silver bullion, deposited by oan individuals at the assay office in 
New York, sent thence to Philadelphia, and there coined into the 
kind of coin that the owner of the bullion wanted, at the price reg- 
ulated by law. I have hereatableshowing that during all the years 
when these dollars were issued we were exporting not only the amount 
of our coinage, but more than the amount of ourcoinage. We were 
gathering in all the old coins from the stockings of our people 
throughout the country and exporting them by wholesale. We 
did not use them in circulation. Perhaps I ought to put on record 
the simple statement of the amount of coinage issued in those years, 
and also the amount of coin exported, to show that although I was 
mistaken in regard to the number of dollars issued just before the 
act of 1873, yet I was not mistaken in the fact that they were issued 
for exportation only, and did not enter into the circulation of the 
country, and all that time they were at a premium of from 1 to 3 
per cent. 

Coinage of silver. 
SILVER DOLLARS. 


1870. | 1871. | 


$657, 625 00 


Mints. 
| 





| $576, 250 00 


| 588, 208 00 | 657, 929 00 





SUBSIDIARY. 


498, 630 25 | 
594,500 00 | 746,775 00 
7, 635 00 52, 570 00 


1,178, 945 50 | 1,297,975 25 


576, 810 50 





Exports of United States silver coin from the ports named. 
-1970. | 187 1872. 
| 


$25, 550 | 
28, 962 | 


2, 535, 765 | 1, 691, 081 
Exports of United States silver coin to the countries named. 


1871. 1872. 


| 
| 
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$80, 000 | $1,154,553 | $871, 809 

141, 551 94, 260 130, 542 
593, 050 62, 381 
155, 092 51, 036 
19, 611 185, 422 
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Mr. VEST. Will it interrupt the Senator from Ohio if I ask him 
a question before he leaves that point ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 


JANUARY. 26, 


Mr. VEST. The Senator stated in a running debate, which we 
had some days ago on the silver question, as I find in the REecorp, 
though I did not catch it at the time, in answer to my statement 
that the silver dollar had been struck out of the coinage by the act 
of 1873 and by the Revised Statutes of 1874, he asserted on the floor 
of the Senate that five times as many silver dollars had been issued 
under the act of 1873 as before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those were trade-dollars, I said. 

Mr. VEST. The RECORD just states ‘‘silver dollars,” and we were 
discussing silver dollars. The trade-dollars never came into this de- 
bate at all, except in so far as the Senator from Ohio stated that they 
were struck off to oblige the people of California in reference to the 
eastern trade. The RECORD makes the Senator from Ohio state 
that under the act of 1873 and the Revised Statutes of 1874 (which 
I say struck thesilver dollar out of the —— of the United States)— 
the remarkable statement has gone forth to the country in the RECorD 
on the Senator’s authority — five times as many silver dollars, what 
are popularly known as the dollars of our fathers, were issued under 
the act of 1873 as ever before. The report of the comptroller shows 
that not one single silver dollar was issued from 1873 up to 1878; 
I do not mean trade-dollars but I mean American dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did say that from 1853 to 1873—— 

Mr. VEST. No, you said that under the act of 1873 five times as 
many silver dollars had been issued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The act of 1873 provided for the trade silver dol- 
lar. Toshow thatit was the trade-dollar that I was talking about, I 
referred, as the debate shows, to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] to know whether I was right in saying five times, and he 
showed where I was wrong, that the amount issued was $35,000,000 
instead of $18,000,000, as I stated. What I said was really true. I 
was referring to the trade-dollar. The Senator may have thought 
I was referring to the silver dollar, but thatcould not be so, because 
that was dropped from the coinage by the act of 1873, and the next 
year in the Revised Statutes it was prohibited practically. As I said 
before, there were more than five times as many trade-dollars issued 
under the act of 1873, and of the revived silver dollar there have been, 
as is well known, over $100,000,000 issued. 

Now, to show the exact history, and to place upon the record, in 
reply to the observations of the Senator from Missouri, the history 
of the act of 1873, let me read from the report of the former Director 
of the Mint, Mr. Linderman, made in November, 1872, in relation to 
the examination of the branch mints at San Francisco and Carson 
City. He says, in speaking of the “‘ production of silver and mar- 
ket for the same,” at which time no coin was used in this country ; 
it was exported : 

The true policy of this country under these circumstances is to seek a market 
in China for its silver bullion; and to do this it must be put in form to meet a 
favorable reception in that empire. 

The United States silver dollar of 412} grains has never been well received in 
China, nor amounted to much as a coin of commerce, for the reason that its bullion 
value is less than that of the old Spanish dollar, and its successor, the Mexican 
dollar, both of which have played an important partin the commerce of the world. 


The standard aimed at when the United States silver dollar was first authorized to 
be issued was the Spanish dollar. 
* * * * * * 


Had the United States dollar been issued to correspond in content of fine silver 
to the old Spanish dollar, as was originally intended, it would no doubt long since 
have become an important agent of commerce. 

The silver dollar being a useless coin, both as respects circulation and commerce, 
should be abolished, we should inquire whether some new medium may not be 
substituted approximating in general c! ter and value, which will meet certain 
commercial requirements ming daily more pressing without giving rise to any 
ot those perplexing questions or complications resulting from the varying values 
of the precious metals under a double standard, and at the same time afford some 
relief to our mining industries from the serious decline and further apparent depre- 
ciation in the value of silver. 


Then further: 


If this new coin should be accepted at all as a medium in our trade with China, 
it will doubtless very soon supersede the Mexican dollar, and there is no reason 
why it should not in a short time command a premium of 6 or 8 per cent. 


The old silver dollar was at a premium of 3 per cent.; this con- 
tained 74 grains more, and would be worth more. 


As the yaatost of our silver mines is at —_ being exported abroad at an 
average unt of at least 2 per cent., it will be seen at once that such a result 
would be of immense advantage, not only to our commerce, but also to our mining 
industries. As this new coin would also be a most desirable form for use in the 
crts, it would most probably put a stop to the melting of our subsidiary silver 
coins now so extensively carried on by silversmiths in certain localities. 

‘As the trade of San cisco with China direct and by exchan 
the eastern cities and Europe would readily cover our entire P uction of silver, 
it will be seen that a safe outlet for this commodity would be thus secured and the 
pues roposition as to the decline in price of this metal and its increasing 
production be at once solved in a most satisfactory manner. 

The proposed coin or disk should weigh 420 ns and contain 378 grains of pure 
silver, and the weight and fineness be stam’ on the reverse of the coin. 

There is certainly sufficient inducement toissue such a coin, and the proposition 
does not appear to be open to any objection. It will not be a coin of circulation or 
legal tender in payment of debts, but simply an agent in our commerce with for- 
eign countries. 


There was the origin, the official source which led to the passage 
of the trade-dollar act, supported as it was by the petitions of hun- 
dredsof merchants, and, among the rest, of the leading bankers of 
the Pacific coast. I remember to have received letters myself from 
Ralston, president of the Bank of California, and from a great many 
other people, urging the adoption by Congress of some means of put- 
ting silver bullion into convenient form for exportation, and the 
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trade-dollar was adopted at their request and on the recommenda- 
tion of the Director of the Mint, Mr. Linderman, one of the ablest 
men ever in the public service. That is the whole history of it. 

However, I do not intend now to discuss the silver question. That 
is for the ee remitted to the diplomatic service, and some of our 
ablest and most honored ex-Senators have the matter in charge. I 
do not even wish to prophesy whether they will succeed or not; but 
when they get through the subject will come before us. If they 
should fail, however, there is but one thing manly and honest for the 
United States to do, and that is to make the silver dollar equal in 
commercial value to the gold dollar, either by an increase of the 
quantity of silver in the silver dollar or a decrease of the gold in the 
gold dollar, or by both. You never can circulate together at the 
saine time as money two coin standards of different value than the 
commercial value. Your boasted silver dollar is now only kept at 
par because the Government of the United States holds $65,000,000 
of them and receives the certificates issued upon them for all pur- 
poses ; in other words, it treats and maintains them at par with gold. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if he 
means to say that the Government has the control of $65,000,000 of 
silver coin? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; the certificates are issued in place of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not true that the entire $100,000,000 that have 
been coined are in circulation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have issued upon the basis of the silver dol- 
lars in the Treasury some $65,000,000, I believe, in certificates; the 
balance is in circulation. I have not seen the figures lately. We 
have freely issued silver certificates in exchange for gold bullion. If 
those certificates were only payable in silver dollars, and were not 
supported by practical gold redemption, I do not know what would 
become of the certificates. They would depreciate to the bullion 
value of the silver dollar. But by law those certificates are paper 
money, receivable at the Treasury for dues, and, being practically 
though not legally a legal tender, they are maintained by the Gov- 
ernment at a value beyond the bullion value of the coin in which 
they are redeemable. But I do not want to enter into that subject, 
because it will come up again, and we shall have plenty of time to 
discuss the silver question. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator another question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to be drawn off. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know my friend has views on the silver ques- 
tion which may probably differ from mine; but that is a collateral 
issue. I wish to show the irrelevancy of these various amendments 
and propositions about silver and the national banks, &c.; but it 
would not be right for me to end my reference to these amendments 
without some allusion also to another amendment offered by my 
friend from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB. } 

Here is a proposition offered on his own motion, without having 
been examined by any committee, without having been reported in 
favor of by anybody, which involves three or four of the gravest 
se respecting the finances of the country, and he asks us to vote 

or this amendment, or, if we do not vote for it, to stop and debate it 
and point out why it should not be adopted, and not in the quiet of a 
committee, where objections can be stated and answered, but in public 
debate. It is sufficient to say that the importance of this amend- 
ment and the questions involved show that it ought not to be pre- 
sented here as an amendment to a bill on an entirely different subject. 
There is nothing in this amendment in relation to funding the bonds, 
nothing in relation to the principle of the bill; but it contains three 
or four grave propositions. The first is as to the issue of United 
States notes. My friend from Kansas must know that here he encoun- 
ters the grave constitutional question whether or not under the Con- 
stitution of the United States we can now issue United States notes 
in excess of the amount stipulated by law. Iam inclined to think 
when that matter comes up it will be found a very grave question. 
It wihl require long debate; yet, on his own mere motion, as an 
amendment to a bill for funding the public debt, he presents this 
question of an increase of United States notes, not the old issue, but 
anew form of United States notes, not taking the old greenbacks, 
but making another kind in which he tries to avoid the question of 
the legal-tender quality. 

The second grave proposition he presents is that the amount of 
national bank currency as existing at the date of any diminution 
shall never be increased; that is, the amount of circulation out- 
standing at the time when any national bank proposes to diminish 
its circulation shall never after that be increased. That paralyzes 
the whole banking system. Banks may retire, may get out of the 
way, but their circulation never shall be increased. That subject is 
presented by the Senator from Kansas to be voted upon as an amend- 
ment to the funding bill. 

Then there is another proposition. The gravest and most difficult 
problem of finance is to regulate the amount, the nature, and char- 
acter of the redemption fund; and yet that is introduced here. The 
Senator says he will be libéral, he will provide for $100,000,000. His 
colleague says no, that is too much, $50,000,000 isenongh. My friend 
from Kentucky seems to think we do not want any, but he said he 
would be willing to takeeithersum. This question is presented upon 
a bill well digested and of sufficient importance to stand alone. 
How much have we now as a fund for the redemption of United 
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States notes? Ido not want at any length now to dispel the illu- 
sions of my honorable friend from Kansas that we have $156,000,000 
in the Treasury without any demand against it. The debt state- 
ment was made on the last day of the month, and it did show that 
there was a balance in the Treasury, over and above all the then 
existing liabilities, of $156,369,534 ; but on the very next day $10,000,000 
of interest became due and payable, and the great body of it was 
paid within a few days. I have here the debt statement, showin 

the amount on hand December 31, 1881, and then the Treasurer’s 
statement, showing the amount he had on the 1st of January, 1882, 
that was not subject to liabilities, the later statement showing that 
on the Ist of January there was $145,112,315, instead of, according 
to the debt statement, $156,000,000. The items which make up this 
difference I have taken the pains to give. Here they are. The debt 
statement is made up December 31, and the Treasurer’s January 1: 


PEE! ETT TOT Ty tt $156, 369, 534 53 
Treasurer's statement, balance. ..... Fie Feweew sled sameueaneeee eine 145, 112, 315 82 


11, 257, 218 71 


explained as follows: the Treasurer, in making up statement Jan- 
uary 1, 1882, deducts every possible liability accrued’ on that date, 
including the following items, not deducted in the debt statement 
made up the previous day, which were not then regarded as due: 


MT I aaa a co's 3s vin ibn tn Sade 5545 Hs sdpedenedaseceeududve $1, 974 29 
sont 83’ 
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MI PRs 0 5.5 52 - once cn cgnsese , 473 82 
Accrued interest. -. 7, 387, 725 50 
Accrued interest. -. 465 7, 256 51 
AMowmmed MiPCTeSS...... 2.2... cece ces cc cwcsccccesecccccecessoseecs 1, 938, 705 36 

11, 953, 135 48 
Deduct unavailable accrued interest... ............2....20seeeeeeees 695, 916 77 


11, 257, 218 71 


That is not all. In the $145,000,000 of cash on hand what items are 
included? Let us see. Among other items there is included frac- 
tional silver coin $25,963,641.48. That isa part of the $145,000,000, 
and deducting that would reduce it below $120,000,000. Is this frac- 
tional coin money? It is not even a legal tender except for $20. It 
is a mass of silver of no practical use in the redemption of United 
States notes, it is of no value, it cannot be counted as reserve, it is 
not money in the proper sense of the word ; so that in this $145,000,000 
on the Ist of January there is $25,000,000 off, a mass of silver that is 
valuable like other property, but it is not a legal tender in payment 
of debts beyond $20. It is constantly increasing instead of diminish- 
ing. It is brought in for redemption. I might go on and analyze 
this. The Secretary of the Treasury has called in twenty million of 
bonds since January 1, thus increasing to that extent his liabilities. 
Here is another item I notice as unavailable funds, $695,916.77, which 
has given so much trouble to my friend from West Virginia, [Mr. 
Davis.] No, sir, to deal with this question of the reserve fund is one 
of those difficult problems that require care and patience and atten- 
tion. It ought to be done, and I hope it will be done by Congress, 
but certainly not in this hurried and irregular way. 

I do not want to say anything more in regard to the amendments 
proposed. Icome back now tothe simple proposition of the panes of 
this bill, and I again say that in my judgment it is the right and the 
duty of Congress to now avail itself of any o pentane to refund 
the public debt at a lower rate of interest. i y honorable friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM] says ‘‘let well enough alone,” and 
so does the Senator from Delaware say, ‘‘let well enough alone.” 
Why, sir, what is ‘‘ well enough?” Whatever is best for the public 
good, whatever is best for the people of the United States, whatever 
contributes to their interest. If they have a clear right under the 
terms of their public engagements to reduce the interest on the pub- 
lic debt, it is their duty to do so unless some clear and strong reason 
is given to the contrary. I know not only from the history of other 
countries but from our own that there are no onaer so difficult to 
deal with as a funding bill. In England it took eight years of a 
stormy legislative contest to pass the English funding bill in the 
middle ofthe lastcentury. Finally, under the administration of Pel- 
ham, Parliament passed a bill which reduced the interest on the pub- 
lic debt in England from 4 to 3 per cent. Thetimes were favorable, 
but it was strongly opposed by many interests; at one time it was lost 
and thrown out by the House of Lords. It was again insisted on 
by the Commons, and finally in 1749 it was passed. When Pelham 
went up to the House of Commons that day he was informed by his 
friends, as stated in his biography, that he would be uttering his 
death knell in trying to pass that bill, which simply gave the privi- 
lege to a holder of a 4 per cent. annnity to convert it into a 34 per 
cent. for five years, and after that into a3 percent. annuity. Itsaid 
nothing about redemption of the principal, but that was understood, 
if the public creditors dissented from the terms pro d, and the 
dissentients were in fact so paid. The bill was finally carried with 
great difficulty. The House of Lords long resisted it; but finally 
they yielded as they are always apt to do at the end of a long popu- 
lar contest. Jt was opposed by some of the great corporations, but 
they yielded and the measure was carried into successful execution to 
the great advantage and with the strong approval of the people. 

In 1821, during the wars with Napoleon, Great Britain made greater 
sacrifices than we ever did; for at that time they sold their 3 and 4 
per cent. bonds at sixty cents on the dollar; and at the end of the 
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wars, when times began to be better, when there was a prospect of 
a resumption of specie payments, they started upon the process of 
refunding. Mr. Vansittart was the chancellor of the exchequer who 
conducted the debate. The measure was carried after great diffi- 
culty and much delay, but it was carried into successful operation 
and is the basis now of the 3 per cent. consols of Great Britain, the 
strongest evidence of her public credit. 

The struggle over the funding policy of Alexander Hamilton is 
familiar to all, and wag perhaps the most important measure of a 
remarkable man who grows greater as time goes on; yet it was car- 
ried with difficulty, and, according to Mr. Jefferson, by an after-din- 
ner bargain in which the location of this capital was one of the 
elements. 

So in our own time, after the war was over, during which we were 
compelled to submit to many hardships, to many sufferings and heavy 
sacrifices, the attention of Congress was directed to this subject. It 
was first proposed to convert our 7.3 notes into 6 per cent. bonds, and 
that in 1866 was most unwisely carried. It ought not to have been 
done. They should then have been converted into 5 per cent. bonds ; 
but there was a struggle over that question which it is not worth 
while to renew., 

From that time on until 1870 the struggle for refunding the public 
debt at a lower rate of interest went on. In 1867 the bill then pend- 
ing for reducing the rate of interest from 6 to 5 per cent. was met by 
a rider totax the bonds. The 6 percent. bonds outstanding were not 
taxable, yet as we proposed to issue a 5 per cent. bond it was urged 
that we must reserve the right to tax the bonds. As a matter of 
course they would not have been sold at par or exchanged for 6 per 
cent. bonds. The contest was protracted year after year. Strange 
to say, it was not until 1870 that the funding bill was passed under 
which the recent funding operations have been carried on. During 
all that time the funding bill was pressing and pressing and pressing, 
but it was constantly weighed down by extraneous amendments, 
sometimes one plausible proposition, sometimes a scheme about the 
increase of Government paper money, sometimes an increase of bank 
circulation. Many friendsof the funding operation wanted to connect 
with it the question of resumption. I was among the number, and 
tried in various ways to have inserted in the funding bill provision 
for the redemption of United Statesnotesincoin. Thisfailed, andthe 
funding act for which I had struggled for years passed naked and 
simple, and what has been the result ? By the gradual improvement 
of our credit, we first converted some of our bonds into five percents, 
then into 4} percents, then into four percents, then into 34 percents, 
and we have the same right to fund them into three percents. If 
among our people there are many or few who, desiring an unques- 
tioned security, will take them, why should we not sell them and 
with the money so received pay bonds bearing a higher interest ? 

I know the difficulty in passing these funding bills. ‘This is not the 
end of the controversy. It willcome up again as did the other fund- 
ing bill of 1870. It should be considered alone and free from all ex- 
traneous subjects. I wanted on the former bill certain provisions, 
which my honorable friend read to you. I was defeated in that. I 
thought I was right, and he flatters me by quoting my argument in 
favor of those propositions to sustain his. But the circumstances 
are’very different. Then we were struggling at a time when our 
bonds bearing 6 per cent. interest in gold were worth only about 
eighty-nine cents in the dollar. I remember in one of my speeches I 
congratulated the country that we had reached ninety cents on the 
dollar.in gold for our 6 per cent. bonds. We were then struggling 
to pass the funding bill. Gentlemen said it would be impracticable, 
nobody would take a 5 per cent. bond, but if they djd they ought to 
pay taxes on it. So by all sorts of irrelevant propositions it was de- 
layed. Perhaps I aided in this by my eager efforts to accomplish too 
much. The bill was fortunately confined to a single object, and 
under its operation we have reduced the interest on the public debt 
to less than one-half of what it was at the close of the war. 

Now, sir, this bill is the conclusion of our funding operations. 
From the beginning, in 1866, in the debate on the very first funding 
act, I anticipated the time when our 3 per cent. bonds would be at 
par. Ina speech on the 22d day of May of that year I showed how 
funding had gone on in Great Britain, step by step, by slow degrees, 
until its 3 per cent. bonds were sold at par and were the highest form 
of public credit. I said: 

And, sir, this brings me to the plain and just remedy for all complaints of unequal 
taxation. Let us, in strict accordance with our engagements, sell our improved 
credit. Let us go into the market, and, with our resources fully shown, our honor 
unimpaired, our securities free from all burdens, sell our bonds on the most favor- 
able terms; and thus we shall receive in advance all the taxes we could levy upon 


our securities. * * It will not do for Senators to vote against this bill because 
they think 5 per cent., free of taxes, is too high. We must get it down first to 5 


per cent., then to 4, and then to 3, all the while faithfully observing our contracts; 
and we can do it. 

I believed then the credit of the United States would be in time 
as good as that of Great Britain, and that hersecurities, the best stand- 
ard in the world, should be adopted by us, at least as to the rate of 
interest, reserving, however, always according to the American idea 
of finance the right within a reasonable time to pay off the principal 
if we chose to do so. I lookupon this measure as being the accom- 
plishment of the highest aspiration of public credit known among 
the nations of the world. Weoughttocrown the United States with 
this boast and blessing. Our people will take pride in this national 
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honor ; an honor won by a people whose government depends upon 
the votes of all classes, all whose rights and liberties depend upon 
popular election. We have shown our fidelity to public engage- 
ments; we have never violated the public faith ; we have built up 
our credit step by step, until now we cancrown it witha measure at 
least as favorable as that of any nation in ancient or modern times. 

Now, sir, I do not believe in the idea of my friend from Minnesota, 

“let well enough alone.” Excelsior is the rule in all these matters, 
Let us progress unless there is some weighty reason to the contrary ; 
and this point I intend to examine. Let me say to my friend from 
Minnesota, too, that the extension of the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds into 
34 per cent. bonds has no bearing whatever on this case. It was a 
good thing to do, and he did it well and ably. I have always been 
glad to bear my testimony in his praise, not only for the measure 
itself, but for the mode and manner in which it was executed. But 
that is not the ‘‘ end-all” or the “ be-all” here. When he made that 
arrangement with the holders of bonds he gave to them a little higher 
rate of interest than the money market at that time indicated, and 
that was right. I knew of it at the time and would be very willing 
to share in the responsibility. He had to issue 3} per cent. bonds. 
If he had tried to issue a 3 per cent. bond he would have failed and 
all his threats of paying the debt would have fallen abortive; but he 
gave a rate of interest slightly above the market ratethen. The rate 
then earned by Government securities was about 3.40; he gave 3.50, 
and in that way was enabled, with a large mass of money on hand, 
with this invaluable reserve that Senators think so little of, to carry 
on this operation, and he did well; but he had no right, nor do I 
understand him as saying that he ever held out any intimation to 
mortal man that these persons should receive the 34 per cent. interest 
until the end of time, until the bonds were paid from surplus reve- 
nue; he had no right to make such a stipulation; he did not make 
sucha stipulation. But he says that under the circumstances he does 
not think we ought to interfere with the arrangement, but should let 
well enough alone. Sir, I think we have the right to interfere with 
it if such interference is for the public interest. If it is not for the 
public interest we ought not to disturb it. The question with us is 
whether or not the proposed measure is beneficial to the public; not 
whether he made a favorable arrangement, but whether we can now 
do better. It was to the interest of the bondholders to accept his 
offer. They were glad to doso. It was an arrangement honorable 
to both parties, but not at all restraining us or preventing us from 
reducing still further the interest on the public debt. 

Now, sir, I come to the only question worthy of argument in this 
bill. It is said that upon the basis of our present revenue laws we 
may probably be able to pay the whole of the $551,000,000 of 34 per- 
cents in five years. If that is so, if it is understood that the people 
of the United States are to pay all the taxes that are now levied, 
that there is no danger of a change or reaction in our exports and 
imports, that all things will go on just as they are now, if the 
people of the United States are willing to meet these burdens, there 
is some strength and plausibility in the argument made. Even then, 
on the point of economy, it would be better to extend $200,000,000 
of these bonds and have their payment postponed for five years. 
Let us see how much debt we are paying. The Senator from Minne- 
sota in not a very logical way, as I think, says that in ten months 
we have paid $100,000,000 or thereabout. So we have. 

Mr. WINDOM. One hundred and twenty millions of dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One hundred and twenty million dollars. Sowe 
have; but how has it been taking a period of five years, any five 
years in our history? Take the years from 1876 to the 1st of July 
last. In those five years we paid. $258,840,000. The estimated reduc- 
tion during this yeay, it is true, is very large, $130,000,000, but that 
will no doubt be reduced by the deficiencies that will be caused to 
some extent by the arrears of pensions. I suppose there will still be 
$2.00,000,000 during the present fiscal year, notwithstanding any defi- 
ciency that may be wade good. Next year the Secretary estimates 
the surplus to be $105,000,000. That would be about one hundred 
million dollarsa year. Suppose even that the existing revenue should 
go on and the people should not complain, then in five years we 
should pay $500,000,000, but even then it would be better to extend 
$200,000,000 of the $550,000,000 for two years, because at $100,000,000 
a year it would take us three and a half years to pay off $350,000,000, 
the amount left by the Committee on Finance to be paid off. We knew 
these facts, we knew all about the state of the revenue when we con- 
sidered this bill. We discussed a change in the condition of affairs 
and next the probability of a reduction of taxes. We considered 
that on the whole if we paid $350,000,000 in the next five years we 
should be doing all that we ought todo. The sinking fund during 
that time is only about two hundred and fifty million dollars. We 
shall pay $100,000,000 more than the sinking fund, or $70,000,000 a 
year. Nodebt-payer that I know of desires to pay off more rapidly 
than that while there is a single tax resting with its heavy burdens 
on the people of this country. Why should we? There is no reason 
for it. But then if we could pay at the.rate of $100,000,000 a year 
and pay off all the 3} percents in five years, the postponementof this 
$200,000,000 for five years will save us $1,000,000 a year for three and 
one-half years, and who believes that the 3 per cent. bonds will at the 
end of three and a half years be much above par? ‘The probability 
is that there will be fluctuations up and down. Eveninthat narrow 
view, suppose we continue our present system of burdensome taxa- 
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tion, it would be wise on the score of economy to extend a portion of 
he debt. : 

, Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator from Ohio within what 

time he expects the people of the United States by the action of Con- 

gress to be relieved of one dollar of the present taxation ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Congress of the United States do not re- 
duce the taxes of the people of this country during the present ses- 
sion or the next, I shall think they have violated their public duty, 
and I shall do what I can to bring about a reduction of taxes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am glad to hear the Senator say so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended to come to that question of taxes. 
What taxes ought to be repealed or ought to be modified ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The question I was about to ask the Senator from 
Ohio is, what taxes he thought ought to be modified or repealed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, after having given some pretty 
good advice, I think, against loading down a proposition like this 
with details in regard to other measures, I cannot answer the ques- 
tion fully, but I intend to answer it briefly. 

In the first place, I think all internal-revenue taxes, except on 
whisky, tobacco, and beer, ought to be permanently repealed, Al- 
though they are not very burdensome, yet they are annoying and 
inconvenient to those engaged in trade. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How much do they amount to? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About fifteen or sixteen million dollars. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Comptroller of the Currency says the taxes 
under him amount to eleven million; but he is speaking only of his 
branch; he is not referring to the taxes on perfumery, matches, &c. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That makes it, because if there are eleven million 
of bank taxes I know there are four or five millions of others. The 
match tax, I think, yields $2,000,000, or did when I was conversant 
with it; and the tax on cosmetics, perfumery, and various articles of 
that kind is considerable, reaching altogether about fifteen million 
dollars. 

I think, also, the question of the tariff ought to be dealt with in 
no haphazard manner. Sometimes I have doubted whether it was 
best even to refer it to a commission. I have always thought the 
best commission was the commission made by law, members of Con- 
gress who were willing to devote their time and attention on the 
same principle and in the same way that my honorable friend from 
Vermont did twenty years ago when he framed the Morrill tariff bill; 
but perhaps it cannot be expected nowadays that members of Con- 
gress will be so willing to work as he was. But that is a question 
for the House of Representatives. 

There are certain taxes imposed under our customs laws that are 
oppressive because they are uncertain and unjust. There isthe sugar 
tax, which yields us one-fourth of the whole revenue derived from 
customs, nearly $50,000,000. That tax now, on account of a change 
in the condition of things, is so uncertain that an honest man cannot 
tell what he ought to pay before heswearstohisinvoice. Theoldmode 
of testing the value of sugar, its saccharine strength, Dutch standard, 
has been so avoided and evaded by uew devices of manufacture that it 
isno longer a standard except of fraud, and now the lowerstandards, 
which formerly were admitted at a considerably less rate of duty 
than the higher, are of saccharine strength and real commercial value, 
higher than even some of the highest grades. Actual tests have been 
made showing that No. 7 Dutch standard and below have yielded in 
saccharine strength a sugar and a quantity of sugar more than Nos. 
13 or 14, which pays probably 50 per cent. higher tax. That is un- 
just and wrong. That subject has been brought to the attention 
of Congress over and over again, merely to cure a difficulty in the 
enforcementofthelaw. The Treasury Department has been involved 
in litigation over and over again in order to prevent what it was 
apparent was a wholesale fraud. That department adopted the rule 
that it would use the polariscope to test the real strength of the sugar 
in aid of the Dutch standard, when it was plam and manifest that 
by new processes importers had evaded the law or avoided the law 
so as to reduce the revenue $3,000,000 a year. They evaded the law 
and avoided its spirit. 'Then the polariscope was applied to test the 
saccharint strength of the sugar, and we have collected in that way 
some three million dollars more a year than was collected formerly; 
but it stands on a Treasury regulation which is now contested in the 
courts. Hitherto the Government has beaten in the contest. What 
the result will be finally Ido not know. But why should Congress 
leave that contest undetermined? Why should that be still unset- 
tled? What shall be the true test of the value of sugar? 

It is not the fault of the Senate because they cannot originate such 
measures, but it is because differences of opinion developed at once 
whenever the sugar question wasintroduced. Somebody who wanted 
to get rid of the tax on steel rails would put that as an amendment 
on the sugar bill ; somebody who wanted an increased duty on flax- 
seed would put that on the sugar bill; and thus it fell by incongru- 
ous amendment in no way connected with sugar, which is a distinct 
and independent question, and these bills have thus far not been 
acted on. 

Now, sir, I see no reason why Congress should not act promptly 
upon the sugar question; and I believe that any committee of the 
House or Senate who would take up the subject could in two days, 
with the knowledge that is already in the: files and records of the 
Department, master the subject so far as the sugar duty is. con- 
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cerned and report a bill on that subject, if Congress would only con- 
sent to act on that matter alone. There is no connection whatever 
between the duty on sugar and any other duty in the list, because it 
is peculiar and separated from the mass. 

I am one of those who have always believed in the policy of pro- 
tection; I believe that so far as our taxes are levied they should be 
levied so as to discriminate in favor of American industry, so as to 
diversify it and build it up in all parts of the country. Nothing 
more delighted me than in November last on my visit to Atlanta to 
see that the South was catching the spirit of new forms of industry. 
I saw some of my old friends and acquaintances, formerly members 
of Congress with me, were taking stock in cotton-mills, dealing in 
matters that were entirely foreign to their pursuits in olden times. 
They were willing to diversify their industry, to put their cotton 
into a better exportable form, put it into thread, put it into various 
forms of manufacture. This is the road to wealth; this is the road 
to prosperity for the South, the development of their wants, the 
manufacture of their raw articles, the making of pig-iron, which is 
already a great and growing industry in Alabama. They are inter- 
ested in this question. While protecting our American industry 
there are dozens and scores of articles on the list of dutiable articles 
now that might properly be stricken off with great benefit to the 
people. Some raw articles should be made duty free. In this way, 
without a very complete or perfect revision of the tariff, the taxes 
may be reduced, and, in my judgment, they ought to be reduced. 
If it will give my friend from Alabama any satisfaction, I say to him 
that I will help reduce them. If he only will abandon the old prin- 
ciples of the Democratic party about free trade and opposition to 
protection to American industry, I will go with him in the reduction 
of taxes where it will not affect our industry and will be a relief to 
all classes of our people. 

Mr. MORGAN. The honorable Senator will allow me to say to him 
that I cannot abandon the principles of the Democratic party on the. 
subject of the tariff, even to facilitate the passage of his measure 
here. I believe in the old Jackson Democracy on the subject of the 
tariff. I believe in carrying the manufactures close to the gin-house, 
close to the field where the cotton is grown; and with that advan- 
tage, with the investment of capital, we shall not have much neces- 
sity for a high tariff to protect cotton. But I will say to the Senator 
that during the period of time which must elapse necessarily (very 
long, I fear) before we shall be able to reduce the tariff, it would be 
wise to appropriate the surplus revenues of this country and the 
sinking fund to the extinguishment of this debt, rather than to keep 
in the Treasury a large surplus to enable men here to vote for its 
expenditure, 

Mr. SHERMAN. One of the strongest arguments in favor of a 
reduction of taxes is the fact that we have an overflowing revenue. 
There is no intelligent Senator but appreciates the fact that this sur- 
plus revenue is a constant temptation to reckless and improvident 
legislation. All sorts of schemes are now pressing upon us, and indeed 
in some respects this reminds me of the events that occurred in 1871 
and 1872. Only a year before the panic of 1873 swept all the bubbles 
out of existence a large surplus revenue tempted all sorts of projects. 
I think it would be wiser and better for us to promptly reduce our 
surplus revenues down to simply the sinking fund provided for by’ 
law. That ought to be done, and might wisely be done, without 
doing any injury to any class of our people. 

There is another thing, Mr. President, that ought to be acted upon 
promptly. Congress ought not to pass a month without correcting the 
incongruous duties that now rest on iron and steel. They are great 
industries. When the Morrill tariff bill was passed all the steel used 
in this country was imported. It cost more than three times as much 
asiron. The duties were based upon those ideas. A rate. of duty 
was put upon steel proportioned to the value of the commodity, so 
that the duty on steel would bear some relation to the duty on iron. 
Now by new inventions all that has passed away. Like Aladdin’s 
lamp, the Bessemer process, the Siemens process, and various forms 
and modes of making steel have reduced the cost and value of steel. 
As an intelligent gentleman told me yesterday—I cannot say whether 
it is true or not—steel can now be made cheaper than some kinds of 
iron. Yon can make steel rails cheaper than iron rails, because the 
metal is carried through all the processes from the pig to the end of 
the manufacture as completed steel rails at less expense than the 
ordinary way of converting the pig into bloom and then into bars 
and rails and other forms of merchantable iron. 

Why should the incongruity growing out of this changed condition 
of affairs stand on your statute-book? There are contests over dif- 
ferent inequalities. Why, sir, the enemies of the tariff and of the 
protective policy, among whom I am afraid I have to class the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, take advantage, a fair advantage, of these incon- 
gruities that have sprung out of the change of markets, the change 
of processes, the change of metals, new devices, to show that the 
tariff law is imperfect. We should admit promptly that it is imper- 
fect and where it is imperfect it ought to be corrected, and in these 
two important branches I know it isimperfect; that is, in regard to 
the sugar duties and in regard to the relative duties on steel and iron. 

My idea would be this: we cannot disguise this matter from the 
people of the United States. Action must ‘originate in the other 
House. Instead of treating the tariff question as a whole to be 
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reported upon by experts—and they cannot tell us anything that we 
shall not find in tomes in our public libraries—instead of treating it 
in that way I would take up the sugar tax and treat it, and keep down 
all these riders; then I would take up the iron and steel and other 
matters, treat them as distinct and separate as any two subjects can be 
in our legislation. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr.MORRILL. I dislike to protract this debate, but on this point 
the Senator from Ohio well knows the difficulty of getting any bill 
on the tariff through theotherHouse. Take the bill of his formercol- 
league in the House that was passed through in 1857. So unpopular 
were its features that it was repealed very soon afterward. Take 
the bill of 1861; the Senator from Ohio must know that that bill, 
if the riders placed upon it had continued, would have been one of the 
most incongruous things ever passed by Congress ; and it was only by 
his influence and his parliamentary tactics that we were able to take 
2 bill such as the committee had agreed upon and present it under 
the previousquestion. Now, take theactionsince. One of the ablest 
chairmen of the Committee on Ways and Means that I have known, 
also a member of the House from Ohio—I mean General Schenck— 
said that his bill was picked to pieces by pismires and kicked to 
death by grasshoppers. Take the action of the House for the last 
three or four years, when it has been in the hands of the Democratic 
party, and it has resulted in failure every time a movement has been 
made in regard to the tariff. 

I wish to say that it is impossible for the House to prevent the suc- 
cess of riders upon a tariff bill as will make it an improper bill to be 
passed ; and the only way to give strength to a proper bill, in my 
judgment, is to have a commission to back up the House in what they 
may desire todo. I say this because Iam not against a reduction 
ofrevenue. I am for reforming the tariff bill. 1am perfectly will- 
ing to admit the points that are made by the Senator from Ohio 
as to sugar, iron, and steel, and I could mention a great many others ; 
but in order to have any success about this matter, in my judgment 
the whole question must be considered by a commission. Then let 
them report from time to time as the bill proposed on the tariff com- 
mission authorizes, on the sugar question, on iron and steel, and on 
wool and woolens, and so on, and let us act upon each question as 
it comes up. 

I ask pardon of the Senator from Ohio for having taken so much 
of his time. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iam always glad to hear my friendfrom Vermont, 
because he is always sensible about these matters. I agree with him 
in the main that there are difficulties in taking up these questions 
separately; but I believe that if the Committee on Ways and Means 
would take up the subjects in detachments, present one thing at a 
time to the House, and let it be understood by the friends of different 
propositions that all of them in due order would be discussed, that 
would be the best way to deal with them. But if a commission is 
desired I am perfectly willing to have a commission provided for, but 
I do not think it will be worth anything. A member of Congress will 
act upon his convictions and for the interests of his constituents in 
spite of all the commissions you can appoint. I doubt very much 
whether their reports will be read. Select nine men who will make 
a report next winter, and we have only three months to pass on their 
report and all the various business of the session, I doubt very much 
whether much progress will be made. The matter will be continued 
very much as it isnow. Iam in favor, with the Senator from Ver- 
mont, of any practical measure that will lead to a revision of the 
taxes and a reduction of at least fifty or sixty millions of dollars of 
the present expenditures. 

There is another thing to be considered when you are speaking 
about this overflowing revenue of one hundred and five or one hun- 
dred and thirty-million dollars, and yet you must remember that the 
present time isexceptional. There has been the combination of two 
or three large crops; the balance of trade is greatly in our favor, but 
just now the balance is turning, our exports are already greatly 
diminishing, our imports are somewhat increasing, thus increasing 
our revenue; but our exports are diminishing and the balance of 
trade will probably fluctuate the other way. Ihave seen so many 
of these rapid changes in the condition of financial affairs in the 
Treasury that I never count my chickens until they are hatched. 
Two years before 1873 noman would have dared to say that within two 
years all these visionary schemes would disappear, that Jay Cooke 
& Co. would break, and bank after bank and corporation after cor- 
poration fail until finally labor riotsculminated in 1877; and yet, sir, 
things looked as bright in 1871 as they do now. 

We ought now, when the condition of our credit is good, to place 
these bonds in the market to the extentthat they canbesold. Every 
dollar of bonds sold saves something. Oh, but, says some Senator, 
it is only a million a year. There is the vice of the times—a million 
ayear! Well, sir,a million a yearsaved to the people of the United 
States would be a very important factor, but it is because we have 
been accustomed to deal with greater sums, that we look upon the 
saving of a million a year as nothing. A bill must cost at least four 
or five million to attract ourattention and excite our distrust. That 
is not the proper rule in legislation. You have got to apply to this 
bill, though the saving may be but a million a year, the same reasons 
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you applied to the funding act of 1870, which eventually saved us 
$30,000,000 a year. ‘ 

The only question that remains for me to discuss is whether these 
bonds will be taken, and upon that question there ought to be no 
longer any doubt. I know that they will be taken to a certain ex- 
tent; a great body of the Senate expressed itself as thinking they 
would be taken a year ago. I have lees the recorded sales of the 4 
per cent. bonds at 1134, the highest they reached pending the bill of 
the last session. Now the 4 per cent. bonds are worth 118}, and they 
yield scarcely 3 per cent., just about 3 percent. Sothat by the test 
of the money market, which is far better than the opinion of any 
man, these bonds can now be sold. They are deairabsle in this par- 
ticular: the 3} per cent. bonds now are all liable to redemption; 
there is some uncertainty as to the mode of redemption ; as to the old 
six percents no notice need be given; when the five percents come 
to be redeemed three months’ notice has to be given, but the last 
issued are the first called in. The result is to disturb the operations 
of business. If 5 per cent. bonds are transferred they become first 
redeemable, because a new issue ismade. They being all new, regis- 
tered, it creates trouble and delay. Therefore it is that a 3 per 
cent. bond, bearing a less rate of interest, running for five years, may 
be desirable to trustees, to executors, to administrators, to banks, 
and to private citizens. 

Then another thing: this bill enables us to go to the common people 
of this country and offer them our bonds. Heretofore there have 
been restrictions, more or less, on this subject. Now there need be 
none. We tried the experiment with the ten-dollar refunding cer- 
tificates, and you remember the result. They went off like hot cakes 
on a frosty morning; everybody seized upon them; there formed 
long lines of people on the way to every bg pace in the land to get 
the ten-dollar refunding certificates, and they waited patiently all 
day to get the opportunity to invest a small sum of money. These 
3 per cent. bonds are open to the people; they will be offered at 
every sub-treasury ; they can be bought of every bank, and if it is 
deemed wise the authority to sell them may be extended to every 
postmaster in the broad land. In this way the people become iden- 
tified with and interested in this security. Why not give them a 
chance? To the extent that we sell these bonds every dollar is a 
public benetit. 

But the Senator from Delaware urged with a good deal of force a 
rather singular argument. He said that perhaps these bonds would 
fall below par sometimes. Perhaps they will. He said that would 
injure the public credit. How could it injure the public credit? 
The 3 per cent. bonds of Great Britain are usually below par. Does 
that injure the credit of Great Britain? Not at all. There is no 
forceinthe argument. If the Government of the United States reli- 
giously complies with its obligations, pays the principal and interest 
according to the terms of the bonds, does all that it agrees to, to the 
uttermost farthing, then the fluctuations of the money market, the 
operations of the bulls and bears have no effect on the public credit ; 
it is far above all these interested operations of finance. Let the 
Government do but its duty ; take advantage of the present golden 
moment to sell its bonds at the lowest possible rate of interest that 
has ever been proposed ; give the people a chance without any syn- 
dicate, without any commission, without any aid, without any ma- 
chinery ; open the door to the subscription to your 3 per cent. bonds, 
and see whether they will be taken or not. If they are taken, to the 
extent of every thousand dollars taken some saving will be made to 
the people, and why should we not earn that saving? When this 
subject is before Congress on a simple bill of twenty-tive lines, there 
not being a single objectionable feature in it, without a single word 
any Senator has proposed to strike out, or without a roe to 
add any substantive feature to it, why not pass this bill? Senators, 
you tried to pass it last winter when the 3 per cent. bond could not 
by the terms of the money market reasonably have been sold, and 
now you refuse to pass it when the bonds can be sold. The argu- 
ment, and the only argument on which you can base this opposition, 
is that now we have a great surplus revenue. Had we not great sur- 
plus revenues last year just as much as we have this? Was not the 
argument as strong then as now? And now there is behind it a de- 
sire on the part of the people of this country to be relieved more or 
less of taxation, to reduce more or less this great surplus revenue, and 
we have left $70,000,000 a year yet to be absorbed each and every 
year for five years of the 3} per cent. bonds. 

Sir, I say now, as I said at the commencement, that the passage of 
this bill seems to me a matter of public duty. I care nothing for it 
personally. I have been taunted with my inconsistency. I feel like 
the Senator from Kentucky about an argument of that kind. [f 1 
did not sometimes change my mind I should consider myself a block- 
head or a fool. But in this matter, fortunately, I have not changed 
my mind. In 1866 I anticipated the time when we could sell 3 per 
cent. bonds and said that was a part of the funding scheme, and so 
continued year in and year out, as I could show Senators, that that 
was the ultima thule, the highest point of credit to which {looked in 
these refunding operations. I believed last year itcould not be done, 
because I did not believe the state of the money market would jus- 
tify the attempt, and, besides that, the great mass of the indebted- 
ness was so large that it might prevent the sale of 3 per cent. bonds 
at par. Therefore I wanted a 34 per cent. bill then. But then we 
secured the 34 in spite of Congress, by the operations of the Treasury 
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Department and the consent of the bondholders, now we ought to 
do a little better. Let Congress do now what it proposed to do last 
year, offer to the people a 3 per cent. bond. If they do not take it 
no harm is done, no expense is incurred, no commissions are paid, no 
advantage istaken. If they do take it, they enable you to pay off 
more rapidly still your 3} per cent. bonds. There was no express 
and no implied obligation made by the Senator from Minnesota, as 
he will himself say, that the people of the United States have not 
the right to pay every dollar of these 34 percent, bonds. He had no 
power to make such an intimation even, nor has he made it, as he 
states himself. We are notrestrained by anysense of duty, we have 
the right to take advantage of our impreved credit, of our advanced 
credit, and make the best bargain we can for the people of the 
United States, and the doctrine is not ‘let well enough alone,” but 
always to advance. We are advancimg in credit, in population, in 
strength, in power, in reason. The work of to-day is not the work 
of to-morrow ; it is but the preparation for the future. And, sir, if 
I had my way in regard to these matters I certainly would repeal 
taxes; I would fortify ourselves in Congress by reducing this large 
surplus revenue; I would regulate by wise and separate laws, fully 
and fairly considered, all the subjects embraced in these amend- 
ments as separate and distinct measures, pass this bill which to the 
extent it goes and to the extent it is successful will be beneficial to 


the people. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I will not occupy the time of the 
Senate more than two or three minutes. I recognize the right of the 
Senator from Ohio to close the debate on his own bill, and do not rise 
for the purpose of replying to his speech or any part of it. I only 
want to make a single Taree. The Senator from Ohio argues 
that the uncertainties of the future require the passage of some such 
bill as this, at least justify it, and points to 1870 and to what occurred 
during the two or three years following that time. Now I argue that 
the uncertainties of the future afford the very strongest possible 
reason for leaving this bonded indebtedness precisely where it is. 
The uncertainty as to what we are going to do in the way of legis- 
lation, in the first place, the uncertainty as to our revenues—all of 
the uncertainties as to the business future of this country, argue to 
my mind in favor of no legislation upon this subject. If there was 
a large debt coming due, as there was last spring, which must be met 
within six months, it would be necessary to pass some refunding bill. 
We could not await then the events of the future to decide whether 
it would be wise to do it or not, because it was felt that something 
must be done to meet that national obligation. To-day we stand in 
no such position. Whatever may come in the future, for the next 
ten years at, least we are all right. As the debt now stands, we can 
pay it if we have the money. We can carry it at a very low rate of 
interest if we do not have the money. 

Now, I will put this simple test to any and every Senator on this 
floor, and I believe it will be answered very promptly by every citi- 
zen of the United States: Is is not worth one-half of 1 per cent. on 
any man’s indebtedness to be able to call in and pay it when he 
pleases? I will borrow all the money that the Senator from Ohio or 
anybody else has to loan, that I can possibly use, if he will give me 
the opportunity to fix the day when I shall pay it, and pay only 34 
per cent. while I am carrying it. Then if there are uncertainties in 
the future to which the Senator refers, this argument applies to the 
nation as well as to an individual. The option to pay when we 
please, the right to call in our own indebtedness when we choose, is 
worth more than the one-half of 1 per cent., and the uncertainties 
which lie before us as to whether we shall modify our taxation and 
change our revenues afford the strongest argument why we should 
let this bonded indebtedness alone. 

It is argued that we can do better than let well enough alone. I 
do not believe it. I believe that the best thing we can do in financial 
legislation is, when you cannot positively prove or when you are not 
absolutely certain that your legislation will be an improvement, you 
had better do nothing, pass no law, but let things stand as they are. 

I did not desire to take the time of the Senate, but only wanted to 
make this single remark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the chair.) The 
question is on the amendment of the Committee on Finance, in line 
25 to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘‘ two.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendments are now 
concluded, There have been other amendments submitted, which 
will be presented in their order. 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe I intimated that after the debate closed 
I would move to lay the bill and amendments on the table. Ishould 
like to test the sense of the Senate on that question so as to dispose 
of the whole subject at once, Imove to lay the bill and amendments 
on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The a Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

_Mr. GROOME, (when his name was called.) Upon political ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr, MILLER, ] 
with the distinct understanding, however, that the pair does not 
apply to this bill, upon which he and I agree. I therefore vote upon 
this motion “yea.” 
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The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 23, nays 45; as follows: 





YEAS—23. 
Bayard, Farley, Johnston, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Logan, Vance, 

iY Groome, Morgan, Vest, 

Camden, Hampton, Plumb, Williams, 
Davis of W. Va., In Sewell, Windom. 
Fair, Jackson, Slater, 

NAYS—45. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jonas, Pugh, 
Allison, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Anthony, Frye, Lamar, Rollins, 

. Garland, McDill, Saulsbury, 
Blair, George, McMillan, Saunders, 
Brown, Hale, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Harris, Maxey, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Coke, Hawley, Mitchell, Walker. 
Conger, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, 

Davis of Illinois, Hill of Georgia, Pendleton, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 
ABSENT—38. 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Lapham, Miller of N. Y., 
Grover, Kellogg, Mahone, Voorhees. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment ofthe Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown] is the next in order, and it will be read. 

The ACTINGSECRETARY. Inline 5, after the words ‘‘ United States,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘and at one national bank, to be designated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, in each city having by the last 
eensus a population of ten thousand inhabitants or more, in each 
State in the Union;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to receive at the Treas- 
ury and at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States and at one na- 
tional bank, to be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, in each city having 
by the last census a population of teh thousand inhabitants or more, in each State in 
the Union, lawful money of the United States to the amount of $50 or any multi- 
ple of that sum, &c. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to make a slight verbal change before the 
amendment is voted upon. After the word “ city” I would insert “or 
town;” so as to read, “in each city or town having by the last cen- 
sus a population of ten thousand inhabitants,” as I understand there 
are towns in the United States not incorporated as cities which have 
more than ten thousand inhabitants. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam decidedly in favor of the idea of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia, but I know that it is impractica- 
ble; and I will state the reason. Very few of the national banks are 
designated as national depositories ; they deposit money at the Treas- 
ury to secure their depositors. This provision would extend to all 
the national banks. There are about a hundred depositories ; there 
are over two thousand banks. The amendment would authorize a 
deposit of money in any national bank in the United States, as I 
understand. 

Mr. BROWN. One bank in each city or town having over 10,000 in- 
habitants by the last census, to be selected by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I sympathize with the object of the Senator, but 
I suggest to him whether it would not be better to extend it to all 
money-order post-offices, because they are under bond, and authorize 
deposits to be made with them to an amount not exceeding $1,000 at 
any time. 

Mr. BROWN. [really have no particular objection to that change. 
My object is to have one or more places ineach State, wherever there 
is a large population near, where the people can pay in their money 
if they choose and get the benefits of this measure. Ifthe Sconator 
prefers to shape it so as to designate postmasters instead of national 
banks, I have no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would be glad to accept the amendment as the 
Senator proposed it, but I should be afraid that loss might occur to 
the Government if we should give the authority without limit to de- 
posit money in national banks that have given nosecurity. Suppose 
they should desire to practice a fraud upon the United States ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How would it do to add, “ being a national de- 
pository ?” 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are so few of them. 

Mr. BROWN. I consent, then, to say, “ the postmaster in each city 
or town having by the last census a population of 10,000 inhabi- 
tants.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was an amendment put on the bill in re- 
gard to the refunding certificates which authorized the Secretary of 
the Treasury to allow subscriptions to be made at any money-order 
office upon the postmasters giving additional bonds, and they gave 
the additional bonds in those cases. If the Senator will let this 
amendment be passed over I will draw an amendment copied from 
the old act which will probably meet his view. I will then show it 
to him. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection so that the objeet is attained. 
I care nothing for the verbiage or what corporation or officer may be 
the party. Ifthe deposit is made, of course I desire sufficient bond, 
so that the Government will be saved, if possible. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over 
without prejudice. The amendment of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Davis] is the next in order, and it will be read. ; 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 18, after the word ‘‘seven,” it is 
proposed to strike out the words “the order of their payment to be 
determined by law, or, in the absence of such legislation, by rules 
and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury” 
and to insert: 

Provided, That the bonds herein authorized shall not be called in and paid so 
long as any bonds of the United States bearing a higher rate of interest than 3 per 
cent., and which are redeemable at the pleasure of the United States, shall be out- 


standing. The last of the said bonds issued under this act shall be first called in, 
and this order of payment shall be followed until all shall have been paid. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask the Chief Clerk to read the collation of 
the text with the provision to strike out so as to see what the differ- 
ence will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Acting Secretary suggests to 
the Chair that possibly the Senator from Vermont has one of the 
second prints, and not the bill that is now properly before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have what the Senate has supplied me with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That portion of the bill will be read, 
as suggested by the Senator from Vermont. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Such bonds shall be exempt from all taxation by or under State authority, and 
be payable at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of January, A.D. 
1887 : Provided, That the bonds herein authorized shall not be called in and paid, &e. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do I understand that the gentle- 
man from Vermont proposes to offer an amendment to my amend- 
ment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I am trying to find out where that »mend- 
ment comes in. In the three or four prints that we have it is per- 
fectly impossible for me to understand exactly what it is proposed to 
change. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not see the object of the first part of the 
amendment, because as a matter of course no Secretary would callin 
a 3 percent. bond redeemable while there was an outstanding 3} per 
cent. bond redeemable at the same time. I have no objection to it, 
for I have no doubt any Secretary would do what is required here. 

The last clause conforms to the law, and I do not see any great 
objection to it, except that we are now involved in a good deal of 
trouble on account of that same provision in regard to the five per- 
cents issued under the act of 1870. It restrains the transfer of bonds 
when they become redeemable; that is the objection. I donot know 
whether the Senator sees it with the same force I do, but this provision 
requiring the last bonds to be called in prevents bonds from being 
transferred after they become redeemable, because every new issue of 
bonds makes the last issue first redeemable. The result is that that 
prevents and restrains the transfer of bonds. Does the Senator com- 
prehend my meaning ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether the 
same provision does not now exist in regard to the five percents ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does; and it is quite embarrassing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. They have got along successfully 
under it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have not reached the case yet. There are 
some $400,000,000 of five percents now outstanding. When they 
commence redeeming the 5 per cent. bonds they will have to take the 
last issue, although it will be after the date that the bonds were 
transferred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia by inserting in line 8, after the word ‘ bonds,” 
the word ‘‘originally,” so as to confine this redemption to the regular 
first issue, and so that the changes from registered to coupon bonds 
which are autherized will not be affected by it, in order to meet the 
objection that the Senator from Ohio has stated to the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia as it now stands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the Chief Clerk read the sec- 
ond clause of my amendment as proposed to be amended by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

The last of the said bonds originally issued under this act shall be first called in, 
and this order of payment shall be followed until all shall have been paid. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think that would perhaps cover 
the objection of the Senator from Ohie. 

Mr.SHERMAN. This language was adopted after consulting with 
the Treasurer’s office, and I think with the Secretary of the Treasury 
as well as other officers there, and the purpose was to avoid the diffi- 
culty that occurs in regard to the call of bonds recently transferred. 
Ido not know that the proposition of the Senator from West Virginia 
would meet that difficulty provided it is confined to the original bonds, 
the original number; but I think it would be better to leave the matter 
to the regulation of the Department, because it is a transaction in 
which there can be no possible motive for doing anything but what 
is most convenient and the best forall parties. However, if the Senate 
thinks that it had better be defined by law rather than by regulation, 
I have no objection. The amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
removes my principal objection to the proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think on a moment’s reflection, (and I must 
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make my respectful apologies to the Committee on Finance and the 
Senator from West Virginia for meedling at all,) that the provision 
might still leave it open to a trick of the bondholders ; and there- 
fore I wish to modify my proposed amendment. I suggest, to make 
it perfect, to insert after ‘issued ” the words ‘‘ and their substitutes ;” 
so that if bond No. 1000, in the original issue, a coupon bond, is. 
changed to a registered bond which takes the number 500, it shall 
stand exactly where its predecessor did in the order of redemption. 
That is the right thing to do. Therefore, after the word “issued,” as 
part of the same amendment, I wish to insert the words “and their 
substitutes,” so as to read: 

The last of the said bonds originally issued, and their substitutes, under this act 
shall be first called in, &c. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to the Senator to say 
“their regular substitutes.” Would not that cover it? ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know what the practice of the Treasury 
is. I should suppose it would; because I suppose where a coupon 
bond is lost or destroyed, and we provide by act of Congress for the 
substitution of another bond, it would bear the same number; but 
they change reciprocally. Therefore, I think, with great respect, if 
the Senator from West Virginia wishes to make it sure thatthe order 
in which this loan is taken shall be the inverse order of its redemption, 
which is right, and I agree to it—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is the intention of my amend- 
ment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think you ought to add after the word “ is- 
sued” the words ‘‘and their substitutes,” so that in every form, what- 
ever was the original order of the bond, whatever takes its place 
shall stand the same fate. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me suggest to the Senator from Vermont 
that that would create very serious practical embarrassment. Sup- 
pose an original subscription of $100,000 of bonds issued in large @e- 
nominations, as they usually are to banks, say, $10,000 bonds or per- 
haps higher than that. The issue is numbered 1,000. Suppose by 
subsequent transfers they are reduced to a great many small bonds, 
and these again are transferred, and still having a new number with 
every transfer, there are three or four of them combined in another 
bond. It is impossible to trace them. When the Secretary of the 
Treasury comes to call the bonds, the original number 1,000, he may 
trace by an examination of the Treasury books all the various bonds 
into which it runs; but it might make it very complicated, for in 
order to call $10,000 of bonds he might have to name a great many 
numbers that were then outstanding, and it would be difficult for 
the people whose bonds are called sate, the run of them. I think 
myself that the language in the bill which leaves the Secretary of 
the Treasury to prescribe rules and regulations would be better. I 
can see these practical difficulties, and I feel bound to state them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a practical difficulty ; there is a prac- 
tical difficulty in everything; but in the fundamental theory of this 
business of redemption, I agree with the Senator from West Virginia 
that the only way to have fair play and not offer any temptation to 
a Secretary of the Treasury or any of his subordinates whom he must 


| trust to bull or bear the market orto exert favoritism to their friends, 


is to have a rigid and inflexible rule of law about this redemption. 
In order to accomplish that, I am willing, as one of the representa- 
tives of the people, to submit and to compel the takers of these bonds. 
to submit, to the inconvenience which my friend from Ohio has stated 
in the changing of large bonds into a great number of small ones, of 
running the risk of having their bonds called when perhaps they did 
not know that they fall within the called list; but they know what 
the law is, and they have got to take it on chance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In the same line with what the 
Senator from Vermont says, let me state that under the amendment 
proposed by myself with the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, the taker of the bond, the holder of the bond will know what 
the law is, and he will not have to depend upon the regulations of 
any future Secretary of the Treasury. I think it far better that 
when the people take the bond they shall know exactly when it is to 
be redeemed, and it will not be a subject for the Secretary to play on 
one way or the other. I accept the two amendments suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
accepts the amendments of the Senator from Vermont. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
as modified. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My purpose in moving the amend- 
mnent is simply to retain that feature of the bonds which now exists, 
leaving it at the pleasure of the Government. I am not willing 
under any circumstances to change that feature, and the leading pur- 
pose of the amendment is to retain it. If we can pay off our debi 
more rapidily than is anticipated by the Senator from Ohio, these 3 
per cent. bonds would be at the option of the Government. If we 
cannot then we shall probably reach the four-and-a-halfs, which I 
believe mature in 1891-92, before the whole of these are paid off, and 
these 3 per cent. bonds would continue, and the four-and-a-halfs cam 
be redeemed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wanttosay tothe Senator from West Virginia that 
as the Chief Clerk read his amendment at the desk, the feature which. 
he now explains and which is the important feature in his amend- 
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ment was entirely omitted. As I understand him now to state, and 
as I understand his amendment, the new three percents are to be 
payable at the pleasure of the Government, as the 3} per cent. bonds 
are now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly, except this, which I 
think is all-important, that the Government cannot redeem them 
while any bond is due, and redeemable at the pleasure of the Gov- 
ernment, which bears a higher rate of interest. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
or the Senator from Vermont a question. I want to know what the 
signification of the term ‘‘originally” is to be if the amendment 
should be accepted by the Senate and become a portion of the bill. 
The wording of the amendment as offered by the Senator from West 
Virginia is, ‘‘the last of the said bonds issued under this act.” 
What bonds issued under this act ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ‘The last of the said bonds issued under this 
act shall be first called in.” Why use the word “originally?” It 
seems to me superfluous. There is no original issue under this act. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That may be so, but it can do no 
harm; and therefore it may as well go in. 

Mr. McPHERSON. One word more. I understood the Senator 
from Vermont to say that what he wanted to cover wag the original 
bonds for which these might be substituted. The bill provides that 
the holders of bonds may substitute the 34 percents for the 3 per 
cent. bonds now to be issued. As I understood the Senator from Ver- 
mont, the word “ originally ” is to apply to that issue of 34 percents 
in their regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, to these bonds. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It applies to the issue under this act. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘Then I do not see any use of the word “ orig- 
inally.” Its necessity is beyond my comprehension. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because without the word “originally” the 
man who took a registered bond numbered 5000 to-day, and to-mor- 
row turned it into a coupon bond, being the first man who applied, 
and got a coupon bond numbered 1, might be the man whose bond 
would be first called. If he turned it into a coupon bond numbered 
10000 without this provision, then he would be clear at the other end 
of the line; and that would depend upon accident and the will of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. , 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to modify my amendment 
further. In line 7, after the word “ which,” I wish to strike out the 
word “are” and insert “shall be,” so as to read ‘‘and which shall 
be redeemable at the pleasure of the United States.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would be glad to have the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia explain the effect of his amendment. I was not quite able to 
comprehend it, nor could I hear all that he said. As I understand 
him. the object of it is that the Government may have an option to 
pay this 3 per cent. bond at any time that it sees fit. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. At any time it has the revenue and 
when no bond which is bearing a higher rate of interest isdue. If 
there is a bond out bearing a higher rate of interest, this bond cannot 
be redeemed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not until all other bonds of a higher rate per cent. 
are paid? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If they are due. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then would not the effect of the Senator’s amend- 
ment be to extend this 3 per cent. bond from a five-year bond until 
the payment of all other bonds of a higher rate per cent., making it a 
thirty-year bond, or something like that? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Notby any means; quite the reverse 
ofthat. Iwillstate tomy friend from New Hampshire that the amend- 
ment simply retains the feature, as it now exists, of the 3} per cent. 
bond. It will not change that in the least. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator mean to say that this bond is to be 
payable at any time within five years at the option of the Govern- 
ment, Hike the 34 percents ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Imean that assoonasallthe bonded 
debt of the Government that bears 34 per cent., which is the outstand- 
ing one now redeemable at the pleasure of the Government, reaches 
above $200,000,000 it shall be redeemed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the Senator means that these $200,000,000 shall 
bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent. and shall mature at the end 
of five years? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will please notice that the five-year feature is stricken out, and 
this amendment is intended to be a substitute for that part of the 
bill as it now stands. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to my friend that the confusion which 
arises on this side of the Chamber comes from the fact that there are 
two prints of the bill. The Secretary read from the latest print. 
The Senator from West Virginia offered his amendment upon the 
original print, which strikes out the whole of line 17, containing the 
five-year feature. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
feature. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that; but as the Chief Clerk read 
from the desk that is not done, so that some of our friends who do 


I intended to strike out the whole 
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not have all these prints before them are confused by the statemens 
of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. BAYARD. With the permission of my friend from West Vi:- 
e I should like to suggest to the Senator from Iowa what I 

lieve to be the intent and effect of this amendment. By the bil! 
as it was reported from the committee the time of payment of this 
bond is fixed at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day 
of January, 1887; that is to say, it is a five years’ bond. The effect 
of the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia is to make the 
bond payable at no fixed date but redeemable at the pleasure of the 
United States so soon as they shall have paid those bonds bearing a 
higher rate of interest than 3 per cent. and now redeemable at their 
pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. BAYARD. It may be five years; it may be less than five; it 
may be more. It depends upon the expedition with which the Gov- 
ernment shall redeem the bonds on which 3} per cent. is now being 
paid—and which are redeemable at its pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. I so understand the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia. I understand his amendment to mean exactly 
what is stated by the Senator from Delaware. He means to provide 
by his amendment that the 34 per cent. bonds shall be first paid, but 
whoever chooses to convert a3} per cent. bond into a3 per cent. bond 
shall have his payment postponed until the three-and-a-halfs are paid, 
and if a number of people so do the man who does that last shall be 
first paid ; in other words, in that respect the last shall be first and 
the first last. I quite agree to that; but the confusion arises from 
the fact that there are two prints of this bill, and the print that has 
been read at the Clerk’s desk still retains the five years’ feature, 
which the Senator from West Virginia intends to obliterate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The difficulty is as the Senator has 
stated, that there are two prints of the bill. I took the last print, 
and the Secretary read from the original print as it came from the 
committee. I now ask the Secretary to readmy amendment as it has 
been modified on the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Acting Secretary willnow report 
the amendment in connection with the proper bill to which it per- 
tains. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
inittee ? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first print, as reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I wish to suggest that as there is confu- 
sion about these prints of the billit would be better to go into execu- 
tive session and have the bill printed with the amendments agreed to 
and those pending so as to show it in its present state. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Acting Secretary will report 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia as modified. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. In line 16, after the word ‘‘ States,” it is 
proposed to strike out down to and including the word ‘ Treasury,” 
in line 20, as follows: 

After the 1st day of January, A. D. 1887; the order of their payment to be de- 
termined by law, or, in the absence of such legislation, by rules and regulations to 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Provided, That the bonds herein authorized shall not be called in and paid so 
long as any bonds of the United States bearing a higher rate of interest than 3 per 
cent., and which shall be redeemable at the pleasure of the United States, shall be 
outstanding. The last of the said bonds originally issued and their substitutes 
under this act shall be first called in, and this order of payment shall be followed 
until all shall have been paid. 

So that the entire clause will read as follows: 


a 

Such bonds shall be exempt from all taxation by or under State saterity, and 
be payable at the pleasure of the United States: Provided, That the bonds herein 
authorized shall not be called inand naid so long as any bonds of the United States 
bearing a higher rate of interest than 3 per cent., and which shall be redeemable at 
the pleasure of the United States, shall be outstanding. The lastof the said bonds 
originally issued and their substitutes under this act shall be first called in, and 
this order of payment shall be followed until all shall have been paid. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from West 
Virginia and of the Senate to the phraseology of this amendment. It 
is manifest that this provision is to enter into the contract on both 
sides. It is a provision as to the right to call the bond on one side 
and as to the right to payment on the other. I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator if it is not liable to two rather serious criticisms, as he has ex- 
pressed it? First, it makes the right of a creditor of the United 
States, which ought to be clearly and fully and entirely expressed in 
the contract itself, depend upon the relations of the Uni States to 
some other creditor. If the United States has forever, for a thou- 
sand years, outstanding, (to use the words of this amendment, what- 
ever that means,) a single bond bearing a greater rate of interest 
than 3 per cent., then these bonds are never payable, so that it be- 
comes at the option of the United States a perpetual bond, never to 
be due, according to the letter of the amendment, if it shall be 
adopted. 

In the next place, the expression is that if the other bonds bearing 
a higher rate of interest than 3 per cent. are outstanding, or any one 
of them, none of these 3 per cent. bonds shall be called, the effect of 
which is that even if all the other public debt which is due has been 
called, if there be a single outstanding bond by reason of the fact 


After five years. 


Which bill? The bill as reported by the com- 
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that the owner does not choose to present it, or that the ownership 
of the bond is in litigation and it cannot be presented, or the owner 
is dead and his estate is not settled, or the owner is absent from the 
country, or for any other reason whatever—if one single bond bear- 
ing more than 3 per cent. is outstanding, the 3 per cent. bonds are 
net to be payable. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I satisfy my friend from Massachusetts? 
“Outstanding” means bearing interest. How can a bond bear in- 
terest when it has been called? The bond must be not only out- 
standing, but it must bear the interest outstanding. 

Mr. HOAR. That is undoubtedly the meaning of the Senator from 
West Virginia, but the question is whether that is sufficiently ex- 
pressed. As I said when I began, I did not propose to call attention 
to the substance of the amendment, but I ask him to consider whether 
his phraseology is sufficient. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
substitute? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware has done me the honor to 
suggest a possible answer to my last proposition, and I would ask 
him whether he thinks of an equally good one to the first, which is 
that this provision is not limited to the present existing bonds of the 
Government, but if the Government elect ever, or are constrained by 
necessity hereafter, to keep redeemable obligations which bear a 
higher rate of interest than 3 per cent., then those bonds according 
to this part of the terms of the contract are never to he payable, if 
I understand it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does the Senator wish the Govern- 
ment to pay a 3 per cent. bond when it has out a bond bearing a 
higher rate, and the bond bearing a higher rate is redeemable? 

. HOAR. Although along bond may be much preferable to a 
short one, yet it is quite possible that the creditor may want his 
money, and he would not wish to have it at the volition of the debtor 
whether it should ever be payable. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But the amendment applies to 
bonds that are then payable. You may make a long bond to-morrow 
if you choose, and if it is not payable it will not come under this 
amendment at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose after the word ‘‘outstanding,” in 
line 8 of the amendment, to add the words “and uncalled ;” so as to 
read: 

Provided, That the bonds herein authorized shall not be called in and paid so 
Jong as any bonds of the United States bearing a higher rate of interest than 3 per 
cent., and which shall be redeemable at the pleasure of the United States, shall 
‘be outstanding and uncalled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis. } 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That turns it right over again into the hands of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. You might just as well leave it where 
the Committee on Finance has left it, for the Secretary is the calling 
man; it depends upon his option, therefore, whether they shall come 
inorstay out. I donotthink that willdo. Ifyou were to insert after 
the word ‘‘outstanding ” the words “‘and bearing accruing interest,” 
that is, bonds in respect of which interest was still running against 
the United States, you would have a definition a little better; and 
yet in a certain way the Secretary of the Treasury might there ex- 
ercise an influence upon it. Butif the bond was not a payable bond 
but only a redeemable bond, so that when the pleasure pay-day of 
the United States came it was not due unless the United States called 
it, as the phrase is, youmight possibly hold that that language would 
hardly reach it. I should rather think it would on the whole, and 
that if the bond was still bearing accruing interest it should be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to call the highest bond first. 
I do not know what it would amount to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want the Senate to act upon an impor- 
tant question of this kind without fully understanding it. There aro 
two propositions involved in the amendment which have no proper 
connection with each other. One is the proposition to change the 
character of the bond from a bond redeemable at the pleasure of the 
United States after five years to a bond redeemable at the pleasure 
of the United States at any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Instantly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, to-day, to-morrow, when it is issued, upon 
certain conditions. That is one proposition on which I should like 
to have a separate vote. As to the proposition of the Senator from 
Missouri, to insert a different mode of calling the bond, I have no 
- objection to that, except that I do not think it best. Still 
that is not material; but the first proposition I think would change 
the character of the bond and change the whole bill. When we ofier 
a bond to a public creditor we ought at least to promise some time 
that it shall run, say one, two, three, four, five, ten, twenty, or thirty 

years, Whatever it may be; but certainly the time ought to be fixed. 
f five years is too long, let us try the sense of the Senate upon four 
yous or three years, but at least give the creditor a knowledge that 

e will have for a short period of time the certainty of having his 
money well invested. That is right. The other question is entirely 
separate and distinct, and the vote ought to be taken separately. If 
it is a divisible question I ask for a separate vote on the two. prop- 
ositions. 


What does the Senator propose to 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Missouri insists 
on his amendment to the amendment, the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia will be perfected first, and then the Senator from 
Ohio can have a division. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would thank the Senator from Vermont to 
state again hissproposed amendment in lieu of mine. 

Mr. EDM S. My own amendment in a certain way would be 
open, a little more remotely, in one possible aspect, to the criticism 
I made on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, but it is the 
best puing I can think of. What I suggested was to insert after 
‘outstanding ” the words ‘‘ and bearing accruing interest,” that is, 
on which the United States is still obliged to pay interest. If you 
take a bond that is payable, it will cover the case perfectly ; if you 
take a bond that is only redeemable it will require some affirmative 
action on the part of the Government. It is notperfectly clear that 
the words I suggest would absolutely take it out of the power of some 
Secretary of the Treasury to manipulate it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, All the bonds of the United States are redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the Government. There are none of them 
absolutely payable; and they cannot cease to draw interest until they 
are called in for redemption. The words suggested by the Senator 
from Verment do not add any to the plainness of the amendment 
proposed by me, because the bonds cannot cease to bear interest until 
they are called in for redemption. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury does 
not call them ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is compellable under the other provisions 
of the bill to call them in. The other provisions of the bill require 
that these shall be the last bonds. This provision is not applicable 
to bonds issued under this act, but to those which are still outstand- 
ing, the 3} per cent. bonds. The meaning will be this: the bonds 
issued under this act shall not be called in and paid so long as—what? 
So long as any bonds of the United States bearing a higher rate of 
interest than 3 per cent., and which shall be redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States, shall be outstanding and uncalled— 
not these bonds, but the other bonds outstanding. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then all the Secretary of the Treasury has 
to do to get rid of that provision is simply not to call the 34 percents, 
for you propose that they must be called. Suppose he does not call 
for them? As the Senator from Vermont very forcibly and justly 
says, if he wants to deal with favorites, all he has got to do is to post- 
pone the 3} per cent. bond and not cali it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it will not cease to bear interest, and the 
amendment uprepeeed by the Senator from Vermont will not help the 
matter at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ididnotproposeit. Imadesome criticism upon 
it, but said that that was a little more remote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Georgia mistakes the pro- 
vision. His mind is diverted to the first elause. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I agree with your purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bond here authorized shall not be called in 
and paid as long as what? As long as any of the bonds bearing a 
higher rate of interest shall be outstanding and uncalled. Under 
the law, whenever there is a surplus in the Treasury the Secretary 
is bound to call in the bonds and redeem them. This is not to bea 
law to regulate the entire transactions of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly; but the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury could call in a 3 per cent. bond under the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Hecould not call it under this amendment, be- 
cause the bonds to be issued under this act are not the onesthat are to be 
oncall. The Senator from Georgia applies the language of my amend- 
ment to the bonds issued under this act, when it is le to the 
bonds outstanding and not governed by this act. This provision 
will make it perfectly plain, so that no Secretary of the Treasury 
would be able to avoid doing this thing under the general law. If 
the amendment is adopted and the law takes effect, the Secretary of 
the Treasury will be compelled, whenever there is a surplus of money 
in the Treasury, to call inthe 34 per cent. bonds. Underthis amend- 
ment he could not call in a solitary one of the three percents issued 
under this act until all the others are called in; as long as one of 
them remains uncalled he could not issue any call for the others ; and 
the general law compels him to call in the others just as soon as he 
has any money. 

Mr. HALE. It is very evident to me from the discussion of the 
numerous amendments that it will be impossible to get a vote on the 
bill to-night, and I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
will be printed. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia will be printed as modified, and as proposed to be 
amended by the Senator from Missouri. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-eight minutes — 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock 
and eighteen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


Of course, the pending amendment 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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The House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


F. D. PowER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to have 
read and printed in the Recorp a petition bearing the official signa- 
tures of 4,000 citizens of Ohio, being members of the order of the Sons 
of Temperance, asking that Congress pass a law establishing a com- 
mission to inquire into the alcoholic liquor traffic, its extent and 
effect in the United States 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the body of the 
petition will be printed in the RECORD without the names. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL COMMISSION OF INQUIRY—PETITION. 
To the United States Senate and House of Representatives : 
Your petitioners, citizens of the United States, pespectialy 
rovide, by appropriate legislation, for the appointment, by t: 
Thited States, of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic, 


its relations to public revenueand taxation, to crime, pauperism, the public health, 
morals, education, and the general welfare of the people; and, also, the results of 
license, restrictive and prohibitory legislation in the several States and in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories. 

The petition was referred to the Select Committee on the Alco- 


holic Liquor Traffic, 















ask that you will 
e President of the 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, reported, as a substitute for sundry bills referred 
to that committee, a bill (H. R. No. 3540) to regulate, limit, and sus- 
pend the immigration of Chinese laborers to the United States; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PAGE. I move now that the bill and report be ordered to be 
printed and recommitted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


AMERICAN ISRAELITES IN RUSSIA. 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
public service, be requested to communicate to this House all correspondence be- 
tween the State Department and the United States minister at st. Petersburg 
relative to the expulsion of American Israelites from Russia and t!ie persecution 
of the Jews in the Russian Empire. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NEAL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 

DAVIS ISLAND DAM. 

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 1514) appropriating $100,000 for continuing the work 
on Davis Island dam; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

. DUNNELL. As I understand the rules, these reports are all 
ordered to be printed without any motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That isso. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There is no necessity, then, for the motion or for 
the Chair to make the announcement. 

The SPEAKER. 'There is no necessity for such announcements, 
but the Chair has made them at the instance of members and for their 
satisfaction. 

INVESTIGATION OF CLAIMS, 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 684) to afford assistance and relief to Congress and 
the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and de- 
mands against the Government; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. TRAINER. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 1054) for thereliefof John B. Trainer; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. MORRIS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 1136) for the relief of John H. Morris; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF COLONEL LONG. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2756) to settle the claim of the heirs of the late Colonel 
Stephen H. Long, of the United States Topographical Engineers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
bi Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
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JOSEPH L, STEVENS. 
Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 


ha R. No. 1014) for the relief of Joseph L. Stevens; which was re- 


erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JULIAETT PRESCOTT. 
Mr. RAY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 


3541) directing the issue of a check to the Pequonnock National Bank 
in place of one heretofore issued to Juliaett Prescott, a pensioner of 
the United Stctes, and lost; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TIMOTHY E. ELLSWORTH. 

Mr. RAY also, from the same committee, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 1143) for the relief of Timothy E. Ellsworth; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR W. EASTMAN. 

On motion of Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 795) for the relief of Arthur W. Eastman ; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

WALLACE W. SCREWS. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No, 1957) for the relief of Wallace W. Screws; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER JACKSON. 

Mr. OATES also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2156) for the relief of certain owners of the steamer Jack- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 911) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. LUKE. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 54) for the relief of Charles A. Luke; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MOSES R. RUSSELL. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 2851) for the relief of Moses R. Russell; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

H, M. BENNETT. 

Mr. DEZENDORF, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 

bia, reported back adversely the petition of H. M. Bennett. 


Mr. NEAL. I would like to inquire whether adverse reports are 
printed ? 
The SPEAKER. They are printed and laid upon the table. 


Mr. NEAL. This is an adverse report from the committee. 
The SPEAKER. The petition will be laid on the table and the 
report printed. 
RECLAMATION OF MARSHES, WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 1850) te provide for the reclama- 
tion of the marshes and the harbors of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SHIPMENT AND DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 712) to repeal and amend certain 
acts pertaining to the shipment and discharge of seamen ; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I am also directed by the Committee 
on Commerce to report back the bill (H. R. No. 706) of the same title 
as the bill just reported, and which is the same in its substance and 
purport, and ask that the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from its further consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. There is no written report. 

ee a ca The rule requires a written report to accompany 
each bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I will submit the report hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid on the table and the report 


CHARLES F. BENJAMIN AND H. H. SMITH. 


Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3542) for therelief of Charles F. Benjamin and Henry H. Smith; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FLETCHER. 


On motion of Mr. PEELLE, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 300) for the relief of John Fletcher, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


JAMES G. NAYLOR. 


Mr. KLOTZ, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
orted back adversely the petition of James G. Naylor; which was 
aid upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

printed. 
INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. BROWNE. Has the call of committees been concluded? 

The SPEAKER. It has. ya 

Mr. BROWNE. Then I desire to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I am directed by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to ask the adoption of the resolution which I 
send to the desk. ; ; 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested, if 
not incompatible with the public service, to communicate to the House of Rep- 
resentatives his estimate founded on the following proposition : If all the claims 
for pensions arising from the war of the rebellion shall be adjudicated within 
the seven years’ period terminating June 30, 1888, and if at the end of that period 
the survivors of the war with Mexico and their widows shall then be pensioned at 
$8 per month, what appropriation will be required annually to pay pensions during 
the next twenty-five years ? 

Mr. BROWNE. [I now ask the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask my colleague to yield to me. I desire to 
call up for consideration a bill of the Senate granting a pension to 
Mrs. Linceln, 

Mr. CANNON. I think that can be — of by unanimous con- 
sent after the pending business is concluded. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business, 
being the further consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Aceounts in regard to the assignment of committee clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that can be disposed of in a very few min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER. At the time the House adjourned on Tuesday last 
the House was dividing on the demand of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] for the previous question on the report and pending 
amendments. 

Mr. CALKINS. I demanded the yeas and nays on that. I desire 
now to withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the vote had been 
ordered to be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr: CALKINS. I now withdraw the demand for the yeas and 


nays. 
The SPEAKER. The ete is on ordering the previous ques- 


tion on the report of the 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

i“ ag ANNON. Does the gentleman from New York desire some 
ime 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to say only a few words. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would not take up the attention of the 
House even for five minutes but for the fact that the other day when 
we undertook, if possible, to rectify this report a few gentlemen, 
mostly those interested as chairmen of the committees to which these 
clerks are proposed to be assigned, undertook to cut off all discus- 
sion, and therefore this House adjourned; therefore there was no 
quorum. Therefore I advise my friends on the other side of the 
House that always hereafter we will pursue their good example in 
the last session when we cannot have fair play in the discussion. 

I have no special objection to giving proper auxiliaries to these 
committees in their work. I do not think I can make an objection 


ommittee on Accounts with the pending 
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to the request of the Invalid Pensions Committee to have additional 
aid in their onerous work. I know that my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
CALKINS, ] chairman of the Elections Committee, must have the aid 
which he asks for, to do his duty properly. But when it comes to 
these other committees, the only answer which is given by gentlemen 
on the other side is that these same clerkships come down as a legacy 
from our Democratic economy. For one, I do not undertake to de- 
fend all the conduct of the last Congress in the matter of economy, 
It was intimated by some of the gentlemen who have spoken that 
they have not added to the clerkships to these so-called ornamental 
committees. But they have added the clerkships for the Committee 
on the Militia and for the Committee on the Library. 

Now, there are no reports from any of these committees ; no busi- 
ness done by them whatever. They are in every sense useless, and 
therefore, according to my xsthetics, not ornamental in the highest 
sense. Why, sir, take the chairmanship of the Committee on the 
Library. I see my friend in his seat, who is both my constituent 
and successor, [Mr. McCook,] and also my successor on the Com- 
mittee on the Library as its chairman. When I applied to him the 
other day for some bouquets, he said, ‘‘ No, I do not sign any orders 
for bouquets ; that isa personal privilege, and I will not exercise it ;” 
and there is nothing else for that Committee on the Library to do but 
to dispense these flowers. I wish we could dispense with that alto- 
gether. 

When I happened to be chairman of that committee, made so by 
favor of my honorable friend the ex-Speaker, I did not get a clerk, 
but I dispensed flowers freely to all the members of the House. I 
did not care what a man asked for, whether it was a verbena or a 
chrysanthemum, or what, he got it without the aid of a committee 
clerk. [Laughter.] What is the object of a clerkship to a commit- 
tee like that on the Library? Will gentlemen tell me we are about 
to build a new library? So we are, perhaps, and there was a com- 
mittee a ay for that purpose. But all that work has been done 
already by the Senate committee substantially. There is no need of 
a clerk for that committee for that special purpose. 

If the honorable gentleman who reports this resolution, my friend 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. CANDLER,] who is a new member, and 
most of the gentlemen on that committee I think are new members, 


would only have asked some of the old members of the House the - 


utility of these clerkships they would not, in my judgment, have 
made this report. Why, sir, take this Committee on the Militia. 
What do we need with a clerk to the Militia Committee? Tell me 
the object of it. Is it to supply places for disappointed Republican 
office-seekers who cannot get places under the different officers elected 
by the House? Or, to speak outright in meeting fairly and squarely, 
are not these clerks simply to be the private scriveners of the mem- 
bers of Congress? When I was chairman of the Census Committee 
I could not get a clerk although your record shows the enormous 
work required of a scrivener to that committee. 

If there was any lack of economy in the last Congress, if these com- 
mittees, or some of them had clerks, is it not wisest and best for a 
Republican House having the same magnificent platform as to econ- 
omy with our own, to commence practicing economy even with these 
little things? 

Perhaps the best thing to do with this report would be to recommit 
it, so that it might be revised by the committee. I think probably 
that motion will be made. I thank the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] for so courteously yielding me this little time for debate. 

Mr. McCOOK. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to 
yield to me. 

Mr. CANNON. How long? 

Mr. McCOOK. Three to five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. McCOOK. Mr. Speaker, of course I did not intend to say a 
word in regard to the report of the Committee on Accounts, because 
the gentlemen who have charge of it are amply able to take care of 
their own work. 

But my colleague and my constituent [Mr. Cox] has referred to the 
Committee on the Library in such a way that I assume that I should 
say something. I desire to say to this House that neither directly nor 
indirectly have I ever made the suggestion that that committee should 
have a clerk. 

The gentleman, however, is mistaken in regard to the character of 
the duties of that very important committee. When I was honored 
with the chairmanship of it, and had recovered somewhat from the 
surprise at being given that important place, I endeavored toinform 
myself in regard to the duties of the Committee on the Library. I 
soon discovered that it was expected that the chairman of that com- 
mittee should distribute to members and others baskets of flowers 
and boquets for social and westhetic purposes. I hesitated somewhat 
in regard to my qualifications for that place. I doubted whether I 
was qualified for it, either by education or by disposition. 

During the holiday recess I availed myself of the opportunity to 
listen to that charming opera of Patience, where the science that treats 
of the beautiful is so charmingly set forth, and in which lilies and 
daffodils and other flowers bear such a a part. I listened 
to it twice or three times and concluded that I was not an wsthetic 

oung man, and not a proper man to distribute these boquets. 
Laughter. } 
For that reason I introduced into this House a bill to transfer this 
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whole important matter to the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture. That bill, like the House wing library, is now up in the 
air. What will become of it Ido not know, but I hope that some 
time it will pass this House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does my colleague [Mr. McCooKk] say that 
he has not recommended a clerk for his committee ? 

Mr. McCOOK. I say most emphatically that I did not. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the gentleman want it? 

Mr. McCOOK. I shall unquestionably vote for the report of the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But you do not want that clerk? 

Mr. McCOOK. You have no right to ask me that question ; but I 
will answer it. The other day the House deemed it proper, in a 
matter of a great deal of importance, as I thought, to stand by the 
report of the Committee on Appropriations. I propose now to stand 
by this report, although I will say frankly that I think I can get 
dame without a clerk for that committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman sits down I wish to ask him 
whether the clerk assigned to the Committee on the Library by this 
report is not required also to act as clerk to another committee ? 

r. McCOOK. Yes. I do not know about the duties of that other 
committee, but I understand they are very laborious. 

Mr. CANDLER. As the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
referred to me as the representative of the Committee on Accounts 
submitting this report, I wish to say a few words in reply to him. 

It was stated when this report was made to the House that it was 
the best report which could be prepared by the committee that made 
it. It was suggested at the same time that a wise and practical 
method of improving it, if in the wisdom of the House it was deemed 
necessary to improve it, was to adopt the report and to provide for 
amendments, if any gentleman desired an additional clerk, by a reso- 
lution authorizing the employment of such additional clerk, which 
resolution could be acted upon and determined upon its own merits. 
And ifany gentleman, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] for 
instance, should suggest an improvement in any other direction, he 
could submit a resolution to that effect. And I have heard nothing 
in this debate so far that makes it appear that our suggestion was 
not a wise one. 

Let us look at the matter a little. What had the Committee on 
Accounts before them to guide them in their work when they were 
asked to examine and report upon the subject of providing clerks 
for committees? The committee had before them the precedents 
which a Democratic House for two Congresses had set for them, not 
only in the organization of committees, but in providing clerks for 
them. The Committee on Accounts also had the statements of gen- 
tlemen of experience in this House upon the subject. I think I quote 
correctly the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. ed who, after 
four terms here, stated that he yet had to find a single committee 
without sufficient jurisdiction to fully occupy its members. 

They also had the statement made on this floor by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who presided over this House during the last Con- 
gress, [Mr. RANDALL, ] who startled members of this House by his 
statement as to the accumulation of business before the House. He 
suggested that there might be ten thousand bills and petitions before 
this House for action. 

Now there can be no wiser measure of legislation to begin with than 
to provide the proper clerical force to enable the committees to dis- 
charge the detailed work of this House. But it is not only the 
amount of bills before the House; not only the fact that day after 
day as we sit here we hear bills introduced which have been intro- 
duced two or three times before in previous Congresses; it is not 
alone the accumulation of business ; but you presented to us, sir, an 
arrangement of committees that attracted our attention. Very wisely, 
it seems to me, there have been assigned to the important committees 
the old, experienced members of the House ; and gentlemen appointed 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, the Committee on Commerce, 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and others of the leading commit- 
tees will find not only that these old and experienced members have 
to do the work of their committees—not only are they the chairmen 
of the sub-committees, which of themselves have work enough for 
special committees—but in many cases they are also appointed, and 
very wisely, to the chairmanship of other committees. Now I believe 
that if you overtax the members of this House you do not serve well 
the interests of the country. I believe that there should be a differ- 
ent arrangement in regard to the business of the House; and I do not 
see any better way to begin than to provide an efficient arrangement 
of clerks. But, Mr. Speaker, if we have in one instance suggested the 
employment of a clerk where it seems the chairman of the committee 
has some doubt whether a clerk is absolutely necessary, (though he 
does not speak positively,) we have united another committee with 
that committee, and this clerk is assigned to service on both. It 
seems to me the report could easily have been amended in this respect, 
if the House had thought it necessary, or there could have been some 
distribution of work which would have given the committee some- 
thing to do. 

There is another suggestion which the gentleman from New York 
has made, that possibly some chairman of a committee may have the 
assistance of his committee clerk in his general work. For one, sir, 

I have no jealousy of any gentleman who may have such assistance. 
If the member has been selected on account of his ability and experi- 
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ence to serve on one of the leading committees and also to act as 
chairman of one of the small committees, and if with this accumu- 
lation of work he is able to get some help from the committee clerk, I 
do not for one object to it; and I care not what State he comes from 
if he serves the country well. We d@Hot wish to have the business 
of this House accumulate to such an extent that petitions come here 
year after year until the heart is sick with hope deferred, if we can 
by a proper arrangement do anything to facilitate business. 

I repeat that according to precedent, according to the custom of 
the House, according to the facts which were before the committee, 
in view of the accumulated business put upon the older and more 
experienced members, this was as judicious a report as we could make, 
being subject, of course, tosuch amendments as gentlemen might offer 
and the House in its wisdom adopt. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Witlthe gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman says that he has followed 
the precedents as nearly as he could. Now, did he inquire whether 
there is not, by his report, an increase of nearly a dozen clerks as 
compared with the Forty-fourth Congress? Although we may have 
increased upon the number allotted in that Congress, you have still 
increased beyond us; so that you have copied all our vices and left 
our virtues out. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, we increase the number of clerks 
by three. But, sir, the gentleman lost the point of the statement 
which was made on the presentation of the report—that it was the 
best report we could agree upon. There was a difference of opinion 
in the committee. I do not pretend to defend the report in its de- 
tails; but I was very careful in presenting it for the consideration 
of the House to point out a simple and expeditious way which gen- 
tlemen of greater experience than myself could adopt, if the report 
should not be satisfactory to them. The committee made the wisest 
report that they were able to adopt under their instructions, and 
the reasons which made them anxious to provide an efficient clerical 
force are before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is 
now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOYCE. Before the gentleman from Massachusetts resumes 
his seat I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to move to recommit the report.’ . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor 
at present, one hour being allowed for debate after the ordering of 
the previous question. 

Mr. CAMP. The motion I desire tosubmit is in order aff€r the pre- 
vious question is ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. CAMP] cannot 
take the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] from the floor at 
present. The motion will be in order at a subsequent stage of the 
proceedings. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to address myself to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. CANNON. ] ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman presently, if he will 
be patient. I now yield for a question which the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Joyce] desires to put to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. CANDLER. ] 

Mr. JOYCE. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether a Democratic House in the Forty-fourth Congress did not 
give clerks to the following committees: The Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, the Committee on the Freedmen’s Savings Bank, 
the Committee on the Real Estate Pool, the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department, the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Justice, the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department, the Committee on Expenditures in the State De- 
partment, the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, 
and the Committee on Public Expenditures? Did not a Democratic 
House in the Forty-fourth Congress give clerks to all of these com- 
mittees? 

Mr. CANDLER. I believe that is the fact, but I do not know that 
the matter requires any further remarks from me. I have claimed 
that the Committee on Accounts, in taking this subject into consid- 
eration, had before them the example and precedents of the Forty- 
fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses ; and every gentleman who has sought 
to amend our report by providing an additional clerk has claimed 
that his committee has enough to do to justify the employment of a 
clerk. But the fact is that the Committee on Accounts made the 
best report they could as a divided committee; and they suggested 
to this House a prompt, expeditious, reasonable way of amending it. 
That is all they could do. ‘The committee, upon a question involving 
the expenditure of merely a few thousand dollars for the employment 
of clerks, did not feel justified in bringing in a minority report for 
the consideration and discussion of the House. 

Mr. JOYCE. One further question. Did not a Democratic House 
in the Forty-sixth Congress give a clerk to the Committee on the 
Expenditures in the State Department, the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department, the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department, the Committee on Expenditures in the Inte- 
rior Department, the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office 
Department, the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice, the Committee on Public Expenditures, the Committee on 

Ventilation of the Hall, the Committee on the origin, introduction, 
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and prevention of Epidemic Diseases, the Committee to inquire into 
the causes of the present Depression of Labor, and the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills? 

Mr. CANDLER. I willanswer that question. I claim that we have 
followed precedents; and we dif not need to go to gentlemen of greater 
experience than ourselves and ask them what had done. We 
knew what they had done by therecord. But thatis not any stronger 
than when you asked us to make a report for a special number of 
clerks. You stated to us on the floor of the House there was accu- 
mulated work here to be disposed of, and no man who lays out a 
large business, no man who sees that his professional work has ac- 
cumulated can fail, if he is organized properly, to realize that the 
cheapest men he hires are the clerks to make his additions. Youdo 
not wish to make this a clerical rather than a deliberative body. 

And your committee could not fail to do this, and 1 wish to em- 
phasize it, to recognize the wisdom of the Speaker in placing on these 
committees the old and experienced men who are to take charge of 
sub-committees and are also to act as chairmen of other committees. 
Of what service is a committee if you burden the capable man who 
is placed at its head? If you think you have too many committees, 
wipe them off thelist ; but donot ask the members of the committees 
in making additions and subtractions to save two or three thousand 
dollars while you waste hundreds of thousands of dollars perhaps in 
the neglect caused by lack of this clerical assistance. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I ask my colleague to yield to me for 
a question ? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Have I not the floor? 

i The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illincis is entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield, then, for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. CoBB. ] ‘ 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. But my colleague yielded to me for 
a question. 

Mr. CANNON. He did not have the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, some statements have been made on the 
other side of the House in this debate which in my judgment need 
correction. They have stated two precedents for what is contained 
in reference to the report from the Committee on Accounts. Now, I 
wish to call attention to one committee to which that report gives 
a clerk, and that isthe Committeeon Mileage. That committee never 
has had a clerk except in connection with some other committee, and 
that other committee has always had the use of the clerk who was 
to act als as clerk of the Committee on Mileage. I am willing 
to concede all that gentlemen have insisted upon se far as the duties 
of a clerk are concerned when those duties are demanded by some 

ublic necessity. Ifa clerk is needed for the Committee on Mileage, 

am willing to concede such a clerk; I am not only willing but 
anxious to do so. But I insist there is no such necessity. You 
might as well assign a clerk to one of the members on that side of 
the House or on this. I acted as chairman of that honorable com- 
mittee—the Committee on Mileage—for four years, and I never used 
the services of the clerk assigned to that committee once. He was 
not of the least service tome. That committee never met but twice 
during four years. It has not met at all during this session, and T 
presume it will not. 

Now, if there is no necessity for a clerk for this committee, I ask 
members of the House whether a clerk should be assigned to it. It 
is proposed that the clerk shall act as clerk of the Committee on 
Mileage and also as clerk of the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. What the duties of the latter committee are I scarcely know 
as connected with this Congress. I can say, so far as the Committee 
on Mileage is concerned, the clerk will have no duties to perform. 
He is specially assigned, as I understand this report, to that com- 
mittee, and to the discharge of whatever work may be required of 
him so far as the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic is con- 
cerned. 

If that clerk is not needed why should you employ him? Now, 
that is the question you have here to decide. If the gentlemen who 
have brought in this report can show te me a clerk is necessary for 
the Committee on Mileage I want them to doit. I have been un- 
able for four years to see any necessity for a clerk to that committee, 
which never before had a clerk assigned to it except in connection 
with some other committee. Congress merely imposed on the clerk 
of the Committee on Accounts the duty of acting also as clerk of the 
Committee on Mileage. As I have already stated, that clerk never 
performed any duty for the Committee on Mileage while I was chair- 
man of that committee. Why should it have one now? Had we 
not better save that amount of money? Is it necessary or is it proper 
to expend money in the employment of a clerk when the services are 
not needed ? 

My judgment is, there are clerks on other committees who are not 
necessary. I could use aclerk of acommittee in franking and sending 
off my documents, but have I a right to do so at the public capeneet 
Has the chairman of the Committee on Mileage, if a clerk is assigned 
to him, the right to use him for any other purpose than such duties as 
are properly imposed upon him by that committee? Can he properly 
be used. in the personal services of the chairman? 

When I was chairman of that committee I performed the clerical 
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services which were required myself as best I could, and during the 
whole four years did not call on the clerk assigned to that committee 
for any service whatever. There was none for him to perform except 
service personal hy myself. 

I think, therefore, on this point this report is defective. I merely 
desire to state this fact for the information of the House. If the 
House is to assign the chairman of this Committee on Mileage a clerk 
to enable him to attend to his work, let it be done, but it should be 
done with a full knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. STEELE. Ishould like to know whether during that time you 
asked for the discharge of that clerk when you found you had no use 
for him? 

Mr. COBB. No; I discharged him of my own volition so far as the 
Committee on Mileage was concerned. But he was the clerk of the 
Committee on Accounts, which committee had a great deal of work 
to perform. That committee needed a clerk, and as there was no 
work for him on the Committee on Mileage, I discharged him from 
any service and turned him over to that committee. 

Mr. STEELE. Did he draw his pay? 

Mr. COBB. Ipresumehedid. He ought tohavedeneso. He did 
his duty, I have no doubt, for the other committee to which he was 
assigned. The chairman of the Committee on Accounts can inform 
youonthat point. Butinstead of giving that Committee on Accounts, 
together with the Committee on Mileage, a clerk, the report of the 
committee presents the proposition to give the Committee on Mileage 
practically a clerk by itself. 

Mr.CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the gentleman’s state- 
ment has left it very clear to the House. The clerk to the Committee 
on Mileage was also appointed to another committee, that he may 
have some work to do. Now, if the gentleman has no work on his 
committee, and in his judgment the employment of a clerk is not 
necessary, then let him turn the clerk over to the other committee, 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, as he did before to the 
Committee on Accounts, where he will have some service to perform. 
We have made this provision to give gentlemen with just such con- 
sciences as the gentleman from Indiana seems to have the opportunity 
of doing right. Weclaim to have made as good a report on the sub- 
ject referred to us by the House as we could under the circumstances, 
and believe that we have done fairly to all the committees. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. URNER. 

Mr. URNER. After the explanation that has been already made 
by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, with reference to the report which we have submitted, it is not 
necessary that I should occupy the attention of the House more than 
a very brief time. The several criticisms that have been made with 
regard to the report I desire briefly to notice. In the first place I 
will say in behalf of the committee that this is the very best report 
we could agree upon. It is, perhaps, true, Mr. Speaker, that if we 
had acted individually and alone, each member would probably have 
presented a report differing somewhat from this one ; but collectively 
we have presented the very best report possible. Now, we have only 
increased the number of clerks three. The clerical force allowed by 
this report is just the same as that allowed in a similar report made 
in the preceding Congress. We now have thirty-two clerks provided 
for by the appropriation bill. We were authorized by the resolution 
referred to us to assign these clerks to the various committees where 
we deemed their services would be most necessary, and also to report 
what committees should have clerks to be paid out of the contingent 
fund. Weassigned the thirty-two clerks and added three, who were 
to be paid out of the contingent fund. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress the appropriation bill in force pro- 
vided for the appointment of twenty-four clerks, which were assigned 
by that committee, and there were eleven per out of the contingent 
fund, making exactly thirty-five in all, the same number we have 
provided for in this report. 

The increase of three in the number of clerks was made by the 
appropriation bill that is now in force, providing for nine annual 
clerks to committees that are specified and mentioned by name, in- 
stead of six, the number that had previously been provided for by 
law. ‘The increase in the number of clerks was e by the appro- 

priation bill in the last Congress, and there is no increase at present, 
so far as the report of this committee is concerned. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, why does the committee recommend this increase 
of three clerks? I will state briefly the reasons. The Committee on 
Agriculture, since it has been authorized to report an appropriation 
pill for the Agricultural. Department by the Forty-sixth Congress, 
has considerable additional duties imposed upon it. That committee 
is required to frame an appropriation bill for agricultural purposes, 
and our committee have leon informed that its duties have been 

atly increased and its labors multiplied, and this increase of labor 
5 been such as to warrant us in providing that committee with a 
clerk. Then we have provided a clerk for the Committee on Public 
Expenditures, of which the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, the former Speaker of the House, ischairman. We believedit was 
proper to give that committee a clerk, and we didit. Then the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service Reform, another important committee, which 
had a portion of the services of a clerk before, we believed was en- 
titled to a clerk. That increases the number of clerks three 
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With reference to the Committee on Mileage, we did all we could to 
ascertain its business; and so also with the Committees on the Library 
and on the Militia. In order to obtain the information necessary we 
conferred with the Clerk of the House, and obtained from him facts 
showing how many bills and joint resolutions had been referred to 
all the committees. So far as the Committee on the Library is con- 
cerned, its duty is not simply to distribute flowers, as has been an- 
nounced here, but it hascharge of all questions touching the Library 
of Con , statuary, &c., aud we know that from the commence- 
ment of the session there have been bills and joint resolutions that 
have no reference to flowers referred to that committee. However, 
we did not give that committee a clerk alone, but associated with 
it the Committee on Additional Accommodations for Congressional 
Library, and assigned one clerk to both committees. We did not give 
the Committee on Mileage alone a clerk, but we assigned the same 
clerk to duty on that and another committee. We looked into the 
duties imposed upon that committee, and thought that clerical service 
was necessary. I personally know the clerk to that committee per- 
formed clerical work in the last Congress. I went to the clerk and 
had my mileage account made up. The clerk made the calculation. 
True, it was a small sum, I am sorry to say, owing to my proximity 
to the capital; but he did the duty, and I have no doubt he per- 
formed the same duty for other members. It is his duty to make these 
computations. 

With reference to the Committee on Militia we were informed that 
it is a committee which is growing in importance, and whose duties 
are rapidly increasing. We were assured that it has business now 
before it of importance, and probably more than has ever before been 
referred to it. The report gaveit a clerk inconnection with another 
committee. 

We do not claim, Mr. Speaker, to present a perfect report. We 
did, as I have stated, the best possible under the circumstances, and 
what we have done is in the line of precedent. We ascertained 
what had been done in the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth 
Congresses, and we were guided to some extent by what had been 
previously done, 

There was one remark made by the gentleman from Indiana to 
which I desire to refer forone moment. When he offered the amend- 
eee to deprive quite a number of committees of clerks, 

© sald: 


Every gentleman on this floor is aware that no committee named in that amend- 
ment requires a clerk. 


Now, sir, that is a reflection on our judgment. I take it simply as 
a reflection _— the judgment of the committee, and nothing more. 
But we had the action of the Forty-fourth Congress before us. The 
report ef the Committee on Accounts at that time proposed to give 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department aclerk, 
which provoked some discussion. That report was adopted, and 
the aliowance of the clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department was then specially indorsed and defended by 
the gentleman from Indiana. He said: 


Let me say in re to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office De- 
partment that in the last House of Representatives there was a clerk allowed for 
a portion of the session, as is shown by the report, up to the month of June. Gen- 
erally when investigations are required to be made aclerk has been deemed neces- 
sary for the committee required to make investigations. 


Now we looked at the rules of the House and we saw it was the 
duty of that committee as of other committees on expenditures 
in the Executive Departments to make these investigations. We 
assumed, as we had a right to do, that these committees were going 
to discharge their duties. We saw the gentleman from Indiana had 
said if they did discharge their duties they required clerks. There- 
fore we gave them clerks, and we believe we acted wisely and justly 
in doing s0. 

Mr. VALENTINE. To what gentleman from Indiana does the 
gentleman from Maryland refer ? 

Mr. URNER. I refer to Mr. HOLMAN. 

The report is before the House. If in the judgment of the House 
it needs amendment why of course we have no objection ; but we do 
say we have done the best we could, and have submitted the best 
report to this House that we could collectively agree upon, and we 
hope it will be adopted without material amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. yield one minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to remind my friends on the other side of 
the House that the majority of the House has duties and responsibil- 
ities confided to the members of its important committees which do 
not rest upon the minority. I wish to remind them also that in the 
last House of Representatives, when their report came in, substan- 
tially the same as this, we made no objection and did not even have 
the roll called upon it to put them on the record. And I want tosay 
to them that the present attitude of certain gentlemen reminds me 
of astory. Itisthestory of a woman who had been living on the in- 
dulgence of her neighbor for many years, and when one morning her 
neighbor sent in her little daughter to ask for the loan of a wheel- 
barrow, she said: “Go back and tell your mother I have got a new 
wheelbarrow of my own, and I now neither borrow nor lend.” 
[Laughter. ] 
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Mr. CANNON. A single word, and then I will ask that this report 
be disposed of. In addition to what the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. RoBEson | has said, I went through the Journal of the last Con- 

ss along with the industrious Journal clerk, and I find the last 
ouse of Representatives, the Democratic House, gave forty clerks 
to committees. This report gave thirty-five, and it was amended so 
as to make the number forty-one; that is one more clerk than the 
gentlemen on the other side had. If this report is adopted it would 
be at the rate of $6 a day for this Congress for clerks more than the 
other side expended. 

Now, sir, while I would have been willing to have had forty, or 
even thirty-eight if we did not need any more, I am also willing to 
have fifty if we need them, and am not afraid to vote forthem. I 
believe these forty-one clerks under the rules of the House and the 
organization of its committees ought to be given, and therefore I am 
going to vote for it. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN Vooruis] to the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITs. ] 

Mr. CAMP. I move to recommit with instructions. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Camp 
will not do that. It only delays the organization of the House, an 
this is as near right as we will ever get it. 

Mr, COX, of New York. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
insist en his motion. If he does not, somebody else will make the 
motion. 

Mr. ROBESON. ‘Then let it come from the other side. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. CAMP] moves. 
to recommit the resolution and amendments to the Committee on 
Accounts, with instructions to weport the following committees as 
entitled to a clerk. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The thirty-two clerks provided for in the bill referred to in the above resolution 
are distributed according to the appended schedule, to wit: 

. To the Committee on Elections, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Banking and Currency, a clerk. 
. To the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, a clerk. 
. To the Committee on Agriculture, a clerk. 
To the Committee on Foreign Affairs, a clerk. 
. To the Committee on Naval Affairs, a clerk. 
- To the Committee on Military Affairs, a clerk. 
. To the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, a clerk. 
. Lo the Committee on Indian Affairs, a clerk. 
. To the Committee on the Territories, a clerk. 
. To the Committee on Railways and Canals, a clerk. 
2. To the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, a clerk, who shall also- 
act as clerk to the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings. 
13. To the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a clerk. 


ot. To the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, a 
clerk. 
5. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, a clerk. 

. To the Committee on Education and Labor, a clerk. 

. To the Committee on Patents, a clerk. 

. To the Committee on Pensions, a clerk. 

. To the Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk. 

. To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, two assistant clerks. 

- To the Committee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk. 

22. To the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, a clerk, who shall act as 

clerk of the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


Mr. VAN AERNAM. I move to amend the instructions by adding 
the following: ; 


To the Select Committee on the Public Health, a clerk. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. VAN AERNAM. ] 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CAMP] what difference there is between his proposition 
and the report of the committee ? 

Mr. REED. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Debateis notin order, but the Chair understands 
the gentleman to be making an inquiry. 

Mr. CAMP. I think my proposition reduces the proposed number 
of clerks by nine. 

The question was taken upon the motion to recommit with in- 
structions, and was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 83, noes 98, 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN Vooruis] for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
recommit. 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman is too late. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chaiz has not only announced the result of 
that vote, but has stated the next question. The Clerk will read the 
substitute proposed by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After subdivision 32 insert: 

‘To the Committee on Mines and Mining, a clerk.” 


And strike out of subdivision 21 of the report the words ‘‘ who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on Mines and Mining.” 


The question was taken upon the substitute of Mr. VAN VooRuIs > 
and, upon a division, there were—ayes 16, noes 48. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS called for tellers. 
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Tellers were not ordered, there being but four in the affirmative ; 
not one-fifth of a quorum. 

So the substitute was not adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is next upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Wi.ITs,] which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend report by inserting at the close these words: 

‘To the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, a clerk.” 

Also, strike out the latter clause of paragraph 15, as follows: 

‘“Who shall also act as clerk to the Bemaities on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice.” 


The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. WILLITs ; and, 
upon a division—ayes 71, noes 52—it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, ] which will be read by 
the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following, namely, the clause authorizing the clerks for the fol- 

lowing committees : 

The Militia; 

Expenditures in the Department of Justice; 

Public Expenditures ; 

Expenditures in the Department of State; 

Expenditures in the Treasury Department ; 

Expenditures in the War Department; 

Expenditures in the Navy Department; 

Expenditures in the Post-Office Department ; 

Expenditures in the Interior Department; 

On Manufactures ; 

On the Library; and 

On Mileage. 


Mr. BUCKNER. Is that amendment divisible ? 
separate vote on the first clause. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] 
inquires whether the question is divisible on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hotman.] The Chairis ofthe opinion 
that the amendment contains several distinct substantive propo- 
sitions, and is therefore divisible under the rule, if a division is 
demanded. 

Mr. KASSON. 


If so, I ask for a 


I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to inquire if the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] includes the Committee on 
Public Expenditures, which, as I understand, has duplicate juris- 
diction with the other committees of expenditures in the various 
Departments? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [include that committee in my amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Has a division been called on all the 
propositions in the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana? 

r. BUCKNER. I call for a separate vote on the first proposi- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mis- 
seuri [Mr. BUCKNER] to rise to a parliamentary inquiry, which the 
Chair answered. The Chair is not advised whether the gentleman 
asks for a separate vote on each proposition. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will ask for a separate vote on the first propo- 
sition any way. 

Mr.CANNON. LIappealtothe —— from Missouri [ Mr. Buck- 
NER] not to ask fora division. As the report now stands it provides 
for exactly the same number of clerks, forty, that were provided for 
by the last Congress, and they are distributed substantially as they 
were then distributed. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will withdraw my call for a division. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I renew the demand for a division. If the 
Committee on Mines and Mining cannot have a clerk, I want these 
other committees which have nothing to do to be placed on the same 
footing. I want each committee to have a hearing. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not now in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
VAN ns because he cannot have his bone, will not insist that 
the House shall remain unorganized. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the call for a division apply to the 
original report of the committee? 

he SPEAKER. The call for a division is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Have we not aright to call for a division 
on the report of the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The House is now about to vote upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, } and the first 
question is upon the first clause of his amendment, which proposes 
to strike out that portion of the report providing for a clerk for the 
Committee on the Militia. 

The question was taken upon the first clause of the amendment of 
Mr. HoLMAN; and upon a division there were—ayes 62, noes 83. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. COX, of New York, said: Let us have the yeas and nays on 
this one proposition. 

Mr. SCALES. I call for the yeas and nays. I was for six years 
on the Committee on the Militia, and during the whole of that time 
we had but one bill before us, and never had a clerk. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 118, not 
voting 70; as follows : 


Beach, 
Beltzhoover, 


Black, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Cabell, 

Caldwell, 

Camp, 

Chalmers, 


| Clardy, 


Clark, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Colerick, 
Converse, 

Cook, 

Cox, Samuel S. 
Cox, William R. 
Cravens, 


Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Brewer, 
Browne, 
Brumm, 
Buck, 


YEAS—104. 


Culberson, 
Davidson, 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dugro, 
Dunn, 

Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, 
Farwell, Sewell S. 
Finley, 
Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 


Hammond, N. J. 
Hatch, 

Herbert, 

Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 

Jones, George W. 
Jones, James K. 
Kenna, 


Klotz, 
Latham, 
Leedom, 
Manning, 
McKenzie, 
McLane, 
MeMillin, 


Oates, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 


Rosecrans, 


NAYS—118. 


Dunnell, 


George, 
Godshalk, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, John 
Hardenbergh, 


Burrows, Julius C. Harmer, 


Butterworth, 
Calkins, 


Chapman, 
Cornell, 


Darrell, 


Harris, Benj. W. 
Haseltine, 
Haskell, 

Hawk, 

Hazelton, 
Henderson, 


Hepburn, 
Hil, 
Hiscock, 


acobs, 


J 
Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, Phineas 


Dawes, 
Deering, 
De Moite, 


Allen, 
Anderson, 
Barbour, 


Bayne, 
Belmont, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
SE, 
Briggs, 


Cassidy, 
Covington, 
Curtin. 


Cutts, 

Davis, George R. 
Dezendorf, 
Dibble, 

Dingley, 


Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 
Ketcham, 


King, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Lindsey, 
Lord, 
Marsh, 
Mason, 
Miles, 
Moore, 
Morey, 
Neal, 
O'Neill, 
Orth, 
Pacheco, 
Parker, 
Pays 
ayson, 
Pealle, 
Pierce, 
Pettibone, 
Prescott, 
Ranney, 
Reed, 


E ’ 

Richardson, Jno. 8. 
Ritehie, 

Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Russell, 

Ryan, 

Scoville, 


NOT VOTING—70. 


Dowd, 
Farwell, Chas. B. 
Flower, 
Ford, 
Frost, 

y; 
Harris, Henry S. 
Heilman, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hoge, 
Hooker, 
House, 
Hutchins, 
Jadwin, 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 


Knott, 
Lacey, 
Ladd, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
McKinley, 
Morrison, 


Ray, 

Rice, John B. 
Rice, William W.. 
Richardson, D. P. 


Ross, 

Seales, 
Shackelford, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Skinner, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Updegraff, Thomas 
Upson, 

Vance, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wait, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Willis, 

Wilson, 

Wise, G. D. 


Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 
Shultz, 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
creer 

ner, 
Steele, 
Stone, 
Strait, 
Taylor, 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Tillman 


‘Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, J. T. 
Urner, 
Valentine, 

Van Horn, 
Wadsworth, 


Robinson, James S. 


Singleton, Jas. W 
‘ mn, Jas. W. 
Singleton’ Otho R. 
Sparks, 


So the first clause of the amendment was not agreed to. 
airs were announced from the 
r. LADD, on this vote. 

Mr. BrieGs with Mr. Knorr. 
Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. Braaa. 
Mr. BAYNE with Mr. MARTIN. 
Mr. JADWIN with Mr. Wisk of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WEsT with Mr. Harris of New Jersey. 


The followin 
Mr. Ray wit 


Mr. KELLEY with Mr. Harpy. 
Mr. FLOWER with Mr. Pounp. 


Mr. SParks with Mr. McKINLEy. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. McCook. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. ATKINS said: Mr. Speaker, is it too late to make an inquiry 


lerk’s desk : 


about this vote? I desire to know whether or not this is on cutting 
off a committee or cuttingoff aclerk. I understand itis only cutting 
off a committee ; that there is one clerk assigned to several commit- 
tees, of which the Committee on the Militia is one. If that be true 
I will change my vete. 

Mr. HO . I rise to a question of order. The Clerk, in re- 
porting the amendment, confined the statement to the Committee on 


the Militia—— 
Mr. CALKINS. Thisisnot debatable. I cailfortheregular order. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerkreported the first substantive proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is that the first substantive proposition covers 
two committees, but was not so reported by the Clerk. It was incor- 
rectly reported. 

Mr. ATKINS. Idesire to change my vote. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. On this question a motion was adopted 
which gives a clerk to the Committee on Public Expenditures, so 
that this is simply a question in regard to the Committee on the 
Militia alone. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the adoption of the 
second branch of the proposed amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, Does the gentleman from New York insist on a separate 
vote on this eens | 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I do. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 


Mr. CALKINS. 
House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a question of order. For the purpose of 
preventing confusion, I wish to call attention to the fact that the 
first substantive proposition was to strike out the first clause of the 
report which embraced 7 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose to a point of order, and will 
state it. No debate is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam stating the question before the House—noth- 
ing more, nothing less. The first parce upon which the House 
has just voted, struck out the clerk for the Committee on the Militia, 
and the clerk for the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice. But the Clerk read only a part of that proposition. The 
next proposition, the second, is what the Clerk has just read. 

The SPEAKER. The vote was taken on the first proposition, 
which was that part of the amendment striking out the Committee 
on the Militia. That was voted down. The Clerk now reads the 
next substantive proposition, which relates to the expenditures in 
the Department of Justice. 

Mr. CALKINS. I make the point of order that the House has just 
voted upon that subject, and another vote upon it is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of orderissustained. It is notin order 
to move to strike out that which has just been inserted by a vote of 
the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has not been inserted. 

The SPEAKER. To satisfy the gentleman the Clerk will read the 
amendment just adopted by the House on motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITs.] If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] will listen he will probably better understand what is 
before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, a clerk. 


The SPEAKER. That has just been adopted by the House. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to a point of order. My pointis this: 
The gentleman from Indiana made a motion to strike out, which mo- 
tion is not amendable; the gentleman from Michigan meved as a 
substitute that the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice have a clerk. That is the motion which has been adopted, 
a substitute for the motion to strike out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demanded a division on the prop- 
osition, and we are giving it to him. The Clerk will read the next 
proposition. 

e Clerk read as follows : 


Second. Public Expenditures. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, under the old rules there was pro- 
vision made for a Committee on Public Expenditures. Under the new 
rules adopted at the last Congress it was deemed unnecessary for a 
longer continuance of that committee, for the reason there were eight 
other committees whose duty it was to inquire into the expenditures 
of the several Departments. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Only a moment. Subsequently, however, with 
the object of giving the minority members of the House a room, that 
committee was re-established at this session and given the powers it 
formerly had. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr.RANDALL. Thestatementis necessary to an intelligent under- 
standing of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on striking out the clerk of the 
Committee on Public Expenditures. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 70. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No quorum. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 22. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a vote on the other side. 
There were in the negative 87. 


The Clerk will read the second clause of the 


That has already been decided by a vote of the 
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The SPEAKER. One-fifth of those present voting in the affirma- 


tive, the yeas and nays are ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 117, not 
voting 86; as follows: 
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YEAS—89. 
Aiken, Cox, William R. Ladd, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Armfield, Cravens, Latham, Skinner, 
Atherton, Curtin, Leedom, Smith, A. Herr 
Beach, Darrell, Manning. Springer, 
Belmont, Deuster, McKenzie, Stockslager, 
Beltzhoover, Dibrell, MeMillin, Thompson, P. B. 
Berry, Dugro, Miller, Turner, Henry G. 
Black, Ermentrout, Mills, Turner, Oscar 
Blanchard, Evins, Morrison, Updegraff, Thomas 
Bland, Farwell, Sewell S. Morse, Vance, 
Burrows, Julius C. Finley, Mosgrove, Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Jos. H. Garrison, Muldrow, Van Voorhis, 
Cabell, Geddes, Mutchler, Warner, 
Caldwell, Hall, Phelps, Wellborn, 
Camp, Harris, Benj. W. _Phister, Whitthorne, 
Chace, Haseltine, Prescott, Williams, Thomas 
Chalmers, Hatch, tice, Theron M. Willis, 
Clark, Herndon, Rich, Wilson, 
Clements, Holman, Robinson, Wm. E. Wise, George D. 
Cobb, Hutchins, 208s, ‘Wise, Morgan R. 
Colerick, Jones, George W. Scales, 
Cornell, Jones, James K. Shackelford, 
Cox, Samuel S. Klotz, Simonton, 


NAYS—117. 









Aldrich, Falkerson, Lord, Shelley, 
Belford, George, Marsh, Sherwin, 
Bliss, Godshalk, Mason, Shultz, 
Blount, Grout, McCook, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Brewer, Guenther, McLane, Speer, 
Buchanan, Gunter, Moore, Steele, 
Calkins, Hammond, N.J. Morey, Strait, 
Campbell, Hardenbergh, Moulton, Talbott, 
Candler, Harmer, Oates, ‘Taylor, 
Cannon, Haskell, O'Neill, ‘Thomas, 
Carlisle, Hawk, Orth, ‘Thompson, Wm. G. 
Carpenter, Hazelton, Pacheco, ‘illman, 
Caswell, Heilman, Parker, Townsend, Amos 
Chapman, Henderson, Paul, Tyler, 
Clardy, Hepburn, ‘ayson, Updegraff, J. T. 
Converse, Hiscock, eelle, Urner, 
Cook, Hooker, Pierce, Valentine 
Crowley, Horr, Pettibone, Van Horn 
Culberson, Houk, Ranney, Walker, 
Davidson, Hubbell, Ray, Ward, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Hubbs, Rice, William W. Washburn, 
Dawes, Humphrey Richardson, Jno. 8S. Watson, 
Deering, Jacobs, Ritchie, Webber, 
De Motte, Jones, Phineas Robeson, Wheeler, 
Dwight, Jorgensen, Robmson, James S. White, 
Errett, Joyce, Rosecrans, Williams, Chas. G. 
Farwell, Chas. B. Ketcham, Russell, Willits. 
Fisher, King, Ryan, 
Ford, Le Fevre, Scranton, 
Forney, Lindsey, Shallenberger, 

NOT VOTING—86. 
Allen, Dezendorf, Kelly, Richardson, D. P. 
Anderson, Dibble, Kenna, Robertson, 
Atkins, Dingley, Knott, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Barbour, Dowd, Lacey, Scoville, 
Barr, Dunn, Lewis, os Otho R. 
Bayne, Dunnell, Martin, 5 , J. Hyatt 
Bingham, Ellis, Matson, Sparks, 
Blackburn, Flower, McClure, Spaulding, 
Bowman, Frost, McCoid, Spooner, 
Bragg, Gibson, McKinley Stephens, 
Briggs, Hammond, John Miles, Stone, 
Browne, Hardy, Money, Townshend, R. W. 
Brumm, Harris, Henry S. Murch, Tucker, 
Buck, Herbert, Neal, on. 
Buckner, Hewitt, Abram S. Nolan, adsworth, 
Butterworth, Hewitt, G. W. Norcross, Wait, 
Cassidy, Hill, Page, West, 
Covington, Hoblitzell, Pound, Wood, ate 
Crapo, Hoge, Randall, ‘Wood, Walter A. 
Cullen, House, Reagan, Young. 
Cutts, Jadwin, ‘ 
Davis, George R. Kasson, Rice, John B. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk: 

Mr. Cassipy with Mr. Davis of Illinois. 

Mr. KENNA with Mr. DUNNELL. 

Mr. THoMpPsON, of Kentucky, with Mr. Hoe. 

Mr. ATKINS with Mr. Page. 

Mr. SCOVILLE with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Kine with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Barr. 

Mr. REED with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, with Mr. BROWNE. 
would vote “no” and Mr. BROWNE “ay.” 

During the roll-call occurred the following proceedings : 

Mr. RAY. My name has not been called among those voting. I 
,Was present. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman was present and has not voted, 
it is now too late, as the second call of the roll has been completed. 

Mr. RAY. But I listened and did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman so states, of course he is entitled 
to be called and have his vote recorded. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I shall object if it requires nnanimons consent. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND 






1882. CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. SPRINGER. [ask also that the Clerk read a letter which I 
have received from Mrs. Lincoln’s physician, which is also signed by 
other eminent physicians of New York and Philadelphia. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
NEw York, January 1, 1882. 


Deak Sir: We have this day made, at your request, a careful medical examina- 
tion of Mrs. Mary T. Lincoln, widow of the late President Abraham Lincoln, at 
present residing at No. 39 West Twenty-sixth street, this city. 

We find that Mrs. Lincoln is suffering from chronic inflammation of the spinal 
cord, chronic disease of the kidneys, and commencing cataract of both eyes. 

The disorder of the spinal cord is the consequence of an injury received some 
time since, and has resulted in considerable loss of power of both lower extremities, 
so as to lessen their use and to render walking without assistance very unsafe, and 
going unaided down stairs impossible. The nature of the spinal trouble mare. 
ive, and will end in paralysis of the lower extremities. Connected with the spinal 
disease and one of its evidences is the reflex paralysis of the iris of the eye, and the 
reduction of the sight to one-tenth natural standard, together with much narrow- 
ing of the field of vision. The sight will gradually grow worse. 

There is no probability that there will any permanent improvement in Mrs. 
Lincoln's condition, considering her age and the nature of her disease. She is now 
mite helpless, unable to walk with safety without the aid of an attendant, or in- 
eed to help herself to any extent. She requires the continued services of a com- 
petent nurse, and also constant medical attendance. 
We are, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
LEWIS A. SAYRE, M. D., 
285 Fifth avenue, New York. 
MEREDITH CLYMER, M. D. 


65 West Thirty-eighth street, New York City. 
Dr. RNAP. 


25 West Twenty fourth street, New York City. 
WM. H. PANCOAST, M. D., - 
1100 Walnut street, Philadelphia. 


Hon. WM. M. SPRINGER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If.any gentleman in the House desires any fur- 
ther explanation of the necessity for the passage of this bill I will 
make it. [Cries of ‘“‘Oh, no; it is not necessary.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be considered as 
having been read a first and second time, and the question will be 
upon the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being accordingly 
read a third time, was passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled 
a bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (8. No. 873) to permit Ward Hunt, an associate justice of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, to retire. 

SALARY OF COMMISSIONER OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


- The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
draught of a bill to increase the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and to create the offices of Assistant Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and inspectors of surveyors-general and district land ofticers. 


The matter is recommended to the attention of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 

PINE TIMBER ON THE MENOMONEE RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States ; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 


draught of a bill authorizing the sale of certain pine timber cut upon the Menomo- 
nee reservation in Wisconsin, together with the accompanying papers noted in 


said communication. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 

PAY OF ELISTED MEN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
te the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, dated the 14th instant, and accompanying copies of letters from 
the Adjutant-General, Inspector-General, and Quartermaster-Ggneral of the Army, 
recommending the amendment of section 3 of the act approved May 15, 1872, en- 


titled ‘‘ An act to establish the pay of the enlisted men of the Army,” so as to re- 
quire a settlement of the clothing accounts of enlisted men at every bimonthly 


muster for pay. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 

JEFFERSON BARRACKS, MISSOURI. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : F 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from th 
Secretary of War, with plan and estimate of the cost of constructing five dining- 


rooms and kitchen at Jefferson Barracks, Missouri. : 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EX£cuTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
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FRANKFORD ARSENAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 

Secretary of War and its accompanying papers, setting forth the necessity for the 


erection of a new embankment-wall on the creek bordering the grounds of the 
Frankford Arsenal, Pennsylvania, and recommending that an appropriation be 


made for that purpose. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
EASTERN SHAWNEE INDIANS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the follewing message 
from the President of the United States ; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior with 
draught of a bill for the per capita distribution of the sum of $2,000 to the band of 
Eastern Shawnee Indians at Quapaw agency, Indian Territory, with accompany- 


ing papers noted in said communication. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 24, 1882. 
OTTAWA AND CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior with 
draught of an amendment to be inserted in the annual Indian appropriation bill 
now pending, are for the disposal of certain bonds and funds held by the 
Treasurer of the United States, as custodian, in the name of the Ottawa and Snip. 
pewa Indians, together with accompanying papers noted in the said communication. 


The matter is presented for the consideration of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
MIAMI INDIANS OF KANSAS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of thé Interior, with 
draught of amendment to bo inserted in the Indian appropriation bill te carry into 
effect the provisions of the fifth section of the act of March 7, 1863, providing for the 


consolidation of funds belonging to the Miami Indians of Kansas. 
The matter is presented for the consideration of Con , 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
REPORT ON UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith the annual report of the Government directors of the Union 


Pacific Railway to the Secretary of the Interior for the year 1881. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States ; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, dated the 
18th instant, touching the necessity for additional room for the clerical force of the 


Department of the Interior. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 

WESTERN MIAMI INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 

aes of a bill for the per capita distribution of the sum of $5,000 to the band of 


Western Miami Indians at the Quapaw agency, Indian Territory, with accompa- 


n rs, in said communication. 
ving pepe CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the on message 
, 


from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior concerning an appropriation for the improvement of the Hot Springs 
reservation, in Garland County, Arkansas. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 
RESERVATIONS NOQT NEEDED FOR MILITARY PURPOSES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
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from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and erdered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, reporting a list of reservations which are no longer needed for 
military peerpones, and setting forth the necessity for such legislation as will pro- 
vide for dis} . 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 26, 1882. 


CHILI, PERU, AND BOLIVIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, with enna a. 
rs, furnished in response to a resolution of the House of Representatives o the 
Sith instant, calling for correspondence touching the efforts of this Government to 
bring about peace between Chiliand Peru and Bolivia, and touching claims against 
or contracts respecting either of the belligerent governments, 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 26, 1882. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury, transmitting the fourth number of the statisti- 
cal abstract of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

PACKING-TRUNKS FOR REGISTERED MAIL MATTER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting a letter from the General Superintend- 
ent of Railway MailServicerecommending the use of packing-trunks 
instead of leather pouches for registered matter ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


APPOMATTOX RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief of Engi- 
neers relative to the improvement of the river and harbor at Peters- 
burgh, Virginia, and recommending the appropriation of $40,000 for 
the improvement of the Appomattox River; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILL NO. 258. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 

master-General relative to Senate bill No. 258, Forty-seventh Con- 

, first session, which was referred to the Post-Office Department 

by the Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads for an ex- 

ression of opinion; which was referred to the Committee on the 
‘ost-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a petition of the Board 
of Trade of Portland, Oregon, asking that the Delegate of the people 
of Alaska be received by Congress, and a form of government be 
provided for Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions, and ordered te be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ScOVILLE for one week, on account of important private 
business; and, 

To Mr. Walt until February 3, on account of sickness in his family. 

BAYSE N. WESCOTT. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

3543) for the relief of Bayse N. Wescott; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


W. R. HOLLOWAY. 


Mr. PEELLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3544) for the relief of W. R. Holloway ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I rise to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

a VAN VOORHIS. Is there an order for an evening session to- 
night ? 

he SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. At what time? 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered that, if in session at five 
o’clock to-day, a recess shall be taken until half past seven o’clock 
this evening. 

METRIC COINAGE. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution in reference to printing the report of the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures on House bills Nos. 113 
and 115, relating to the subject of metric coinage, have instructed 
my te Beparh the same back with the recommendation that it be 
adopted. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 


eee eee ee 
a 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 10,000 extra copies of 
House report No. 24, first session Forty-seventh Congress. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BINDING PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I am instructed by the Committee on Printin 
to report back and recommend the adoption of the resolution witich 
I send%o the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause 
to be bound at the Government Printing Office one copy of any public document 
desired by any Representative or Delegate for his personal use. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is the same order which is in force in the 
Senate, and proposes to put members of the House in this respect on 
the same footing with members of the Senate. 

The question was taken upon adopting the resolution ; and upona 
division there were—ayes 75, noes 19. 

No further count being called for, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business com- 
ing over from Monday last. 

it. COLERICK. [ ask the gentleman to yield to me to introduce 
a bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman for that 
purpose. ; 

Mr. NEAL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must withdraw his call if he 
desires to yield. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw it. 

Mr. NEAL. I renew it. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS IN BRITISH PRISONS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order isthe unfinished business coming 
over from Monday last, being a resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to obtain from the British Govern- 
ment a list of all American citizens, naturalized or native-born, under arrest or 
imprisonment by authority of said government, with a statement of the cause or 
causes of such arrest and imprisonment, and especially such of said citizens as 
may have been thus arrested and imprisoned under the suspension of the habeas 
corpus in Ireland; and, if not incompatible with the public interest, that he com- 
municate such information, when received, to this House, together with all corre- 
spondence now on file in the Department of State relating to any existing arrest 
and imprisonment of citizens as aforesaid— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. RoBrnson] 
is now entitled to occupy the forty-five minutes remaining of his 
hour. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to go 
on now if such is the wish of the House; but I do not think that we 
shall be able to conclude this business to-day, and I should not like 
to have it. go over if it is taken up. 

Mr. ORTH. Upon the suggestion of the gentleman from New 
York, I move that the House now take its recess. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I do not wish to speak at the 
evening session, when there will be nobody here. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is that the House now take a recess. 

Mr. ORTH. If the House takes a recess now, when will this ques- 
tion come up again? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up as unfinished business whenever 
that order is reached. 

Mr. ORTH. Not this evening? 

The SPEAKER. Not this evening. By an order of the House, 
made some days ago, it has been provided that the House take a 
recess at five o’clock to-day until half past seven o’clock, and shall 
meet in the evening for debate only. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. We want to have a vote on this 
question, and I presume we cannot take a vote day. I am, however, 
at the disposal of the House as to whether I shall go on now or 
whether the question shall go over until there is a fuller attendance. 

[Cries of “Go on!”] 

Mr. ORTH. I withdraw the motion for a recess. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, resumed and continued his remarks. 
[See Appendix.] Without concluding, he said: I trust I shall be 


permitted to extend my time a little. Whenever anybody indicates 


that I should stop, I will stop right off. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no discretion in the matter. 

Mr. ORTH. i now take tye floor, and will demand the previous 
question. 
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Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. If there is no objection on the part 
of the omnis will continue my remarks. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request that the gen- 
tleman from New York makes for unanimous consent to continue his 


remarks. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Does my friend after making a 
present take it back ? 

Mr. ORTH. I have yielded the floor to the gentleman for one 
hour. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Does the gentleman take the floor 
after resigning it to me? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana cannot give the 
floor to the gentleman from New York any longer unless by unani- 
mous consent of the House itself. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. ORTH. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have some resolutions to offer as 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I am suddenly cut off after the 
House extended my time on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. McCook, } 

The SPEAKER. The time was not extended beyond the hour, as 
the then incumbent of the chair has stated. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I understood it to be so extended; 
but I do not mean to stand here against the wish of the House. 

Mr. ORTH. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have an amendment to offer to 
the resolution, and I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot offer his amendment with- 
out the consent of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. ORTH. I do not consent to tho offering of the amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish the gentleman from Indiana to 
yield to me for a few mements. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, having control 
of the matter, demands the previous question. 

“aan ROBINSON, of New York. I appeal from the decision of the 
ir. i 

Mr. ORTH. I wish to make a verbal amendment to the resolution, 
and then will hear what is the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
have about my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Youwillnot lose anyright. The gentleman from 
Indiana, having control of the question, demanded tie previous ques- 
tion, After that demand the gentleman from New York insisted he 
was entitled to the floor and to take the gentleman from Indiana off 
of it in order to move an amendment. The Chair ruled he could not 
do so, and from that ruling the gentleman has taken anappeal. The 

uestion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House ? 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Now I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not yet succeeded in getting 
the previous question ordered. 

Mr. ORTH. I wish to make a verbal amendment, and it is as fol- 
lows: Strike out after the word “obtain” the words “the British 
Government,” and after the word ‘‘authority” strike out the word 
“said” and insert the words ‘‘the British;” so it will read: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to obtain a list of American citizens, 
naturalized or native-born, under arrest or imprisonment by authority of the Brit- 
ish Government, with a statement of the cause or causes of such arrest and impris- 
onment, &c. ! 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, these amendments will 
be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ORTH. I now demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. ORTH. I am entitled to an hour for the purpose of closing 
= but I will first hear the request of the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to speak about ten minutes. 

Mr. ORTH. I will yield to the gentleman from New York for ten 
minutes, and would suggest before he takes the floor the House now 
take a recess for the evening session ‘and let this matter go over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I shall be happy to agree to that. 

The SPEAKER. Under a prior order of the House the recess is not 
to be taken until five o’clock. 

Mr. ORTH. I give notice that after the gentleman from New York 
has exhausted his ten minutes I shall move a recess be then taken. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I approve the resolution 
which comes from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I wish we 
could have specifieally the names of American citizens who are, or 
= a supposed to be, incarcerated within English prisons in Ire- 

and. 

This question of reaching out our hands to adopted citizens, in- 
cluding Irishmen who have been naturalized, has many valuable 
precedents and brilliant illustrations. Some have been mentioned. 


70d forgive him; and I will, too. 


I do not wish to lose any right I 


The Koszta case was that of an intended citizen. But it is not the 
less illustrious. These precedents and the attempt to vindicate our 
action led to a law. he law is now upon our statute-book. I 
ask the House in a sedate way to listen to a short section. It is 2000 
of the Revised Statutes. It confirms the doctrine which lies .t the 
base of this and similar resolutions. It goes further; it deserves to 
be written by a pen of diamond upon tablets of gold : 

All naturalized citizens of the United States, while in foreign countries, are 
entitled to and shall receive from this Government the same protection of persons 
and property which is accorded to native-born citizens. 

Section 2001, which follows, makes it the duty of the Chief Execu- 
tive to pursue that law with no stinted measure of relief. It makes 
it the executive duty to make reclamation for our citizens—to demand 
their enlargement from foreign prisons. It is an international habeas 
corpus. 

By resolutions heretofore, Congress has exercised the magic or 
miracle of calling forth from the prisons in Ireland our citizens. It 
has taken from the brutal society of felons our soldiers and officers 
who were compelled to a servitude more degrading than that of con- 
victed burglars and homicides. It has rescued men who in our civil 
war bore themselves gallantly under our Union banner. These men I 
know. I have happily been instrumental in their rescue. They are 
now here, pursuing peaceful avocations. They are honored as Ameri- 
can citizens in private life and public service. Their only reproach 
was, 1s some one has said, that they loved Ireland not wisely, but too 
well. Some were arrested upon suspicion, tried without the forms 
of the English jury system, condemned upon false testimony, and, 
after years of humiliation and contumely, led into the light of home 
and liberty by the courageous action of Congress and the Executive. 

One case, among many of record in the reports and debates of this 
House, I may mention. 

The House may remember the case of Captain Condon. Inhis case 
was proven the horrible treatment, causeless insult, and deliberate 
injustice which was only atoned by his release after years of pitiless 
incarceration. Our resolution opened the prison door for him and for 
others who were seized in Ireland, where then, as now, law was sus- 
pended and imprisonment was the rule, freedom the exception, and 
trial—well, sir, trial there was none. It is not without pride that we 
can look back upon the staunch diplomacy of 1867, when Secretary 
Seward, in directing Mr. Adams to intervene in behalf of Warren 
and Nagle, stated the issue with distinctness. It was simply this: 

Her Majesty's Government had arbitrarily seized and detained without trial or 
process of law, in the British realm, unsuspecting citizens of the United States so- 

ourning or traveling there; not for breaches of the peace or for offenses of any 

ind committed within the realm, but for matters of speech or conduct occurring 
exclusively within the United States, and which are not forbidden by treaty or by 
local or international law.— Diplomatic Correspondence, (Mr. Seward to Mr. Adams, 
September 20, 1867.) 

The discharge of these men was asked by telegram. 
await the dilatory process of diplomatic epistles. 

It will be remembered that, in the fall of 1867, the authorities in 
Ireland held other Americans, Kelly, Costello, Lawler, Rooney, Leon- 
ard, and Burke. Did the Administration then fire a feu de joie over the 
English flag? They fired paper pellets. They are more effective. 

A time has arrived— 

Exclaimed the Secretary of State— 

ple of the United States necessary. The 
( reland for the long period of twenty months. 
Frequent arrests and long detentions of citizens of the United States have occurred, 
who earnestly insist that they have committed no offense and attempted no proceed- 
ing inconsistent with a submission to the laws of Great Britain. The arbitrary and 
indefinite imprisonment of these citizens naturally, I may also say justly, excites 
profound concern and sympathy in the United States. That sympathy is not effect- 
ually relieved by such general assurances, on the part of the lord lientenant of Ire- 
land, as we are favored with, that he has evidence sufficient to justify their arrest 
under suspension of the habeas corpus, while this evidence is neither produced nor 
described. Even though an insurrection or rebellion may still continue a subject 
ofapprehension in I rele, that fact would seem insufficient to excuse or to justify 
indiscriminate arrests and long detentions of citizens of the United States sojourn- 
ing in that country, without some examination or form of trial. 

He thereupon directed the minister to insist on the restoration of 
the great writ of liberty, or of the adoption of such discriminating 

roceedings as would assure the oy of our innocent and unoffend- 
ing citizens. At that time the English journals, the Times a. 
cially, was defending these arrests on the now obsolete ground that 
a natural-born subject cannot transfer his allegiance from one sov- 
ereign to another at pleasure. This is a doctrine, sir, which has 
no foundation in the progressive philosophy of our locomotive age. 
To allow it to be asserted is to allow our own Constitution to be dis- 
regarded. It is to allow the proposition to be made which would 
have indicted and tried Franklin or Washington as impenitent rebels 
after the War of Independence. Welldid Mr. Seward, in his dispatch 
of November 5, 1867, respond to this challenge out of the obscure and 
tyrannous past. Conceding to Englishmen the same measure of pro- 
tection if found here under parallel circumstances, he at the same 
time desired to be meted out to our citizens, a different practice from 
that which had then obtained of an indefinite suspension of the 
corpus in the time of peace and with no declared insurrection in Ire- 
land, while the prtyileges of the writ remain undisturbed in England 
and Scotland. The practice, said he, especially operates to discrimi- 
nate dangerously against one class of citizens of the United States 
when sojourning abroad under the protection of a mutual treaty, that 


We did not 


when some see seem to the 
us has been suspended in 
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class being one that, though discriminated against in Great Britain, 
has received special guarantees of protection from the United States. 

This has the ring of the Koszta dispatch of the great Democratic 
Secretary, William L. Marcy. Its gee to the present time 
is singularly felicitous. Do not the British authorities under their 


“Coercion act,” in Ireland, arrest men, take them from their peace- 
ful pursuits, and put them in prison? Is there any mode of trial by 


jury forthem? No. It iscalled a mode of detention. It is not pre- 
tended that jury trial has failed in Ireland in any instance of felony. 
The convictions are the same as in other portions of the realm, except 
in what are called agrarian cases. When you touch the land, Ire- 
land is almost one man in defense of their natural and acquired rights ; 
and the judges themselves confess that juries are impossible who will 
convict in such cases. 

It was not because of flagrant or other rebellion that the suspen- 
sion of the laws of the realm was authorized in Ireland. Her leaders 
acted with moderation. They restrained excesses. ‘They counseled 
passive resistance. It was for tlristhat even members of Parliament 
were arrested and kept in prison. It is for this that even after Par- 
liament meets, it is threatened that these leaders shall still remain 
in durance. Kepresentatives in prison, and remote from their seats, 
aes, What a mockery! 

do not —- on this occasion, Mr. Speaker, to weaken the in- 
fluence of the pending resolution by discussing or invoking any in- 
definite or abstract sympathy for the cause of Ireland or for men who 
are not American citizens in the legal sense of that term. 

Why, sir, we have alaw, which I have read. It is almost the very 
language of our Constitution : 


All persons born or naturalized in the United States, or suhject to the jurisdic- 
tion thereof, are citizens of the United States. 


That is your Republican amendment, gentlemen. It is in amend- 
ment XIV. f 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the Slaughter-house 
Cases, has given an authoritative interpretation to this phrase, ‘‘ sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction.” Mr. Justice Miller, in delivering the opinion 
of the court on that occasion, says: 

The phrase ‘‘ subject to its jurisdiction” was intended to exclude from its 0; 
tion children of ministers, consuls, and citizens or subjects of foreign states born 
in this country. 

He thus placed in this respect naturalized citizens on a perfect 

lane of equality with natives. This will be shown from this decis- 
ion, which I could quote more at length if it were necessary. 

Judge Field, in his dissenting opinion in the same cases, affirms 
the same doctrine. 

So, to-day, Mr. Speaker, are we not to regard these foreign-born 
naturalized citizens as in every respect our own people? Are they 
not, as though they were born here? 

When, sir, a nation is forgetful ef its duty to any of its citizens, itis 
in process of decadence. Nay, sir, it is already dead for its primal 
purpose, for it has lost the exultant spirit of nationality, which 
makes it honored at home and respected by mankind. When we 
draw by our imperial system of naturalization other races to our 
shores and ask them to aid us in the development of our land and its 
polity, and then neglect or refuse them protection, we are recreant. 
When a man ceases to be worthy of the protection of the State, the 
law ceases to be worthy of respect by its citizens. The life and lib- 
erty of no man is worth preserving longer than it can be defended by 
the laws of his country. When our nation fails to give its protection, 
it fails before mankind in its duties, whether it be toward a foreign- 
born or a naturalized citizen. 

Why, this country to-day, by the attractive forces of our marvelous 
immigration, is drawing to our borders half a million of people every 
year. What dotheycome here for? Riches, merely? Ingots of gold 
or silver? No, For physical comfort merely? No. They come, Mr. 
Speaker, because liberty has been guaranteed, and an equal right to 
all the blessings of citizenship, civil or religious, accorded. 

It becomes members of a body like this, Representatives of this 
great nation, into whose districts all over the country these aliens 
are going constantly, with muscle, mind, and money, and with their 
free spirit—it becomes us to be careful, not merely against encroach- 
ments of international law by ourselves against others, but to see to 
it, courageously, that we vindicate the rights of our citizens who have 
been wrongfully seized and-imprisoned. 

Lhave offered a resolution as to one particular citizen, Mr. O’Connor, 
of Baltimore, now ina jail inIreland. [hope for asatisfactory report 
on that subject from this committee. When that is made with the 
proper data and with authentic documents as to his citizenship, let 
the President take such steps under section 2001 as the law requires. 
The people will sustain with more alacrity such a movement than in 
firing guns in English honor at Yorktown! I do not wish to weary 
the House with this matter. [Cries of “Goon!” “Go on!”] 

Mr. ORTH. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes longer if 
he desires. 

Mr. COX, ef New York. I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

My object, Mr. Speaker, in rising was, if possible, to give a serious 
and anxious turn to this debate, for although the Irish are the mer- 
riest people, none more 80, there is probably no more melancholy and 
sad a on earth to-day than the Irish within the borders of the 
British Empire. It is not merely because of starvation; that has 


been alleviated to some extent. It is not merely from penury, for 
the generosity and humor of the race makes its comfort and fun even 


in calamity. It is because of the bad tenure of the land and the 
cruel rack-rents; it is because the British Government has bolted its 


prison doors upon their representative men who championed freedom 
from such exactions and demanded a freehold in the soil for the men 
who make the furrow. 

The voice of Ireland is stifled. Although we may not here properly 


speak and act as to these an occurring under a foreign govern- 


ment, yet Englishmen have spoken on such themes as to other lands 
where similar outrages have been committed. With moral force and 
elegant eloquence they have thundered invectives against such wrong 
that reached around the world. 


Mr. Speaker, this intervention by moral influences is not a new 
thing. The telegraph and press, steam and electricity, give it 
promptiude and power. It is one of the elements, the ‘‘resources of 
civilization.” Let me read from the volume in my hand, and then 
I will tell you whose languageitis. This volume contains two letters 
to a noble lord, inveighing in no stinted words, against the worst 
tyranny that ever cursed Italy in all her history of tyrants. It is 


now happily a dead tyranny. The very dynasty is dead. Here are 
the extracts: 


Without entering at length into the reasons which have led me thus to trouble 
you, I shall state these three only: First, that the present practices of the gov- 
ernment of yo in reference to real or supposed politica] offenders, are an 
outrage upon religion, upon civilization, upon peer and upon eed: Sec- 
ondly, that these practices are certainly, and even rapidly, doing the work of repub- 
licanism in that country ; a politieal creed, which has little natural or habitual root 
in the character of the people. That, as a member of the conservative party in one 
ef the great family of European nations, I am compelled to remember, that the 
party stands in virtual and real, though perhaps unconscious. alliance with all the 
established governments of Europe as such; and that according to the measure of 
its influence they suffer more or less of moral detriment from its reverses, and derive 
strength and encouragement from its successes. 


The man who urged this upon England, in these ‘‘ two letters writ- 
ten in 1851 to the Earl of Aberdeen, on the State prosecutions of the 
Neapolitan Government,” is no other and no less a statesman than 
the Right Honorable William E. Gladstone, then Member of Parlia- 
ment for the University of Oxford, and the present Prime Minister 
of England. And he demanded of England, that she should raise 
its right arm of power for the defenseless and imprisoned young 
heroes then, in 1851, confined in these prisons on the isles of the 
loveliest bay of the world. Hewas then a Conservative—a Tory; and 
he demanded intervention to save the twenty or thirty thousand of 
political prisoners of the Kingdom of the Two Sicilies. He was sus- 
tained by the best moral sense of mankind. Heisnowa Liberal; and— 
but let me quote again: 


Itis incessant, systematic, deliberate violation of the law by the power appointed 
to watch over and maintain it. It is such violation of human and written law as 
this, carried on for the purpose of violating every other law unwritten and eternal, 
human and divine; it isthe wholesale persecution of virtue when united with intel- 
ligence operating upon such a scale that entire classes may with truth be said to 
be its object. To that the government is in bitter and cruel, as well as utterly 
illegal, hostility ; to whatever in the nation really lives and moves and forms the 
mainspring of ages progress and improvement; it is the awful profanation of 
public religion by its notorious alliance, in the governing powers, with the violation 
of every moral law under the stimulant of fear and vengeance ; it is the perfect 

rostitution of the judicial office which has made it, under veils only too thread- 
bass and transparent, the degraded recipient of the vilest and clumsiest forgeries, 
got up willfully and deliberately, by the immediate advisers of the crown, for the 
purpose of destroying the peace, the freedom, aye, and even if not by capital sen- 
tences, the life of men among the most virtuous, upright, intelligent, distinguished 
and refined of the whole community; it is the savage and cowardly system of 
moral, as well as in a lower degree of physical torture, through which the sentences 
extracted from the debased courts of. justice are carried into effect. 

The effect of all this is total inversion of all the moral aud social ideas. Law, 
instead of being respected, is odious. Force, and not affection, is the foundation 
of the Government. There is no association, but a violent antagonism between 
the idea of freedom and that of order. The governing power, which teaches of 
itself that it is the ——— of God upon earth, is clothed in the view of the over- 
whelming a of the thinking public with all the vices for its attributes.. I 
have seen and héard the strong and too tame expression used: ‘‘ This is the nega- 
tion of God erected into a system of government.”—Page 8. 


Was there ever such an indictment by William Ewart Gladstone 
against his own government ? 

Again, on page 9: 

These men, therefore, are being cleared away, and the present efforts to drive 
poor human nature to extremes cannot wholly fail in stirring up the ferocious 

assions, which never, to my belief, since the <imes of the heathem tyrants, have 
fad so much to arouse, or so much to palliate v-hen aroused, their fury. 

Could there be a more significant arraignment of the cruel provo- 
cations to revolution than those which the summer and fall have 
witnessed in Ireland ? ; — 

Again, on page 55. Here the author ends his phillipie with the 
declaration : 

We have thus seen perjury, the daughter of fraud, the mother of cruelty and 
violence, stalk abroad in a Christian kingdom, under the sanction of its govern- 
ment, and have heard her modestly make for herself aclaim (which I am informed 
has been fully allowed) that her laws shall be expounded in every school through- 
out the country, coincident in extension, and second only, if second, in dignity to 
the catechism of the Christian faith. 

Would to God that that unhappy government, and any other, if indeed there be 
any other like it, may be wise in time before outraged humanity shall turn on the 
oppressor and this cup of divine retribution overflow. 

Let us raise, Mr. Speaker, the same orison that the unhappy 
rulers of Great Britain may be wise in time. Human outrages are 
always tracked’ by a Nemesis. Shall crime breed crime forever— 
“strength aiding stiH the strong” ? 
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May I not, Mr. Speaker, refer to the fact that I — in 1851 
to be in Naples ? attended the trials of these educated, intelligent, 
heroic, and worthy Neapolitan Republicans. They were enamored 
of liberty and all its advantages and inspirations. They loved their 
native land, these “children of the azure sheen.” For this they were 
loaded with chains and conducted to death. I saw their prisons in 
the sparkling waters of the bay. They were more gloomy by the 
brightness and beauty of the external scenery. For the outrages 
heaped upon these patriots my heart gave its best sympathies. It 
leaped up in relief and gladness as if “I had seen a rainbow in the 
sky,” when I read the manly protest of William E. Gladstone in the 


name of common humanity defending these defenseless foreign pa- 
triots. [Applause.] 


Although Mr. Gladstone has endeavored in his land bill to alleviate 
the condition of Ireland—and I will not discuss its policy or results— 
yet in arresting without habeas corpus and its benefits, and without 
trial, not merely American citizens, but members of Parliament, has 
‘he not placed himself without the pale of humanity, where he placed 
King Bomba and his myrmidons of despotic rule thirty years ago? 

I think, Mr. Speaker, there is ecarcely one man in this body, if he 
will trace his lineage back, but will find that he has some Celtic 
blood in his veins. There are at least fourteen millionsof our people 
that are direct scions of this Celtic tree. I do not merely mean men 
who are called Irishmen, for as science sometimes recognizes a whole 
structure from a small portion of it, you can tell a Celt sometimes 
by his backbone, by the color of his hair or his eyes, his genius, his 
temperament, or his pluck. And by the same token it is said that 
Newton and Shakspeare belonged to this gifted and fervid race. 

History tells us that much of the grace and greatness of early 
Europe that flows from education, came through the zeal of Saint Pat- 
rick. Without depreciating our vaunted Anglo-Saxon race, I say 
that much of the freedom and greatness which resulted from the 
early championship of the bills of rights, charters, and the fueros of 
Europe, much that gave glory and splendor to our country on the 
field and in the forum, came from this race that has fought and spoken 
for liberty in so many lands. 

Call the roll of the men of Celtic descent to whom we are indebted 
for our own freedom and its crystallization into form! 

It would be trespassing on your attention if I were to attempt it. 
There were Barry, Jasper, Warren, Clinton, Rutledge, Wayne, and 
Jackson ; not to speak of others who have made this country not only 
good-humored in social life, brillmnt with eloquence, but prosperous 
in business, and eminent in science, skill, and courage. It is a race 
grand in history. Was it not the biographer of Curran who said, 
that besides a long list of statesmen and warriors driven to foreign 
countries by restrictive laws, Ireland can boast of her Usher, Boyle, 
Denham, Congreve, Molyneux, Farquhar, Steele, Sloane, Berkley, 
Orrery, Parnel, Swift, Helsham, Robinson, Goldsmith, Johnson, 
(Chrysal,) Sterne, Tickel, Brooke, two Lelands, Hamilton, Kirwan, 
Bickerstaff, Macklin, Malone, Mrs. Sheridan, two Sheridans, Grif- 
fith, Courtnay, Burgh, Burke, Flood, Grattan, Curran, and others? 
‘What country in the world, of the same extent, can produce such a 
-constellation of genius? 

Without overstepping the bounds of international decorum, by 
voting the resolution of the committee, we will give to this race of 
heroism and genius the encouragement and stimulus of our influence. 
We will give it to the cause championed in Ireland by the men now 
imprisoned and at the same time demand of the Queen of Bngland 
‘to “let our own people go.” 

I offered a resolution this morning at the request of a gentleman 
who is one of the most eminent Hebrew scholars in America, calling 
upon the State Department for information in regard to the treatment 
-of Jews in Russia and the persecution of Jews generally in Europe. 
That gentleman believes that the moral force of the United States 
-could be well exercised in that direction ; and Ithinksotoo. Already 
in England men are moving in that direction, even men connected 
with the government, men of high station and of great celebrity. 
They teach us our duty to Ireland, as well as to the persecuted in the 
Czar’s dominions. 

Our country is made up of men of all nations. It is a mosaic, and 
in that mosaic the Emerald can never be omitted. We are bound to 
take notice that the Irish race is here. It haschosen America as its 
bride, but it has sympathy with the mother. 

In conclusion, let me quote the language of Bayard Taylor, who 
wrote a beautiful poem as to our composite races in America. Its 
author was our minister to Berlin, and almost in defiance of our Ger- 
man treaty and the German Empire, and in the spirit of this resolu- 
tion, he demanded by his logic and patriotism, that Germany should 
discharge from its army American citizens—men even born here— 
who were wrongfally detained in that army. His service in that 
regard gives new beauty and meaning to his verse : 

To one strong race all races here unite, 
Tongues melt in hers, heredi foemen 
Forget their sword and slogan, kith, and clan. 


*Twas glory once to be a Roman; 
She makes it glory now to be a man. 


| During the delivery of the remarks of Mr. Cox the following pro- 
ceedings occurred : 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York {Mr. 
*Cox] has expired. 
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_ Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I rise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Can I have permission, under the circumstances, to con- 
clude my speech by printing in the RECORD some additions to my 
spoken remarks ? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks leave to 


— the remainder of his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion 


There was no objection. [See Appendix. } 

Mr. ORTH. I understand the gentleman frem New York [Mr. 
Cox] desires a few minutes more. I will say it is impossible for us 
to conclude this debate and vote on this resolution by the time fixed 
for taking a recess; and after giving the gentleman from New York 
a few minutes more, I hope the House will then take a recess instead 
of waiting until five o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House, adopted some days ago, 
to have a night session for debate only fixed the hour at five o’clock. 
That would not preclude the House from taking a recess earlier; but 
in that event the Chair would suggest it would be better that the 


motion for a recess should state the time at which the House should 
reassemble. 


Mr. ORTH. Very well; after the few minutes I propose to yield 
to the gentleman from New York shall have been occupied, I will 
move that we take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is 


recognized further. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, then resumed and concluded his remarks 
as they appear aenat 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Iask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the REcorD, asa portion of the debates of this House, some remarks 
upon the pending resolution. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly, [See 
Appendix. } 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ORTH. I now move that the House take a recess uvtil half 
past seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the gentlemen to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. ORTH. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsy}vania. 


POST-ROUTES. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to announce for the information of the 
House, that under the instructions of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, on Tuesday next, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, I will ask unanimons consent that the House con- 
sider and pass a post-route bill. I will do so for the reasons given 
in a letter addressed by the Postmaster-General to the Speaker of 
this House, and referred by him tothe Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. This is the letter: 

Post-OrFicE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1882. 

Sm: On account of the extension of railroads in Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota, 
during the present contract term, it was found necessary when preparing the ad- 
vertisement for ‘‘star”’ service for the contract term July 1, 1882, to June 30, 1884, 
to entirely reorganize the routes so as to give the closest railroad connections pos- 
sible. For this reason it becomes necessary that the short routes named in the list 
sent herewith should be authorized by law at as early a date as possible. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS L. JAMES, 
: Postmaster-General. 

Hon. J. W. Kirrer, Speaker House of Representatives. 

TEST OF CAST-IRON GUNS. 

Mr.ORTH. I now yield tothe gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hen- 
DERSON. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There was 1 resolution referred in December 
last to the Committee on Military Affairs, and by some mistake it 
went to the Committee on Commerce and only rea¢hed our eommit- 
tee a day or two ago. I am instructed by the committce to report 
the same back and recommend its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send to this House a copy of 
Lieutenant-Colonel T. T. S. Laidley’s report of the 25th of June, 1881, to the Chief 
of Ordnance on the trial of the two cast-iron guns, one of which was lined with a 
wrought tube. 

The resolution was adopted. ‘ 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ORTH. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
eS 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [ Mr. OrTH, } that the House now take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to submit a resolution for 
reference. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not think there will be any objection to iti. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will be 
read. 
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ASSISTANT CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion ; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be allowed an assistant clerk for 
thia session. 

TAX ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RecorpD a brief petition of citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, without 
the names, in regard to the tax on manufactured tobacco. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. The 
petition is as follows: 

The tobacco trade of the city of Louisville deprecate any attempt, either in or 
out of Congress, to change the existing law on manufactured tobacco as tendin; 
te depreciate the value of both leaf and manufactured tobacco by unsettling an 
restricting trade for several months to come. Should any change be made, the 


whole tax should be taken off, in order that the trade may adjust itself to the situ- 
ation without any fear of future agitation or legislation. 


JACOB BUCHER. 

Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3545) for the relief of Jacob Bucher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. COLERICK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3546) making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress 
among the several States under the tenth census; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Cen- 
sus, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ORTH. 1 now insist upon my motion. 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Indiana is 
that the House now take a recess until half past seven o’clock this 


evening. 
Mr. BRUMM. Is the session this evening for debate only? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 


Mr. BRUMM. No vote can be taken this evening on the resolu- 
tion now pending ? 

The SPEAKER. That question will not come before the House this 
evening. The session this evening is for debate only ; no business to 
be transacted. 

The motion of Mr. OrtH was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
four o’cleck and forty-five minutes p. m.) the House took a recess 
until! seven o’clock and thirty minutes p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past seven | 
o'clock p. m. 
ORDER OF 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order under which the 
House meets this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That on Thursday, January 26, 1882, at five o'clock p. m., the House 


take a recess until 7.30 p. m., and that the evening session shall be devoted to gen- 
eral debate oniy, no other business to be transacted. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
general! debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. FLOWER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for general debate only. 


| 

BUSINESS. 

| 
SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the members occupying 
this outer circle of seats are much like the fringe upon a beautiful 
garment—more ornamental than useful; but I think I shall be able 
to make myself heard upon this occasion. 

I desire to speak upon House bill No. 196. This bill proposes to so 
amend the law of 1878 authorizing the issue of silver certificates upon 
the deposit of silver dollars that hereafter not only certificates of the 
denomination of ten dollars may be issued, but one-dollar, two-dollar, 
and five-dollar certificates also may be furnished upon the same terms 
and conditions as ten-dollar certificates are now supplied. 

This law of 1878 has proven a wise measure, for the certificates are 
quite popular with the people, because they are a much more con- 
venient currency and therefore much preferred to the cumbersome 
coin for which they are issued. 

Since the rehabilitation of the silver dollar in our monetary sys- 
tem over one hundred millions of them have been coined by our mints. 
Of these it has been possible to induce the people of the United 
States to use as a circulating medium only about thirty-four million 
dollars, while for nearly $60,000,000 they have preferred the silver 
certificates, and this notwithstanding our Treasury officials tried all 
lawful means to crowd the coin out of the vaults of the Government 
into general circulation. These statistics prove that when the people 
know that the coin is on hand they prefer its paper substitute to the 
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coin itself, which is true as to gold as well as silver, for it is a com- 
mon occurrence that when gold is offered over bank counters the 
customers prefer paper currency to coin. 

Upon the supposition that in the smaller transactions of the trade 
of our people coin would be preferred, the law to which I have re. 
ferred authorized the issue of certificates of no less denomination than 
ten dollars, and in order further to meet this sup d want for 
specie the smaller denominations of the national-bank currency have 
been withdrawn to a large extent from circulation. 

On January 10, 1879, there were in circulation about six millions 
of dollars of one and two dollar national-bank notes, and now less, 
than $2,000,000 of these bills remain in the hands of the people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think this is a mistaken policy. I believe, 
axl I have founded this belief upon an experience of many years as a, 
banker, that the people for all purposes, unless it be in transactions 
wherein the fractional part of a dollar is to be used, prefer the use of 
paper, if its issue is based upon coin held by the Government; and 
even in many of the minor transactions of trade the absence of frac- 
tional currency is much regretted. 

To meet this want for notes of small denomination, it is proposed 
to amend the law of 1878 by passing the bill now under censideration. 

It has never been clear to my mind that it best served the inter- 
ests of either the Government or the people to force.coin into general 
circulation. The friends of this policy of distribution argue that in 
case of an adverse balance of trade against this country the coin 
would leave our shores with less rapidity if it is in the hands of the 
people instead of being piled up in the vaults of the Government. 

It will be generally conceded that this argument will apply only to 
money which has left the usual currents of commerce and has found 
sate depositories in hidden places, where as long as it thus remains 
concealed it is of no use to anybody. 

To all money affected by the conditions of the markets of the world, 
its going and coming will be determined by those conditiens, and 
with our present facilities of exchanges the outermost localities of 
our country are affected by these conditions in a very short time. 

Therefore there remains to be answered of this argument only the 
question whether it is to be desired that the coin be got out of reach 
of the conditions which control the markets of the world or not. I 
will answer by saying that money thus distributed and hidden loses 
its ofiices of benetiting commerce. 

It cannot be used as a means of exchange because it is refused this 
use; it cannot form the basis of credit because its quantity is en- 
tirely unknown; the confidence of the people in their financialstrength 
is not enhanced by its existence because it is not known to exist; it 
cannot enter into the calculations of our financiers because it is an 
unknown quantity; it may be lost altogether, or, like the buried tal- 
ent of Scripture, be returned without having benefited any one. 

But, although the Government has in many ways attempted to 
force specie into circulation, the people have shown much unwill- 
ingness to receive it and it continually finds its way back into the 
vaults of the Government or into those of banks. 

The gentleman from New York, to my left, very aptly suggests, why 
attempt to carry the farm when it will do quite as well to carry the 
deed in your pocket? Would it, therefore, not be better to give them 
paper circulation which they most desire in the first instance? To 
authorize the proper officers of the Government to do this is the ob- 
ject of this bill. Why the depletion of the Government vaults of 
specie has been so persistently practiced has been a mystery to many, 
for it adds to the stability of any Government to have much specie 
in its vaults. 

It is because the Bank of England and the Bank of France and 
the Imperial Bank of the German Empire hold large reserves of the 
precious metals in their vaults that they command the confidence of 
the world, and any one at all conversant with the financial history 
of these banks knows that they are always using all possihle means 
to increase these reserves of coin and are ever fearful lest the out- 
flow of coin to other countries should reduce them. Our Govern- 
ment alone seems to act differently from these. Else why this lament 
which we have been compelled to listen to about the accumulation 
of silver in the vaults of the Treasury which has been sounded in our 
ears of late years until we have become quite surfeited of its repeti- 
tion? 

The friends of bimetalism have suspected that there was an ulterior 
purpose in this anxiety to crowd specie, especially the silver dollar, 
upon the people, and that purpose was to make this particular coin 
unpopular, and thus make enemies to favor its demonetization at 
some future day and make a return to the single standard of gold 
possible. But forewarned is forearmed, and although the silver dol- 
lars are a very cumbersome currency and expensive to handle, even 
in small quantities, yet its friends know that when held in reserve, 
should it even be piled up in great quantities if need be in vaults 
built for its especial reception, it then answers the same purpose as 
a basis upon which to issue an acceptable and honest currency as does 
its companion metal, gold. 

Let the precious metals accumulate in the vaults of the Govern- 
ment, and if there is not room to receive them build greater accom- 
modations for their reception, and then let the Government issue evi- 
dences of their presence in the shape of certificates for the currency 
of the people, but do not limit their denomination to ten or twenty 
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dollars, but give them of such denomination as the wants of trade 
shall demand. } 

That this may be possible hereafter is the purpose of this bill. 

As this bill may rightly be regarded as an additional step in contirm- 
ing the policy of bimetalism, it will not be improper to say that the 
friends of the dual standard hope that the balance of trade in favor of 
this country will continue for a long time to come, and that the flow of 
the stream of gold and silver from the shores of the Old World to those 
of the New may last for years, and that the mines of the country will 
continue the output in such quantities as to keep the relative pro- 
portions of the sister metals about the same as they are now, and 
thus make good money abundant in the land. 

The people desire much good money ; the merchant finds more pleas- 
ure in his business when money is plenty even if prices are higher, 
and the laborer prefers a high rate of wages even if his savings are 
not greater than at a lower rate. A greater sense of dignity attaches 
to labor when it can command a large price. 

These are some of the principal reasons why monometalism will 
never be popular with the masses of the people. 

It is well understood by most people that to return to a single 
metal as a standard of value, be it either gold or silver, would result 
in a large contraction of all values excepting evidences of indebted- 
ness; for when the last sequence is reached in this argument, whether 
it is advisable to have one or two metals as a standard of value, it 
is found to be, so far as capitalists are concerned, a question of self- 
interest without regard to the interests of the people at large. 

Monometalists generally represent people who hold claims which 
others must pay, and it is therefore plain why so many in England, 
to whom all the world is indebted, should be in favor of a single 
standard, and that the money with which these debts are to be paid 
should be scarce and dear. 

It is even no great conundrum why so many people of the New 
England or Eastern States, they being largely creditors of the bal- 
ance of the country, should be great enemies of the silver dollar and 
desire the single standard of gold, for in that case they would receive 
payment in a currency of a much greater value than they do when 
the double standard maintains. 

The people of the East to this day maintain that the act remone- 
tizing silver was unjust to them because it reduced the value of the 
evidences of indebtedness held by them, which they claim were con- 
tracted at a time when the business of the country was done upon a 
gold basis only, when payment in anything else than legal-tender 
currency was intended to be made. 

But the usual answer made to this statement by the friends of the sil- 
ver dollar, that its demonetization was surreptitiously accomplished 
without the consent of the people of this country, must suffice in this 
instance also. 

Bimetalism obtains in the United States, and we believe that the 
more fully our financial interests are discussed and understood the 
more firmly will it become established. 

The measure under consideration authorizing the issue of silver 
certificates of smaller denominations will greatly assist to this end if 
it in the wisdom of the House should become a law. But this bill 
should not only become a law because it will more firmly establish 
the policy of the double standard in this country, but for many minor 
reasons, to some of which I will, with the indulgence of the House, 
briefly refer. 

The greater convenience of paper to that of the cumbersome silver 
dollar need not be longer dwelt upon and is self-evident to every one. 

The fact that the Government of the United States has been and is 
now withdrawing from circulation national-bank notes of the smaller 
denominations makes it advisable that these proposed silver certifi- 
cates of like denomination be furnished in their stead. The people 
relinquish these small bills referred to above with such great reluct- 
ance that they keep many in circulation, notwithstanding they are 
very ragged and much torn and defaced. 

The loss of weight in the use of coin and the loss of coin in the many 
accidents and incidents to which it is exposed by land and water is 
considerable and total, and of benefit to no one. 

The loss of paper circulation is a loss to the individual losing it, ’tis 
true, but redounds to the profit of the Government issuing it. 

Of the fractional currency issued by the Government in former 
years there was unredeemed, according to the report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency on the Ist of November, 1881, over $15,000,000, 
and it is estimated that nearly all ef this has been lost and will never 
be presented for redemption. 

If the coin is in the vaults of the Government and of the banks in- 
stead of being in the hands of the people, its increase and decrease 
are more rapid indicators of the fluctuations and changes in the finan- 
cial markets of the world, and form a much more reliable basis for 
financial calculations. 

To the extent that a government becomes the depositor of the specie 
of the people and issues its certificates for the same, to that extent 
it commands their confidence and develops patriotic devotion to the 
government in the hearts of the people. 

Who will deny that the greenback during the late war greatly 
cemented the bond of union among our people, and will not the 
holders of its certificates become its defenders and sustainers? 

Having confidence that this measure, for the above reasons, com- 
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mends itself to the best judgment of the members of this House, | 
now leave it for your consideration. 


IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD. 


Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, in the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. ORTH,] also the one introduced by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Cox,] we are invited to consider a ques- 
tion of supreme importance. Are American citizens deprived of 
liberty and the icin of pursuing peaceful avocations on British 
soil or in Ireland, which is not British soil, without sufficient cause 
or in contravention of law? I wish my friend from Indiana had been 
more explicit in the matter of inquiry, and knowing the difficulties 
that may and doubtless will be interposed by the British authorities 
lest the outrages upon American citizenship should be exposed, I 
would have greatly preferred that the Secretary of State should 
have been instructed to order an investigation by our minister at the 
court of St. James, and our consuls in Ireland especially to personally 
see imprisoned American citizens and investigate charges conceived, 
in my opinion, by a cabal in Downing street and preferred by British 
authority in Ireland under a suspension of the writ of habeas corpus 
against native and adopted citizens of this Republic, and report at 
the earliest moment practicable, faithfully and dispassionately, the 
violent summary incarceration, the utter disregard of all amenities 
that civilized nations usually accord to men clothed with the armor of 
citizenship—men the peers, if not greatly the superiors, of their jailers. 

Sir, I am not an advocate of any policy in which this Government 
may engage toward other governments that is not right, and de- 
manded by a healthy stalwart American sentiment. Satisfied the 
policy is not wanting in these essentials, that it rises up to the com- 
manding station and dignity of American statesmanship—a policy jus- 
tified in the principles upon which our system is based, indorsed by 
the people—I would favor its assertion as earnestly, as uncompro- 
misingly toward the British Government as toward any other State or 
commonwealth, however humble, where American citizenship might 
be trifled with or disregarded. The flag that “braved a thousand 
years the battle and the breeze” should not have a speeial niche as- 
signed it in the temple of national sentiment to be favored with ex- 
ceptional immunity. That flag represents a political order wholly 
antagonistic to the Republic, and should not have any consideration 
that could not be extended consistently to any other government, 
civilized or barbaric, whose recognition of national or tribal honor is 
sufficiently honest to accept its teachings and submit to its prompt- 
ings in its intercourse with other states or nations. I know diplo- 
macy pursues at times peculiar methods, and to one not in possession 
of State secrets apparently a very effeminate, if not pusillanimous 
course of conduct might be assumed to characterize the considera- 
tion of grave and important questions. To England’s eredit be it 
said, she is prompt and bold in the protection of her citizens abroad. 
Her proverbial firmness in the assertion of the sacredness of citizen- 
ship commands the respect of even those who have little reason to 
respect her humanity, and mnch cause to remember the cruelties and 
persecutions to which they were subjected. Oppressive and tyran- 
nical she undoubtedly is, but fearless and firm in demanding recog- 
nition for the citizen who invokes the protection of the flag. 

Mr. Chairman, 2 few years since we had an opportunity of admiring 
the haughty perturbed Briton cavalierly demanding the persons of 
Messrs. Mason and Slidell, envoys of the southern confederacy, who 
were passengers aboard a ship floating the union-jack. They were 
not British citizens, neither were they the emissaries of that govern- 
ment. They had entered upon a mission unfriendly to this Govern- 
ment. They were politically and positively its enemies, and yet 
their persons were declared by British diplomats sacred. That his- 


toric flag, alike the emblem of spoliation in Ireland and India, was 
insulted. This nation was pronounced guilty of a high crime, and, 


whether the thought was soothing to national pride is unimportant 
now, we yielded up the captives and complacently submitted to the 
démand. 

One great secret of England’s power is the alacrity with which she 
vindicates the dignity of her citizens, as I have already said, abroad. 
She is less solicitous when the subject is a wage worker in the factory 
or mines at home or starving on the roadsides and rotting in the jails 
of Ireland. In her foreign policy she is pronounced, and the tradi- 
tional drum-beat, as it encircles the earth, is hailed by the voyager 
“2 message and assurance that to secure protection he needs but to 
ask it. 

I submit, sir, in all candor and earnestness, citizenship should be 
as ennobling in the republic, not less dignified and respected than 
under the monarchy, its inviolability quite as sacred and assuring. 
I think I am justified in saying no nation of modern times, no people 
on earth to-day, are as jealous of their personal rights as are the 
Americans, and no other people would make greater sacrifices for coun- 
try and flag than they are capable of making. And yet men who car- 
ried that flag to victory have been and are now imprisoned simply 
on suspicion of being inimical to a political system that would con- 
sign the masses to « degradation too humiliating to be tolerated. 
Men who struck blows for the Republic are to-day the victims of 
British tyranny, the insignia of their citizenship ignored, justice dis- 
regarded, the sanctity of their personal liberty violated, this land of 
their birth or adoption spurned, contemned, defied. 
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Mr. Chairman, diplomacy has its proprieties, I recognize them, and 
it would be bad taste upon my part to assume that the State Depart- 
ment is either unwilling or unprepared to extend to these victims of 
aristocratic hate and hypocrisy such protection as they have every 
right to expect from this Government. When Rome had achieved 
triumphs in arms and art, to be a Roman citizen was to be respected, 
and in the thought of the significance and dignity of citizenship was 
enshrined the ideal grandeur that rendered that people invincible. 
The history of our country, of progress, civilization, proves very con- 
clusively that the State needs the citizen. You cannot with safety 
emasculate him, but should always by unremitting attention deserve 
his confidence, command his devotion and fidelity. The politicaland 
social compacts recognize reciprocity, and a government that vio- 
lates its obligation to the citizen by failing to protect him is as defi- 
cient in the essential attributes that assure loyalty and respect as is 
the social monster whose mission is to prey on where it should pro- 
tect the individual, and neither can long successfully trifle with the 
great duties devolving on them, but must inevitably disappear, to be 
succeeded by a political or social order in accord with the genius of 
the age and the spirit of investigation that cares but little for parch- 
ment prerogative, preferring to deal with the questions affecting the 
welfare, happiness, and real independence of the masses. 

Sir, to my mind our duty is plain, and should be performed in a 
manly, American way. American citizens are imprisoned, the mere 
caprice of some hireling of the Government of England being quite 
sufticient for all the purposes of Mr. Gladstone. Is not the burden of 
proof of guilt resting on Mr. Gladstone and his professional patriots 
who are intrusted with the maintenance of law and order in Ireland ? 
Is any proof vouchsafed? Do the satraps manifest the slightest re- 
spect for American public opinion? No, sir! The writ of habeas cor- 
pus is suspended, and the American citizen and Irish members of the 
British Parliament are equally subjected to the rigors and brutalities 
of prison life. The men, Mr. Chairman, for whom my voice is raised 
should be heard; they are American citizens. In their behalf I in- 
voke Congress to utter no uncertain sounds, but brave, bold words, 
demanding their release or speedy trial. Sir, the prisoners who are 
not American citizens, whether members of Parliament or taken from 
less pretentious walks of life, I sympathize with. They are not nor 
can they be properly connected with this inquiry. Mr. Gladstone may 
be consistent in resorting to the tactics of his illustrious prototype of 
Naples in exhausting his collection of persecuting appliances to stamp 
out free thought in Ireland. The people are at his mercy, and must 
trust for a modification of pains and penalties to Irish national senti- 
ment, a heroic determination to adhere to the fortunes, and loyally 
yield obedience to the mandates of their imprisoned martyrs and 
chiefs, confident that the good and noble of every land will yield 
them an active, generous sympathy. 

Time and these forces may break the prison bars. The educator is 
abroad, and I think there is but a very limited number of Irishmen 
to-day in Ireland or elsewhere who indulge in the cheerless expecta- 
tion of escape for Mr. Parnell and his fellow-sufferers through the 
devious mazes of that treacherous, illusive “mockery, delusion, and 
snare,” the British constitution. 

Iadmire Mr. Parnell and his compatriots, and sincerely regret that 
their British citizenship is ignored and the ‘glorious British consti- 
tution” invoked, as it ever has been, for the oppression of the men 
who would serve their country. No men were ever made of sterner 
stuff. To him and them humanity is deeply indebted; their suffer- 
ings for the right must wherever truth is venerated enshrine their 
names in lofty sentiment, simple annal, impartial history ; and the 
sermons preached mid suffering and persecution, theexultant shout of 
‘no surrender” uttered in prison cells, isheard away upon the mount- 
ain tops and down in the valleys, awaking resolves and stimulating 
revolt against the genius of feudalism, and I think I may add the 
voice from Irish bastiles will electrify the millions with the inspira- 
tion, ‘‘compensation for honest toil, and death to a heartless landed 
aristocracy.” To the great work of land reform in Ireland, to which 
Mr. Parnell and others have dedicated their best efforts, I am proud 
to be able to say his race may be found on the picket-line in the ad- 
vance, and I think I speak the sentiment of his countrymen in Amer- 
ica when I assert they look with an unwavering faith for that glad 
«lay, near at hand I hope, when their brothers in the land of their 
nativity can demand, and enforce that demand, homes for the people, 
and next in order, Irish independence. 

Mr. Chairman, Ireland, as has been well said, is the modern Niobe 
of nations. Her sufferings I shall not attempt to portray. She has 
called plaintively on occasions of famine, the seas of British legis- 
lation, on a generous American people, and she never has called in 
vain. Generous beyond comparison, the people thus saved are grate- 
ful in the full measure of their appreciation of kindness, and in no 
Jand has this country more devoted, unyielding, self-sacrificing 
friends and admirers than may be found in Ireland. 

Mx. Chairman, this Irish question is regarded by some as absorbing 
too much attention, and large-hearted Americans of my acquaintance 
are wont to say, ‘‘ This agitation is too troublesome—the Irish are im- 
practicable and turbulent.” This charge may seem plausible, and to 
men who think but little upon the subject—engrossed in thought on 
matters nearer home—the conclusion seems logical. It is said the 
French fight for an idea; hence the mutations and extraordinary revo- 
dJutions presented in their history; and few will deny that, though 
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their philosophy may not be thoroughly utilitarian, that nation, con- 
sidering first its traditions and secondly its political surroundings, has 
exerted and is exerting an influence against tyranny that cannot easily 
be estimated. I believe, sir, and I think most persons who give the 
matter any thought will agree with me, that no people in Europe 
during the past seven hundred years, since the day of Strongbow’s 
invasion, the first successful land-stealing expedition into Ireland 
down to the present, has more persistently protested against being 
plundered, and neverfor one moment have they been so denationalized 
as to proclaim their submission to the so-called conqueror; and if a 
stern, unyielding, undying hatred of rapacity and oppression, a holy 
horror of slavery, an unquenchable desire to be free is admirable in 
Poland, Italy, India, and Africa, why should this divine aspiration 
be condemned or considered ignoble when cultivated and cherished 
by Irishmen? 

Mr. Chairman, the Irish may be troublesome. So have thought 
their enemies on every historic battle-field, with few exceptions, of 
the past three hundred years. So think their oppressors. Such will 
be the opinion of many eminent gentlemen who read but of their 
vices and are taught to deny their virtues. Yet, in defiance of power, 
wealth, and an arrogant aristocracy, they persist in kindling free- 
dom’s fires; they band closer together, and even in their fight for 
bread in this practical, utilitarian age there isa moment they devote 
to love of country, the purest type of patriotism. I again, sir, trust 
the members of the Forty-seventh Congress will dare to meet the 
issue made by England in a spirit thoroughly American, and there- 
fore right. The sentiment is here, and will sustain the people’s rep- 
resentatives in demanding for Irish-American citizens now incar- 
cerated in Irish jails fair play. The 15,000,000 in America Irish 
by birth or extraction, who have never abdicated their republican 
manhood by singing pans to British statesmen or their apologists, 
honored in citizenship, ask that this Government now, not in a spirit 
of bravado, but in the name of civic and political rights, demand 
due consideration and regard to the dignity of citizenship, a speedy 
trial of the American citizens in accordance with law, or their im- 
mediate release. 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT, 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of this opportu- 
nity to call attention to a subject of great importance to my State, 
and shall discuss House bill No. 345, which is a bill “to compel the 
payment by the Kansas Pacific Railway Company of the cost of 
surveying, selecting, and conveying certain lands granted to it, and 
for other purposes.” 

The Kansas Pacific Railway Company earned the equitable inter- 
est in an immense body of public land by constructing its road in 
accordance with the provisions of the act of 1862. By the amenda- 
tory act of 1864 it was required to pay the expenses of surveying, 
selecting, and eonveying the lands, the Government performing this 
work itself; and the patent to those lands upon which these costs 
were not paid was ordered to be withheld until the costs were paid. 
In the mean time, however, the company is virtually in full possession, 
not only of the lands to which it holds patent, but also of those upon 
which it has not paid the required costs and the legal title to which 
remains in the Government. It exercises all the functions of abso- 
lute ownership over the whole body of the grant, except such tracts 
as it has alreadysold. It mortgages these lands as the chief security 
for its large issues of bonds; it publicly advertises them for sale on 
six or eleven year contracts, and for cash. When a sale is completed 
it gives its warranty deed, or, if the buyer demands patent, it pays 
the costs of survey on the specific tract and patent issues. 

Under two decisions of the United States Supreme Court those 
lands on which the required costs have not been paid and to which 
patent has not issued are exempted from local taxation, being legally 
the property of the United States. The result is that all of the com- 
pany’s unpatented land in Kansas evades payment of its share of the 
public burden. At the prices asked by the company for these lands 
they are worth over $13,000,000; and, at the rates of levy by the sev- 
eral counties on adjacent tracts, more than a quarter of a million 
of dollars are thus annually withheld from the county and State 
treasuries. The company intentionally, persistently, and with malico 
aforethought neglects to pay the required costs, in order to evade 
the taxation of its lands, and for other purposes. The objeet of 
House bill 345 is to compel payment by the company of these costs, 
and for other purposes. 

FACTS. 

The following figures are collated from an official statement by 
Hon. N. C. McFarland, Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
which is appended: 

The length of the Kansas Pacific Railway is 638.6 miles; of which 
431 are in Kansas, and 207.6 in Colorado. The first section of the 
road was accepted by the President October 28, 1865, and the last 
section October 19, 1872; the whole road being officially accepted 
October 22, 1872. The estimated area of the lands granted is 6,000,000 
acres; of which 4,000,000 are situated in Kansas, and 2,000,000 in Col- 
orado. The company paid costs and accepted patents on all the land 
earned by it until May 8, 1866, amounting to 8,542 acres. Since that 
date it has only taken patént to lands sold by it, and to which the 
buyer required a perfect title. The survey of the public lands in 
Kansas was completed in 1875, by and at the expense of the United 
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States. The ‘costs of selecting” are more commonly known as 
‘‘Jand-oftice fees.” The costs of ‘‘conveyance” are the clerical fees 
for drafting a patent. 
COMPANY’S LAND IN KANSAS. 
On January, 1, 1882, the account of lands granted to the company 
and situated in the State of Kansas was as follows: 


Acres patented to the company......-.. idetate oaewt Lewadibaredpeas 
Acres not patented 


883, 772 
3, 116, 228 









TOUR WUMMUET OF GOTO... . < - 0.55 w ccc cece cw ccccececcecsaeces 4, 000, 000 
Acres selected, but not patented...........-.----- 2-2 eee nee e eee eee 51, 327 
Acres not selected nor patented.......... Cae ERd osm Seuhttn Relke Camas 3, 064, 901 
Acres on which costs of survey, selection, and conveyance are due. . 3, 064, 901 


Acres on which costs of survey and conveyance are due.....-.-..--- 3, 116, 228 
The cash account on the Kansas lands is as follows: 


Costs of surveying. 


On lands not selected (estimated)......------------------ eee eee eee ee $61, 000 00 
On lands selected, but not patented .............-.--- +--+. ------ ese e ee _ 545 49 
On Jands patented. ........ 2... eee n ence eee n en cece eee teen ecee eens 17,125 81 

TN a a cauicen cn vngeascadntabwaceeesing 78, 671 30 
Repaid by the company.....------.-- sige wp y ape ceenssteadepsccuteekes 17,125 81 
Due from the company. ......-.----------e eee cece ence ence een nceces 61, 545 49 


Costs of selecting. 


Paid by company on lands patented........-..--.-----+----0--- eee eee 9, 852 00 


Paid by company on lands not patented.........-..------+----+++--++- 641 11 
Total PRIA Vy COMPANY « .. - 220202. e cece ncccccenese-secceceses 10, 493 11 


Due and unpaid by company on unselected lands (estimated). -...-.. 58, 310 00 


Total cost of selection 48, 803 11 


Costs of conveyance. 
Paid by company for patents......-..--..------- +0 - eee eee ee ee ee ee 


Due from company on Kansas lands. 


164 00 


Conte Of GUFVGYING. ........cccnccncnnecscndncecccccccsccccennceseces 61, 545 49 
Costs of selecting. .......----- yon nee ee eee ene n ce ceennecmen ac cewsceeees 38, 310 00 
Costs of conveying not determinable. 

DOU Bae THOR DOMNPONG sooo nov en cocccccccccnwccccccccesccccs 99, 855 49 


COMPANY'S LAND IN COLORADO. 


Acres patented to company....-..--.--.--- eee cece ee cee eee ceeceeeee 
Acres not patented 


23, 893 66 
1, 976, 106 34 





Costs of surveying. 
Due from company (estimated). ........---------eeee eee eee eee ee ees 79,000 00 
Paid liy COMPpPANy....... 2.020. ncccncccescrcecsccsscccnecccccwsccecces 1,010 58 
Total cost to the United States .......... pedocsdeseecun cnacis esis 80, 010 58 

Costs of selecting. 
Costs paid by company. ........- 02.2.0 -0- sce ce cece ee cece cece ee cceeeee 303 90 
Costs due from company (estimated) ..........--.-.--.-----------++-- 24,700 00 
RT RN sin onsin en. .cucascevenmneszes doce sosececss 25,003 90 

Oosts of conveying 
POG WY COMNPOMY.. oo ccs cccccccccces cece cccceccocceccceseeecscce 7 00 


Due from company not determinable. 
ON THE ENTIRE ROAD. 


Costs of surveying to the United ED ionic pausnccestnchssugcacchve 158, 681 88 


RE MINI ns 6G. w Suinnb en cenneseuccceceeces tanceteceseccduceee 73, 897 O1 
Ree ir CUTER) BO GOED. 66 no once nce ecc cae c cee ecncccsecaenne 171 00 

UNE ONE OD WMOOE BERLES.. a... cc cee enna cncncccnesiens 232, 659 89 
MINE TE IOS won s Sac etnecnccccccvececcccnendcoescecevccesacs 29, 649 89 


Due from company. ...-.-.-.--------- oh caine p ssn wecieinenacavene deeeecs 203,010 00 


In discussing this measure, which was suppressed in the last Con- 
gress and will be vigorously opposed by the company in this one, my 
chief purpose at present is to present the legal points involved, with 
such references to the Statutes at Large as will enable gentlemen read- 
ily to investigate the matter. Words inclosed by parentheses in a 
quoted section of the act of 1862 indicate an amendment by the act 
of 1864. 

LEGAL HISTORY. 

The original statute, approved July 1, 1852, (volume 12, page 489,) 
after providing for the incorporation of the Union Pacitie Railroad 
Company and for right of way, enacts: 

Sec. 3. That there be, and is hereby, granted to the said company for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construotion of said railroad andtelegraphline * * * every 
alternate section of public land, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of five 
(ten) alternate sections per mile on each side of said railroad, on the line thereof 
and within the limits of ten (twenty) miles on each side of said road not sold, re- 
served, or otherwise disposed of by the United States, and to which a pre-emption 
or homestead claim may not have attached at the time the line of said road is defi- 
nitely fixed. * * * And allsuch lands so granted by this section which shall 
not be sold or disposed of by said company within three years after the entire road 
shall have been completed shall be subject to settlement and pre-emption like other 
lands, at a price not exceeding $1.25 per acre, to be paid to said company. 

Section 4, which presents the main point in dispute, designates the 
times when and mode in which patents to the lands earned should 
be issued. In order that the company might draw its pay during the 
progress of the work, provision is made that the road may be built 
in links or sections of forty consecutive miles each ; that upon the com- 
pletion of such a section the work should be inspected by three com- 
missioners appointed by and acting for the President of the United 
States; and that his approval of their certificate should be the ‘time 
when” the legal title to the adjacent lands should be divested from 
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the United States and absolutely vested in the company. 
used italics to call attention to this point. 







I have 


Sec. 4. That whenever said company shall have completed forty consecutive miles 


of any —_— of said railroad and telegraph line, ready for the service contem- 
plated by = 
first-class railroad, * * 


this act, and supplied with all * the necessary contenant of a 
* the President of the United States shall appoint three 
commissioners to examine the same and report to him in relation thereto; and if 


it shall appear to him that forty consecutive miles of said railroad and telegraph 


line have been completed and equipped in all respects as required by this act, then, 
upon certificate of said commissioners to that etlect, patents shall issue CONVEYING 
the right and title to said lands to said company, on each side of the road as far as 
the same is completed, to the amount aforesaid ; and patents shall in like manner 
issue as each forty miles of said railroad and telegraph line are completed, upon 
certisicate of said commissioners. 

It is impossible to designate with greater precision a future date 
which must necessarily be contingent upon the’performance of some 
act by another. It would not have been more precise to say that ‘‘ the 
first patent shall issue Octeber 28, 1865, the second December 20, 
1865,” and so on, than to say that— 

Wheneverit shall appear tothe President that forty consecutive miles of said road 
have been completed and equipped in all respects as required by this act, then, upon 
certificate of said commissioners to that effect, patents shall issue, and by their 
issuance the complete and final title shall be fully vested in the company. 

ACCEPTANCE OF SUBSIDY BONDS. 

Now, there was another form of subsidy to be paid to the company, 
and one which it regarded as more immediately valuable, because 
more readily convertible into cash, namely, United States 6 per cent. 
thirty-year bonds, to the amount of $16,000 per mile, or $640,000 per 
forty-mile section. At what times or dates should these be issued? 
That was an important consideration, because the company could, 
and I have little doubt did, build the road at a cost of about ten 
thousand dollars per mile. Similar bonds of the United States were 
worth 110 in 1865, and any day it could have realized from $17,000 
to $18,000 cash per mile. Hence, after completing a few sections of 
road, it could by the sale of these bonds obtain the cash with which 
to build succeeding sections. The practical worth of this privilege 
is evident, and the necessity of designating the times when these 
bonds should be payable is equally evident. 

Now, precisely the same times and mode fixed for the issue of 
patents were determined for the issue of bonds. When, therefore, 
by accepting the several issues of bonds the company assented to 
the dates on which those issues were due and payable, by that act it 
assented to the several dates when the patents were due and deliver- 
able. If there were any question as to the specitic dates when the 
patents were to issue, its act in accepting the bonds would be acom- 
plete waiver of any right to decline a patent which it might other- 
wise have. Please notice the times and mode designated for theissue 
of bonds. 

Sec. 5. That, for the purposes herein mentioned, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall— 

When? 
upon the certisicate in writing of said convnissioners of the completion and oneness 
of forty (oneach and every section of not less than twenty) consecutive miles of said 
railroad and telegraph, in accordance with the provisions of this act, issue to said 
company bonds of the United States of $1,000 each, payable in thirty years after 
date, bearing 6 per cent. per annum interest, * * * tothe amount of sixteen of 
said bonds per mile for such section of forty (on each and every section of not less 
than twenty) miles, and to secure the repayment to the United States, as herein- 
after provided, of the amount of said bonds so issued and delivered, to said com- 

any, together with all interest thereon which shall have been paid by the United 
States, the issue of said bonds and delivery to the company shall ipso facto con- 
stitute a first mortgage on the whole line of the railroad an Co together 
with the rolling stock, fixtures and property of every kind and description. 

The sixth section specifies certain conditions immaterial to this dis- 
cussion. Section 7 requires the company to file its assent to the act 
within one year, and within two years to file a map of its proposed 
route: 

Whereupon the Secretary of the Interior shall cause the lands within fifteen 
(twenty-tive) miles of said designated route or routes to be withdrawn from pre-emp- 
tion, private entry, and sale; and when any portion of said route shall be finally 
located, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause the said lands hereinbefore 

sranted to be surveyed and set off as fast as may be necessary for the purposes 
herein named. 
LEAVENWORTH, PAWNEE AND WESTERN COMPANY. 

Such are the chief provisions relating to the Union Pacific Com- 
pany. The remaining sections affect other companies. The first of 
these is mentioned as follows: 

Sec. 9. That the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western Railroad Company of Kan- 
sas are hereby authorized to construct a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River, at the mouth of the Kansas River, * * * toa point on the one hun- 
dredth meridian * in Nebraska, (Fort Kearney.) upon the same terms and 
conditions in all respects as are provided in this act for the construction of the rail- 
road and telegraph line first mentioned. 

This company is required to file its acceptance of the conditions of 
the act within six months; and by section 10 to complete one hun- 
dred miles of road within two years after such filing, and one hun- 
dred miles per year thereafter until the whole is completed. 

AMENDATORY ACT OF 1864. 

The amendatory act of 1864, approved July 2, (xiii, 356,) by sec- 
tion 12 (page 361) changes the name of the “ Leavenworth, Pawnee 
and Western Railroad Company of Kansas” to the ‘‘ Union Pacific 
Railroal Company, Eastern Division,” and@ after authorizing the- 
building of the Leavenworth and Lawrence branch, provides that 
the company may extend its line beyond the one hundredth meridian 
‘to a connection with the Central Pacitic” of California. Denver, 
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Colorado, instead of Fort Kearney, Nebraska, thus becomes the 
objective point. f s 

Section 4 (xiii, 358) amends section 3 of the act of 1862 (xii, 492) 
by substituting the word “ten” for “five,” the word “twenty” for 
“ten,” and, in section 7, the word “twenty-five ” for “fifteen.” In 
other words, the belt of the grant is lengthened to 638 and is broad- 
ened from twenty to forty miles, giving every alternate section to 
the company ; while the belt of land closed against the homesteader 
is broadened from a width of thirty to that of fifty miles. This grant 
embraced 6,000,000 of acres of magnificent land, which if placed 
together would make a State greater in area than either Massachu- 
setts or New Hampshire, greater than the combined States of Rhode 
Island, Delaware, and Connecticut, and nearly equal to Maryland. 
‘¢There’s richness” for—the company ! 

But that isn’t the half of what Mr. Mantilini would call the ‘‘dem- 
nition total.” Section 9 grants United States bonds to the Kausas 
company at the rate of $16,000 per mile beyond the one-hundredth 
meridian ; and section 10 authorizes it, with the other companies, to 
issue its own bonds at the same rate per mile, thus giving it bonds 
of a face value of $32,000 per mile for a road that it built for about 
$10,000 per mile. Nor is that all. The sweetest plum in this won- 
derful pudding is the latter clause of section 10, (xiii, 560:) 

And the lien of the United States bonds shall be subordinate to that of the bonds 
of any or either of said companies hereby authorized to be issued on their respect- 
ive roads, property, and equipments. * * * And said section (5) is further 
amended by striking out the word ‘forty ” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
‘on each and every section of not less than twenty.” 

Section 4 of 1862 was not amended in this latter respect, and legally 
the patents to lands were only issuable upon the acceptance of a 
forty-mile section of road, though the practice of the Department 
was otherwise. 

TIMES FOR ISSUE OF PATENTS NOT CHANGED. 

It is a characteristic feature of the act of 1864 that whenever it, 
amends the act of 1862 the particular section to be amended is di- 
rectly specified inso many words. The only modification of section 4 
of 1862 (xii, 492) is made by section 6 of 1864, (xii, 359,) and author- 
izes, first, the appointment of three commissioners for each of the 
several roads; and, second, the delivery of bonds and patentsto the 
California company upon the completion of twenty miles of road, 
but to that company only. This amendment is to a proviso of the 
original section, and it is quite clear that when this section is thus 
modified by direct reference no other and indirect modification of it 
was intended. Nor is there anywhere in theactof 1864 any avowed 
attempt to change the original enactment as to the times when and 
the mode in which patents to lands should issue. 

There are but two otheracts which relate tothe Kansas road. That 
approved May 7, 1866, (xiv, 355,) extends the time for the comple- 
tion of the first hundred miles to June 27, 1866, and directs that 
the time for completing each succeeding hundred miles shall be 
reckoned from this date. 

The actof May 3, 1869, (xvi, 348, ) changes the name ‘‘ Union Pacific 
Railway Company, Eastern Division,” to ‘ Kansas Pacific Railway 
Company.” 





THE COMPANY'S PRETEXT. 

This 1864 burglary closes with the section under which alone the 
company alleges any excuse for its neglect to pay the costs of survey, 
making the specious plea that an ‘“‘option” is thereby given as to 
the times when patents are due and deliverable to it, or, in other 
words, that, although no reference is made to section 4 of 1862, this 
section is a modification of that one as to the times when the legal 
title shall pass from the United States and be vested in the company. 

Sec. 21. (xiii, 365.) That before any land granted by this act shall be conveyed 
to any company or party entitled thereto under this act, there shall first be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States the cost of surveying, selecting, and con- 
veying the same, by the said company or party in interest, as the titles shall be 
required by said company, which amount shall,without any further appropriation, 
stand to the credit of the proper account, to be used by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office for the prosecution of the survey of the public lands along the 
line of said road. and so from year to year until the whole shall be completed, as 
provided under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 22. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The attorneys of the company interpret this section as if it said 
simply and only that, ‘ Before patents shall issue the company shall 
first pay the cost of survey, selection, and conveyance, as (or when) 
the titles shall be applied for by the company.” They virtually hold 
that a patent is not deliverable until the company has paid the costs 


the company applies at the Interior Department for the patent; 
therefore, that the Secretary of the Interior cannot issue patents till 
the company pays these costs, and that the Attorney-General cannot 
sue them for costs which are not due until they apply for patent. It 
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When this bill was under consideration in the Senate the chair- 
man of the Public Lands Committee, Mr. HARLAN, of Iowa, offered 
an amendment which differs from this section in but three partien- 
lars: First, a transposition of the words “first” and ‘“be;” and, 
second, the insertion of the word “ gross” before “ cost,” so that this 
clause read: ‘‘ There shall be first paid into the Treasury of the 
United States the gross cost ofsurveying,” &c. Third, the clause “ as 
the titles shall be required by said company,” was omitted. He 
offered the amendment, with others prepared, I presume, in his com- 
mittee, and said: 

I move to amend the amendment by adding the following as an additional section. 


The object of this amendment is that the companies shall pay for the survey of 
their own land; that is, of the land that is to be granted to them under this bill. 
This has become almost necessary as it seemsto me. The entire receipts from the 
land system do not now more than pay the expenses of the system. The adoption 
of this bill will very greatly enlarge the work of the office here and the work in 
the field; and it seems to me that those who are to derive an advantage from the 
grant ought to pay at least for the survey of the land. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.—Congressional Globe, first 
session, Thirty-eighth Congress, volume 52, page 2403. 

The only other reference to the section that I have found is (Globe, 
volume 53, page 3480) at the close of a long conference report har- 
monizing numerous disagreements between the two Houses, where the 
section reads as at present, with the exception that the word ‘ title” 
is used instead of ‘ titles.” 

It is evident that the clause “as the titles shall be required by said 
company ” was inserted by the conference committees as a merely 
verbal amendment needed to perfect the enactment that the com- 
pany should pay the costs of survey, and at the same time needed to 
enable the company to obtain patents to adjacent lands upon the 
acceptance of a section of road. Without this clause the law would 
mean “that before any land granted by this act shall be conveyed” 
the company shall first pay all the costs on all the land embraced in 
the whole grant; the word “same,” in the clause “cost of surveying 
the same,” referring to all of “the land granted by this act,” instead 
of referring to the land adjacent to a particular forty-mile section of 
road. ‘ 

To avoid this construction it was necessary to indicate that the 
company should receive patent upon the acceptance of a forty-mile 
section of road after paying the costs; and the insertion of the 
clause “as the titles shall be required by the company” does pre- 
cisely that thing, and nothing more. 

HOW AND WHEN DID THE COMPANY ‘‘ REQUIRE” TITLE? 

Under these statutes how and when could the company “require ” 
title? What process or act does that word here designate? When its 
proper officer called on the Secretary of the Interior, and, having paid 
the costs of survey on a tract of land, “requested” a patent, was 
this merely clerical act the “requiring” contemplated by the law? 
So far from it, the statute neither directly nor by implication gave 
any authority whatever to the company even to ask, much less to de- 
mand, a patent. It had nothing more to do with the preparation or 
delivery of a patent than it did with the printing and signing of 
United States bonds. These were duties which the law expressly im- 
posed upon officers of the Government. 

The way, and the only possible way, in which the company could 
or ever did “require title” was by completing a forty-mile section of 
road, The only act in this matter which its officers could lawfully 
perform, even by implication, was the act of notifying the President 
that such a section of road was ready for inspection by his commis- 
sioners. At that point the action of the company ceased, and it had 
nothing whatever to do with the subsequent proceedings. 

The officers of the Government then appeared upon the stage. The 
President notified the three commissioners; they assembled, exam- 
ined the work, and reported to him. He transmitted his approval of 
their certificate to the Secretary of the Interior, who, if costs had 
| been settled, caused the lands to be listed, the patent drawn, signed, 

and sent to the company. Then the action of the Government 
ceased; and all that the officers of the company had to do in ob- 
taining a patent was to receive it, just as they did any other letter. 
They had no authority or business to make any application of any 
sort to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Hence, when the conference committee wished to enact that the 
company should receive patent upon the acceptance of a section of 
road by paying the required costs upon the suena lands, and not 





the case exactly by inserting the clause ‘as the titles shall be ‘re- 
quired’ by said company ;” because the act by which the company 


| “required” title was essentially different fromthe act of issuing the 


patent which conveyed the title. The first was performed by the 
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is a game of “ heads I win and tails you lose.” 
OBJECT AND MEANING OF SECTION 21. 

New this section was clearly designed to do a wholly different 
thing from that of legalizing any such base trickery. ~ 
1862 had not touched the question ‘‘ By whom shall the expenses of 
surveying, selecting, and conveying lands be paid—by the company | 
or by the Government?” In 1864 work was progressing on some of | 
the roads, and this issue naturally arose, the companies holding that | 
such expenses were properly payable by the Government, just as | 


were those of printing the United States subsidy bonds, | 





company, the second by the Governmertt. The company ‘ required 
title” by completing a section of road, because it thereby acquired 
the legal right to the lands, of which fact the patent was merely a 
legal certificate. But after this act was performed by the company 


The act of | many weeks must necessarily intervene before the act of issuing 


patent could be performed by the Government. 

Now, it was during these intervening weeks that section 21 was 
designed to operate, wnd it was during this period that the required 
costs became both due and payable. Survey fees were certainly not 





| due on lands adjacent to which no grading had been done. They 


were not due when even thirty-nine miles of road had been finished. 
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But all the costs, whether of survey, selection, or conveyance, became 
due when a forty-mile section of road was completed; and they 
became payable on the date that such section was accepted by the 
President. Under both statutes this completion of a section of road 
was the act by which, and fixed the date on which, the company 
‘‘yequired title.” Section 4, of 1862, provided that ‘whenever forty 
miles of road have been completed, then, upon certificate to that effect, 
patents shall issue.” On this date the statute of 1864 sets the 
machinery of section 21in motion by directing that ‘‘ before any land 
granted by this act shall be conveyed,” that is, patented, ‘‘there shall 
first be paid by the company the cost of surveying,” &c. When? 
‘‘Asthe titles are required by the company,” and between this date 
(of completing a section of road) and the date of the issue of patent 
conveying title. 

What provision of section 4 is altered by section 21? The com- 
pany claims that there is such an alteration as virtually repeals 
section 4. Ifso, some one of the essential factors in that section must 
be changed. But there is no change of the party who is to acquire 
the right to the grant, namely, the company. There is nochange of 
the act by the performance of which the company acquires this right, 
namely, the completion ofa section ofroad. There is no change either 
of the act by which or of the time when the company “requires 
title,” because its acquiring of the right to the land was necessarily 
and inseparably a requiring of the title as the legal certification of 
its acquired right. Since, then, there is no change of the party by 
whom a thing is to be done, of the way in which it is to be done, of 
the time when it is to be done, or of the time when it is to be certified 
as having been done, there is no alteration whatever of the essential 
factors of section 4. Section 21 repeals nothing, changes nothing, 
and modifies nothing. Allthat it does is to impose an additional obli- 
gation and to specify the period during which this obligation shall 
be discharged. It enacts, first, that the company shall pay the cost 
of surveying, selecting, and conveying certain lands; second, the 
date when these costs shall become due and a subsequent date before 
which they shall be paid; and, third and chiefly, that with the 
moneys so received the Land Commissioner shall “without further 
appropriation” prosecute the survey of the public lands along the 
line of the road, from year to year, until the whole shall be completed. 
Is the laying of this new obligation upon the company any release- 
ment or modification of former and different obligations? Is there any 
antagonisin between the new and the old obligations or any conflict 
between the respective provisions as toeach? Certainly not. Where, 
then, is the virtual repeal of the original statute or even the least 
modification of it, which the attorneys of this wealthy corporation 
allege ? 

I am not a lawyer, but have observed that broad common sense is 
apt to be good constitutional law, at least in the higher courts. A 
legal friend kindly suggests as an old definition of “law,” ‘law is 
the rule of reason.” But I believe it is acanon of construction that 
where two opposing views can be taken of an amendment, that one is 
to be adopted which harmonizes the amendment with the original 
statute, and the act as amended is to be construed accordingly or in 
pari materia. In this instance only one view of the purpose and mean- 
ing of the amendment can be taken as I read it, but if there be an- 
other, and if that other construction would virtually repeal the origi- 
nal, then I submit thatunder this recognized canon section 21 would 
still have to be construed as above indicated, because under this in- 
terpretation it is in complete accord and perfect harmony with the 
original. And in thisconnection I press the fact previously stated, 
that whenever the act of 1864 seeks to amend that of 1862 the par- 
tioeular section of the latter is always specified ; that, while a proviso 
of section 4 was thus amended, yet nowhere is there any other refer- 
ence to it; thatifthis section21 were designed to be such anamend- 
ment the fact would be expressed; and that, there being no such 
reference in section 21, it was not designed to be, as in fact it is not, 
a modification of section 4. 

ORIGINAL STATUTE MANDATORY. 

If this position be correct, then the provisions of 1862 as to the 
complete transfer of the title from the United States to the company 
are in full force. 
section 4? 

Then, upon certificate of said commissioners to that effect, patents shall issue 
conveying the right and title to said lands to said company. 

It ordains the complete conveyance of the title as well as of the 
right from the United States to and intothe company. It is not that 
patents ‘‘may be” issued or ‘‘may be” either accepted or declined, but 
patents shall issue conveying the right and title to the company. 

No law can be more exactor mandatory. It does not deal in details, 
it embraces them. With the precision of a military order and the 
force of a cyclone, it covers all preliminaries and sweeps away all 
obstacles, especially all quibbles, by ordaining that patents shall 
issue at the times designated. 

The greater includes the less. Whatever was needed to be done 
by governmental officers in surveying the lands, in listing tracts, in 
drawing or delivering patent, it peremptorily commands them to do. 
And whatever was needed to be done by the company, whether in 
paying costs of survey, land-oftice fees, patent fees, or fees for record- 
ing title in the proper county, the Jaw with equal absoluteness com- 
mands the company to do. 

The officers of Government have fully obeyed this mandate, so 








What language can be more absolute than that of 
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the lands, and stand ready to issue patent. On the other hand, the 
company wilfully and designedly avoids the law, and by this avoid- 
ance prevents the officers of Government from completing their 
obedience. Whereupon the company sets up its own premeditated 
avoidance as a legal barrier against the taxation of these lands by 
the States in which they are located. Greater audacity was never 
witnessed. 
THE TRICK SUCCESSFUL. 

But thus far the trick has been successful. The question has twice 
been before the United States Supreme Court. First, in the case of 
the Kansas Pacific Railway Company vs. Prescott, and, second, in'that 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company rs. McShane etal. I quote 
the syllabi: 

1. The proviso in the twenty-first section of the act of July 4, (2d) 1864, amenda- 
tory of the act of July 1, 1862, toaid the Kansas Pacitic Railway in the construction 
of its road, requiring the prepayment of the cost of surveying, selecting, and con- 
veying the lands, requires the prepayment as to lands granted by the original act 
as well as to those granted by the amendatory one. 

2. Althongh lands sold by the United States may be taxed before the Govern- 
ment has parted with the legal title by issuing a patent, this principle is to be un- 
derstood as applicable only to cases where the right to the patent is complete, and 
the equitable title fully vested, without anything more to be paid or any act done 
going to the foundation of the right. 

3. Hence, when there has been a large grant, (as ex. gr. to a great railroad com- 
pany to aid in the construction of its road,) if prepayment by the grantee of the 
cost of surveying, selecting, and conveying the lands granted be required by the 
statute making the grant before any of the lands ‘‘ shall be conveyed," or if the 
grant contains a proviso that any of the lands granted and not sold by the com- 
pany within three years after the final completion of the road shall be liable to be 
sold to actual settlers under the pre-emption laws at a price named per acre, the 
money to be paid to the company, no title (in the firstinstance unless there be the 
required payment nor in the second instance at all) vests in the grantee in such a 
way as that a tax sale will divest the Government title. 


RAILWAY COMPANY V8. M’SHANE. 
1. The Railway Company vs. Prescott (16 Wallace, 603) modified and overruled, 


so far as it asserts the contingent right of pre-emption in lands granted to the 
Pacific Railroad Company to constitute an exemption of those lands from State 
taxation. 

2. But affirmed so far as it holds that lands, on which the costs of survey have not 
been paid, and for which the United States have not issued a patent to the com 
pany, are exempt from State taxation. 

3. Where, however, the Government has issued the patent. the lands are taxa- 
ble, whether payment of those costs have been made to the United States or not. 
(Railway Company vs. McShane et al., 22 Wallace, 444.) 

If the point be made that the existing law clearly requires the 
company to pay costs and take patent, and therefore that further 
legislation is unnecessary, I reply, first, that what the law is to-day 
it has been every day since 1864; that during these eighteen years 
no effort has been made to enforce it; and that the same causes which 
have induced this inaction will continue to operate with equal effect. 
Second, that the Legislature and people of Kansas can be afforded 
the justice for which they petition much more quickly and cheaply 
by the passage of this bill than by judicial proceedings. 

¢FFECT OF THE COMPANY'S INTERPRETATION. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let ussuppose that the interpretation alleged by 
the company is the correct one. Let us admit that its lands cannot 
be taxed till a patent issues; that patent cannot lawfully issue before 
these costs are paid; that the costs are not due, and therefore that 
their collection cannot be enforced, till the party by whom they are 
to be paid chooses to apply for patent. Let us admit, in other words, 
that under existing law the power of the United States to collect 
money advanced for surveys, and the power of two States to assess 
the common tax upon kingly domains within their jurisdiction, hinge 
and flutter upon the sheer caprice of thiscompany. How long is this 
anomaly in equity, this outrage upon justice, this hideous monstrosity 
in legislation, to be endured? When will a money-making corpora- 
tion, governed solely by views of self-interest, pay into the national 
Treasury $100,000 costs simply in order that it may be made to pay, 
annually, $250,000 taxes on its Kansas lands? Will it apply for pat- 
ent until the last acre has passed from its possession ? 

HOW LONG WILL THE COMPANY HOLD THESE LANDS? 

But when willthat be? The average price of its 3,000,000 acres, 
as given in its official ‘““ Homestead” in 1879, was $4.30 per acre, and 
it has promptly availed itself of the increased value of all Kansas 
lands since that date, its sales averaging $4.83 an acre. In the edi- 
tion of that paper published last May by the general passenger agent 
and land commissioner of the company, I find land advertised for 
sale in the designated counties as worth on the market the following 
rates per acre: In Barton County, $6.50; in Ellis and Osborne, $7; 
in Rice, Morris, and Pottawatomie, $7.50; in Russell, Ellsworth, and 
Clay, $8; in Lincoln, $9; in Ottawa, $11; in Saline, Dickinson, and 
Davis, $12. Why, as a mere matter of business, should it not hold 
these lands till they bring $20, $30, or $50 an acre? It won't be long, 
nor can the company obtain as high interest by any other invest- 
ment. Mark you, these farms are in the heart of a State that during 
the last decade swelled its population from 365,000 to 1,000,000; 
a State much larger than the whole of New England, richer in soil 
than Ohio or Kentucky, and with a never-failing market for the bulk 
of its products only twenty-four hours westward among the caions 
and tunnels of the Rocky Mountains, a region destined to teem 
with a vaster population than even Kansas will feed. Can the com- 
pany do better than to hold, indefinitely, non-taxable lands which 
have already increased from 100 to 300 per cent. since coming inte 
its possession? With such inducements to withhold the $100,000 


| which it owes Government, when will it choose to pay this sum and 
far as lies in their power, ‘They have surveyed, platted and listed | apply for patent? Just so long as it owns a quarter-section the title 
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to that quarter will remain in Government. Under the existing law 
it successfully defies the Secretary of the Interior to issue patent; 
it laughs at the Attorney-General when he threatens suit for the 
$100,000, and, with its thumbs in the arm-holes of a capacious vest, 
it swaggeringly propounds to the Legislatures of Kansas and Col- 
erado the soothing conundrum of one William Tweed: ‘‘ What are 
you going to do about it?” : : ; eet 

Nor is this all. The same considerations which control it will 
equally control the men who purchase from it. By accepting its quit- 
elaim or warranty deed instead of demanding patent, they leave the 
title to their farms in the United States. When will they pay the 
required costs just in order that they may have this property taxed? 
Never. So that a body of land in Kansas equal in area to more than 
forty Districts of Columbia is forever to evade taxation. 

WHY SHOULD THIS PROPERTY ESCAPE TAXATION? 

In this connection permit me again to askaquestion I submitted en 
a former eccasion : 

Why should this enormors property be permitted to escape its share of the public 
burden? Does it not receive its full share of the public benetits, both directly and 
indirectly? The expenses of making, maintaining, and executing the public laws 
are borne by the taxpayers, and not in the least by theselands. Yet the permanence 
of boundaries, the right of possession as against trespasser or _———, the pre- 
servation of records, and the freedom of sale, collection, and transfer, are each and 
all maintained and enforced by the courts of the State and at the public expense. 

And, too, as adjacent lands are cultivated, as houses are erected and homes 
beautified, as schools, churches, and towns spring into vigorous life, the value of 
the company’s property is correspondingly and rapidly increased. But these are 
the indirect benetits of that security and civilization which law begets and law 
alone maintains. Then, upon what semblance of justice or upon what pretense of 
soulless legality can it be claimed that so vast a property, receiving such valuable 
benefits from society, should rightfully evade its quota of the common expenses 
necessary to the maintenance of society ? 


THE UNITED STATES SUBSIDY BONDS SECURED BY A CLOUDED MORTGAGE, 
But there is still another purpose which the company may have 
in avoiding patent. It received in addition to the lands bonds of the 
United States amounting to $6,303,000, bearing 6 per cent., and re- 
deemable in 1896-1898. January 1, 1882, the account stood thus, as 
shown by the Secretary of the Treasury: 


Outstanding principal December 31, 1881... ....-...-.-..------------ $6, 203, 000 00 
Emterest accrucd, but mot paid ...............----2 222... 222 eee 189, 090 00 
Interest paid by United States. ................----- 22-2 ee eee ee ee ee 5, 372, 973 09 

Ee Brio cd inka heawiakiedudecesacebvescebascopace 11, 865, 063 09 
Repaid by company in transportation service..........-.--------.- 2, 625, 289 51 
Debt of company to United States...............---.--------------- 9, 239, 773 58 


May 1, 1880, this debt was $8,864,579.77, so that since that date it has 
increased $375,193.81. These bonds which by the act of 1862 were 
a first mortgage upon the lands were made second to an equal amount 
of the bondsissued bythe company. Both classes mature at thesame 
time. When they are presented, the lands willproveto be the chief 
security for their payment. Suppose, however, that the other prop- 
erty of the road satisfies its own bonds—which it will not. Then the 
sole security for the United States bonds and interest will be these 
lands. Now, when the Attorney-General attempts to foreclose on the 
lands, why shall notthe company set up the plea that patenthad never 
issued; that the title remained in the United States, and therefore that 
the lands are not subject to foreclosurefor the company’s debt? The 


decisions of the Supreme Court in the cases cited might sustain the 
plea, and I think would. 


Nor, without further legislation, would the Government be able to 


sell the lands and appropriate the proceeds to the payment of the 
bonds; because, if these lands be not the property of the company 
they are then a part of the public domain, and this domain can only 
be sold to actual settlers under the provisions of the land laws. 

On the other hand, should the lands be attached by the holders of 
the company’s own bonds, as is likely, them certainly would this plea 
hold good, at least for the purposes of vexatious litigation and com- 
promise. And the United States Government would come in for a 
good share of the just opprobrium of such a swindle, because by its 
neglect in making or enforcing ‘its laws it permitted the fraud. 

Does anybody suppose that the company would hesitate to set up 
this plea, and to avail itself of the endless delays of litigation, if it 
possessed the opportunity so todo? It may he that great as are the 
other advantages accruing to it by its avoidance of patent this will 
prove to be greater than them all, in actnal cash. And the last ob- 
ject of my bill is to prevent the possibility of such a swindle and 
such a blot upon the stainless credit of our nation. 

JUSTICE OF THIS MEASURE. 

Why should this powerful corporation be treated a whit differently 
from any other delinquent or debtor? Why shall it not be compelled 
to disgorge the $63,000 due at the local land offices, where the poor- 


est homesteader, though shattered and crippled by his defense of the | 


dear old flag, must pay his fees, even if he be starving? Whyshould 
not 80 rich a corporation, out of its large earnings and before dividing 
itsprotits, be compelled to refund the $140,000 of survey fees generously 
advanced by a nation when staggering under the shock of war and 
struggling with a hugedebt? Mark you, this company was not in- 
cluded in the Thurmanact. It neither pays 5 per cent. nor a single 
penny of its plethoric earnings into a sinking fund for the redemp- 
tion of its United States bonds. 

Mr. Chairman, this measure is so clearly just that there can be no 
reasonable oe to the passage of bill 435. The provision that 
the company shall within ninety days pay these costsisevidently just. 


The provision that in the event of failure by the company the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall tender patent upon payment of costs, and in 
the event of continued failure that the Attorney-General shall insti- 
tute suit, is equally just. The provision that on the date of tender 
of patent these lands shall be taxable is also just, because such tender 
settles beyond peradventure the fact that the lands are practically 
in the possession of the company, and therefore subject to the condi- 
tions of private property as distinct from property of the United 
States. These provisions involve no legal questions as to vested 
rights, forfeitures, or cognate matters; they are simple, common, and 
necessary. Government has aright to collect the moneys due it from 
the company, the right to compel the company to pay these dues 
and to take the title to its property. And the only possible right 
which the company has is the right to be made to pay what it owes. 
the Government, and the right to have its property put upon an exact 
level with that of all other citizens of the United States. Is the com- 
pany a sovereignty and on a par with the United States, that its 
property is to be hedged about by the privileges that exempt the pub- 
lic domain? 
Cpon what meat doth this our Cesar feed, 
That he is grown so great? 

For the purpose, then, of collecting a debt long due the Govern- 
ment; for the purpose of placing the enormous property of this 
private corporation upon a level with that of other persons; for the 
purpose of perfecting a clouded title to lands mortgaged as security 
for United States bonds; for the purpose of preventing a blot on the 
nation’s credit; for the purpose of giving the relief prayed by the 
Legislature of Kansas in its memorial; for the purpose of enforcin 
evenhanded justice and doing a deed inherently and eternally right, 
let a stop be at once put to such trickery by the passage of this bill. 

I pagent herewith a reliable statement by counties of the railroad 
lands exempted from taxation and of the amount of taxes unjustly 
withheld from the county treasuries in 1880: 


Abstract of statements of the county clerks of certain counties in Kansas, 
showing the number of acres of land granted to the Kansas Pacific Rail- 
way Company by act of Congress of July 1, 1862, in their respective 
counties, and upon which no taxes can now be legally collected. 
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250| 293 17,017 20 
y 400! 375 26, 688 00 
MNEAN S405 vals snoh cen tacsacheustrece sos 2 300} 3 00 20, 044 80 
SND 5c cUhneie els xcewencides fish's 250) 440 | 1, 650 00 
Ottawa .......-..---------- 22-22 eee eee 000 200! 474 | 2,749 20 
RIN 6 Wag chops copes ccusieseceossinnssee |} 600) 350 | 9, 097 20 
POGUNTCUERED (65... ence ceric wen escacs | 300 230 | 5, 326 80 
NI i. ict adi xctn otis euaon deen AOD 5 coos ctcadenees | 148, 047 97 


Counties from which no statement 
has been received. 
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The number of acres given for this county and those following is taken from 
the statement of lands for sale and price per acre in the Kansas Pacific Homestead. 
an advertising paper published by said company, in November, 1879; and the 
assessed value per acre and the amount of tax levy on each $100 valuation are 
assumed, but considered fairly low. 
STATE OF Kansas, 
County of Davis, ss: 

Before me, P. V. Trovinger, county clerk within and for the county and State 

aforesaid, personally appeared Martin Mullins, of lawful age, who, being by me 





duly sworn, deposes and says, that the above abstract correctly shows the num- 
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ber of acres, the assessed value per acre of similar lands, and the tax levy on each 
$100 valuation as shown in the statements received by him from the county clerks 
of their respective counties as above set forth, and that said reports or statements 


were received by him in the month of March, 1880. 
MARTIN MULLINS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3d day of April, A. D. 1880. 
[SAL.] P. V. TROVINGER, County Clerk. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 7, 1881. 


Sir: I am in receipt of your letter of the 17th ultimo, in which you ask official 
information respecting lands granted to the Kansas Pacitic Railway Company by 
the acts of 1862, 1864, &c. You state that the information is desired as to the lands 
in Kansas, except when otherwise indicated, and ask: 

I. The date on which each of the several sections of road as contemplated by 
those acts was accepted by the United States Government, and the number of 
acres of land adjacent to each of such sections, respectively, to which the company 
became entitled by said acceptance. 

Il. The date on which the Government finally accepted the whole road; the 
number of acres of land in Kansas, and also the whole number of acres along its 
completed line to which it thus became entitled. 

. The date on which the public survey of said lands in Kansas was finished ; 
and the cost to the Government of surveying said railroad lands. 

IV. The number of acres of said lands for which patents have been issued to 
and taken by the company or its assigns; the amountof costs of surveying, select- 
ing, and conveying the same, paid by the company or its assigns; the number of 
acres for which the company has not paid such costs nor taken patent; and the 
total amount of such unpaid costs. 

The whole road was completed, and the last section accepted by the President, 
October 22, 1872. ‘The completion and acceptance of cach section will be stated 
farther on. 

No patents issued under the grant until after the completion of the road. 
patents as have issued, consequently, have been charged against the grant as a 
whole, and without reference to the several ‘‘sections” of the road adjacent to and 
opposite which the lands patented lie. I have, however, caused an examination to 
be made with reference to the several points named by you, and the resultis stated 
below, as nearly as practicable. 
The survey of the public lands in Kansas was completed in 1875. 

rt for that year, page 39.) 

ne estimated area of the grant is 6,000,000 acres, 4,000,000 acres of which lie in 
Kansas. 


Such 


(See annual 
re 


Kansas Pacijie Railway lands in Kansas, 
{Road constructed—Kansas City to west line of State.] 




















| Sm 62 2 is =Ss 
| £2 e: Bie Sued 
DA Sa Sw 43s Sea 3 
5 as Seo Zaxss 
Spction . a =° >a =~ae Sata 
Section number. ag. 33 | Zé 8 ey 
2 ® ».8 aos 28Es a pos 
= 225 gus Sask BBs pm 
a) -& & z a 
| Acres. Acres Acres. 
40 | Oct. 28, 1865 GRE favacicee sped cnlsverezenace eae 
22 | Dec. 20, 1865 | RAO bei Seoscthecleayiehits 
23 | May 8, 1866 SSE bet pancsicaccctsleonts ophcbedie 
20| July 17,1866) 23,095.51 12, 450. 26 3, 968. 00 
25 | Oct. 15, 1866 73,534.42 | 14, 678. 85 81, 600. 00 
25 | Jan. 22, 1867 137, 294. 77 | 1, 107. 45 131, 900. 00 
30 | May 4,1867} 247, 932. 23 | 590. 81 110, 600. 00 
25 | June 10, 1867 169, 619. 76 | 3, 266. 24 147, 114. 00 
24 | Aug. 12, 1867 58, 487. 09 4, 160. 14 244, 552. 00 
25 | Sept. 19, 1867 61, 322. 02 | 9, 792. 90 248, 885, 00 
26 | Oct. 25, 1867 44, 200. 30 | 320. 00 288, 279. 00 
20 | Dec. 2, 1867 21, 113. 52 | 800. 48 234, 086. 00 
30 | Jan. 9, 1868 SC AE de dso css cenpes 347, 974. 00 
25 | Apr. 27, 1868 2,658. 88 160. 00 317, 181. 00 
20 | May 30, 1868 |..............|-----2-.2..-- 256, 000. 00 
SAIS WE eis vee dos betnelstecbiceevodes 166,400. 00 
88 | Oct, 19, 1872 | eer 486, 362. 00 
a — 
IML es soem on dip DTT os x icae's oat 5 883, 771. 87 51, 327. 13 3, 064, 901. 00 
The company has paid on account of lands in Kansas as follows: 
For costs of survey of patented lands...............-.--+-+-------++--- $17, 125 81 
For costs of survey of lands selected not yet patented..............--- 545 49 
Total paid on account of surveys........--.------e- seen eee e eee 17, 671 3 
For cost of selecting lands patented.....................--- $9, 852 00 
Fer cost of selecting lands not patented... -.........-....-.... 641 11 
WEE PRE TOP BELOOCHIODA « . 5 202s. 2 anes cece sce cee seen cceneve 10, 493 11 
For cost of conveying patented lands .......--....--.----.- ye eee i+ 00 
Total paid by company on account of lands in Kansas .......... 28, 328 41 
Estimated cost of surveying lands not yet selected..............-....- 61,000 00 


The length of the constructed road in Colorado is 207.6 miles, all accepted by the 
President October 19, 1872. The estimated quantity granted is 2,000,000 acres. 
There have been patented to the company 2,389,366 acres, on which the company 
has paid, on account of survey, $1,010.58 ; for cost of selection, $303.90. and for cost 
of conveyance, $7.00; total $1,321.48, , 5 

There are no selections pending. The estimated quantity yet to be selected and 
a, is 1,976,106.34 acres; and the estimated cost of survey thereof is $79,000. 

he estimated costs of selections yet to be paid by the company for lands in Kan- 
sas is $38,310, and for lands in Colorado $24,700. 

No estimate for the further costs of conveyance of the lands is 
such costs will depend upon the number of the patents in which 
braced. 

Very respectfully, 


racticable since 
e lands are em- 


N.C. McFARLAND, Coimmissioner. 
Hon. JouN A. ANDERSON, House of Representatives. 


FINANCE, 

Mr. MURCH submitted remarks upon the financial measures before 
the House, especially the bill (H. R. No. 976) introduced by Mr. 
HASELTINE, to provide for the payment.ef the public debt. [See 
Appendix. ] 





APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the House pro- 
mae to apportion the representation among the several States in the 

nion that are entitled to seats here. Letus look and see what has 
been the history of our Government from its origin to the present. 
Representation and direct taxes are apportioned among the States ac- 
cording to theirrespective numbers, a now includes the whole free 
population, excluding only Indians not taxed, the three-fifths clause 
of our Constitution having been changed and become obsolete by the 
result of the late war. The original Constitution fixed the number 
from each State that should compose the first Congress, which in all 
made 65 members in the House of Representatives and 26 in the Sen- 
ate.. At that time our population was about three million five hun- 
dred thousand. The census was to be taken within three years after 
the first meeting of Congress, and forever thereafter every ten years. 
The number fixed in the Constitution was thirty thousand for each 
representative. But each State was entitled to one Representative, 
though it did not have that many. 

The thirty thousand basis remained uptill1792. The first census was 
taken in 1790. Our population then was nearly four millions. Next, 
in 1800, population a fraction over five millions; in 1810, over seven 
millions; in 1820, over nine millions; in 1830, over twelve millions; 
1840, over seventeen millions; in 1850, over twenty-three millions; 
in 1860, over thirty-one millions; in 1870, over thirty-eight millions ; 
in 1880, over fifty millions. It will be understood as above I have 
left out the fractional parts, as this can be but little aid to me in 
presenting the views that I entertain. Before this august body in 
1792, the ratio adopted by Congress for each Representative was 
thirty-three thousand, This fixed our number of Representatives at 
106inthe House. Thisremained until1802. In1802Congress adopted 
the same ratio; this fixed our representation at 141; in 1811 the ratio 
was fixed at thirty-five thousand, and the number of Representatives 
at 181; in 1822 the ratio was fixed at forty thousand, the number of 
Representatives 210; in 1832 the ratio was forty-seven thousand seven 
hundred, the number of Representatives 240; in 1842 the ratio was 
seventy thousand six hundred and eighty, the number of Representa- 
tives 240; in 1853 the ratio was ninety-four thousand, the number of 
Representatives was 233; in 1862 the ratio was one hundred and 
twenty-eight thousand two hundred and fifteen, the number of Rep- 
resentatives 241; in 1872 the ratio was one hundred and_ thirty-five 
thousand two hundred and ninety-three, number of Representatives. 
292, and the admission of Colorado since gives one new member, 
making now 293. So we see the wisdom of the framers of our Con- 
stitution inits origin in not fixing the ratio unalterably at thirty 
thousand, but leaving it at the discretion and sound judgment of Con- 
gressevery decade. Had they fixed it inthe Constitution unalterably 
at thirty thousand, and the same basis remained until the present, the 
number would now reach about seventeen hundred, an unwieldly 
body that would retard and greatly clog the progress and wheels of 
legislation, and place a burden upon the toiling millions who dot the 
hills and hollows beyond the power of endurance.. And the result 
would have burst forth from the voices of these classes that would 
have torn this republic into a thousand atoms and filled this, our 
happy land, with blood. 

So, from the beginning of our Government up to 1853 Congress 
fixed the number of population to each Representative every ten 
years; and the number each State was entitled to was determined 
by running that number into its population, according to the Consti- 
tution then existing. But in 1853 the rule seems to have been changed 
for the first time, and Congress fixed the number of Representatives 
at 233 and the Secretary of the Interior was ordered to take the cen- 
sus return and to divide the whole representative population by 
the number 233, and to make the quotient the ratio between Repre- 
sentatives and the people. Also in making the last-mentioned appor- 
tionment fractions ot States were represented where a State had 
mose than one-half the quota for a member, but where a State had 
less than one-half it received no additional Representative for said 
fraction. This latter rule seems to have prevailed since 1853. The 
former rule prevailed from the origin of our Government up to 1853. 

The first question that here addresses itself to my mind is, Which is 
in accordance with the spirit and meaning of the Constitution of the 
United States? To ascertain this we must place ourselves as near as 
possible in the situation of the framers of our Constitution when 
they adopted it, and see what were their leading objects and motives. 
They divided the legislative department into two branches or Houses, 
to wit, the Senate and House of Representatives. Each State was 
to have two Senators, regardless of area, population, or wealth, so 
the smallest State could om equal power in the Senate with the 
largest. This was fixed in the Constitution unalterably. Here the 
sovereignty of the States was clearly recognized. Again, the Sena- 
tors were to be elected by the Legislatures of their respective States ; 
another instance of the recognition of State sovereignty. Again, 
the Senators had to be inhabitants of the State for which elected and 
when elected; another recognition of State sovereignty. So, as to 
the Senatorial department, we must conclude that the framers re- 
garded it wholly as the Federal department of our Government and 
the Constitution as but the child or offspring of the States in their 
organized governmental and sovereign capacity. Now, it would not 
do to claim that a Senator of the United States could be elected by 

| the fractional part of the legislative body of any other State, or that. 
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because he was a resident of a small State he could thereby claim 
to represent any part of a large State as against the Senator elected 
from the large State. So there can be no such thing as a fractional 
representation in the Senate. The framers of the Constitution cer- 
tainly intended representation as a unit. ‘ oa 

Next, in accordance with the ideas above presented, I will consider 
the basis of representation in this House, and what appears to me to 
be the spirit and meaning of our Constitution, subject at all times, if 
wrong in my conclusion, to change with conviction. Representa- 
tives in the House are not elected by the qualified voters of the entire 
United States, but each State elects its own members under and in 
accordance with the laws of the State fixing who shall and who shall 
not be qualified electors. Some States have one qualification and 
some another. Women and minors under twenty-one years of age 
and criminals convicted of infamous crimes are excluded from the 
ballot-box in most, if not all, of the States; and many States have no 
other disqualifications. Some States exclude idiots, some require 
the presentation of tax receipts, some a property qualification, some 
an educational qualification, &c. Now, if a fraction were intended to 
have an additional Representative, then a portion of the fraction repre- 
sented would have one basis of qualification fixed by one sovereign 
State and the other portion another and different qualification fixed by 
another. So this presents the idea that the framers of the Constitution 
did not intend that the Representatives from one State should have 
any part oftheir basis of representation in another State. 

Second. Members elected to the House of Representatives had to 
be chosen by the electors in each State qualified to vote for the most 
numerous branch of the State Legislature. Two modes have been 
adopted in the election of Representatives, the one called the general 
ticket system, the other the district system. In the former all the 
qualified veters of the State were allowed to vote for every member 
the State was entitled to in Congress. The latter mode laid the 
State off in Congressional districts, and each district voted only for 
its immediate Representative. But in neither event was any vote 
allowed from a non-resident of the State. 

Third. No person was allowed to be a Representative of a State 
unless he was an inhabitant of the State for which elected when 
elected. Now, ifa fraction could be represented by an additional Rep- 
resentative, which fraction would be entitled to the Representative ? 
Suppose we take the rule adopted in 1853 and say the State that had 
the largest fractional pant would be entitled to the additional Rep- 
resentative. How wouldthiswork? Say the basis of representation 
be 160,000, and two States each have 80,000. Which State would be | 
entitled under that rule? Would both States get an additional Rep- 
resentative, or would neither get any? If both, then two Repre- 
sentatives would be upon a basis of 80,000 each, while the balance 
would rest upon a basis of 160,000 each. If neither, then 160,000 
would have no Representative. 

I trust it will not be considered by this House presumptuous in me, 
being but an infant member, in presenting my views to this august 
body for the more mature deliberation of the older and wiser ones. 

Another consideration. We see that Representatives and direct 
taxes are apportioned among the States according to their respective 
numbers, which now include the whole free population, excluding 
uly Indians not taxed. Here the Territories are not embraced. 

So before their representation can exist in the House the Territory 
must put on the State garment. The apportionment is among the 
States as States in their organized and governmental capacity, and 
not the whole United States, disregarding State lines, distinctions, 
and governments, showing again that fractions are not included. 
Before the war three-fifths of the slave population was represented 
andtwo-fifthsnot. Now, this question alone applied to States, asthere 
were seven States that did not recognize slavery and six that did; and 
the slave trade was allowed to continue until 1808. So the State 
that had the most slaves had the least representation according to 
population, while those that had the fewest slaves—or, in other words, 
none—had the most representation according to population. This 

again brings me to the conclusion that representation was given to 
the States more as governments or nations than to the United States 
as a common mass or population. 

Now, the next idea in the minds of the framers of the Constitution 
was what basis of population should be fixed for each State to have a 
Representative; and the framers of said Constitution declared the 
number of Representatives shall not exceed one for every 30,000 in- 
habitants, meaning one for each State that had 30,000, in accordance 
with the rule in the Constitution. But suppose a State did not have 
30,000; still that State was to have one Representative in the House 
of Representatives. Here, again, the idea is carried out that States 
were to have the Representatives, and not the United States regard- 
less of State governments. The only fraction known in the Constitu- 
tion to which Representatives are assigned is where the State has less 
than 30,000. Suppose in 1792 the ratio adopted had been 30,000, and 
a State had 59,000 representative population, would that State have 
been entitled to two Representatives or one? Now let us take the 
whole population of the United States in 1790, and we have 3,929,827 
as the whole population of the United States. Allow 1 for each 
30,000, regardless of fractions in States, and the whole number of 
Representatives in the House would have been 130. But fix the ratio 
at 33,000, as Congress did in 1792; take the whole population of the 
United States and divide it by 33,000, and the number of members 
would be 119 instead of 106. So it is seen here fractions were not 





_ nt inthe States from the beginning of the Government up 
ti y 

Now take the ratio fixed by Congress in 1902, which was still 33,000, 
and the population at that time, which was, according to census of 
1800, 5,305,925, and fix the representation regardless of fraction, and 
the number would be 166 instead of 141 from 1802 up till 1811, show- 
ing again that fractions were not represented by separate or by addi- 
tional Representatives. Now, go to 1811; the ratio adopted was35,000, 
and the population 7,239,814. Divide that by 35,000, and the number 
of Representatives would be 206 instead of 181 up to 1822. Here, 
again, itappearsthat fractions were not represented by additional Rep- 
resentatives. Now take the ratio adopted in 1822, which was 40,000, 
and the population in 1820, which was 9,638,131, and divide it by 
40,000, and the number of Representatives will be 240 instead of 210, 
which remained up till 1832. Here, again, it is seen that fractions 
were not represented by additional Representatives. Now take the 
ratio of 1832, which was 47,700, and the population in 1830, 12,866,929. 
Now divide by 47,700, and the number of Representatives would be 
269 instead of 240, which remained up till 1842; so again it is seen 
that fractional parts of. the population were not represented by addi- 
tional Representatives. Now take the ratio of 1842, which was 
70,680, and the population of 1840 was 17,063,353. Divide by 70,680, 
which makes the number of Representatives 254 instead of 240, which 
was the number that remained up till 1853. Here, again, we see the 
fractional parts had no additional Representative. Now I have 
traced the rule fixed by Congress every decade for a period of 
about seventy-four years, in which every Congress understood the 
Constitution the same way, and apportioned representation among 
the States according to their population, and not the United States ae- 
cording to its population. It will be seen here that I take the whole 
population of the United States and Territories and of each State; and 
in my tabular statements hereafter for 1792, 1852, and 1880 I only take 
the Representative population of the United States and each State to 
show the working of both and the result of fractions in both, show- 
ing clearly that fractional parts of States were not to be represented 
by additional Representatives, except in one event,and that was where 
the State did not have as much as 30,000 population, or enough to 
give it its full quota for one Representative. But in 1852 Congress 
tixed the rule, to take effect after 1853, declaring what the whole num- 
ber of Representatives should be, 233. And in dividing that number 
among the States, wherever a State had over one-half of the whole 
number it took for a Representative, that State was to have an addi- 
tional Representative ; but where a State had less than one-half it 
had no additional Representative. The same rule seems to have been 
adopted by Congress in 1862, to take effect after 1863; also, in 1872. 
The latter rule seems to carry out the idea that representation comes 
from the whole United States, disregarding State rights, lines, and 
distinctions, thereby apportioning Representatives among the whole 
people of the United States according to the whole population ; 
while the former rule recognizes State rights, lines, and distinction, 
apportioning Representatives among the States, each according to its 
Representative population. Now, which is in accordance with the 
language and meaning of our Constitution? Article 1, section 2, par- 
agraph 3, reads thus: 

Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several States 
which may be included within this Union, according to their respective numbers. 

Here, in the first place, the apportionmentis to be made among the 
States, and not the whole people of the United States. In the see- 
ond place, it is to be made according to their respective numbers, 
which clearly means the respective numbers of eachState. Again, in 
another partofthe same section and number, the Constitution declares 
“the numberof Representatives shall not exceed 1 forevery 30,000, but 
each State shallhave at least 1 Representative.” Nowsuppose a State 
had 20,000, under that rule still that State would be entitled to 1 Rep- 
resentative in the House. Suppose the State had 30,000, it would be 
entitled to only 1 Representative. Suppose a State had 40,000, it 
would have only 1 Representative. Suppose it had 50,000, it would 
have only 1 Representative. So here would be one State having a 
Representative in the House while it only had 20,000 representative 
population; another only entitled to 1 Representative when it had 
50,000. I might even say that the latter State might have 59,999, and 
yet under the rule it would be entitled to but one Representative. 
Here it can be easily seen that the latter State only lacks one person 
of having three times as many representative population as the former 
State. Still each has but 1 Representative, and stands as equals, 
politically, in the House. ‘By the Constitution,” says Mr. Chief- 
Justice Marshall, in delivering the opinion of the court, “direct tax- 
2iion in its application to States shall be apportioned to numbers. 
Representation is not made the foundation of taxation. If under the 
enumeration of a Representative for every 30,000souls one State had 
been found to contain 59,000, another 60,000, the first would have 
beenentitled to only 1 Representative, and the last to 2. Theirtaxes, 
however, would not have been as Lto 2, but as 59to60.” See Lough- 
borough rs. Blake, 5th Wheaton’s R., pages 317, 320: 

This is perfectly correct, because the Constitution prohibits more than 1 Repre- 
sentative for every 30,000. But if one State contains 1,000,000 souls, another 2,000,- 
000, there isnologie which, consisténtly with commonsense or justice, could, upon 
constitutional apportionment, assign 2 Representatives to one and 7 to the other. 

So in the former instance the fraction would be 10,000, while in 
the latter it would be 20,000. Suppose this body should fix the basis 
at 160,000 souls for each Representative ; and new States be admitted 
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with 20,000 or 30,000 souls. Now, suppose an old State had 240,000 
souls—the old State would be entitled to only 1 Representative, and 
the new 1. So the old State would have twelve times as much repre- 
sentative population as the new one, and yet the voice of each would 
be the same in this hall, legally speaking, under the rule adopted 
before 1853 and the rule adopted in 1853. Sothe same wouldexist be- 
tween two old States, or as between two new States. Yet the Consti- 
tution is so written, and the spirit and meaniig of it is, and was, to 
treat each State as a government and a sovereign power in the ap- 
portionment of Representatives in this House. Again, the Represent- 
ative from one State cannot claim as a part of his immediate con- 
stituents those who are inhabitants of another State; for they cannot 
vote for him at the ballot-box, either under the general ticket or dis- 
trict system. So it is seen this carries out the idea that Representa- 
tives are apportioned among the States as States, and not people of 
the United States en masse, for, if a Representative in one State could 
represent a part of another State, then, in that event, where the State 
elected under the district system, one part of his district would be in 
one State and the other part in another; and the two States might 
have different qualifications for voters; hence, those who lived in 
one State might be qualified to vote for the Representative, while in 
the other State they might not. Suppose again, the election of one 
State was under the general ticket system, and of the other under 
the district system, and the Representative was elected in the State 
under the district system, then every voter in the State under the 
general ticket system would be required to vote for the fractional 
Representative in the State under the district system—or, they would 
have to vote for some one who was not their immediate Representa- 
tive. Suppose both States elected under the general ticket system, 
and there was a fractional Representative in one, here all of the qual- 
ified voters of both States would have to vote for all of the Represent- 
atives of both States. This would be the highest species of consolida- 
tion, and contrary to the Constitution of our General Government. 

Next we look to the manner and mode of the convention that 
framed the Constitution fixing representation by the States. They 
declared that each State should have a certain number of Represent- 
atives chosen by each, and not that the United States should have a 
certain number chosen by all, to wit: New Hampshire shall be en- 
titled to choose 3; Massachusetts, 8; Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations, 1; Connecticut, 5; New York, 6; New Jersey, 4; Penn- 
sylvania, 8; Delaware, 1; Maryland, 6; Virginia, 10; North Caro- 
lina, 5; South Carolina, 5, and Georgia, 3. So here in the begin- 
ning the idea of the framers of our Constitution plainly fixes repre- 
sentation of the States as States, and not of the people of the United 
States as a whole, showing the rule that should be adopted by Con- 
gress under every census thereafter. Another idea immediately fol- 
lowing this in the same section of the Constitution, in paragraph 4, 
is as follows: 

When vacancies happen in the representation from any State the executive 
authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 

Here the executive of the State where the vacancy occurs issues 
the writs of election; they are not issued by the President of the 
United States. Hence the idea again recurs that representation 
should be apportionment among the States according to their re- 
spective populations, and not the United States according to the 
whole population. Hence the fractional part that has no additional 
Representative applies to each State, which would now, in all prob- 
ability, be thirty-eight fractions if applied to the States, but only 
one fractiba if applied to the whole United States. The former 
idea maintains State rights, lines, and governments; the latter, sa- 
vors of consolidation, ignoring State rights, lines, and governments. 
The First Congress, that assembled on the 4th of September, 1774, 
was composed of delegates chosen by each colony as a colony, some 
of them chosen by legislative bodies and some by conventions. 
None of them were chosen by the whole people of all the colonies, 
When they assembled they adopted the rule that each State should have 
one vote only, regardless of the area, wealth, or population of a State 
or colony ; so the smallest State or colony was equal to the largest, 
and there was no fraction known or allowed. So the same existed 
in the Congress that met in May, 1775. Also in 1776, when the Decla- 
ration of Independence was framed and adopted, it was adopted by 
Congress with each State having equal power and one vote, and never 
submitted to the whole people for ratification or rejection. Thus 
Congress continued up to the adoption of the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, in November, 1777. This Congress was also chosen by States, 
and each State had only one vote. When it adopted the Articles of 
Confederation they were submitted to the States, each separately, and 
not to the whole people of the United States collectively; and each 
State ratified the same as a State, and no State was bound by it until 
it did ratify it. So eachsuccessive Congress was chosen in the same 
way and governed by the same rule up till the adoption of our pres- 
ent Constitution. 

The delegates that framed our Constitution in 1787 were chosen by 
the States, and not the whole people, and when they assembled they 
also voted by States, each State having one vote; so the same as to 
the Congress that ratified the Constitution—submitted it to each State 
tor ratification or rejection, and not to the whole people of the United 
States; and as soon as nine States ratified the same it was to become 
the constitution of those nine States; but it was not the constitu- 

tion of any other State until it did ratify it. So we see from the be- 
gininng of our Government up to the adoption of our Constitu- 
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tion fractions were not regarded in our legislative hall. 
that our Government up till thattime had but one department. 
did not have a separate executive department or judicial depart- 
ment, and only one legislative department. 
tion that these separate departments now exist, and that our legis- 
lative department is divided into two branches or Houses, to wit, 
the Senate and House of Representatives. 
in the Senate, regardless of area, wealth, or population ; hence this 
makes Delaware as strong as New York, and was intended to prevent 
the large States from swallowing up the small ones ; but the House 
of Representatives is more on the national plan than the Federal, yet 
it is not altogether national; if it was, then Congressmen in the 
House would be elected by the whole people of the United States 
and Congress have the power to say who was and who was not quali- 
fied voters. Therefore it is seenthe House of Representatives is partly 
national and partly Federal, and each State has a right to and does 
declare who are competent voters within its own jurisdiction, both 
as to its own officers, members of the House of Representatives of the 
United States, and electors for President; for the Constitution de- 
clares in article 1, section 2: 


the State Legislature. 
the State could not make an elector competent to vote for a Con- 
gressman that it did not make competent to vote for the most nu- 
merous branch of the Legislature. 
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It is true 
It 
It is by our Constitu- 


Each State is made equal 


The Heuse of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen. every sec- 


ond year by the people of the several States, and the electors in each State shal 
have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of 
State Legislature. 


Here the Constitution clearly leaves the qualification of a voter to 
As to Congressmen, except in one instance, 


The qualifications of voters in different States are different, owing 


to the State constitutions and laws, to-wit: First, those who have 
inflicted cruel or unusual punishment in the rebellion or violated the 
rules of civil warfare. 
the fourteenth amendment to the United States Constitution, which I 


This comes up to be discussed mostly under 


will have occasion tonotice hereafter. Second, embezzlement of pub- 
lic funds, or those guilty of malfeasance in office; third, idiots and 
insane persons; fourth, United States soldiers, sailors, and marines; 
fifth, those disqualified in States from which they came; sixth, fight- 
ing duels, challenging, or aiding; seventh, test-oaths; eighth, read- 
ing; ninth, taxpaying; tenth, paupers; eleventh, persons under 
guardianship; twelfth, presenting naturalization; thirteenth, bet- 
ting on election ; fourteenth, education; fifteenth, time of residence ; 
sixteenth, non-registered persons; seventeenth, locality ; eighteenth, 
capitation or poll-tax; nineteenth, dishonorable discharge from the 
United States service; twentieth, defrauding the United States or 
State; twenty-first, students; twenty-second, reading English and 
writing his name; twenty-third, property qualification; twenty- 
fourth, imprisonment; twenty-fifth, Chinaman ; twenty-sixth, rental; 
twenty-seventh, nativity; twenty-eighth, certain Indians taxed; 
twenty-ninth, persons living on United States lands ceded by State ; 
thirtieth, read an article in constitution, &c.; thirty-first, not good 
moral character; thirty-second, not of quiet and peaceful behavior ; 
thirty-third, not citizen ten days before the election; thirty-fourth, 
not citizen of the State twelve months before the election; thirty- 
fifth, not citizen of the county six months before election; thirty- 
sixth, not citizen of the district offering to-vote in. There are other 
disqualifications too tedious to mention here. Now, here all of the 
above disqualifications are fixed by State constitutions and laws, and 
different States. What is a disqualification in one State might not 
be in another. So it is seen the qualification for a voter is local and 
belongs to the States. If, therefore, fractions could be represented 
under our Constitution, and one part of the ratio was in one State 
and the other in another, the qualitication of voters would be differ- 
ent. This leads me to believe it was not the intention of the framers 
of the Constitution that fractions of a State should be lapped onto 
the fraction of another State; but both should share the same fate. 
Further, it demonstrates that representation does not rest upon the 
voting population. For, if it did, great inequality might exist in 
the States, or they would be forced to open the flood-gates to all per- 
sons—men, women, children, and all—to attend the polls, exereise 
the elective franchise, in order to get strength in the halls of Congress. 

Again, another illustration that carries out the same idea. The 
convention that framed the Constitution, and the Congress that rati- 
fied the same, also provided the manner in which any amendments 
should be put thereto, to wit: two-thirds of both Houses proposed 
amendments to the Constitution, or two-thirds of the legislatures of 
the several States applied for amendments by calling a convention. 
In either of these modes the amendment did not become a part of 
the Constitution until ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of 
the States, or by conventions in three-fourths, accordingly as the 
one or the other mode of ratification was proposed by the Congress. 
Here the two-thirds of the Senate embraced two-thirds of the States 
in Congress, and each State had the same power, regardless of size, 
population, or wealth, and fractions were not represented. So, two- 
thirds of the legislatures of the several States had reference to the 
States without regard to size, population, or wealth. In this frac- 
tions were not considered. So, three-fourths of the legislatures of the 
States, or conventions, had reference to the States in the same way, 
and fractions not represented. So, we see amendments were made to 
the Constitution by the States, as States, and not the whole people of 
the United States. So, in this mode fifteen amendments have been 
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added toour Constitution. Now, let us see the effect of the two rules. 
Take the whole representative population of the United States in 
1790, which was 3%36,312, and divide it by 33,000, it will give 110 
members to the original States. This would give fractional repre- 
sentation to all the States that had the fraction of over half of 
33,000, but none to any State that had less than half. Now, take the 
other rule wherein fractions have no additional representation, and 
the number of Representatives would be different. 

Below I give the table under the rule that disallowed fractional 
representatién in the year 1792. The table is as follows: 


States. Population. Reps.) Fractions. 


Vermont 85, 532 é 19, 532 
New Hampshire. 141, 823 
Massachusetts = dines 475, 327 
Rhode Island .- 68, 444 
Connecticut 2 
New York a 352, 915 
New Jersey 179, 556 
Pennsylvania 432, 880 
Delaware 55, 538 
278, 513 
630, 558 
68, 705 
South Carolina 
Georgia 
3, 636,312 | 105 169, 333 

Here the Representatives of each State with the fraction over in 
each State can be seen. The number of members is 105, the fractions 
of all of the States 169,333. Ifthe apportionment was made allowing 
fractional representation, the number of Representatives would be 
110 instead of 105; five States would get the benefit of the 5 Repre 
sentatives and ten would get none. But take it that Congress had 
the power vested in their bosom to say how many members should 
compose this House instead of what the basis of representation should 
be. This then givesthem the power overnumbers. If they could say 
300, they could say 200, or 100, or 38 members should compose the 
House, or 500, or 1,000, or 10,000, or any number they pleased over 38. 
They could not deprive any State of 1 member, but they could bring 
alldown tol. So it can be easily seen that to give Congress the power 
to fix thenumbers that should compose the House instead of the basis 
to be applied to the population of each State is purely partisan and 
political, and not in accordance with the intention of the framers 
of our Constitution. The convention in the Constitution fixed the 
numbers of the First Congress because the census could not be taken 
till Congress fixed the law for it. When the census was taken then 
Congress could only fix the basis or ratio to be applied to the popu- 
lation of each State. The Constitution prohibits Congress from fixing 
a basis of less than 30,000 for a Representative, but allows any number 
above that. Then the only power in Congress under the Constitution 
is to fix the basis for representation for each State at any number 
over 30,000 every ten years. 

Below I present a table that will show the representative popula- 
tion of each State under the census of 1850, disregarding fractional 
representation in the States. It will be seen, if you take the ratio at 
94,000, the number of Representatives would be 222; but if fractions 
be admitted where it exceeds one-half of 94,000, the number would 
be 232, and Florida would make it 233. 


Population. Reps., Fractions. 


634, 483 58, 483 

191, 057 3, 057 

92, 597 | 0, 000 

753, 518 | 1, 518 

514, 517 54, 577 

370, 792 2 88, 792 

390, 616 00, 000 

ES se 71, 721 00, 000 
Georgia 753, 511 3, 511 
Tilinois 851, 470 5, 470 
i 988, 416 48, 416 
192, 214 2 

898, 012 

419, $96 

583, 169 

489, 385 

994, 514 

397, 654 

482, 573 

Mi ; | 665, 074 
New Hampshire ‘ 317, 976 
New York 3, 097, 394 
489, 463 

980, 329 

Pennsylvania 2, 211, 786 
Rhode Island : 147, 545 
906, 931 

189, 327 

1, 232, 648 

314, 120 

305, 391 
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21, 793, 255 
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Now, it is seen from the preceding table that ten States, under the 
apportionment bill of 1852, had fractional representation, to wit: Ten- 
nessee, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, New York, Alabama, South Caro- 
lina, Connecticut, Indiana, Kentucky, Massachusetts; while twenty- 
one States had no fractional representation. The whole population 
of the United States and Territories in 1850 was 23,191,876. But the 
representative population was 21,793,255, as two-fifths of the slave 
population. The population of the Territories and District of Colum- 
bia could not be counted under our Constitution at that time; so 
this table clearly demonstrates the view that I am presenting of our 
Constitution. The whole fractional population was 943,435. So, 
under fractional representation, 614,450 would have 10 Representa- 
tives, and 328,985 would have none. 

Population for the year 1880 of all the States, 49,371,340. The basis 
at 160,000, allowing fractional representation for majority fraction, 
would be 308 if you take the whole represented population of the 
United States instead of the represented population of each State. 
Now, take the rule that disallows fractional representation, to wit : 


States. ‘Population. Reps.| Fractions. 


Alabama | 1, 262, 505 
Arkansas ........... | 2, 525 
California 

Colorado 


wen 


o 


Georgia | 

SED ciiesnsnveves | 3,077, 871 

Indiana. | 1,998, 301 
; | 1, 624)615 


_ 
SOOM eH Oe 


se 
acre 


Kentucky 1, 648, 690 
dis oe suche bawibdtcncds rebiecséceoueeus 939, 946 

i | 648, 936 
Maryland | 934, 943 | 
Massachusetts ........-....-..-.------- | 1,783, 085 
Michigan 1, 636, 937 | 
ics cit we Cade slesiiecdcal lice 780, 773 | 
Mississippi a 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Hampshire | 
New Jersey 1, 131, 116 | 
New York 5, 082, 871 | 
North Carolina | 4,399, 750 | 

| 3, 198, 062 

Oregon | 174, 768 
Pennsylvania | 4, 282, 891 | 
Rhode Island 276, 531 
South Carolina .... 995, 775 | 
Tennessee | 1,542, 359 
Dain ois co naydee ded el he ve ss onicn cnsiauesbext sho | 1,501, 749 | 
Vermont | 332, 286 12, 286 
Virginia 1, 512, 565 72, 565 
West Virginia. 688, 457 3 | 138, 457 
Wisconsin | 1,315, 497 | 35, 497 


_ 





2; 871 
119, 750 
158, 062 

14, 768 
122, 891 
116, 531 

35, 775 
102, 359 
151, 749 


— 66 


0} 
5 
4 
5 | 
1 
0} 
4 
7 
3 
2 
1 
2 
7 
8 
8 | 
9 
1 
26 
1] 
6 | 


Cowes 


Total 293 | . 2, 622, 583 


So, allowing fractional representation, there would be 15 members 
more than not to allow it, to wit, 308 to 293; the whole fraction of 
all the States, 2,622,583. To allow fractions to be represerited, fifteen 
States would get the benefit of the fifteen fractions, while twenty- 
three States would get no benefit. The table above will show the 
fraction of each State, and which States have the largest fractions. 

The next question to be considered is what effect the fourteenth 
amendment has upon the basis of representation. 

Sec. 2. Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States accord. 
ing to their respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each State, 
excluding Indians not taxed. 

Here againthe apportionment is made among the States according 
to the population of each State, and not the United States, or whole 
people thereof, disregarding State rights, lines, and distinctions, 
The only change this amendment makesin the original Constitution, 
in this paragraph, is, it allows the whole former slave population to 
be represented, they now being free persons, while the original Con- 
stitution only allowed three-fifths to be represented. Had this sec- 
tion stopped at this point it would be plain and simple and easily 
understood, and certainly would not recognize fractional representa- 
tion. Said section continues thus: 

But when the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors for President 
and Vice-President of the United States, Representatives in Congress, the exec- 
utive and judicial officers of the State, or themembers of the Legislature thereof. 
is denied to any of the male inhabitants of such State, being twenty-one years of 
age, and citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, except for partici- 
pation in rebellion, or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be 
reduced in the proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the 
whole number of male citizens twenty-one years of age in such State. 

What is the spirit and meaning of the latter part of this section? 
Literally speaking, it would deny each State proportional represen- 
tation wherever the State disqualified any male person from voting 
over twenty-one years of age for the above-mentioned officers except 
for participation in rebellion or crime. Hence this would necessarily 
force in every State only two disqualifications, to maintain their pro- 
portional representation. Here, at once, some forty-odd disqualifica- 
tions would be abolished by the different States—in effect take from 
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the States the right to fix the qualification of voters. This view 
would strike at the very heart of State rights and be deeply felt by 
all of the States, North and South. Certainly the States that ratified 
said amendment did not so understand it, or they would have re- 
fused to ratify it. Certainly the Congress that proposed said amend- 
ment did not so understand it, or they would not have proposed and 
submitted it to the States in that language. This amendment was 
made shortly after the war, and was intended to prevent States from 
disqualifying the colored population from voting, or, in other words, 
to prevent a State from disqualifying any person from voting on ac- 
count of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, and to con- 
firm the status of the negroes as citizens and to prevent the enact- 
ment of State laws which would discriminate against them. This 
principle was settled by our Supreme Court, arising out of the statute 
passed by the Legislature of Louisiana, 1869, creating a corporation 
called the Slaughter-house Company. (See Slaughter-house Cases, 
16 Wallace, page 36.) In this case, it is true, the Supreme Court 
was divided, five to four, on many of the points involved, yet they 
seem to have been unanimous on this point, for both a majority and 
minority of the court, inevitably in their reason, concluded that the 
right of voting (the elective franchise) is not protected nor in any 
manner affected by the first section of the fourteenth amendment. 
That matter was originally placed within the exclusive control of 
the States, and as they might confer the elective franchise at will it 
was plainly not an attribute of national citizenship. This political 
arrangement has not been changed, except in one particular. The 
States alone may still regulate the right of suffrage, under the single 
limitation that they may not deny it to any person on eceount of his 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

These positions in reference to the effect of the fourteenth and fif- 
teenth amendments upon the right of suffrage were fully sustained 
by the Supreme Court in a decision lately made, and directly involv- 
ing the question discussed. The question of woman suffrage was 
passed upon, and the amendments were held to have conferred no 
rights upon woman inthis respect. (See Pomeroy on Constitutional 
Law of the United States, page 532, note 1.) So if this reasoning be 
correct, the fourteenth amendment neither in the first nor second 
sections can affect the right of the States as to suffrage, except as 
above specified. Their only object was to apply to the civil rights 
of citizens of the United States in the several States, and not these 
political rights embracing the fundamental capacities and rights to 
pass through the States at will. To enter and dwell in any one at 
will; to acquire, hold, and transmit personal and real property ; to 
enter into contracts; engage in and to pursue all lawful trades and avo- 
cation; to obtain redress in the courts, and to be equal before the 
laws in such civil rights as these make up the privileges and immu- 
nities of United States citizens. But it must be understood that they 
are all to be enjoyed subject to the exercise of the three great gov- 
ernmental powers which are left with the States, to wit, the power 
of taxation, the power of eminent domain, and the power of police. 
(See Pomeroy Constitutional Law, page above referred to.) The only 
true rule upon which representation should be based in a republic 
composed of States is that each State should be represented according 
to its population, including men, women and children; and not that 
the whole United States be represented according to the whole popu- 
lation of all the States, for this would ignore State lines and govern- 
ments, and make representation rest upon a consolidated basis. So 
also, if representation rested upon the voting population of each 
State, and the right to regulate the elective franchise of the State 
rested in the bosom of the State government, then each State would 
be forced to make men, women, and children voters, in order to get 
its proper quota of representatives. This again would be consolida- 
tion, and contrary to the original basis of our Government. The 
origin of our Government was that taxation and representation were 
one and inseparable. Men, women, and children have taxes to pay, 
and should have some one to represent them. 

In England the House of Commons alone can originate a revenue 
or tax bill, and they are the representatives of the people. The 
House of Lords cannot even amend the bill, but must pass it through 
or reject it as it is, because of the fact the people have the taxes to 
pay, and their representatives should say wie the taxes should be. 
So our Government, modeled somewhat after the English in this 
particular, requires all revenue bills to originate in the House of 
Representatives; yet our Senate may amend these bills, but cannot 
originate them, because the House represents the people, and the 
Senate the States. Our General Government is not modeled alto- 
gether on the same manner as our State governments, because the 
General Government is one of general and delegated powers, while 
the State governments have all local and undelegated powers. Hence, 
our Supreme Court of the United States has declared, in order to 
determine the power of each, the rule to be, if you desire to know 
what power the United States Government has you must look to 
the Constitution of the United States and see what powers are therein 
delegated, for it has none other; but if you desire to know what 
power the State government has, you look to the same Constitution 
and see what powers are prohibited, either by express language or 
necessary implications, for the States have all powers not thus pro- 
hibited. . 

So it is seen there are two governments over the same people at 
the same time; and there must be a mark-line of distinction between 








the powers of each. This view is more fully carried out in another 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, in which the 
doctrine is laid down thus: 

The Constitution in all its provisions looks to an indestructible Union composed 
of indestructible States. (See case of Texas vs. White, 7 Wallace, p. 721.) 

Now, the United States Government has no more the power to 
destroy the State governments than the State governments have to 
destroy it. Hence, the mark-line of distinction is the United States 
Government has general powers while the State governments have 
local powers. ‘This, of course, is but a general rule. In accordance 
with the decisions above referred to, I only refer to these things 
briefly, as it is not in the power of any one to embrace them all in 
one argument; but that the line of distinction may be kept up be- 
tween the two governments and both move on in their proper chan- 
nels, spheres, und glory, and neither intrench upon the rights of the 
other. 

Suppose Congress had the power under our Constitution to give 
additional representation for fractions in States, would not this give 
her the right to give an additional Representative to each State that 
had a fraction, regardless of the size of the fraction? Could she not 
also give it to the States that had small fractions, and leave out those 
that had large ones? Would this not be giving the power into the 
political party’s hands that had a majority in each House, and that 
party give the additional Representatives to the States favoring their 
politics? The Constitution only gives a State one fractional Repre- 
sentative, and that is where the State has not sufficient population 
for one. But in no event does it give a State fractional representa- 
tion where its population is enough or more than enough for one 
Representative. It says nothing about large and small fractions, 
nor does it confer the power upon Congress to do so. Fractional 
representation is a party question, and only serves to aid the party 
in power. For, if the plenary power is in Congress’ bosom to give 
fractional representation, it is there to give what ever fractional rep- 
resentation Congress desires. Again, if the power is vested in Con- 
gress’ bosom to apportion representation among the whole people of 
the United States instead of the States, why Congress could lay off 
the whole United States into congressional districts, disregarding 
State lines, lapping districts over from one State into another, pro- 
ducing confusion in voting and elections, for the elections in different 
States are on different days. Qualifications of voters are different 
in different States. Certainly this would not be in accordance with 
the language, spirit, or nature of our United States Constitution. 
It is but a species of imperialism and consolidation, and a complete 
usurpation of State rights. The Constitution nowhere fixes the 
number of Congressmen for the whole United States; nor does it confer 
the power upon Congress to do so, either by express language or 
necessary implication. It only fixes the number each State shall 
have till the census is taken, but does not give Congress the power 
to fix the number for the States thereafter. The fact of fixing the 
number for each State in the first Congress till the census could be 
taken and being silent as to numbers thereafter, is conclusive. The 
intention of the framers of the Constitution was that numbers should 
never be fixed thereafter, but that Congress should only have the 
power to fix the basis of representation. If Congress has plenary 
power over numbers by implication under the Constitution, it can- 
not be to fix the number for the whole United States, for the Con- 
stitution does not pretend to do that; then it could only be to fix 
the number for each State. Hence, say New York should have 1 
member in the House and Delaware 2, Pennsylvania 2 and Rhode 
Island 20, Ohio 4 and Tennessee 40, &c., for the Constitution no 
where limits numbers, except that each State shall have one Repre- 
sentative regardless of the number of its population. 

The fourteenth amendment neither mentions any number of Repre- 
sentatives the House shall have, nor how many a State shall have, 
nor any fraction a State or the United States shall have a Represent- 
ative for; but it only gives Congress the power to fix the basis of 
population for each Representative, to be applied to each State, ac- 
cording to last census every decade. 

Every clause in the Constitution negatives the idea that the power 
is conferred upon Congress either to fix the number of Representatives 
or a fractional Representative. 

The whole Constitution clearly conveys the idea that the only power 
conferred upon Congress by the Constitution is the power to fix the 
basis of representation, and but one basis, which shall be uniform 
throughout the United States, and not one basis for fractional mem- 
bers and another for other members. In the election of President 
and Vice-President, the number of the electoral college is determin@® 
by the number of Representatives in the House and Senate from each 
State: so each State would vote the full complement of its Repre- 
sentatives and Senators in the electoral college for President and 
Vice-President, for whom the majority voted in said State, however 
small the majority might be, however large itmight be. So, a Presi- 
dent and a Vice-President might be elected when their opponents 
received a large majority of the popular votes of the United States, to 
wit: New York might give the electors for one President only 1,000 
majority, and this would give that President and Vice-President 
35 votes in the electoral college and their opponents none; while, 
on the other hand, Tennessee might give the electors of the opposite 
candidates for President and Vice-President a majority of 50,000 
popular votes, and yet only 12 votes would be cast in the electoral 
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college in favor of the last candidates for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent. Now, in the one instance there are 35 votes in favor of the 
candidates for President and Vice-President and only 12 in favor 
of the others, and yet the popular vote in the two States give 49,000 
majority in favor of the candidates that only get 12 votes. So here 
it is seen that fractions are not represented, and the fractional rep- 
resentation equally has its effect upon elections of President and 
Vice-President as upon the representation of the States in the House 
of Representatives. It is true three modes have existed in the elec- 
tion of electors for President and Vice-President, to wit: in some 
States the Legislatures have elected them, and not the people; in 
others they have been elected like members of the House, under the 
district system. In this instance electors would vote for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President accordingly as they received a majority of 
the votes of their districts, and not by majority vote of the State. 
In the other and last instance, they were elected upon the general 
ticket system. Where they are chosen by the Legislature or under 
the general ticket system the majority vote carries the whole State, 
but under the district system each district controls its own. The 
district system has been gradually abandoned, and in 1851 there 
were only two States that elected under it; and now I believebut 
one, and that is California. Now, to illustrate this, I direct your 
attention to the electoral vote for President in 1880: 
For Garfield : 

California 
Colorado 
Connecticut. . 


Milinois ......-. 
Indiana 


Massachusetts 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
Nebraska 
New Hampshire 
New York 
Ohio 
OTOGOR... 222 oe enn n erence cece cen cwee nc enen cece cccccectcenecccnceccceses 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island ............-. ra 
Vermont 
Wisconsin 


For Hancock : 
Alabama 
Arkansas -. 
California - . 
Delaware 
Florida 
Georgia 
Kentucky, 
i. an a sddeusbudsdedwicbudebenhsbaechtsabdedeavere seeaaeaed 
Maryland 
Missiasippi.............-..-------+------eeee eens 
Missouri 
New Jersey 
Nevada 
North Carolina. . 


So it is seen from the above table that every State voted solid ex- | 


cept California, and she voted 1 for Garfield and 5 for Hancock. 

So, ifthe most fractions go to the Northern States, that increases their 
vote in the electoral college to that extent; ifthe most go to the South, 
it increases theirs to that extent, showing that the question of fraction 
representation is more political and of a party nature than national 
or State protection. The basis of representation should not be party 
ee or promotion, but for the benetit of the nation, States, 
and people, as the people are the tax-payers; and representation and 
taxation should be one and inseparable. The question of represen- 
tation is purely a constitutional question, and not a party question. 
The framers of the Constitution sought to avoid such an idea, for they 
allowed representation to be apportioned among the States, and not 
the whole people of the United States, and each State to have one 
Representative in the House regardless of its wealth or population. 
And this is the only fraction the Constitution confers upon Congress 

o make; and Congress can make none other, as the Constitution has 
not vested the power in her todoso. Congress is but the creature of 
the Constitution, lives within, breathes from it, and has no power 
beyond it. 

I am presenting this argument from the ideas that I have imbibed 
from the Constitution ; decisions of the Supreme Court thereon; the 
aim and object the framers of the Constitution had in view; the veto 
from Washington, the first President, April 5, 1792, because the bill 
allowed fractional representation, which made it unconstitutional; 
the argument and opinion of Jefferson on the apportionment bill, 1792, 
showing the bill was unconstitutional because it allowed fractional 
representation ; the views of John C. Calhoun on the same subject ; 
the language of the various clauses of our Constitution ; the nature of 
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the General Government, and the decision of the Supreme Court of the | republic, and in Great Britain the House of Commons has only 12, 
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United States in Loughborough rs. Blake, (6 Wheaton’s Reports, pages 
317-320, ) referred to by first volume of Story on the Constitution, page 
465 and note 1; and from reading the writings of great statesmen, &c. 
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The above table I take from Exhibit A in Hon. 8. §. Cox’s speech, 
February 2, 1881. As it illustrates the idea I desire to present, it 
is useless for me to make out another. This shows what would be 
the fractional representation from 290 members to 325, inclusive. 
So out of 35 different numbers above the North gains by fractional 
representation 23 times over the South, while the South gains only 
8 times over the North; and they both equal 4 times, to wit: at 307, 
308, 316, and 317. The greatest gain to the South over the North is 
where the number is fixed at 290; next at 291; next at 292, and 293, 
and so on—the South losing more as you approach near 325. This 
whole calculation is made upon fractional representation which is 
purely partisan. The basis of representation should never rest upon 
party prejudices or issues, nor upon sectional principles, but alone 
upon the Constitution, regardless of party. 

The next point that I desire to direct this honorable body’s atten- 
tion to is the increase of the number in the House of Representatives. 
The number should be large enough for wise, wholesome, and judi- 
cious legislation; but should not be so large as to resolve itself into 


| an unwieldy body that would move legislation through on wheels of’ 


excitement and passion. It will be seen from the foregoing table 
that the increase of representation by allowing fractions to be repre- 
sented would be an increase from 15 to 21 members, inclusive, com- 
mencing at 290 and ending at 325. It is said the House should be 
increased to about 1,600 in order that it may grow as rapidly as the 
Senate. Now, our First Congress was composed of 65 members in 
the House and 26 in the Senate, which will make 24 members in the 
House to 1 in the Senate. Now, we have 76 members in the Senate 
and 293 in the House. Increase the number to 325 in the House, 
and the House will have over 44 members to the Senate’s 1, which 
would be increasing the House twice as fast as the Senate. Again, 
it is said that representation in the House should increase in pro- 
portion with the increase of population. According to this theory 
or basis the Representatives in the House would now be over six- 
teen hundred members, a legislative body almost three times larger 
than any known in the world, and about twenty-one times larger 
than our Senate. Again, in 1832 the number of Representatives was 
240; in 1842, 240; in 1853, 233; in 1862, 241. So from 1832 to 1872, a 
period of forty years, the increase was but 1, during which time 
many new States were admitted, each having but 1 member. So 
the old States diminished in representation during these forty years, 
while the population increased from 12,000,000 to 38,000,000—more 
than threefold. Again, it is said our Congressional body is not as 
large as those of England, France, and many other European nations, 
for England or Great Britain has 497 peers or lords and 652 members 
tn the House of Commons; and France has 300 senators, and 532 
deputies. ‘ Remember these are monarchies, ours is a representative 
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members to the House of Lords’ 1, and one-ninth of the House of 
Commons are elected by 364 persons, one-half by 5,723 persons. 
Then certainly this one-ninth and one-half cannot claim to be the 


representatives of the people. So this would leave the real repre- 
sentatives ef the people only 254 in the House of Commons, less 
than our House of Representatives now consists of. Besides, this 
makes that body much less than the House of Lords; for, take the 
497 and add the 398, and it makes really the upper house 895, three 
and a half times greater than the lower. 

The French Senate is1 to every 1} of deputies, while our Senate is 1 
to about 4in the House. So the like proportion will be found to exist 
in nearly all other nations. It is useless to compare our Congress 
with our State Legislatures. Take, forinstance, New Hampshire, with 
her 300 members in the house, greater than the House of Congress, 
and yet her population is not ene-fortieth of the population of the 
United States; take the States on an average, and the representa- 
tives will go over 100. Take New Hampshire as our guide, and the 
number of Representatives in the House of the United States would 
be 12,000; take the States generally as our guide, at 100 each on an 
average, and our Representatives in Congress would be 3,800. So it 
is seen that this view of the case is of no force and can be no crite- 
rion or argument in favor of increasing the numbers in the House. 
Our General Government is not altogether national, but it is partly 
federal and partly national—mostly federal. 1 will be see. that 
Congress at its first session in 1789, in pursuance of a desire expressed 
by several of the State conventions in favor of further dec.aratory 
restrictions of amendments to the Constitution, proposed twelve addi- 
tional articles. The first was on the very subject now under consider- 
ation, and was expressed in the following terms: 

After the first enumeration required by the first article of the Constitution there 
shall be 1 Representative for every 30,000, until the number shall amount to 100. 
After which the proportion shall be so regulated by Congress that there shall not 
do less than 100 Representatives nor less than 1 for every 40,000 persons, until the 
number of Representatives shall amount to 200. After which the proportion shall 
be so regwated by Congress that there shall not be less than 200 Representatives not 
more than 1 Representative for every 50,000. 

This amendment was never ratified by a competent number of the 
States to be incorporated into the Constitution; it was probably 
thought that the whole subject was sate where it was already lodged, 
and that Congress ought to be left free to exercise a sound discre- 
tion according to the future exigencies of the nation, either to increase 
or diminish the number of Representatives. (See 1 Story on the Con- 
stitution, page 463, section 675). So we see from this the question 
was one that puzzled to some extent the States—to know what was 
best to secure State rights and at the same time make a permanent 
general government that would be an indestructible union composed 
ot indestructible States. Those whocontend for unproportional large 
numbers in the House to the Senate favor consolidation and increase 
of power in large States to the diminution of it in small ones, there- 
by enabling large States to swallow up the smaller, like the whales 
and sharks and the leviathans the smaller fish of the sea, that they 
may go to support the life and vitality of the larger. Our General 
Government is composed of three grand heads or departments: the 
executive, the law-executing power, that holds in its hand the sword 
of the nation; the judicial is the law-adjudging power that holds 
in its hands the scales of justice ; the legislative, the law-making 
power, holds in its hands the purse of the nation. The Constitution 
is the fundamental law that gives life, power, and existence to each 
of these departments. Like the solar system, the Constitution isthe 
great center, and gives light upon the pathway of all the other de- 
partments. Each has its sphere and orb in which to revolve. The 
attraction of the Constitution holds each in its sphere as it revolves 
around it. Should either attempt to usurp the powers that belong 
to the other, or transcend its legitimate bounds, if the attraction of 
the Constitution and the other departments was not sufficient to 
check it, it would fly off in a tangent and the whole be disorganized. 
The legislative department is divided intotwo branches—the Senate 
ang House; the Senate composed of two members from each State, 
fixed unalterably by the Constitution. 

Here the States are recognized as governments, regardless of their 
rise, wealth, or population. But the House, as toits numbers, is left 
to a great degree in the discretion and judgment of a wise and dis- 
creet Congress composed both ofthe House and Senate. It was not the 
intention of the framers of the Constitution nor is it the meaning and 
spirit of the Constitution that the House should be wholly national, 
disregarding State governments, for representation is required by the 
Constitution to be ere among the States according to their 
population, and not the United States, according to its or the whole 
population. So the House is partly national and partly Federal. 
Hence it cannot be compared toa State, for it is wholly national within 
its own jurisdiction. What is good for a State is good for the people 
of that State. It is said in all legislative assemblies the greater the 
number composing may be, the fewer will the men be who in fact 
direct their proceedings. In the first place the more numerous any 
assembly may be, of whatever characters composed, the greater is 
known to be the ascendeney of passion over reason; inthe next place 
the larger the number the greater will be the proportion of members 
of limited information. In the ancient republics, where the whole 
body of the people assembled in person, a single orator or an artful 
statesman was generally seen to rule with as complete a sway as if 
a scepter had been placed in his hand. The number should always be 





| nonentity. 


great enough to give complete protection to all the varied interests 
of the people, and to strike down all attempts of cunning, fraud, 
device, or corruption. But they never should be so numerous as to 
become unwieldly, moved by the harangues of single orators,and to pay 
their salaries would grind the tax-ridden people to powder beneath 
the wheels of government, or reduce the toiling millions of our land 
to hewers of wood and drawers of water. The policy of the Demo- 
cratic party has been from the beginning of our Government to the 
present, economy, retrenchment, and reform. Suppose the number 
in the House be increased to the number 325, and three new States 
be admitted, that would make 328. That would bethirty-five new 
members at a cost of about six thousand dollars each per annum, 
making in the aggregate about two hundred and ten thousand dol- 
lars’ more burden to be placed upon the people. 

The toiling people, the bone and sinew of the country, donot demand 
or want this. They now, like Lazarus lying at Dives’ gate, cry for 
crumbs to satiate their hunger; they dot the hills and hollows in 
their honest pursuits; they toil beneath the mantle cloud and thun- 
der storms; beneath the scorching rays of a noon-day’s summer sun. 
Amid the dotted snow-flakes that ride upon the wings of the cold 
blast of the northern wind, retire to their silent home in the mantles 
of darkness to repose for the labors of the succeeding day, and hear 
the painful cries of their little children around the hearth-stone for 
bread to satiate their hunger. It certainly would not be true phi- 
iosophy or logic to assert that the ratio between the Representatives 
and the people ought, upon principle, to be the same, whether the 
latter be numerous or few. Take the ratio of New Hampshire, with 
her 300 representatives and a population of 346,991, and apply it to 
New York, with less than one-half the Representatives in New Hamp- 
shire, with a population of 5,082,871, and New York would have about 
10,000 representatives. On the other hand, apply the ratio ef Penn- 
sylvania to Delaware, it would reduce the Representatives to about 
60r7. So nothing can be more fallacious than to found political 
calculation on arithmetical principles. There are three great lead- 
ing characters of government—the absolute monarchy, where the 
sovereignty of the nation is vested in the monarch or king, and the 
people are his serfs or subjects ; he is above law and the fountain of 
law. The absolute aristocracy, where the sovereign power is vested 
in the bosom of the few, the best, the noble, who claim to be supe- 
rior by birth and blood to the common people, and that the people 
are their servants and subject to their will, their will being the law. 
The difference between this and the former government is, in the 
latter there are a hundred tyrants, and.one in the former. And abso- 
lute democracy, where the sovereign power is vested in the people. 
They assemble en masse, make their laws, go home, and abide them. 

Our General Government is a representative democracy or republic 
on the federal plan, and receives its life and vitality from the States 
that compose it. Its legislative body, as to numbers, should rest 
upon the sound discretion of a judicious Congress looking both to 
economy and wise, judicious legislation. The number should be large 
enough to know all the interests of the States and people, and not 
so large as to become cumbersome and burdensome tothe people. Now 
it would seem that 300 members in the House of Representatives to be 
paid their salaries by the people in their present distressed condition 
would be a large body, and as safe and judicious in legislation as 
six or seven thousand would be. I hope no one would contend this 
body should be that large. At 7,000 it would cost the people some 
forty-two million dollars a year to pay theirsalaries. It would require 
probably a year to get through one billif all were competent to give 
their views. It will be seen that our State governments are vested 
with all local legislative power while the General Government is only 
vested with general legislative powers. Hence another reason why 
its legislative body should not be proportionally as’ large as State 
legislative bodies; besides, the State governments are purely national 
while the General Government is partly federal and partly national. 
The argument that I am presenting to this body is addressed to 
their judgment and reason and not their prejudice; to their calm 
reflection. When a speaker desires to convince he should use plain 
and communicative language, and address himself to the higher order 
of man—the mental, the immortal part, the reason that God breathed 
into the nostrils of Adam and made him a living soul. When they 
speak to the passions and prejudices they speak to the lower order, 
the animal and mortal part that soon perishes and dwindles into 
Mind must govern matter and reason control the world. 
By reason man has traveled through the abstruse regions of the path- 
less ocean and discovered this grand and glorious continent, planted 
the white race upon its soil amid the shrieks of wild beasts and war- 
whoop of the savage that echoed amid the tall cane wafted by the 
gentle zephyrs, from the truits of which religion, civilization, and free- 
dom have spread their pure gems to the remotest corners of American 
soil. By it man has reached forth his hand from earth and grasped 
the vivid, forked lightning of heaven that lighted the pathway of the 
dark, dense cloud, marching with the blasts of muttering thunders, 
and battling with millions of acres of land and attached it to overland 
and submarine telegraphs and cables to communicate intelligence to 
the world’s remotest bounds almost in the twinkling of an eye. By 
it man has wielded the pen and filled the land with Bibles, law books, 
medical works, and all the sciences that now decorate the libraries 
of the world and spread the balm of Gilead upon passion’s raging 
breast and calmed its harrowed bosom. By it the shipson ocean’s 
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bosom have been taught to ride the upheaving waves amid the 
sweeping sea-storms, and blossom on the placid waters in the entire 
ports of the world to feed the starving and clothe the naked. By 
it the puffing steam-engine, as it sends its smoke in the air, has vis- 
ited the towns and cities of the world and poured their rich treasures 
into the bosom of the thirsty lands that weep for exchange, and 
gratify the wants, necessities, and desires of the whole. By it this 
grand and glorious Government was born and breathed its first breath, 
was rocked in its infant cradle, has grown to its present manhood, 
now extending its jurisdiction from sea to gulf, north and south, 
from ocean to ocean, east and west, and reared the mighty colossus 
with its giant frame touching the vaulted skies, looking with its 
massive eyes into the face of European crowned heads and rolling 
its thundering voice into their ears till their knees smote each other 
like Belshazzar’s upon the fall of Babylon. By it the wise sages, 
with their silvery locks, have from the legal forums planted the bot- 
tom sills of great principles of law that have been handed down for 
thousands of years to the rising generations, and that are now inter- 
woven with the very idiom we speak, and that underlie as the sub- 
stratum of all civilized governments of the world. By it the gentle 
hand of the goddess of peace has been extended with its olive branch 
to calm the raging waters of heated passion between two massive 
armies, and the lonesome and deathly sound of the sword, the roar of 
the musketry, and muttering of the cannon have changed their tune 
into sweet, softening music like that of the angels who sang upon 
the departure of Christ from earth to Heaven. 
. Within the brain's most secret cells 
A certain lord chief justice dwells 
Of sov’reign power, whom one and all 
With common voice we reason call. 
Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. FLOWER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
* House on the state of the Union having had under consideration 
the Union generally, had come to no resolution thereon. 
And then, on motion of Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, (at eight 
o'clock and ten minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


I move that the committee rise. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWNE: Papers relating to the pension claims of Joseph 
Dempsey, of Elizabeth M. Doull, and of Richard Dillon—severally 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: The petition of R. A. Wilder, of Pennsylvania, 
for an extension of his patent for improvements in hoisting machin- 
ery for inclined planes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of S. O. Taggart and others, 
praying for the repeal of the law imposing taxes on banks, bankers, 
and trust companies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Papers relating to the claim of Colonel Lyman 
N. Kellogg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. B. FARWELL: The petition of 4,000 cigar manufact- 
urers, praying for a reduction of the tax on cigars—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.N.J. HAMMOND: The petition of Lewis Stowers, a soldier 
of the war of 1812, for a pension and bounty—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


By Mr. B. W. HARRIS: Papers relating to the claim of William | 


Talbert—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of the Grand Division of the Sons of 
Temperance of New Jersey, representing 1,465 members, for the ap- 
pointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claims of Dr. G. R. Brandon, 
of Benjamin Fahnstock, of Mary E. Seay, and of the estate of Captain 
Thomas H. Reynolds—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Susan R. Choat—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of L. Soper, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KENNA: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel D. Hay- 
slip—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of the governor, executive coun- 
cil, and heads of the departments of the State of Maine, praying that 
a pension be granted John F. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LUNA: Papers relating to the Socorro land grant of New 
Mexico—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of Captain S. H. Ford and other 
ofticers of the Monarch Rifles, Kentucky State Guard, praying for 
changes in the existing militia law—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of Emil E. Carr, of Baltimore, rel- 
atiye to the importation and manufacture of vinegar—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of Jamss A. Low and others, citizens of 
Texas, forlegislation to prevent extortion and discrimination by rail- 
road corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Se 









By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Henry Spaulding and 31 others, 
citizens of South Thomaston, in the State of Maine, for improvement 
in the navigation of Weskeag River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: The preamble and resolutions adopted by the 
Maritime Exchange of Philadelphia, urging an appropriation for the 
immediate completion of the United States court and post-office 
building in that city—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PACHECO: Papers relating to the claim of William F. 
Grounds for compensation for Indian depredations—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The petition of James and Nancy Powell, 
for compensation for property destroyed by the confederate forces 
during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
mentof Clinton Harbor, in the State of Connecticut—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of George S. Hunt and others, citizens 
of Portland, Maine, praying for the passage of House bill No, 2222, 
relating to the duty on imported sugars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of Emily W. Taylor, for an extension of patent— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The Senate concurrent resolution of Cali- 
fornia, relative to the donation of public lands for educational pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROSS: Thewesolution of the Vessel Owners’ and Captains’ 
Association of Philadelphia, relative to the improvement of Dela- 
ware River—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Petitions were reported from committees under clause 2 of Rule 
XXII, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. B. W. HARRIS, fromthe Committee on Claims: The petition 
of masters and owners of vessels at Evanston, Illinois, for increase of 
pay of employés of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH, fromthe Committee on War Claims: The 
petition of Yost Harbaugh—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER, from the Committee on Claims: The peti- 
tion of Alexander Moffitt—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLtock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Captain 
O. H. Ernst, Corps of Engineers, of the survey of Fish Bend in the 
Mississippi River near Fort Chartres, made in compliance with the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Major G. J. Lydecker, Corps of Engi- 
neers, of a survey of the Calumet River from South Chicago to the 
village of Pullman on Lake Calumet; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present a petition of citizens of Hot Springs in 
the State of Arkansas, which is also signed by a number of visitors 
at that place, citizens of almost every State in the Union, asking 
Congress for a liberal appropriation to improve the reservation there 
which is the property of the Government. I shall not ask that the 
petition be read at length, but I ask that it be printed in the Recorp, 
because it is a matter not pertaining merely to Arkansas, or the peo- 
ple who own property at that place, but it pertains to the Govern- 
ment property, the most valuable property there; and it is property 
now that is visited by the world at large. 


The petition will show that a number of the people, four or five ~ 


hundred at least, signing the petition live in different States, the 
States of Illinois, Delaware, Maryland, Massachusetts, and‘so on. 
The appropriation is asked to improve purely the Government prop- 
erty which was reserved as stated in the petition. There is now in 
the Treasury of the United States $38,000, which was received by the 
receiver of this property before the titles were adjudicated to any 
private individuals. The Secretary of the Interior has once or twice 
recommended that this amount be appropriated, but if appropriated 
by Congress it would be but a small and too small a sum of money 
to accomplish the improvement of this reservation which I think 
now, without any detriment or without prejudicing any property 
that the United States owns in other places, is the most valuable 
property it has. 

What I say as to the yalue of this property and its importance is 
well known to be true to other Senators on thisfloor. It is natural, 
as all would suppose, for me to ask for an expenditure of money to 
be made by the General Government in my own State; but this is 





1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





673 





not a question affecting one State or one locality. It is national, 
and reaches the people of all the States, and foreigners as well, who 
visit there, and I do hope it will be the pleasure of the committee to 
vote a most liberal appropriation for this general and most worthy 
urpose. 
I make these remarks in order to call the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to this matter of public urgency and public 


necessity. I move that the petition be referred, with the accom- 
panying map of the place, to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


The petition of the citizens of Hot Springs, Arkansas, and a large numberof visitors 
at that place, from various States, asking for a liberal appropriation to improve 
the United States reservation at those springs : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

Your petitioners, the undersigned residents and visitors of Hot Springs, Arkan- 
sas, respectfully represent that there is urgent necessity for and great benefit to 
be derived by the United States Government from a liberal appropriation for the 
purposes of improving the Hot Springs and other Government property adjacent 
thereto upon the Hot Springs reservation of Arkansas, 

Petitioners say that after years of litigation, extending over half a century, the 
title to the property in the Hot Springs reservation was, in April, 1876, decided to 
be in the United States Government; that under an order of the Court of Claims 
the Government, in June of that year, took possession of the entire city of Hot 
Springs, having a population of five thousand people, and exacted a large sum of 
money as rent for nearly a year from said inhabitants for their improvements, as 
well as the land on which they were built, which money is now in the United 
States Treasury. That afterward Congress, under act of March 3, 1877, appointed 
a commission to adjudicate the preference rights of persons upon said reservation 
a purchase the land upon which their improvements had been made at its full 
value. 

In December, 1879, said commission completed its work, and Congress reduced 
the price of said preference rights 60 per cent., and allowed persons to whom they 


had been ea one year to pay for the same. The last of said lots was purchased 
and paid for in October, 1881, covering a large sum of money into the United States 
Treasury. 


One-half of said reservation was reserved from sale by the Government and in- 
corporated into a permanent reservation, including all of the Hot Springs. This 
comprises at least two-thirds in value of the entire property. One-fourth of the 
property is by the Government held to be sold, under the directions of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, at public auction, to the highest bidder, for cash—not less 
than the appraised value put upon it by the Hot Springs commission. 

Petitioners further represent that the owners of the lots already sold by the 
Government are doing everything in their power to improve and grade the great 
number of streets and alleys as laid off by said commission, but that it will take 
many years and be a great and unequal burden upon them to do all the improving 
necessary, and the Government get over two-thirds of the benefit without paying 
anything therefor. 

That in view of the fact that the Government is the owner of nearly all the most 
valuable property in Hot Springs, and has a large number of lots to be sold, which 
improvement of the streets will increase in value ; that it already has large sums of 
money inthe Treasury paid by the owners of lots in Hot Springs as a money 
thereof and as rent for the same ; and the further fact that the Hot Springs of Ar- 
kansas are visited by large numbers of people from all parts of the world, and 
the Government is deriving a large revenue from the rent of hot water, and is 
more largely interested than any or all the other inhabitants of Hot Springs in its 
eee to suy nothing of the benefit to persons from all parts of the world, 
petitioners pray an appropriation of $500,000 for the improvement of the perma- 
nent reservation and the streets of Hot Springs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to join in the request of the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas with respect to this matter. This is not the 
first time that the suffering people of the city of Hot Springs, as well 
as the people of the whole country, have petitioned Congress for some 
aid. Mine is not hearsay testimony, but it is born of experience, and 
I can say it is my calm and deliberate judgment that if any individual 
or corporation, State or municipal, were the owners of this property 
and maintained it in the same shape that the General Government 
has done it would be liable to indictment, and justly so. 

In order that the Senate should thoroughly understand the situa- 
tion of the Hot Springs property, it would be necessary for its mem- 
bers either to examine closely the maps or to visit the place. The 
city of Hot Springs lies in a narrow valley, so narrow even that there 
is hardly room for a street with rows of buildings upon either side. 
Upon one side is the property of the Government, the Hot Springs 
Mountain rising several hundred feet above the level of the street. 
At the base of this mountain flows a water-course, a stream—it can 
hardly be called anything more than a ditch, although at a certain 
season of the year it becomes a mountain torrent; the floods from 
the mountain flow down this narrow water-course. During such 
seasons it is perfectly safe for persons who desire or whose necessities 
require them to visit the place to go there; but after these spring tor- 
rents have passed away, there is scarcely anything to supply this 
stream, except the overflow of the hot water coursing down the mount- 
ain side, which, mixing up with the putrescence of the town, creates 
malarial and other malignant fevers. 

I do think it is the duty of the United States Government, owning 
and holding as it does two-thirds of the entire property of that city 
in value, property which had been taken away from the property- 
owners within a very short period of time, to improve the condition 
of that place. Thecitizen had purchased it from the original claim- 
ants, supposed to be the owners. The Government set up a claim to 
the property and the citizen was required to purchase it a second 
time. To ask the citizens of that place, owning about one-quarter 
of this property, to improve the Government property, even if they 
were able to do it, (which I very much doubt, ) is asking too much. 

I sincerely hope that the committee will give this matter a thor- 
ough investigation, and I should be delighted to hear from them that 
they would recommend an appropriation suitable to the wants of the 
place, or in lieu thereof report to the Senate a bill for the sale of the 
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property under suitable restrictions, in order that somebody may 
improve it in a manner becoming this Government. 

Mr.CAMDEN. I desire tosay, in addition to what has been stated 
by the Senator from New Jersey, that I have passed a portion of the 
last three winters at Hot Springs, and from my personal knowledge 
of the surroundings of the Government reservation there and the 
town of Hot Springs, I am fully prepared to indorse what has been said 
by the Senator. The population of the town of Hot Springs is from 
three to four thousand. In addition to that there is an estimated 
average of about twenty-five hundred visitors from all sections of 
the country during at least three-fourths of the year. The sewerage 
from the town is drained entirely into this little narrow stream that 
passes through the valley of Hot Springs, and this stream is inclided 
almost entirely within the Government reservation. There is no 
sewerage other than this little stream, and when the water has been 
very lowin that stream I have known it to be so offensive as to attract 
attention at the hotels and houses in the valley, and to threaten very 
serious danger of epidemic diseases. 

This property being owned by the Government, it is susceptible of 
improvement only by the Government. I think the petition is one 
of great merit, and should receive the careful consideration of the 
committee to which it shall be referred. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ordinarily I would not have anything to say 
in a matter of this sort, but it so happens that I have an accurate 
knowledge of the locality which the petition seeks to have benefited. 
I regard the Hot Springs reservation as one of the most remarkable 
and valuable possessions of this Government, and time will vindi- 
cate the truth of the remark. I do not believe that on the surface 
of the globe there is another locality fraught with so many benefits 
and blessings to the human race as the Hot Springs of Arkansas. 
The Government has thought it important to make there a reserva- 
tion of its own. It holds the title to a large square embracing the 
medicinal waters, and exercises jurisdiction over it, having a super- 
intendent there. Therefore it commends itself especially to the 
Government for proper improvement. 

In the remarks that I heard the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN] make as I came in, I heartily concur. There is a stream 
running through the bottom of that cafion (one of the most remarka- 
ble phenomena of nature) that requires this improvement inorder to 
make it a pleasant as well as a beneficial resort. I only want to em- 
phasize what others have said, and to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as favorably as I can to the consideration 
of this application. It is necessary, it is right, it is just, and will 
bear rich fruits in the future. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas, that the petition be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a letter from the proprietor 
of the Congressional Hotel, Washington, District of Columbia, offer- 
ing to lease that hotel for the use of the United States Signal Office ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chicago Law Institute favoring 
the establishment of an intermediate court of appeals of the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, presented a petition of citizens of Elberton 
and other counties in the State of Georgia, praying for legislation 
regulating charges for railroad transportation ; whieh was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of supervisors of the census for 
North Carolina, askiug for additional compensation for their services 
for taking the tenth census; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census and ascertain- 
ing the results thereof. 

Mr. GROVER presented the petition of N. H. Gates, of Wasco 
County, Oregon, William Cummings, of Klickatat County, Wash- 
ington Territory, and 424 other citizens of the State and Territory 
named, praying a declaration of forfeiture of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad land-grant during the present session of Congress, and the 
opening of the lands for settlement under the laws of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented additional papers to accompany the bill (8S. No. 
402) granting a pension to James Coffey, of Oregon; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of Rev. J. P. Newman and 
others, representing the New York preachers meeting of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, praying for such enactments as will effectually 
suppress Mormon polygamy; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of W. B. Levet and 200 others, citizens 
of New York, praying for the passage of a bill providing that ap- 
pointments to subordinate executive offices shall be made from per- 
sons whose fitness has been ascertained by competitive examination 
open to all applicants properly qualified ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of C. F. Dunnell and others, of 
Oxford, Maine, praying that George C. Leighton, late of Company 
E, First Regiment Volunteers of Massachusetts in the Mexican war, 
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be granted a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ns. 

He also presented the memorial of Hollis Turner and others, of 
Peru, Maine, remonstrating against the repeal of the arrearages of 
pensions act; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Minnesota, representing 714 members, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic. 
I do not know what has been the usual disposition of similar peti- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Some have been referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and the residue laid on the table subject to 
action upon a resolution for a select committee on the subject. 

Mr. WINDOM. Let the petition lie on the table, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of citizens of Minnesota, 
praying that Captain A. Northup, a wagonmaster in Sumner’s Corps 
during the late war, be compensated for certain services rendered by 
him; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of D. W. Conard and others, 
citizens of Ottawa and other places in Illinois, praying for legislation 
regulating charges for railroad transportation ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Nelson Coman and others, of 
Middleville, Barry County, Michigan, praying for such legislation 
as will prevent unjust discriminations by common carriers ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Tonawanda Lumberman’s Asso- 
ciation of New York, praying the removal of obstructions or bars on 
the east side of Grand Island, in the Niagara River, and also that 
Tonawanda be made a port of entry; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of James D. Gilbert and others, of 
Grand Rapids, Michigan, praying for the repeal of the tax on banks, 
and the removal of the stamp tax on bank-checks ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom were 
referred resolutions of the Kansas Conference of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, in favor of measures to suppress polygamy, asked to be 
discharged from their further consideration, there being a bill before 
the Senate on the subject. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I report from the Judiciary Committee an origi- 
nal bill, (the committee having had the matter under consideration at 
former sessions and reported bills two or three times on the subject, ) a 
bill for the relief of Ella Carroll, formerly Ella Long. 

The bill (S. No. 997) for the relief of Ella Carroll, formerly Ella 
Long, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the papers in reference to that matter, 
which are now on file in the Secretary’s office, be taken from the files 
and placed with the bill on the Calendar, so that if the bill passes, 
(as it will unanimously, when it comes up,) the papers may go to the 
House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 25) to enable the State of Colo- 
rado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections 
found to be mineral lands, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 243) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
Elizabeth Holroyd, widow and administratrix of: the estate of the 
late John Holroyd, deceased, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Patents; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 249) for the relief of Helen M. Scholefield, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 936) to establish an educational 
fand, and apply a portion of the proceeds of the public landsto public 
education, and to provide for the more complete endowment and sup- 
port of colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial edu- 
cation, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 998) to reimburse the State of Massachusetts 
for certain expenditures for coast defense; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 999) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow 
and executrix of William Ward, deceased ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 1000) to prevent and punish the counter- 
feiting within the United States of notes, bonds, or other securities of 
foreign governments ; which was read twice by its title, and, together 
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with an accompanying letter from the Secretary of State upon the 
subject, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1001) to secure service of process in United States 
courts in certain cases ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1002) for the relief of William C. 
McClellan and Robert J. Spotswood; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1003) for the relief of Weed & Co.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1012) granting pensions to certain Union sol- 
diers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion who were confined 
in so-called confederate prisons; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1013) forthe erection of a light-house at or near 
Point Patterson, on the northern shore of Lake Michigan ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1014) for a public building at Greenville, South 
Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1004) for the distribution of pure vaccine virus 
to the people; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Select Committee to investigate and report the best means of pre- 
venting the introduction and spread of Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. FAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1005) for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1006) to establish a post-route in Alabama; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1007) in relation to the Japanese indemnity fund ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1008) for the relief of Savilla Nater, adminis- - 
tratrix ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1009) to authorize the sale of timber on cer- 
tain lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians 
in the State of Wisconsin ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1010) for the relief of Mrs. Martha Vaughn 
and Mrs. Louisa Jackman; which was read twice by its title, and, 
together with the accompanying paper and the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1011) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Lexington, Kentucky; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of John Graham, of New York, be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Warren L. Fish be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Ordered, That Maria L. Hammer have leave to withdraw her papers from the 
files, no adverse report having been made. 


THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. ANTHONY. I should like, if it is the pleasure of the Senate, 
to take up the resolution which I offered on the 11th instant, relative 
to the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. _I ask the Senator to allow me to call up a bill of 
considerable importance, but one that will require no time, I think, 
to pass. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ithink the resolution which I wish tohave taken 
up will require no time. By the rules the remaining portion of the 
morning hour is devoted to the consideration of resolutions, I think 
it will create no debate. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. ‘I yield to the Senator if he thinks it will be 
better to pursue that course. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
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asks to take up a resolution submitted by him on the 11th instant. 
The resolution will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless, 
upon motion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed 
to the consideration of the Calendar, and eontinue such consideration until half 
past one o'clock; and bills that are not objected to shall be taken up in their order, 
and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once and for five minutes only upon any 
question; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the proceedings; 
and this order shall commence immediately after the call for ‘‘concurrent and 


otherresolutions,” and shall take precedence of the unfinished business and other 
special orders. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lution is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the Senator from Rhode 
Island explain it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is the same resolution that has been adopted 
session after session for some years past, and I think it has worked 
very well, although there are some objections to it. Every Senator 
understands the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again for the information of the 
Senate. 

The Acting Secretary again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island whether this embraces resolutions that have been 
offered and which are pending as well as bills upon the Calendar? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It does. The Calendar includes resolutions as 
well as bills. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would suggest to the Senator from 
Rhode Island that there should be a change made in the resolution. 
I remember very well the experience we have had under it at former 
sessions of the Senate. The right of objection at any stage of the 
proceedings is very inconvenient. It has happened time and again 
that after debate had gone on for some time on a bill and a good deal 
of light had been thrown upon it, somebody would get up and say, 
“T object to the further consideration of the bill,” and it would go 
over. I think if an objection is to be made it ought to be made when 
the bill is first reached on the Calendar, and when the consideration 
of a case is gone into at allit ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That proposition has been made several times 
when the resolution has been introduced, but it has been found to 
work much better asthe resolution now is. Because we have wasted 
half an hour upon the discussion of a bill when the final vote can- 
not be reached, that is no reason why we should spend another hour 
upon it. Objections are developed sometimes in the course of debate. 
The resolution is merely intended to clear the Calendar of unobjected 

vases, and I think it would destroy the whole value of the rule if the 
objection must necessarily be imposed at the beginning. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that the Calendar is always before the mind of the Senate, 
and Senators can inform themselves in advance in regard to every 
case that is on it to be taken up. My recollection of the working of 
the rule heretofore has been very unfavorable in regard to the mat- 
ter of which I speak, but I do not want to interpose any objection 
to it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave no particular preference for any special 
form of resolution against the will of the Senate, but Iam very well 
satisfied that the amendment suggested by the Senator from Florida 
will defeat the object of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Ido not want to offer any amendment. 
Imerely made the suggestion tothe Senator, knowing the interest that 
he takes in the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that from information derived from the Chief 
Clerk, he understands that the word “‘ Calendar” was construed here- 
tofore to simply embrace bills and not resolutions, and that resolu- 
tions have not been considered as included within this rule. 

Mr. INGALLS. Use the words “Calendar of bills and resolutions.” 

Mr.“ANTHONY. That practice prevailed at first under the rule, 
but I think at the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] resolutions, which clearly come within the spirit of the 
rule, were added to it afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The phrase “Calendar of bills and 
resolutions” would embrace resolutions. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let the resolution be so amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is very important that the Senate should come 
to some definite understanding in regard to the transaction of its 
business. The business has so increased and accumulated, with the 
increasing number of Senators as well, that it has become a matter 
of more labor, difficulty, and time, to take it month in and month 
out, to find out what bill we are willing to consider than to consider 
it and dispose of it; and the thing goes just by a kind of sporadic 
impulse if I may so speak. A Senator to-day from Vermont gets up 
and appeals to the Senate out of consideration to him to let himeall 
up @ bill that is at the very bottom of the Calendar, the last one re- 

ported. Isay, “it will not take a minute; it is a hard case, a poor 
man,” or whatever it may be. That occupies on an average ten min- 
utes probably. Then another Senator, a Senator who is more modest 
than we are, who has had his constituent’s bill reported four weeks 
before, is squeezed out. And so we are in a continual struggle, of 


If there be no objection, the reso- 








good temper and good nature generally, but a continual struggle 
that takes up time, to see what it is we will do rather than in spend- 
a, our time in doing it. gestae : 

think at the beginning of this session it is desirable to find out, 
if we can under the existing condition of things, whether an im- 
provement cannot be made, and in order to bring the subject before 
the Senate I move to amend the resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island by striking out all after the word “resolved” and insert- 
ing what I send to the Chair, which has been reported adversely, I 
will say, by the Committee on Rules, it having been introduced by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and having been on a former 
occasion reported favorably by the Committee on Rules, but not 
acted upon in this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont offers 
an amendment to the resolution, which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word “resolved” and in lieu to insert: 

That Rule 13 be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Immediately after the privileged morning business is completed, and not later 
than one o'clock, the unfinished business of the preceding day and the Calendar of 
Special Orders, if any for that day, shall be taken up and disposed of, and after that, 
or if there shall be no special orders for that time, the Calendar of General Orders 
shall be taken up and;proceeded with in its order, beginning with the first subject 
on the Calendar next after the last subject disposed of in proceeding with the Cal- 
endar; and in such case the following motions shall be in order at any time as 
privileged motions, save as against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, or questions of privilege, to wit: 

‘* First. A motion to proceed to.the consideration of an appropriation bill. 

‘*Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar; but this motion shall not be considered as agreed to unless two-thirds of 
the Senators present vote in favor thereof. 

“Third, A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall have 
the effect to leave such subject in its existing place on the Calendar for action at 
the next call of the Calendar after the pending call shall have been gone through 
with. - 

‘Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 

‘*Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
precedence in the order above named, and may be submittegpas in the nature and 
with all the rights of questions of order.” 

Resolved further, That the twenty-fourth rule be amended by adding thereto the 
following words: 

** After the introduction of resolutions is completed there shall, on the demand of 
any Senator, be laid before the Senate, in its order, any resolution or concurrent 
resolution introduced on any ee day, and the same shall be proceeded with in 
the same manner as is provided in the rule for the Calendar of General Orders.” 

Resolved further, That all rules or orders setting apart particular days for par- 
ticular classes of business be, and they hereby are, abolished. 


Mr.EDMUNDS. The Senate will see that if the amendment which 
I have proposed is adopted, the privilege and right, that we all now 
have in common, of scrambling for precedence will be seriously in- 
terfered with; there isno mistake about that. My friend from Ohio, 
[Mr. SHERMAN, ] who reported adversely upon this proposition, will 
state to the Senate, I hope, (because we all have a common interest 
and object about this business,) what were the objections that the 
present Committee on Rules saw to this provision. It may be that 
he will point out something that will satisfy us all that it is better 
to hold to the present system of everybody striving every day to get 
his measure before the Senate first and spending our time about that, 
rather than in doing what he may think and the Senate may think 
is worse, by tying ourselves up in the strict manner that this pro- 
vision does. But it has been found I think in all human legislative 
experience that as business enormously aceumulates, and as the body 
that is to dispose of it increases in numbers, it is necessary that the 
rules in regard to order of procedure should be more stringent in 
order to get on at all. 

It may be that this proposition is too stringent. I should be willing 
to try it, and if, after a week ora month or a day we found that 
it would not work, of course we can dispense with it. If we could 
contrive some plan by which the previous order of the Senate had 
arranged the order in which things should come before us without 
spending the time in discussion and debate as to that question, we 
should be able to dispose of a great deal more business in one direc- 
tion or another. It may be that this is not the best way to do it, 
but I have offered it now in order that the subject may be drawn to 
the special attention of the Senate. I hope that we shall not be 
called upon to-day to vote upon either of the propositions but that 
we may reflect upon the subject until to-morrow or Monday, as the 
case may be, and then determine upon something definitively that 
we shall do. 

Meanwhile I shall be very glad to hear my friend from Ohio state 
what considerations the committee had in view which led them to 
suppose that this plan was not a useful one. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to make asuggestion before we hear 
from the Senator from Ohio. I think these propositions had better 
be printed, so that we can be looking at them while the discussion 
is going on. This is a matter of great importance to the Senate, and 
I sympathize with the efforts to render it possible to facilitate busi- 
ness; but I would like to see both propositions and have them before 
me while they are being discussed, and I think the Senate, at least 
Senators around me, share in that desire. If it would be in order to 
have the question go over and let the propositions be printed for our 
inspection, I-will move that that be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isimply desire to state that I do not feelit would 
be wise now for me to enter into a discussion of this subject during 
the morning hour. I will therefore yield to the suggestion made by 
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out and that would take precedence of the motion to strike out and 
insert. He can amend that part if he desires; but the motion to 
strike out and insert is not divisible by the thirty-first rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I want is to get a test vote, and to have the 
Senate understand distinctly the proposition. I think, therefore, 
probably the vote might as well be taken on the entire amendment 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia. I donot object to a por- 
tion of his amendment, a portion of the matter that he proposes to 
insert; but I do object to striking out the description and character 
of the bond, and I think we may as well take the vote on the whole 
proposition of the Senator from West Virginia, and on that question 
I call for the yeas and nays. I will state at the same time that if his 
amendment should be voted down as a whole, I have no objection to 
inserting in the proper place the different mode in which he provides 
for calling the bonds. That is to say, I have no objection to inserting 
a part of the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The latter portion ? 

Mr.SHERMAN. The latter portion providing a different mode of 
calling the bonds. I wish a test vote of the Senate as to whether we 
shallissue a bond running for five years and payable at the pleasure 
of the United States after that time or whether we shall issue a bond 
which is redeemable from the present moment at the pleasure of the 
United States; and his amendment presents that question broadly. 
I hope the Senate will understand it and that we shall have a vote 
on it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What portion of my amendment 
does the Senator propose to strike out? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this amendment is voted down, then the Sen- 
ator can offer a proposition that the last issued bonds shall be called 
in first ; in other words, to fix by law the mode in which the bonds 
shall be called. I have no objection to that; it is a mere question of 
policy; but I want a distinct vote on the proposed change in the 
character of the bond. I think the Senate understands it now and 
I am willing to take the vote. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it the Senator has no objec- 
tion to the latter portion of my amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No objection to it, though I do not think it is 
necessary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not know thatit is; but, asI 
understand, the Senator from Ohio proposes to test the sense of the 
Senate as to whether or not the $200,000,000 3 per cent. bonds pro- 
vided for in his bill shall be five-year bonds, or whether they shall 
continue at the pleasure of the Government to redeem ihem when- 
ever there may be funds in the Treasury for that purpese after re- 
deeming the three-and-a-halfs. Thatisthe distinct question, whether 
we shall make a five-year bond at 3 per cent., or whetlier we shall 
make a 3 per cent. bond redeemable at the pleasure of ihe Govern- 
ment at any time after the $350,000,000 which will be left of the 
three-and-a-halfs shall be redeemed? That is the question, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asamatter of course, if I believed that the bonds 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia would sell as readily 
or would be as desirable to investors I would have no objection to his 
proposition; in some respects I would prefer it; but I believe that it 
% necessary in order to secure a sale of bonds to have some time fixed 
during which they shall run, so that the purchaser of the bond will 
feel certain that for atime at least his investment is safe and cannot 
be called. 

I have much less objection to the proposition of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] that fixes a bond running three years 
and redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after that time. 
Although I do not think it so good as five, yet that would be a better 
bond than that proposed by the Senator from West Virginia, and 
nobody presumes or has ever claimed that we can pay the whole mass 
of $550,000,000 of outstanding three-and-a-halfs in three years. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wait till I finish the sentence. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I beg pardon; but I wanted to cor- 
rect the Senator’s statement. I think the amendment of my friend 
from New Jersey is for a bond running ten years, not three years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps I was mistaken in that respect ; but the 
tenor of the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey, 
which fixes a duration of time, even if it is reduced to three years, 
would, in my judgment, be more desirable and better for the United 
States than to issue a bond that on its face is redeemable at the pleas- 
ure of the United States. It istrue, you say, it shall not be redeemed 
until you have redeemed $350,000,000 other bonds; but that leaves 
the matter entirely uncertain, even for six months, or a year, except 
as a matter of argument. I have no fear that more than $350,000,000 
will be redeemed in five years, but I see that on the other side of the 
Chamber it seems to be supposed that we are going to pay the whole 
of this $550,000,000 in three years. If Senators really think so, and 
are alarmed about the duration of a five-year bond, let them insert 
three years instead of five, and certainly we cannot pay more than 
$350,000,000 in three years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much shall we pay off this year ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About $100,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have already paid $75,000,000. ° 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no use of going into the argument again. 
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I am now willing to take the vote on the proposition of the Senator 
from West Virginia. Let the Senate determine the question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In answer to the Senator from Ohio 
as to what we have paid, I understand that this fiscal year the sur- 
plus revenues have already been nearly $100,000,000, and only little 
more than six months of the fiscal year have gone. I understand 
further, that at the same rate that the surplus revenues are now ac- 
cumulating in the Treasury, within three years, yes, within two and 
a half years, we shall pay off the entire 3} per cent. bonds left after 
this bill; and therefore I am not willing, under any circumstances, 
to give up the clause making it optional with the Government to 
call in these bonds whenever it can pay them. If the Government 
is prepared to call them in two and a half years, it can do so under 
my amendment. I want the Government to be able to call them in 
at its pleasure whenever no bonds of a higher rate of interest exist 
which are payable at the time. As the Senator from Ohio says, the 
question is now, shall we make a time bond, or shall we leave it at 
the pleasure of the Government ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the Senator from Ohio to say 
that if the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia shall fail, 
he is willing to fix the time at three years, after which these bonds 
shall become redeemable at the pleasure of the Government ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I didnot say I would be willing to vote for that; 
but I said there would be less objection to it, and if that would meet 
the views of Senators it would be better than this proposition. I 
think five years is short enough, but if the Senator offers to put the 
time at three years, he can doit. After the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia fails, he can propose to reduce the time 
fixed by the bill at tive years to three, and test the sense of the Sen- 
ate on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. WINDOM. I like the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia better than the original bill, for this reason: the objection 
I have to the bill asreported by the committee is that if we shall pay 
the $351,000,000 before the expiration of the five years to which we 
postpone the $200,000,000, there will be nothing within reach. Now, 
it is argued by the friends of the bill of the committee that there is 
no danger in postponing the $200,000,000 for five years, because we 
shall not want to pay more than $350,000,000 in that time. If that be 
true, then this proposition of the Senator from West Virginia will 
not take effect for five years, and the purchaser of the bond will have 
a five-year bond. If the very assumption upon which the commit- 
tee’s bill goes, to wit, that we shall pay but $70,000,000 per annum, 
is true, then it will take us five years to pay the $351,000,000, and in 
that event the proposition of the Senator from West Virginia is that 
the Government shall have the option to commence paying the $200,- 
000,000 at any time that we get through with these others, which 
would be according to the committee’s theory five years, so that the 
purchaser of the bond has the assurance at least of the judgment of 
those who vote for this measure, that it will run for five ygars. Ido 
not think it will run so long, and it is for that reason that I object 
to the committee’s bill. I am in favor of the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia for the reason that the moment we get through 
paying the $350,000,000 within our reach, we shall then have some- 
thing else that we can take upand pay. It keeps the debt constantly 
within the control and at the option of the Government. Ishall vote 
for the proposition of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I trust this amendment will prevail. About 
five hundred and fifty million dollars of the bonds now are redeema- 
ble at the option of the Gevernment. Inthe fiscal year 1880 we paid 
off $76,000,000 of the national bonded debt; in the fiscal year 1881 
we paid off $101,000,000; for the first six months of the fiscal year 
1882 we have paid off $75,000,000, as shown by the reports. I think 
that in all probability we shall pay off from $125,000,000 to $140,- 
000,000 during the present fiscal year. If this rate should continue, 
we shall have extinguished the $350,000,000 of bonds inside of three 
years, and I think it is the partof wisdom and the true policy of any 
debtor to keep his debt so that he can pay it whenever he has the 
money on hand. This will simply enable the United States, in the 
event that there isa surplusin the Treasury, to pay off and extinguish 
this amount. It will be the last amount to be paid of the present 
$550,000,000 of bonds. I trust the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Minne- 
sota whether in his judgment the 3 per cent. option bond (as it will 
be an option bond under the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia) can be sold in the market at par? 

Mr. WINDOM. I have already said that I did not believe the 
$200,000,000 bonds proposed by the committee would be sold at par. 
I doubt very much if the entire $200,000,000 proposed by the Senator 
from West Virginia will be sold at par; but I will say that the entire 
proposition of the Senator from West Virginia, which peepeses that 
the last issued shall be first paid, will present to the purchaser this 
argument: ‘‘If I come in at once upon the passage of this bill and 
take a portion of the bonds they will run certainly five or six years, 
because mine will be the very last end of the $551,000,000 to be called 
in.” I think there will be a little effort to get in early for a portion 
of the bonds proposed by the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia. Whether all of them will be taken, I doubt very much. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. That I think we all understand. I think the 
Senator from Ohio has expressed a willingness to amend the bill as 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia if he only preserves the 
tive-year clause which the Senator from Ohio deems important and 
which I deem important, and which all gentlemen upon the floor 
whom I have heard discuss the matter deem important, because it 
adds to the marketable value of the land. As to the remainder of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia, nobody 
disagrees with him. But it all seems to me to accomplish this: 
having failed to lay the whole measure on the table the enemies of 
the bill resort to this as another way of attacking the bill. It is 
simply equivalent to laying the whole matter on the table and retain- 
ing the 34 per cent. bonds in circulation. The bill as reported from 
the committee proposes to extend absolutely for five years the time 
when the Government shall have the right to redeem $200,000,000 of 
bonds, and I approve of that because it is in the direction of my own 
amendment, which proposed to extend the time still further; but I 
cannot see a particle of difference between the motion to table the 
whole matter, amendments and all, andthe proposition of the Senator 
from West Virginia, in effect. Itistrue the latter retains the option 
to the Government after $350,000,000 have been paid, and enables 
the Government to go on and pay these bonds; but at the same time, 
if I am to take the utterances of the honorable Senator from Min- 
nesota as a guide for my action, the very bonds he proposes to issue 
cannot be sold on the market under 3} per cent., and therefore will 
not be taken. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Chair has properly ruled upon 
a point of order that a motion to strike out and insert is not divis- 
ible, but the rule provides that a motion to strike out and insert shall 
not prevent a motion to strike out. Now, as I understand it, the 
question pending between the advocates and opponents of this amend- 
ment is whether the bond authorized by this bill shall be payable 
at the option of the United States or redeemable within a certain 
time to be fixed hereafter. If the Chair holds it in order, therefore, 
to test the sense of the Senate upon that proposition, whether these 
bonds shall be payable at a certain time, to be specified in the bill, 
or shall be redeemable at the option of the United States, I move 
to strike out, after the word ‘‘States,” in line 16, all down to and 
including the word “Treasury,” in line 20. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the motion? 

Mr. INGALLS. To strike out all from line 16 of the bill after the 
word “ States,” all down to and including the word ‘‘ Treasury,” in 
line 20. That will leave the question to be determined simply on the 
proposition whether these bonds shall be redeemable at the option 
of the United States, or whether they shall be payable at a certain 
time to be fixed in the bill; and if the Senate is in favor of making 
the bonds optional, then the Senator from West Virginia can move 
to amend by inserting the proposition that he has heretofore offered 
to the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it the Senator from Kansas 
means to strike out the words I have moved to strike out. He has 
the first print of the bill; I have the second and the same confusion 
that there was yesterday exists to-day. I understand that the Sena- 
tor moves to strike out the words with the view of inserting my 
amendment or some other amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; Imove that for the purpose of testing the 
sense of the Senate upon this proposition whether the bonds author- 
ized shall be redeemable at the pleasure of the United States or 
payable at a certain time to be fixed in the bill hereafter; and as 
the Senate shall decide one way or the other, then the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia can be offered or not, as may be 
deemed best hereafter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Chair whether the motion of the Sena- 
tor from. Kansas is in order? It is to strike out the very words, no 
more and no less, that were moved to be stricken out by the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Iwill say to the Senator from Kansas that 
I do not think his motion will test what he desires to test. I do not 
think the amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia 
does, in point of fact, make the bonds issued under this bill simply 
redeemable at the pleasure of the Government. That is what he 
proposes to say: 

Mr. INGALLS. No; but ifmy motion prevails—ifthe Senator will 
examine the bill he will find that it does leave the bonds redeemable 
at the pleasure of the United States. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. But the entire amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia makes the bonds issued under this bill redeem- 
able after the three-and-a-halfs are all paid. Therefore it does not 
make these bonds redeemable at pleasure ; it makes them redeemable 
only after the three-and-a-half are all out of the way. That is the 
proper view to take of it. After that they will be at the pleasure of 
the Government, after the three-and-a-halfs are all paid. Iam in 
favor of the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia for that 
reason. If he by his amendment allowed these bonds to be redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the Government with the other bonds—fives 
and sixes, as I call them; other gentlemen call them three-and-a-halfs— 
still afloat, I would nee his amendment. There is no 34 per cent. 
bond in existence; there is a 5 and a 6 per cent. bond, which the 
bondholders have proposed shall be reduced to 34, but the Treasury 
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Department was not authorized to accept that offer, and was not the 
department of Government authorized to act on it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Has the Senator a bill prepared to accept that 
offer, or does he intend to offer a proposition to appropriate money 
to make up the deficiency? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota 
that there is already a motion pending to ratify by the legitimate 
legislative department of the Government the proposition of the bond- 
holders. When that motion shall come up I will take very great 
pleasure in voting for it. I hold that the executive departments of 
this Government cannot even accept a gift except by authority of 
Congress. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator vote to make up the deficiency 
in the mean time which accrues before the ratification? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I hold that if the gentlemen who hold the 
5 and 6 per cent. bonds choose to demand their 2} and 14 per cent. 
they have a right to it, because no recognized authority of this 
Government has ever accepted their offer to release it; and I will 
say moreover, since the Senator has brought up the question again, 
and made the remarks he has, that if the bondholders holding the 
5 and 6 per cent. bonds had come to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and said, ‘‘ We are willing, voluntarily, to reduce the interest to 3} 
per cent.,” the Secretary of the Treasury should have said, ‘‘The 
executive department has no authority to accept that offer, but appre- 
ciating your offer, I will report it either directly or through the 
President to Congress, and let them say whether it shall be accepted 
or not; and in the mean time I will retain the extra per cent. to your 
order. If Congress accepts your offer it becomes right and proper.” 
But I deny the proposition that the executive department of this 
Government can change the terms of the bonds, or even accept a gift 
from anybody. The legislative department ofthe Government alone 
has power todo that; and the attempt to do it by the executive depart- 
ment is a plain usurpation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] raises a point of order upon the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] The thirty-first rule says: 

If the question indebate contain several propositions, any Senator may have the 
same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be divided ; 
but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one proposition shall not pre- 


vent a motion to strike out and insert a different proposition; nor shall it prevent 
a motion simply to strike out. 


In the opinion of the Chair the point of order is welltaken. ‘Nor 
shall it prevent a motion simply to strike out” means after the mo- 
tion to strike out and insert has been rejected. Then a motion to 
strike out isin order. Ifthe motion of the Senator from Kansas was 
in order now it would in effect do away with the previous part of 
this rule, which says a motion to strike out and insert shall not be 
divisible. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am not strenuous about the matter, and do not 
propose to stand upon technical questions. I am entirely willing to 
concede that the ruling of the Chair is correct; but it appears to me 
that as the proposition before the Senate is a plain and simple one, 
we ought not to have it complicated by considerations arising from 
a view of what shall be inserted in case these bonds are made re- 
deemable at the option of the Government instead of redeemable at a 
certain time, as provided by the author ofthe bill. And Ishould like 
very much if the point of order might be waived, so that we could 
have a vote directly on that proposition; because, of course, if these 
bonds are to be made redeemable at the option of the Government, 
the Senator from Ohio probably does not want the bill passed ;. and 
it appears to me to be the part of wisdom to not stand upon a ques- 
tion of order, but let us if possible take a vote on the main proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there can be no doubt of the cor- 
rectness of the decision of the Chair, and it is necessary to keep things 
so that we can understand them, I think, to have that decision. But 
the Senator from Kansas can accomplish his object by moving to per- 
fect the paragraph proposed to be stricken out by either inserting 
something in it, or striking out some part of it, not the whole. If 
the Senator were to move to strike out either the first member of the 
clause or the second one, we can test the sense of the Senate as to 
whether they wish these bonds redeemable instantly the day they are 
issued, or Whether they wish to have them run for the five years; or 
he can do the same thing in effect by moving to strike out the last 
branch of the proposition. 

While I am in ac of the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia as far as it is affirmative, I am not in favor of striking out 
that part of the bill which provides for these bonds runnin f five years. 
I do not think it would be good policy to pass a bill for the purposes 
named here, to issue a 3 per cent. bond redeemable at the pleasure of 
the United States instantly, because it really amounts then to loaning 
money to the United States at its option at a3 per cent. rate, and 
the thing will fall dead and ought to. There ought to be some per- 
manency to it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will not the Senator from Vermont 
notice that these bonds cannot be paid until after all the 34 per cent. 
bonds, so called, are paid? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That & the intention. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That assumes what the Senate has not yet de- 
cided. As the amendment now stands, a motion to strike out and 
insert, I shall be obliged to vote against it; but ifthe Senator were 
to confine his motion to striking out what his affirmative matter 
really relates to, that is beginning after ‘‘ seven” in line 18, ‘‘the 
order of their payment to be determined by law,” down to “ Treasury ” 
in line 20, and inserting what he has which belongs in that place, 
then we can have a straight vote on one of the propositions. After 
that is disposed of, a motion can be made to strike out the two lines 
allowing these bonds to run until 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia to strike out and insert. Upon this 
question the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has called for the 
yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Acting Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, (when Mr. Brown’s name was called.) I 
desire to state that my colleague [ Mr. Brown] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] on all political questions. I do not 
know whether this is considered political or not. 

Mr. GROOME, (when his name wascalled.) I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] with the right to vote on the 
passage of this bill; but as Ido not know how he would vote on this 
amendment, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 38, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Slater, 
Beck, George, Jones of Florida, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Call, Grover, Maxey, Vest, 
Camden, Hampton, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pendleton, Walker, 
Coke, Hill of Georgia, Plumb, Williams, 
Davis of W. Va.,__ Ingalls, Pugh, Windom. 
Fair, Jackson, Ransom, 
Farley, Johnston, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—26. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, MeDill, Rollins, 
Anthony, ‘erry, McMillan, Saunders, 
Blair, Frye, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, 
Davis of Illinois, Lapham, Platt, 

ABSENT—12. 
Allison Groome, Kellogg, McPherson, 
Brown Hale, Lamar, Miller of N. Y., 
Dawes. Hill of Colorado, Logan, Sewell. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
had another amendment in the form of an additional section, which, 
in the opinion of the Chair, would come in better hereafter than now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Chair is right about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there an amendment pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are amendments which have 
been submitted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I promised the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
BROWN, ] who suggested an amendment, that I would draw a substi- 
tute for it, and I now eee to offer this amendment as in his be- 
half. He has been called away. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia, which was informally passed over yesterday, will now 
be taken up, and the Senator from Ohio proposes, by agreement with 
the Senator from Georgia, a substitute for it, which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In section 1, line 5, after the words 
“United States,” it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘and at any postal 
money-order office.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
as it would stand if amended. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to receive at the Treas- 
ry, and at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and at any 

stal money-order office, lawful money of the United States, to the amount of fifty 
‘dollars, or any multiple of that sum, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As part of the same proposition I offer the fol- 
lowing to be added to the bill: 

Before any deposits are received at any postal money-order office under this act 
the postmaster at such office shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury his bond, 
with satisfactory security, that he will promptly transmit to the Treasurer of the 


United States the money received by him in conformity with regulations to be pre- 
scribed by such Secretary, and the deposits with any postmaster shall not at any 


time exceed the amount of his bond. 


Mr. MAXEY. Laskif thatis an addition to the bond the postmaster 
is already required to give by law ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is an additional bond. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That clause provides that no deposits shall be 
received above the amount of the postmaster’s bond. How is the 
depositor to know that? Some citizen goes with his $10,000 to de- 
posit, and the postmaster takes it, and it does not get through to the 
Treasury ; whose loss is it, it being in excess of the amount of the 


Let that part of the bill be read 
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bond? I think some more specific provision than that in some way 
should be made if you are going to affect a citizen who puts his money 
in under our invitation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senator from Vermont would look 
to that a little, and see if it can be framed so as to make it broader; 
but this is in substance the mode adopted in regard to the $10 refund- 
ing certificates. There was never any loss, because in that case they 
were limited in the same way to $1,000. They had to transmit that 
money before they were authorized to go further. A postmaster 
would be at once promptly removed who would violate that pro- 
vision of the law. If the Senator can suggest any stronger way I 
have no objection. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I would suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
that this would be a very difficult provision to execute any way. 
The money deposited at the post-oflices ought to be forwarded im- 
mediately—daily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
daily. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then it could hardly be probable that an 
amount would be deposited in one day equal to any ordinary bond. 
I think that provision of the amendment is unnecessary, will be 
practically so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think there is any objection to it. 
simply a mandatory provision. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I think the Secretary of the Treasury will 
require a bond with a sufficient penalty, because the amount recov- 
erable from the postmaster who is in.default would be the amount 
actually not transmitted, and not the amount named as the penalty. 
I think, therefore, that portion of the amendment might be left out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think there is practically any diffi- 
culty in it; but if anybody can suggest any better form, I have no 
objection. I drew this amendment at the request of the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. BRown,] and I believe that it will accomplish 
what he desires—to popularize this loan. If the Senate will allow it 
to pass in this form, I think it will tend to popularize this loan. I 
hope, therefore, we shall have a vote on it. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from Ohio. 
The bonds now given by postmasters for postal money-orders are 
given to the Post-Office Department. These bonds, it seems to me, 
would necessarily go to the Treasury Department and, have to be 
filed there. There is nothing in the amendment, as I heard it, to 
show where the bond is to be filed. Who is to be the custodian of it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law provides for that. 

Mr. MAXEY. Without some provision of that kind this bond per- 
haps would go to the Post-Office Department, and that is not the 
place for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All bonds of that kind go to the proper office of 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MAXEY. But here you are using an officer of one Department 
to transact the business of another Department, without saying 
where the bonds shall go. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The Treasury Department has officers in 
the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. MAXEY. None except the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, who 
is still an officer of the Treasury as to matters connected with the 
postal service, and who for convenience has his office in the Post- 
Office Department building. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Ohio if he thinks the existing bonds of postmasters would cover an. 
defalcation in reference to money deposited with them under this bill. 
Would not the liability of the postmasters on their bonds be strictly 
construed? As this duty was not in contemplation when a post- 
master gave his bond, this being a new duty devolving upon him, in 
my opinion the bond which he has already given would not cover 
~ uty imposed by this bill. 

ir. SHERMAN. I think so, and therefore I provide for a new 
bond. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
gm perc by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want now to offer another amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two or three amend- 
ments pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but this relates to the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia, and had better be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will receive it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move toamend by inserting the following words 
prior to the amendment just adopted on the motion of the Senator 
from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis, ] before the word “provided :” 

And redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1885— 

So as to make it a three-year bond, redeemable at the pleasure of the 
United States after three years. If Senators really intend to allow a 
3 per cent. bond to be tried on the market, they certainly should allow 
three years’ time for it to run, and not put every holder of these bonds 
upon constant inquiry, on the day even after he purchases them, 
whether they may not be redeemed that day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If I undertand the Senator from 
Ohio, he proposes to amend the bill, just before the amendment 


The money deposited is required to be forwarded. 
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which has been adopted, on my motion, by inserting “and redeema- 
ble at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of Janu- 
uary, 1885,” which practically is giving three years instead of five 
years, as the Senator previously proposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. Upon a moment’s reflection, acting as 
the organ of the Finance Committee, I do not think I am justified in 
changing the time. I therefore offer the amendment precisely as it 
was in the bill, ‘‘1887,” and if any Senator desires to move to amend 
my amendment he may do it; but I feel bound as the organ of the 
Finance Committee to adhere, so far as my amendment is concerned, 
to the time fixed by that committee. I therefore modify it, and make 
it “‘ redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist 
day of January, 1887.” If any Senator wishes to try 1885, he can 
move it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the Senate has just 
struck out the very words the Senator proposes to insert. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With a lot of others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There was not a straight vote on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We propose to have a vote on this question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is the same question, however, 
and I take it the same vote, which I believe was 38 to 26 will apply to 
this. If this were adopted it would be undoing what we have just 
done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not correct. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it everybody who voted to 
strike out before will vote against this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio as modified will be read. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. In line 16, after the word ‘United 
States,” the amendment is to insert, ‘‘and redeemable at the pleas- 
ure of the United States after the Ist day of January, 1887.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison this amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senate can now take a vote 
upon the distinct proposition whether they will issue a bond at 3 per 
cent. running for five years or not, disconnected with any other pro- 
position. If this should be voted down, I will on my own responsi- 
bility, if no one else offers that amendment, try it at three years and 
test the sense of the Senate as to whether they intend to issue this 
bond in a form that will prevent people from taking it in the ordi- 
nary course of business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that this is in effect 
precisely the vote that we have taken before and that if this amend- 
ment carries it makes a five-year bond. That is the whole question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in effect precisely the thing we voted 
upon before, for I voted against the former proposition and if these 
words had been allowed to stand in the bill I should have voted for 
it. The Senator from West Virginia is too good a parliamentarian 
not to see that under the appearance of something else he brought 
two things together that forced people to vote contrary to their incli- 
nations in regard to some part of his amendment. Now therefore 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio is perfectly in order; nobody 
disputes that; and it brings the Senate to a vote upon one question 
instead of a vote upon two, as the case was before. That is what it 
is, and we are obliged to decide now upon the yeas and nays—I am 

lad they are ordered—whether on the simple proposition, assum- 
ing that we are to put out a3 per cent. bond at all, we shall insist 
upon putting it out at will to be redeemable and to be redeemed as 
fast as it goes out from under the signature of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, by funds in his hands. That is the question. I shall be 
glad to have the Senate vote on that. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishould like to have the amendment reported. 
I was not in when it was offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 16, after the words “United 
States,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and redeemable at the pleasure of 
the United States after the 1st day of January, 1887.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not much acquainted with parliamentary 
law, but it seems to me that there must be some parliamentary ob- 
jection to that motion. The Senate has already voted andexpressed 
its judgment that that part of the bill shallnot stand, and has wiped 
it out. Now, it occurs to me that any attempt to reinstate it is not 
in order, because it would be contrary to the judgment of the Senate 
expressed on the last vote which was given that that should not be 
a part of the bill. : 

So far as that proposition is concerned, I say that Ihad rather have 
the option of the Government to pay these bonds than to have the 
saving of interest proposed by the bill; and with that provision sug- 
gested by the Senator from Vermont that these bonds shall run 
(notwithstanding we may have money in the Treasury to liquidate 
them before that time) until the 1st of January, 1887, it cannot re- 
ceive my vote. I esteem the option of the Government to pay the 
debt when it shall have the moneyinthe Treasury to meet the bonds 
of much more value than the saving of interest proposed by the bill. 
I hope, therefore, the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President, I wish to say that the bill | 


as it will stand with the amendments already adopted will make these | trom Georgia [Mr. Brown] left his pair with the Senator from Iowa 





bonds redeemable at the pleasure of the Government after all bonds 
bearing a higher rate of interest are paid. That was the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia. ‘That is the bill as it now stands. 
It will make these bonds payable or redeemable only after all bonds 
bearing a higher rate of interest and due are paid. Very well. This 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio will make the bonds redeemable 
at the end of five years, provided all bonds bearing a higher rate of 
interest are then extinguished. 

Mr. McCPHERSON and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Yes, that is it substantially, because the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia is still left in, or a por- 
tion of it. I think there is a good deal in the point made by the 
Senator from Ohio. Now let us get it exactly right. Let it stand 
without the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio, with the 
amendment as adopted offered by the Senator from West Virginia, 
and I repeat the bonds issued under this act will be redeemable at the 
pleasure of the Government after all bonds bearing a higher rate of 
interest and due are paid. Now, suppose we adopt the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, then the bonds issued under this 
act are redeemable at the pleasure of the Government after five years 
and after all other bonds bearing a higher rate of interest are paid. 
I rather think that would improve the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose the other bonds are paid in the mean 
time? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. There can be but very little timeleft; and 
the object of this amendment is to offer an inducement to persons to 
take the bonds. Aman having money may be willing to invest itin a 
3 per cent. bond provided it certainly has five years torun. He may 
not be willing to invest it in a 3 per cent. bond if it has not as much 
as five years to run, if by possibility the Government may take it up 
before the expiration of five years. Now he will get the benefit 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia, which 
was a wise amendment, the latter part of it—he will get the benefit 
of that if at the end of five years all bonds due and bearing a higher 
rate of interest are not paid. Under the amendment offered by the 
Senator from West Virginia he may get more than five years; he may 
get less. Under the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio, 
he certainly will get five ; he may get more; he cannot get less. The 
only point of the amendment of the Senator from Ohio will be that, 
I think, it will make the negotiation of these bonds more probable. 
We do not know how much time it will give. If we extinguish all 
bonds bearing a higher rate of interest before the expiration of the 
five years it will give the holder the addition between that extin- 
guishment and the five years. Thatisall. It may be six months; 
it may be one year; it is very uncertain. Now, if an absolute cer- 
tainty of five years will increase the probability of the negotiation 
of the bonds, I am inclined to think we had better do it. That ismy 
judgment. I rather think I shall vote for this amendment, although 
I voted for the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to amend the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio by striking out ‘‘seven” and inserting ‘‘ five,” so as to make 
the bonds redeemable after January 1, 1885. I believe by every cal- 
culation of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the late Secretary of 
the Treasury, it is not assumed that the whole $551,000,000 can be 
paid in less time than three years. They indulge the hope that the 
whole $551,000,000 may be extinguished by the surplus revenues 
within that time. Ifmy amendment to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio shall be adopted it brings these bonds within the option 
of the Government in three years instead of five. 

Mr. WIXDOM. This whole controversy, I think, is between those 
who are determined to have the entire $551,000,000 remain at all times 
optional with the Government, and those who are determined that a 
portion of this debt shall be fixed at a certain time in the future. 
Now, the proposition made by the Senator from Ohio is precisely the 
proposition of the bill, which, as I understand it, has been amended 
by the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. If we now 
fix the time at five years, and then with the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia say that even after five years these bonds shall 
not be paid as long as any others are outstanding, it simply postpones 
the bonds a little longer, makes them a little better than under the 
bill of the committee as I understand it. I am one of those who 
believe in keeping all of this debt all the time optional with the Goy- 
ernment. ‘Therefore I am opposed to this motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] is in order. The question is on the 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHER- 
MAN. 

Me SHERMAN. That will make it a three-year bond. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘Three years instead of five. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee to the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Acting Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON, (when his name was called.) On these questions I 
am paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Brown.] _ I presume 


| he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 


Mr. RANSOM, (when Mr. BRown’s name was called.) The Senator 
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[Mr. ALLISON] in my charge. I do not know how he would vote on 
this amendment. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] Not knowing how he 
would vote on this amendment, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 34, nays 26; as follows: , 
YEAS—34. 

Johnston, 
Jonas, 
Maxey, 
Morgan, 
Pendleton, 
Plumb, 
Pugh, 
Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
NAYS—26. 
MeDill, 
McMillan, 
Miller of Cal., 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Platt, 
Ransom, 


Farley, 
Garland, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Grever, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 


Teller, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams, 
Conger, Windom. 
Davis of W. Va., 
Fair, 


Aldrich, 


Frye, 
Anthony, 


Harrison, 
aarews 

Hill of Georgia, 
Jones of Florida, 
Lapham, 

Logan, 


Rollins, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Van Wyck. 


Blair, 

Cameron of Wis., 

Davis of Dlinois, 

Edmunds, 

Ferry, 
ABSENT—16. 

Hoar, 

Jones of Nevada, 

Kellogg, 

Lamar, 


Allison, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron of Pa., 


Dawes, 
Groome, 


Hale, 
Hill of Colorado,, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio as amended. 

Mr. MORRILL. Now,let me inquire of the Senator who is in 
charge of the bill whether this is not a very long bond to be author- 
ized; that is to say, it is not to be redeemable under three years and 
not until the 43 and 5 per cent. bonds are all paid off? As I under- 
stand it, that gives these bonds about twenty-five years’ duration. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1] is 
correct, that ought to commend the proposition to Senators who have 
been voting for this bill, for there is evidently a determination, not 
very loudly expressed, to make these bonds payable at the most dis- 
tant day that they possibly can be put at. I voted for the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee ; I voted for it on two principles. The 
first was that ifthe bill was to be passed, in my judgment it only 
put the bonds out of the power of the United States for three years. 
I did not understand that the effect of my vote would be as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has stated or I certainly should not have voted 
for that amendment. I voted for it upon another ground, which I 
believe is correct in parliamentary affairs, to make this bill as obnox- 
ious as possible. I myself believe that this is a bill which ought 
never to have been brought into the Senate. It is apparent, if you 
will examine into it, that the benefits and advantages to be derived 
are so inconsequential that they cannot begin to make up for the dis- 
arrangement and the disturbance it will create in financial affairs in 
this country. 

Mr. President, we have been proceeding for some years upon a 
sound and correct basis, and the people have learned just exactly 
where to put theirmoney. At the last session of Congress a majority 
of the Senate voted to let the people of the United States borrow 
money at a reasonable length of time at 3 per cent., because it took 
the place of high interest-bearing bonds. During the interval be- 
tween the adjournment of the session and the maturity of the 5 and 
6 per cent. bonds the Secretary of the Treasury (whether with author- 
ity of law or without does not make any difference now, for nobody 
can question that any more) placed the debt that was bearing a high 
interest at a comparatively small interest, put it at 34 per cent. It 
was not as low as Ithoughtit oughtto have been. It wasnot aslow 
as I believe it might have been funded at, if we had given him the 
authority, as we could have done at the last session. But the people 
took these bonds; the business interests everywhere in the United 
States settled down on the idea that these bonds were not to be at 
once taken up and exchanged; and yet the very first thing at this 
session comes a proposition that does not save to this Government a 
single dollar, puts it beyond the power of the United States to pay 
these debts as the money comes into the Treasury, and simply invites 
the locking up in the Treasury, as has been the case for years, of a 
large sum of money. It is in the interest, not of the men who pay 
the taxes, not of the men who, by their energy, make this country 
great and rich; it is in the interest of the men who put their money 
in interest-bearing securities and who call upon the rest of the coun- 
try to support them—a little minority who call upon the rest of the 
country to mortgage their exertions and their interests tothem. Mr. 
President, what they want is a long interest-bearing bond. I believe 
myself that you can fund every dollar of the 34 percents in a 3 per 
cent. bond payable at the option of the Government as early as you 
can put them off for five or three years. If this bill as amended does, 
as the Senator from Vermont says, put the bonds off twenty-five years, 
I have no doubt that the great mass of the Senate sitting on the side 
where I sit will vote for the bill, because then the bill will commend 
itself to the Senators who are voting for this measure, What they 


McPherson, 
Mahone, 
Miller of N. Y., 
Sewell. 


want is along bond. What they want is to perpetuate and keep up 
this debt for two reasons. One is, that they are wedded to the na- 
tional-bank system, which I am wedded to to some extent myself ; 
bat, as I said the other day, if it is necessary for its existence that 
the debt should be perpetuated I would let the banks go. Secondly, 
they want to perpetuate this debt and pay interest continually, so 
that the tariff question may be left exactly as it is. 

Now, Mr. President, I believe in a tariff; I believe in a protective 
tariff that protects American industry; but I know that the present 
tariff is not such a tariff as the people demand, and I know that when 
the debt is paid the people will see to it that there is a different 
tariff, and that is what the gentlemen know who are insisting upon 
a long bond. 

Mr. President, no man has stood upon this floor a moment and given 
a single reason why this legislation should take place; and no man 
has been able to contradict the figures of the Senator from Kansas, 
(Mr. PLums, ] by which he showed that in all human probability it 
will be a dead loss to the Government of from six to eight million 
dollars. It isin keeping with the sentiment which pervades a por- 
tion of this country that would strike out of existence one-half of the 
money of the world, that the men holding securities might have a 
better and stronger grip upon the people who earn the money and 
who pay the taxes in this country. I do not very much like to vote 
upon questions of this kind with the other side of the Chamber, but 
Iseo that I vote with four or five Republicans only. Sir, I will vote 
as my sentiments dictate, although I may seem to fly in the face of 
my political party. 

Mr. President, I was educated in the Democratic party, and when 
it failed to represent my sentiments, I had the courage to get out of 
it; and I propose upon this question to represent myself, and not allow 
the Republican party to be put in the position of misrepresenting the 
wishes of the great people of the West andthe South. I know that 
the people are anxious to let these questions alone. Stability in busi- 
ness is what they are after to-day. The Senator from Ohio predicted 
yesterday a financial disaster. You cannot bring it quicker than by 
this kind of legislation, Mr. President. This is what we fear and 
what the people are afraid of all over the country, that this everlast- 
ing tinkering with the finances will get us some day in a condition 
of affairs where we shall be very likely to have another panic such 
as we had in 1873. Sir, if you submit the financial affairs of this 
country to the control of the Senator from Ohio, and the men who 
think with him, you will have a financial disaster that will far exceed 
that of 1873, in my judgment, inside of five years. The people do not 
intend to have it, Mr. President, and Iam against this bill upon every 
principle; and if, as the Senator from Vermont says now, it is a 
twenty-five year bond, then I am against it with more determination 
than I was against a five year bond. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will pardon me. I did not assert 
that it was; I merely inquired. I understand an amendment was 
adopted to the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, which 
has obviated that and made it apply only to uncalled bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I certainly would be the last man 
in the Senate to reproach my friend from Colorado for voting as he 
thinks right. He will never hear a word of reproach from me on that 
subject. Iclaim the privilege of doing that myself, and I will always 
accord it to others. But when he says that those who vote with me 
desire to hang up the public debt, to postpone the reduction of taxes, 
to make greater the burdens of our bonded indebtedness, he flies in 
the face of the plainest facts known to every one within the Senate 
Chamber. ‘ 

Why, sir, he seems to treat a bill which reduces the interest on 
$200,000,000 of the public debt to 3 per cent. as an injury to the peo- 
ple of the United States. In the name of Heaven, where did he find 
his arithmetic? Is it wrong to save a million dollars a year to the 
people of the United States? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Does that increase the tariff? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does that increase the tariff? Why, sir, if I 
wanted to keep up the tariff system as it is I would carry out the ideas 
of the Senator from Colorado. I would pay $150,000,000 a year on 
the public debt; I would load down the taxes and increase them. 
But, sir, that is not the proper thing to do. 

My friend thinks I am acting in the interest of the bondholders. 
He says the bondholders now have got a kind of security that is satis- 
factory to them; it only bears 34 per cent. interest, and they do not 
want to be disturbed ; it will make a great commotion in this country 
if we disturb them. Now we propose to go to the people of the 
United States, the plain people all over the country, at every post- 
office, offer them our bonds bearing 3 per cent. interest, and if they 
give us the money it will enable us to pay off $200,000,000 of the 33 
percents right away and reduce the rate of interest to 3 per cent. ; 
and that is in the interest of the bondholder! What bondholder? 1 
do not know. I cannot understand that kind of logic. It is strange 
to me. 

I do not at all assail the sincerity of my friend from Colorado. He 
no doubt has his notions strongly. He has an idea about this bill 
that I assure him is entirely unfounded. He thinks this bill is in the 
interest of the—whatisit? The money-kings! Why, sir, it is in the 
interest of the people, every word of it. Unless emasculated and so 
destroyed that the people will not take the bonds you provide for, it 
will do good by saving money to the people. And, sir, if it goes fur- 
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ther than that, if it induces Congress to adopt the principle upon 
which the bill is founded, that it is not wise to accumulate in this 
country enormoussums ofsurplus revenue to be attacked by every cor- 
morant who breathes upon public plunder, by every scheme of wild 
invention, enterprise, waste, and plunder, it will do great good. Sir, 
I do not want to gather taxes from the people to expend them in the 
way that hundreds and thousands of the bills on your table propose 
to expend them. I would rather remit the money to the people and 
let it remain in their hands. If this bill will tend to frame a policy 
that will reduce the taxes of this country fifty or sixty million dol- 
lars a year, throw off here and there any tax that is burdensome on 
any portion of our people, it will be beneficial. 

My friend has said that he once belonged to the Democratic party. 
Perhaps that is the reason why he does not reason logically on these 
questions. [Laughter.] He thinks that we are trying to oppress 
the people by saving them in taxes, that we are favoring the money- 
kings by taking away one-half of 1 per cent. or one-seventh of the 


amount of their interest, and that we are riding them down rough- | 


shod by extending their bonds, by continuing the public debt, by 
building up a system of national banks. Well, now, my honorable 
friend has more interest, I have no doubt, in national banks than I 


them so far as they tend to furnish us a safe currency, better than 
we ever had before their existence. I do not seek to pass any legis- 
lation in regard to the national banks. Iam proposing nothing for 
their extension, nothing as to their privileges, nothing for their bene- 
fit. This very bill takes away one-seventh of their income on the 
public securities held by them, to the extent that they are sold; and 
therefore it is he who is acting as the agent of the national banks, 
as the agent of the bondholders who prefer 3} to 3 per cent., as the 
agent of the money-kings who hold these bonds, and not myself. 
And yet, sir, [do not impugn his motives or criticise his conduct, but 
I must answer his logic, and that is all there is of it. 

Mr. President, all there is in this bill is written in plain English, 
and that is a proposition to offer to the people of the United States 
the smallest interest-bearing bond that was ever offered to any na- 
tion of the world, because Great Britain never sought even to sell 
her three percents at par, but always gave some additional gratuity 
to make them good, and she never sold her 3 per cent. bonds in con- 
siderable sums at par. We propose to offer to our people the lowest 
rate of interest that was ever proposed in any loan made by any 
country, and with the money thus obtained to pay off bonds bearing 
a higher rate of interest; and yet it is said we are acting for the 
money-kings, we are acting for the bondholders, we are acting against 
the interests of the people! Why, sir, it is absurd. Let me say to 
my Democratic friends, as man to man, that the people of this coun- 
try will see through the logic of this operation. Sir, I can go upon 
the stump in any State in this broad land, point out to the Democratic 
party their votes last year in favor of a 3 per cent. bill, their defeat 
of that bill by an obnoxious amendment which prevented gentlemen 
on this side from voting for it, their attacks upon this bill, their pur- 
pose to emasculate it so that men will not take the bonds, and now 
their opposition to it because, forsooth, it isnot in the interest of the 

le! 
~~ ve already said more than I intended when I rose. Indeed I 
do not wish to give to this debate a party turn. All I desire is—and 
I intend to do it—to try to get, if possible, by several successive 
votes, the cheapest form of bond that I believe can be sold in the 
money market at par, and if Iam voted down I shall submit with the 
greatest good humor. I have served too long in this Senate Cham- 
ber and in legislative bodies ever to get angry or out of humor at 
anything that may be done by the majority. The majority should 

e. Ifa majority of the Senate shall decide now that they will not 
postpone $200,000,000 of the $550,000,000 of 34 per cent. bonds by is- 
suing to the — of the United States a bond running three or five 
years, and allowing them to take it without cost, without syndicate, 
without machinery, at 3 per cent.—if they vote that down I shall 
sumbit with the best possible grace; but I must deny and disclaim 
that when I am thus trying to reduce the interest on the public debt 
I am acting as the agent of the bondholders, or the money-kings, or 
any men of that kind; I am acting simply for the people of the State 
of Ohio, who have so honored and trusted me, and whose agent and 
representative in this matter I claim to be. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Ido not know that I specially 
charged that the Senator from Ohio was in the interest of the bond- 
holders. The bondholders in thiscountry hold comparatively a small 
amount of the claims against the people. What I had reference to 
was a claim against the labor of every man in the country, but the 
Government bondholders hold only a small portion of that claim, 
and Iam not afraid of the bondholders any more than I am of the 
man who holds a mortgage on my neighbor’s farm. I spoke of the 
bondholders, I spoke of the men who made their money by wringing 
interest out of other people and who wanted dear money and very 
little of it, and I said that the Senator belonged to that class, and his 
record as Secretary of the Treasury justifies me in that assertion. 

I said further, that I did not understand that this bill would save 
any interest. The Senator assumes the whole premises. He says it 
does save to the Government a million a year. I deny it. There is 
the issue. I say that he cannot prove it. I say his simple, naked 
assertion, though he may speak from that committee which has charge 





of the finances in this body, does not carry with it proof. Isay that 
the mathematical demonstrations made here ought to convince every 
man, and has convinced every man who has read it, that it saves 
nothing to the Government, but, on the contrary, takes $6,000,000 
from the people of the United States, and does perpetuate the debt, 
does put it beyond the power of the Government to pay its debt as 
the income comes in. Has the Senator from Ohio ever suggested any 
diminution of the taxes? I know he said yesterday he wasin favor 
of it. Ihave heard a good many men talk in favor of it; yet they 
never take a step that looks like it, and if a step is taken by anybody 
else they are found frequently arraying themselves against such 
reduction. I say now that there is a party in this country which is 
powerful and strong, who do not want the public debt paid and do 
not intend to have it paid if they can help it. It affords very hand- 
some place for a certain class of men to put their money—not their 
earnings, butthe money that they have accumulated in some method, 
rarely ever by labor; and the honorable gentleman cannot with any 
degree of decency claim that he represents the class of men who wring 
wealth from the earth, who by toil accumulate wealth. Henever has, 
that Iam aware of, at any time in his history represented that class of 


| people. The advised legislation that came from the Treasury Depart- 
have. He says he takes an interest in them. 1am only in favor of | 


ment when he was at the head of it was not in the interest of that 
class of people. Ido not say that it was not honestly sent; I donot 
mean that; but I mean that hissympathies and his wishes and every- 
thing that is in him go with the classof men who pile up their money 
and not with the men who earn it, not with the laboring people. 

Yesterday when discussing a bill that he declared had nothing to 
do with the silver question, he dragged it in and proceeded to state, 
as had been stated again and again from official sources untruth- 
fully, that there were sixty-odd million silver dollars in the Treasury 
that could not be put out, and then he went on and made the astound- 
ing statement that the silver certificates were kept at par because 
the Government was willing to issue a certificate for a gold dollar. 
I do not know but that my logic is lame. I believe the honorable 
Senator once trained in the same old party, too, in his early days. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, no; never. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; I will not accuse him ofthat. If he did 
not, that is one virtue he has which I did not suppose he had. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I belonged to the old Whig party, and graduated 
in the Republican party. 

Mr. TELLER. Very good; I will give him all credit for that. 
But he says the silver certificates cannot be kept out, the silver can- 
not be made to circulate, and he advises the repeal of the law that 
makes the two metals equal as far as practicable in this country ; 
although the gold has great advantages, yet he advises the repeal, 
and he says the silver certificate would have been at a discount if it 
had not been that the Government was willing to issue a silver ce1- 
tificate for gold. Whatdoesit prove? It proves that the people had 
rather have a silver certificate than have gold. If that is the case, 
if $60,000,000 of gold has been exchanged for silver certificates, isthere 
any reason for the Senator to come here and say that we cannot keep 
silver in circulation under these circumstances? Not atall. I said 
before, and I say now, that the people who are afraid of silver, nine- 
tenths of them, belong to the class of men who do not want plenty of 
money. 

The Senator from Ohio said yesterday that we should havea panic, 
and referred to 1873. Does the Senator suppose there is any analogy 
between the condition of affairs now and in 1873, when in 1873 you 
had in the United States only $20,000,000 of gold in the banks all 
over the country, when you had $758,000,000 of ned money, andevery 
dollar of it discredited money, and to-day you have an equal ornearly 
an equal amount of paper money, and all that is upon a gold basis, 
or a gold and silver basis at least, and we have $750,000,000 of bullion 
that can be made into coin that is recognized the world over as the 
standard? There is no danger of a panic from leaving the silver bill 
to stand. 

But the Senator says that if we can only fund $200,000,000 in three 
percents, then there will be no trouble at all. He says to the other 
side of the Chamber, and he includes me in it, that the people of the 
United States will understand this. 

Mr. President, last year when we were voting for a 3 per cent. 
bond the great weight of the Senator as the head of the financial’ 
department of the Government was thrown against the 3 per cent. 
bill. Did not the people understand that? I think they did, and I 
think they understand it now, and I think they can see through the 
object of this bill. I do not believe myself that there is any consid- 
erable portion of the Senate or any considerable portion of the in- 
telligent voters of the United States who believe this bill is in the 
interest of the people of the United States, and the Senator will 
have to do more than stand up in the Senate and repeat that, in view 
of the known fact that if this bill is adopted as it came from the 
committee the people of the United States will, when they have paid 
these bonds, have paid $6,000,000 more money than they would if 
they left the matter as it now stands. If the revenues continue as 
they are, and we do not agree on any bill reducing the internal reve- 
nue or the tariff, what will you do with the money? You have car- 
ried in the Treasury for the last three years $150,000,000 that might 
as well have been dumped in the Potomac River for all the benefit 
the people have derived from it; you have locked it up and kept it 
there, and that is in accordance with the principle that would lock 


1882. 


up more money if there was an opportunity presented. The revenues 
as they come in not being required to be paid out will go into the 
Treasury and be locked up to make money close and tight, and the 
men who fatten and get rich on the people who labor will have their 
opportunity, and they will make their harvest. If rumor is not at 
fault the honorable Senator might possibly make a little in that way 
himself. ‘There are other people who might make something. 

Mr. President, it is folly to tell us that this bill will reduce the pub- 
lic interest when the demonstration is made here from figures that 


the Senator himself has not attempted to deny that it is’ a loss of | 


$6,000,000, as I said before. 

Mr. President, my logic may be bad; my financial logic undoubt- 
edly is sometimes at fault; but [look upon these things in a business 
point of view, and I know there is not a man in this country owing 
a great debt and having an income coming in all the time that would 
not give a half of 1 per cent. for the opportunity of paying that 
debt as it matured. And Jet me say to the Senator from Ohio that 


the great weight of the Finance Committee and the great bulk of 


Republican Senators who may vote the other way will not influence 
me a particle, nor will the assertion made ex cathedré that this is in 
the interest of the people. I know better, and I vote upon my judg- 
ment. I say it is not in the interest of the people, and I think it is 
a misfortune that the bill came here ; but it would be a greater mis- 
fortune if we passed it in the shape that it came from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as amended on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. HARRIS, ] upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May we have the amendment reported ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as it 
now stands. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 16, after the words ‘ United 
States,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and redeemable at the pleasure of 
the United States after the Ist day of January, 1885.” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, so far as [ am concerned 
in relation to this proposition, I have but one object in view, and 
that is to have a 3 per cent. bond a success. I am willing to reduce 
the rate of interest in the manner proposed by this bill; and if in the 
judgment of those who are, or ought to be, well informed upon it, 
a bond redeemable at the option of the Government without time 
will not float at par, I am not for that bond, because I think it would 
be greatly to the detriment of the people of the United States if a 
bond at 3 per cent. should go out which could not be floated at par. 
Tincline to the opinion that a 3 per cent. bond absolutely at the 
option of the Government will not go at par, and that if it is pro- 
posed to floata bond of that kind the attempt will fail, and the public 
debt will remain just asitisnow. If that be the object of gentlemen 
in opposing this proposition, they are en the right course; but I am 
at heart in favor of a 3 per cent. bond, and every vote that I shall 

ive with respect to the various propositions before the Senate will 
ve in view that object. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. pager 

Mr. HAMPTON, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLoGG.] Ido not know how he 
would vote on this particular question, but Ishall withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
my colleague [Mr. SEWELL] on all questions relating to this measure. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 24, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—24. 
Hoar, 
Jones of Florida, 
McDill, 
McMillan, 
Hawley, Miller of Cal., 
Hill of Georgia, Mitchell, 


NAYS—36. 
Lapham, 
Logan, 
Maxey, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Pendleton, 
Platt, 

* Plumb, 
Pugh, 


ABSENT—16. 


Hill of Colorado, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, 

Lamar, 


Aldrich, 
Anthony, 

Blair, 

Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Davis of Illinois, 


Edmunds, Ransom, 

F Rollins, 
Saunders, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Van Wyck. 


Garland, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Grover, 
Harris, 
Coke, Ingalls, 
Davis of W. Va., Jackson, 
Fair, Johnston, 
Frye, Jonas, 


Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
Teller, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams, 
Windom. 


Allison, 

Brown, 

Butler, 
Cameron of Pa., 


Dawes, Mahone, 
McPherson, 
Miller of N. Y., 


Hampton, Sewell. 


So the amendment was rejected. - 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be re- 
ported, which is that of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Vest. ] 
The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 
From and after the 1st day of July, 1882, the 3 per cent. bonds authorized by this 
act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national-bank circulation, 
or as security for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public money de- 
ited with such banks: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall not 
1ave issued all the bonds herein authorized, or so many thereof as to make it im- 
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possible for him to issue the amount of bonds required: And provided further, 
That no bond upon which interest has ceased shall be accepted or shall be con- 
tinued on deposit as security for circulation or for the safe-keeping of the public 
money; and in case bonds so deposited shall not be withdrawn, as provided by 
law, within thirty days after the interest has ceased thereon, the banking associa- 
tion depositing the same shall be subject to the liabilities and proceedings on the 
a of the comptroller provided for in section 5234 of the Revised Statutes of the 

Inited States: And provided further, That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, 
entitled “‘ An act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redis- 
tribution of the national-bank curreney, and for other purposes,” be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed ; and sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same are hereby, re-enacted. 

Mr. VEST. TheSenator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] proposed some 
amendments to that amendment, which I am willing to accept. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama has not 
sent his amendments to the desk. 

Mr. PUGH. My amendments were printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Alabama will 
indicate the day he suggested his amendments, they may be found 
by reference to the Recorp of the following day. 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave them here. After the words “such banks,” 
in the first part of the amendment, I propose to insert *‘ hereafter 
organized, and banks applying hereafter for an increase of their capi- 
tal to the extent of such increase.” Next 1 propose to strike out all 
of the second proviso. Then, after the word ‘ re-enacted,” the last 
word in the amendment, I propose to add: 

With the word ‘‘any”’ stricken out of the said section 5159, and the words “at 
the rate of 3 per cent.” inserted after the word ‘interest’ in said section. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Now let the proposition be read as it 
stands amended in these respects. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON,] whom I do 
not see in his seat now, asked me a question the other day as to my 
construction of the amendment known as the Carlisle amendment 
which we passed in the refunding bill last spring. I never had any 
doubt myself about the meaning of that amendment; I never had 
any doubt that it only applied to the banks which should go into 
existence afterward or to the increase of the capital of banks here- 
after. The first amendment of the Senator from Alabama puts that 
question beyond any doubt and expresses that it shall apply only to 
banks hereafter created or to the increase of capital of existing 
banks. The next amendment of the Senator from Alabama, as I 
understand it, strikes out the second proviso in the Carlisle amend- 
ment, which stated that bonds on which interest had ceased should 
no longer be a basis for national-bank circulation, and strikes out 
the coercive provision that these banks shall be put into liquidation 
if bonds upon which interest has ceased shall not be withdrawn. I 
am willing to surrender that provision. The third amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama simply makes section 5159 of the Revised 
Statutes conform to the provisions of this amendment, and leaves 
the amendment, as I understand it, in its essence and in its valuable 
properties, unchanged. I am willing to accept the amendments with 
that understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri as accepting the amendments of the Senator from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri will be read as modified. 

Mr. PUGH. I will, with the permission of the Chair, read the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri with my amendments 
adopted by him: 

From and after the Ist day of July, 1882, the 3 per cent. bonds authorized by this 
act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national-bank circulation, or 
as security for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public money deposited 
with such banks hereafter organized and banks applying hereafter for an increase 
of their capital to the extent of such increase: Provided. That the Secretary of the 


Treasury shall not have issued all the bonds herein authorized, or so many thereof 
as to make it impossible for him to issue the amount of bonds required. 


The next proviso is stricken out, for it has got nothing to operate 
upon and is out of place. Then the amendment proceeds : 

And provided further, That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, entitled ‘‘ An 
act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of the 
national-bank currency, and for other purposes,’’ be, and the same is hereby, re- 

ed; and sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 

. and the same are hereby, re-enacted with the word “any” stricken out of said 
section 5159, and the words inserted after the word ‘‘ interest” in said section ‘‘ at 
the rate of 3 per cent.” 

That would make section 5159, when re-enacted, conform to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. Section 5159 covers all 
bonds; it says any bonds, bonds bearing any rate of interest, can be 
deposited by banks hereafter to be organized and banks applying for 
an increase of their capital. My amendment which has been ac- 
cepted strikes the word “‘ any” outof section 5159 and inserts “ bonds 
bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent.,” so that the whole amend- 
ment then works in harmony when section 5159 is re-enacted. Sec- 
tion 5159 can be read by the Chief Clerk to show that striking out 
the word ‘“‘any” is necessary to make the whole amendment work 
harmoniously. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I shall not object to the first amendment; 
I approve the Senator’s proposition; but I have never understood 
how any lawyer could hold that this section as it stands is retroac- 
tive. In the first place, no court will hold legislation to be retroac- 
tive by construction. No legislation can be held to be retroactive 
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any amendment; that it was not necessary to include that by amend- 
ment. That may be so; but if you re-enact section 5159, how can it 
operate in harmony with the first clause of the amendment? You 
are bound to make section 5159 operate in futuro if you intend the 
first part of the amendment to act upon banks hereafter to be organ- 
ized, which the Senator says it plainly means without any amend- 
ment. How can you make the first part of the amendment operate 
in futuro upon banks requiring them to take bonds bearing 3 per cent. 
interest and re-enact section 5159, which allows these same banks 
to take bonds bearing any rate of interest, 3, 34, or 4 or 44 per cent. 
bonds? Section 5159 allows banks hereafter to be established to 
base their circulation and their capital upon bonds bearing any rate 
of interest, 3}, 4, or 44 per cent. If you re-enact that section with- 
out amendment, how can it work with the first part of the amend- 
ment? What part will operate upon banks hereafter to be estab- 
lished? When youre-enact another section which allows these same 
new banks to organize upon bonds bearing any rate of interest you 
are bound to amend section 5159 to make the amendment of my friend 
from Missouri have any operation whatever, and if you re-enact sec- 
tion 5159 without amendment you might as well vote down the whole 
proposition. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 
re-enact that section ? 

Mr. PUGH. Simply because it was done by the Carlisle amend- 
ment in the refunding bill of the last Congress. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Why was it necessary to do it? 

Mr. PUGH. That is a question I cannot answer. I found the 
amendment of my friend from Missouri; I examined it, and I saw 
that it allowed banks hereafter to be organized to do so upon bonds 
bearing any rate of interest, and that was in plain conflict with the 
first part of the amendment allowing these same banks to organize 
upon the new bonds we were about to issue. i 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. If there was a conflict between section 
5159 and the first clause of this amendment, this first clause would 
repeal section 5159, because the last law is the one that would be 
given life. 

Mr. PUGH. How could it have that operation when they were 
both enacted at the same time? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I ask why do you propose to re-enact sec- 
tion 5159? 

Mr. BECK. I can answer why. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I should like to hear the answer. 

Mr. BECK. I will give the answer, if the Senator from Alabama 
will allow me. 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Why re-enact it? 

Mr. BECK. I was on the committee at the last Congress when the 
bill was reported. I advocated the repeal of section 4 of the act of 
June 20, 1874, and the re-enactment of sections 5159 and 5160 of the 
Revised Statutes, and the Senate sustained it; and I will state the 
reason in a very few words. 

















I ask my friend why is it necessary to 
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gg was to prevent greenbacks from being withdrawn from circu- 
ation. 
circulation to any extent that the banks saw fit or that investors in- 
duced it to be done, and to take out bonds and deposit greenbacks. 
They withdrew that number of greenbacks from circulation while 
their own notes were coming in, and as early as 1869 it became im- 
portant to pass this law: 








The Treasurer of the United States came before the committee and 
showed that under the fourth section of the act of 1874 there was no 
means of preventing the banks from gambling just as they pleased 
in the bonds of the United States. Under the provisions of sections 
5159 and 5160 each bank was required to keep one-third of its capital 
in bonds. It was a protection to the stockholders of the banks of which 
they were deprived by the repeal of the sections; and he gave this 
case which I cited then; here is the language of the Treasurer urging 
their re-enactment : 

It is a provision in the interest of stockholders of national banks, who will, if it 
is re-enacted, upon failure of their bank, find assets to the extent of at least one- 
third of its capital, which will reduce their individual liability to assessment to 
that extent. For instance, the National Bank of the State of Missouri failed in 
1877; nominal capital $2,500,000 ; all there was left, however, at date of failure was 
$50,000 in bonds on depositin the oftice. Had the provision in question been in force, 
there would have been over $800,000 here. 

When Congress repealed that section and enacted the act of 1874 
they allowed all the big banks in New York that pleased to with- 
draw their bonds and deposit greenbacks while their circulation was 
coming in, and then again to increase their circulation and withdraw 




















occurred, which the Treasurer 










bonds on deposit here. 
Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 











never to have been repealed; that its repeal was wrong. 








ought to have required all banks to do. 
in which the matter now stands. 


Mr. BECK. I willstate another point, if the Senator will allow me. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly. 


the greenbacks which they had deposited, until one notable instance 
ave, where a bank that never had 
over $50,000 of bonds deposited here, had over $800,000 of notes out- 
standing; and it was to guard against that evil that he said it was 
best to require one-third of the banking capital to be kept always in 


The statement of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky so clearly made is a demonstration that section 5159 ought 
If the re- 
peal was wrong and gave to existing banks an undue advantage, an 
advantage inconsistent with the benefit of the community and the 
interest of stockholders, &c., then the section ought to be re-en- 
acted, because the simple fact that a wrong privilege, an unwise 
provision has been granted to existing banks is no reason why that 
unwise provision should be extended to other banks, and it would 
be no harder on future banks if we required them to do what we 
I say that is the condition 
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Mr. BECK. As I understand it, the policy of the national banking 


The act of 1874 allowed greenbacks to be withdrawn from 


That no national banking association shall hereafter offer or receive United 


States notes or national-bank notes as security or as collateral security for any 
loan of money, or for a consideration shall agree to withhold the same from use, or 


shall offer or receive the custody or promise of custody of such notes as security, 


or as collateral security or consideration for any loam of money; and any national 
banking association offending against the provisions of this act shall be deemed 


gallty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof in any United States court 
aving jurisdiction, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, and by a 
further sum equal to one-third of the money so loaned; and the officer or officers of 
said bank who shall make such loan or loans shall be liable for a further sum 
equal to one-quarter of the money so loaned; and the prosecution of such offenders 
shall be commenced and conducted as provided for the punishment of offenses in 
an act to provide a national = sapeeres J — 3, 1864, and the fine or 
penalty so recovered shall be for the benefit of the party bringing such suit. 


Yet under the act of 1874 they did attempt to do this very thing, 
taking greenbacks out of circulation and depositing them for the re- 
demption of their own notes, withdrawing their own bonds, and thus 
alternating backward and forward. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have listened with pleasure to the very 
clear reasons presented by the Senator from Kentucky, and they strike 
me as very forcible. I said to my friend from Iowa very frankly that 
unless some good reason could be given why requisitions should be 
made of future banks that were not made of existing banks, they 
ought not to be made. The Senator from Kentucky has given the 
reason, which is simply that the repeal of section 5159 was unwise ; 
and if the repeal was unwise then it ought to be re-enacted. I turn 
now to my friend from Iowa in order to ask him a question. Was he 
in en of the repeal of section 5159, and is he opposed to re-enact- 
ing it 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want an answer to that? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Yes; I should like to have it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I answer the Senator very frankly that I do not 
remember whether I was in favor of or opposed to the repeal of that 
section. I presume that I voted for its repeal. I believe that it was 
a wise thing torepealit. Why? Iwillonly takea momentto answer 
why. When the national banking law was enacted, a primary object 
of its enactment was to secure the sale of United States bonds, coupled 
with the idea, of course, of furnishing a uniform currency. There- 
fore, when the original law was enacted Congress compelled the na- 
tional banks to have at least one-third of their capital in bonds. 
After our credit was fully and firmly established, and when the only 

object was to make national-bank circulation absolutely secure, and 
«3 there was a limit then to the amount of circulation, and for the 
additional purpose of allowing loose circulation in the New England 
States, and in the city of New York, and in the great cities of the 
East to be distributed among the Western States, the national bank- 
ing law was made more liberal upon the question of bonds, so that a 
bank in the city of New York could, if it chose, surrender its circu- 
lation and that circulation could be taken to States in the West. 

Mr. BECK. Was not the act of 1874 only intended to apply dur- 
ing the time that the transfer was being made, and not to allow the 
subsequent condition of change to be carried on? Under the act of 
1874, in March last, after we passed the funding bill, the banks with- 
drew nearly $19,000,000 in three days and created a panic. That 
was done under the act of 1874; and they could not have done it 
under the fourth section if they had been compelled to present their 
= notes themselves, and if they could not Lave deposited green- 

acks. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Kentucky is commenting 
upon the act of 1874, and not upon section 5159 of the Revised Stat- 
tites. I do not believe it is wise to compel the banks of the United 
States to hold the bonds of the United States when the only object 
of that compulsion is to create a market for the bonds. We need no 
market now for the bonds of the United States. I think it is a wise 
thing to allow the banking capital of the United States to be used in 
the business of the country, rather than to have it locked up in the 
vaults of the Treasury in 3 or 3} per cent. bonds. Therefore I am 
opposed to the re-enactment of section 5159. 

Mr. BECK. Does not the Senator now know that every bank of 
$50,000 capital has to keep $50,000; that every bank of $100,000 capi- 
tal has to keep $50,000; and that every bank of $150,000 capital has 
to keep $50,000 in bonds here; so that there is the whole, the half, 
or the third held against every bank now; and the only difference 
is wry the larger banks are allowed a greater amount to gamble 
wit 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, the object of the law is to compel a 
national bank to have security for its circulating notes and to invest 
the sum specified by the Senator from Kentucky in bonds; but I will 
say to the Senator, in response to his question, that I would not re- 
quire any national bank to hold a United States bond unless it in- 
tended to issue circulation. Instead of amending the law in the 
sense of making it retroactive, as is proposed to be done by re-enact- 
ing section 5159, I would liberalize the national banking system, so 

i that national banks would not be required to‘hold United States 
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bonds except for the purpose of securing the circulation which they 
had put out. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have listened to these gentlemen with a 

at deal of pleasure, and having heard both sides, the matter comes 

own to this: if the Treasurer of the United States, as read by the 

Senator from Kentucky, is to be believed, the repeal of section 5159 
was in the interest of the banks and detrimental to the public. 

Mr. ALLISON. How? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The reasons are, I think, very forcibly given 
in the extract read by the Senator from Kentucky. If the repeal of 
section 5159 was unwise—and that is the whole point—then its re- 
enactment would be wise, and although it might work a discrimina- 
tion as against future banks it would be a discrimination in the 
interest of the public which is of paramount importance to all banks, 
existing or future. That is the whole case. Therefore, if Senators 
believe that the repeal of that section was unwise they ought to vote 
for its re-enactment, although it may discriminate against future 
banks; if they believe that the repeal was wise they ought to vote 
against its re-enactment. That is the whole case; and having said 
this much I suggest that as this is a very important amendment, quite 
an elaborate one, and as we cannot fully understand it until it is 
printed, it had better be printed as modified by the amendments of 
the Senator from Alabama which were accepted by the Senator from 
Missouri. Therefore I move that it be printed, and then I shall move 
that we go into executive session or adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed as 
stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator from Georgia would withhold 
a motion to go into executive session until I may submit another 
amendment that it may be printed likewise. 

Mr. F& LL, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest if the amendment is to be printed it 
would be better to print also the section which it is proposed to re- 
peal and the sections to be revived, so that we may see readily what 
they are. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That is a wise suggestion. Let them be 
printed also. 
Mr.SHERMAN. Otherwise it would take some time to get all these 

sections together. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator from Georgia yield the floor? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri [ Mr. VEST] has been very materially improved by the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. PuGH, } striking out 
the second proviso, which he has accepted. Ishallnot proceed to dis- 
cuss that, as I had thought to do, forI considered it a very mischiev- 
ous and a very dangerous provision ; but there still remains in the 
bill the concluding, and now the second proviso, which repeals sec- 
tion 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, and re-enacts sections 5159 and 5160 
of the Revised Statutes. I will not read said section 4 of the act of 
June 20, 1874, which hedesirestorepeal. It provides that any associa- 
tion organized under that act or under any acts of which it isan amend- 
ment, desiring to withdraw its circulating notes, may bring into the 
Treasury legal-tender notes to an equal amount and deposit them, 
leaving them as security for its circulating notes, take its bonds 





and the 10 per cent. margin, and goaway. Originally, when a bank 
desired to retire its circulation and take up bonds, it was required to 
bring to the Treasury the bills it had issued. That was found to be 
next to an impossibility. Every man knows that the national-bank 
notes have now a free circulation all over thecountry; that they go 
whither they will. They haveno tie bringing them back tothe parent 
bank ; they are good everywhere for all possible purposes; so that a 
bank sees but a small fraction of itsown bills after they are once sent 
out; they fly all over the world ; they donot come back like the birds 
of the field or the fishes of the sea to their place of birth. 

It was found, I say, difficult to wind up the business of a bank in 
consequence of the original requirement. This fourth section was 
in the interest of banks that were closing up business as well as in 
the interest of those who desired to reduce their circulation. The 
Government was safe ; it had its own legal-tender obligations to meet 
those bank bills whenever they should come in. It was more than 
safe; it had the use of that money in the interval. It was more than 
safe in another respect, because not all of those bills ever will come 
in ; it has for a profit the difference between the legal-tender deposit 
and the bank bills issued; that is to say, the waste, for every lost 
bank-bill is a profit to the Government. No wrong was done to any- 
body by section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, but the transaction of 
business was made more easy. 

It is said that the convenience was abused, because it enabled a 
bank to come down here and in one day take out a large number of 
bonds, leaving a deposit for its bills, and go away to use the bonds 
for speculative purposes. It is said there was one bank, I believe, 
that brought down say $500,000 of legal tenders and took out bonds, 
and repeated the operation twice in the year. I do not know that 
banks have not done so. 

But it is also said that the privilege was abused again when the 
country was anticipating the passage of the 3 per cent. bill last year | 
with what is known as the Carlisleamendment. A great outcry had 
been made before the public, and made here also, because a certain | 
number of banks came in then, anticipating this restrictive and what 
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Icall communistic legislation, and they brought in their legal tenders 
so as to get out of the way of the coming Carlisle amendment. It 
has been said that it was a combination among banks that brought 
this about ; that they were backed up by other banks, and they in- 
tended to bully Congress and the Executive and depress the market. 

To the latter point first. If the banks of New York City or of the 
United States desire to bring about anything in the nature of a crisis, 
a sudden depression, they have the means perfectly in their power 
at any second of the day or of the year, without resorting to a com- 
paratively cumbersome process like this; nor is there anybody inthe 
United States so thoroughly interested in preserving a perfectly equi- 
table and undisturbed condition of business as these banks. Why? 
These national banks alone have out $95,000,000 of cali loans, to say 
nothing of the loans on time. They can secure themselves more 
easily on call loans than they can on time loans, but suppose they 
desire to bring about a crisis in the market? Suppose it was their 
interest to be violent bulls and bears? They need only to call in, we 
will say, just $20,000,000 of that $95,000,000 of call loans, and that 
would throw the money market of the whole country into confusion. 

There is nobody so timid and conservative in these matters as the 
great financial institutions. You know that capital is fearful of dis- 
turbance; it cannot bear violent reactions. ‘Therefore it is worth 
while that there should be eliminated from the discussion any pre- 
tense that those banks desire to disturb the market and create a 
panic in the country. They simply followed an instinet of self-preser- 
vation in getting out of the way of the restrictive and exceedingly 
troublesome provision, the second proviso in the Carlisle amendment. 
I shall not wait to discuss that ; but it was the most monstrous and 
ridiculous provision I ever saw proposed for legislation, as I could 
demonstrate in time. It is gone, and I am glad of it. It would have 
compelled the Secretary of the Treasury to put into the hands of a 
receiver and into bankruptcy a bank that could not collect in thirty 
days its own bills, whereas the Divine Providence himself could not 
doit without recreating the destroyed bills. The bills of no consid- 
erable national bank can be collected short of several months without 
paying a smart premium. 

I say I am in favor of section 4 of the act of June 20,1874. Iwas 
saying I did not believe that the power had been used to disturb the 
country willfully and maliciously. One hundred and forty-one banks 
in twenty-four States in a very few days brought in their legal-ten- 
ders to the extent of eighteen millions. One of those banks was the 
Third National Bank of New York, which redeemed at that time 
$840,000 of its bonds, and never has replaced them, and never entered 
into circulation again to that extent. It went nearly out of the 
business of circulation. It thought it could make more money other- 
wise, or it was afraid of the Carlisle legislation. That bank, I am 
told, is largely owned and controlled by Samuel J. Tilden. Can-you 
charge him with having been in a Republican bank conspiracy to 
depress the securities of the country ? 

By the way, I should have mentioned that I wish to offer an 
amendment to prevent the possibility of such abuses as are said to 
have occurred under that section. I would require that a bank desir- 
ing to deposit legal-tenders against its circulation and take out its 
bonds should give thirty days’ notice of its purpose. Then the market 
would foresee any possible effect ; you could not have a crisis precip- 
itated in an hour, as some of these gentlemen fear might be done. 
There is no objection to make this process reasonably slow and con- 
servative by requiring them to give such notice, and requiring also, 
as I propose in my amendment, that not more than $5,000,000 shall be 
taken up and deposited in this way in any calendar month or in any 
thirty consecutive days. That would meet very largely, I think, the 
objection of the Senator from Missouri. 

I am willing to admit, if you choose, that there is a possibility of 
a speculative abuse under section 4, but it is essential to any sound 
system of free banking if the word ‘‘ free” has any sense in it what- 
ever, and we are boasting of a system of free banking.” The last pro- 
viso of the Senator’s amendment would revive sections 5159 and 5160 
of the Revised Statutes. By the discussion within the last half hour 
the effect of such a revival has been pretty clearly set forth. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut 
whether it would not be advisable before continuing the debate to 
have all the amendments printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will conclude very soon, but I think Senators 
will more easily understand my amendment, I flatter myself they 
may, if I accompany its presentation with a brief explanation. The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has shown what the effect would 
be of the revival of the sections just named. Banks hereafter organ- 
ized would be obliged to deposit solely the new 3 per cent. bonds ; 
they could put nothing else in. I do not say that there is anything 
in the nature of communistic legislation in that. While it may be 
unwise, the United States have a perfect right, feeling confidence in 
their ability to negotiate 3 per cent. bonds, to say that hereafter we 
will organize no national banks without using those bonds. If these 
clauses on being revived shall not be retroactive, the existing banks 
holding the old bonds are not required to replace them. There is no 

serious objection as a matter of right to requiring three percents in 
future organizations, but there is a very serious objection which the 


gentleman from Missouri will understand as I state it briefly. ‘There 


will be no new banking except in sections of the country where capi- 


| tal is abundant and where the common, ordinary rate of interest in 
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commercial transactions is lew. Banks in his country, banks be- 
yond a certain limit of the Alleghanies, or something like that, would 
never be organized further—not a national bank. The effect of this 
legislation, like a great many other things said and done in the Con- 
gress of the United States, would be in aid of the destruction of the 
best and most beneficent system of banking the world ever saw— 
acknowledged to be such. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would benefit New York and New England. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir; the Senator from Ohio is quite right. I 
was about to say that it would help my section and hurt that of the 
Senator from Missouri. It would confine banking hereafter, the 
organization of new banks, to New England, New York, and the few 
money centers where capital is abundant and moneyis cheap. Dur- 
ing the last. year business was most extraordinarily prosperous. The 
banks of New England, obliged to lend money upon lower rates, 
made 7.3 per cent. profit upon capitaland surplus. That looks iarge, 
but the banks of the section of the gentleman from Missouri, the 
western section, as reported by the Comptroller, made 11.6 per cent. 
profit upon capital and surplus; being 4.3 greater profit, or about 60 
per cent. more, than our New England banks made. The reason is 


obvious. The Senator gave it in the speech advocating his amend- 
ment. He said that in his section lenders got 10 per cent., or 9 per 


cent., or at the lowest rate8 per cent. He has in his own State over 
$10,000,000 of State and private banking capital, which has over 
$36,000,000 of deposits, making a total of about $57,000,000 of State 
and private capital and deposits there, against about one-third of 
that amount in the national banks to-day. With all he says about 
the profit of banks in the East, and the grasping nature of these 
eastern capitalists, the people of his State will not go into national 
banking, though such banks make 11.3 per cent., because they can 
make in private banking more than they ew under the national 
system with its wholesome provisions, its strict inspection, its fre- 
quent publication of. bank statistics. 

The effect of the Senator’s amendment as it stands would be, I say, 
to restrict national banking to the East, and gradually depress it. 
More than that, the effect would be to drive many banks instantly 
out of the whole business into State banking or private banking. 
Within the last thirty days a large bank, created in the last century 
in my own State, has gone back into State banking, because it thinks 
it can do better; and others may do so, if too restrictive legislation 
shall be adopted. 

I am not talking in the interest of national banking. I am talk- 
ing for the United States, which wants to lendits money upon good 
terms, and cannot do this thing arbitrarily. It cannot; there is no 
use in pretending it can. You must consult that which is the most 
delicate of allhuman mechanism. There is not a spring, no instru- 
ment so open to the influences of the very breath, to the least varia- 
tion in the temperature, to the least violence, as capital. You can- 
not arbitrarily take it and lock it up‘here; it will slip through your 
fingers like quicksilver or like water through a sieve. 

lt is a question of how much the money market will take, and at 
what rate, of its own free will, and not a question of what restric- 
tive and thumb-screw legislation we can devise to capture and coerce 
capital. 

I sympathize with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in his 
laudable desire to make, if possible, a loan upon as good terms as 
Great Britain. If we could succeed—I am very doubtful about it, I 
am afraid I shall vote against the bill anyhow—if we should succeed 
in getting this $200,000,000 on the terms he has supposed, he would 
have done something that Great Britain never attempted; he would 
have gone far beyend her. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. How shall we ever know that we can float 
a 3 per cent. bond until we try? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The better way to try, if you choose—and you can 
test it just as thoroughly—is to offer a bond at 3.20 per cent., or 3.30 
per tent., and see what premium the market would give you on it. 
You would get a bond at par or above par perhaps; but if you fix 
the rate of interest at 3 per cent. the market will not be likely to give 
quite 100 cents on the dollar. I have not the slightest idea that it 
would. It never has done so in this country for a single moment. 
It has come very near it, but under conditions altogether more favor- 
able than those the Senator from Ohio gives. The bonds were 44 per 
cent. bonds, payable in 1891, and fours payable in 1907, and they 
have sold at prices that left the owner sometimes only a little more 
than 3 per cent., but always more. Time is a great element in the 
problem. The British consols are what we never have attempted to 
issue in this country, but what we could have issued more profitably 
than any bond we have put out; they are a perpetual annuity, an 
irredeemable bond. I know that the idea of a perpetual debt scares 
people ; but a perpetual 3 per cent. annuity would be such only in the 
form of it, not in the substance. If. you should offer to-day a bond 
at 3 per cent., a perpetual annuity, I believe it might be possibly 
taken in this country, because a man who wanted something good for 
thirty or forty years would say: ‘‘I can hold these ; the Government 
cannot draw them ;” but all the while, through the settlement of in- 
solvent estates, and the estates of deceased persons, and in many 
other ways, those bonds would be coming into the market. You can 
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buy consols any day in the market in London, and always could 
have bought them, below par, with the exception of a few days ina 
generation, and you could always buy our three percents perpetual 
annuities at par. They would practically be a bond at call, and at 
the same time would be a long-time bond to those who wished to 
hold them as such. If we were in any really serious trouble concern- 
ing our debt, if it were a real burden that we desired to distribute 
over fifty years, that would be the best form of negotiation. But I 
do not think we need it. 

I see that I am tempted into discussing the whole question, but I 
will stop soon. I am inclined to think that we might just about as 
well leave these $550,000,000 of ‘‘ Windoms” as they are. Somebody 
thought, I believe it was the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER, ] 
that this bill was in the interest of bondholders and of banks, or 
some such people with capital. The money power of my little town, 
which has some tens of millions of capital to control and care for in 
the interest of poor people all over the country—the people of my town 
are nearly indifferent upon this subject, and are rather inclined to 
think that the whole thing might about as well stand as it is, though 
some of the banks are feeling very sore that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is calling for their Windoms every day, their old sixes that 
were paying them 6 per cent. a little while ago and are now paying 
them 3} per cent. I do not know that they would care much about 
the chance to get a 3 per cent. bond that would be beyond the reach 
of the Treasury Department for only five years. They think that 
there is no special advantage to be got init. We have a position 
that gentlemen have well described already—$550,000,000 at call, 
either $1 or the whole $550,000,000 of it any day—to take care of 
during the next nine years. With the 4} per cent. bonds becoming 
payable in 1891, I do not want to pay the five hundred and fifty mil- 
lions in five years. I am opposed to paying itinfive years. I think 
it is our solemn duty, as the Senator from Ohio has said, to reduce 
the taxes, and I go a little further than some of those gentlemen. 
I would reduce the taxes to-day probably $50,000,000 if I had the 
power. The elasticity of the country is such that though we should 
reduce the surplus to seventy millions, we should in two or three 
yearsrun up to the present figure again. I desire to offerthe amend- 
ment of which I spoke. I move to strike out the last proviso in the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri and insert the following: 





That any national banking association now organized, or hereafter organized, 
desiring to withdraw its circulating notes, upon a deposit of lawful money with 
the Treasurer of the United States, as provided in section 4 of the act of June 20, 
1874, entitled ‘‘ An act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a 
redistribution of national-bank currency, and for other purposes,” shall be required 
to give thirty days’ notice to the Comptroller of the Currency of its intention to 
deposit lawful money and withdraw its circulating notes: Provided, That not more 
than $5,000,000 of lawful money shall be ae during any calendar month for 
this purpose: And provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not 
apply to bonds called for redemption by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I believe it is understood that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri as it would read as amended by 
the Senator from Alabama, together with the sections of the Revised 
Statutes to be re-enacted by that amendment, will all be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And my amendment also. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. And the amendment now offered by the 
Senator from Connecticut. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regards that as the un- 
derstanding of the Senate, and an order to that effect will be entered. 

PERU AND CHILI. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the message of the President sent to the Senate on the 26th in- 
stant touching affairs in and between Peru and Chili, with the report of the Secre- 
tary of State and other papers accompanying the message, be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
méssage from the President of the United States ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate of the United States : 

I transmit herewith, in further response to the Senate resolution of the 13th 


December, 1881, a report of the Secretary of State, embodying the purport of a 
recent telegram from the ope envoy of the United States setting forth the con- 


ditions of peace presented by Chili. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 27, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate of the United States; 

In further answer to the resolution of the Senate of December 12, 1881, I here- 
with transmit the remainder of the Cerperpeniaate touching the desired modifica- 
tion of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. The dispatch of the Secretary of State of No- 


vember 29, 1881, was not sent to the Senate with the former dispatches, because at 
that time no advice had been received that its contents had been communicated to 


the British Government. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 27, 1882. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent in 
exesutive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
‘twenty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 27, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INDIAN OUTBREAKS IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution ; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Whereas it is alleged that certain residents of the Territories, known as Mor- 
mons, have been and are pometeg the Pi-Ute and Navajo Indians of Arizona Ter- 
ritory to outbreaks, and that said persons are furnishing those Indians with arms, 
ammunition, and whisky in violation of the laws of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed, 
if not incompatible with public interest, to communicate to this House any and all 
information in the possession of his Department relating to the subject. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
-to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


Mr. PAGE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
_port back unfavorably the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
to recommend that it lie on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas, in accordance with the spirit of the ordinance of Congress passed in 
1789, ‘‘ thatthe Mississippi River and all its tributaries which are navigable waters 
-shall be common highways forever, free for the commerce of the United States ;” and 

Whereas the Monongahela is one of the tributaries of the Mississippi River 
and a national highway of the United States of America, and that, in violation of 
the spirit of the above ordinance of 1789, it is under the control of a company cor- 
porated by the State of Pennsylvania to collect tolls and charges from the com- 
merce thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speaker of the House 
of ne for the purpose of examining the said improvement, consisting 
~of locks and dams, for the purpose of ascertaining the cost and practicability of 
purchasing the same by the General Government, to relieve the trade and com- 
merce of said public highway from tolls and charges, in accordance with the above 

- ordinance, provided the members of said committee serve without compensation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that resolutions of this 
character not calling upon the President or one of the Executive 
Departments for information are not, strictly speaking, privileged 
guuestions; but this may be considered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. I supposed there would be no objection to disposing 
of it now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana object to the 
consideration of the resolution at this time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to it. 

Mr. PAGE. It is simply a report, with the recommendation that 
it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his objec- 
tion in order that the chairman of the Committee on Commerce may 
make his motion to lay upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution just read, reported back with the recommendation that it be 
iaid upon the table? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was laid upon the table. 


WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. TAYLOR. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his de- 
mand fora moment. I am unanimously instructed by the Commit- 
tee on War Claims to ask for the adoption of a resolution to print 
3,000 copies of the rules governing that committee in the considera- 
tion of war claims, for the information of the House. Every member 
is interested in having them. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I insist on my demand for the regular order. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS IN BRITISH PRISONS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the res- 

olution reported by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrTH] from 

. the Committee on Foreign Affairs, on which the previous question 

has beenordered. The gentleman from Indianais entitled to twenty- 
five minutes, remaining of his closing hour. 

Mr. CALKINS. LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Can the con- 


sideration of this report cut off the considemation of private bills fixed 
for Friday under the rules? . 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on the 

- pending resolution. 


If it were not for that the Chair would hold it 
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must take its place with other unfinished business; but under the 
rules it must now be considered and concluded unless it be postponed 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ORTH. When we took a recess yesterday afternoon it was my 
understanding, as it was, I think, of other gentlemen, this resolution 
would go over till Monday or Tuesday after the morning hour; and 
as this is private bill day, and none of us wish to antagonize such 
bills, I hope the House will by general consent let the matter go 
over till next week. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I object; and I now give notice, 
Mr. Speaker, that at the proper time I will move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. It isa humbug. It has already caused a delay of 
four or five weeks, while our citizens are suffering. If it is in order 
now, I move to lay it upon the table. 

Mr. ORTH. There are several gentlemen who desire to be heard 
on this subject, and I am surprised—rather I regret that the gentle- 
man from New York should interpose an objection. There are other 
gentlemen in this House who desire to be heard on the resolution, and 
as they are not now in their places in the Hall, I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I consider it all a humbug, sir. 
Thereisnothinginit. Atthe request of the gentleman from Indiana, 
however, I will withdraw my objection for the present. 

“Mr. JOYCE. Cannot the question of consideration be raised this 
morning ? 

Mr. ORTH. The gentleman from New York has withdrawn his 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. The 
gentleman from New York withdraws his objection, but it has been 
renewed by the gentleman on the left. 

Mr. ORTH. I ask the Chair again to put the question to the 
House, whether or not the further consideration of the resolution 
shall not be postponed until after the reading of the Journal on 
Monday next. 

Mr. HOUK. I object. 

Mr. JOYCE. Cannot the question of consideration be raised ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion the question has been 
considered and that it is now too late to raise that question. The 
previous question is operating and a few moments will dispose of the 
whole question. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. ORTH. Will it be in order to move that the further consid- 
eration of the resolution be postponed until Monday? 

The SPEAKER. The House is operating under the previous ques- 
tion, and that can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ORTH. I ask the Chair to submit that question to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks by unanimous 
consent that the further consideration of the resolution be postponed 
until after the morning hour on Monday next. That would come 
after the call of States for bills, which is usually not reached. 

Mr. ORTH. I will say Tuesday, then; until after the morning 
hour on Tuesday next. ’ 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, 
and it is this: Why cannot we as well consider it to-day as on Tues- 
day? 

Mr.ORTH. There are some gentlemen who wish to be heard who 
are not present as they did not expect this question to come up this 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion was postponed until after the morning hour on Tuesday next. 


MORNING HOUR FOR REPORTS. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move that the morning hour for 
the call of committees for reports be dispensed with. 

Mr. JOYCE. I object. 

The motion was disagreed to; two-thirds not voting in favor 
thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the committees 
in the morning hour for the introduction of reports of a private 
nature. 

Mr. URNER. [I ask leave at this time to offer a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This, the gentleman from Maryland states, is a 
privileged report, and being a privileged report it would be in order 
at this time. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be allowed an assistant clerk for 
this session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that this would not 
be in order as against the morning hour on private bill day. 

Mr. URNER. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a privileged report; but 
there is a special rule in reference to the business on Friday which 
would prevent its consideration at this time without consent. Is there 
objection to the consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the morning hour for the 
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all of committees will now begin for reports of a private nature for 
reference to the Calendar. 
SAMUEL W. DABNEY. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 3547) authorizing Samuel W. Dabney, United States 
‘consul at Fayal, to accept a gold medal from the French Republic; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 676) to refer the claims of the 
captors of the ram Albemarle to the Court of Claims; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES O'CONNOR. 

Mr. JOYCE; from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 985) granting a pension to James O’Connor ; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, andthe accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back with 
adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1517) granting a pension 
to Anna M. Gerst, and the bill (H. R. No. 1520) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mary A. Steece, widow of Tecumseh Steece; which were 
laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed. 

LEVI ANDERSON. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 365) granting increase of pension to 
Levi Anderson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SABIN TROWBRIDGE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2036) for the relief of Sabin Trowbridge; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MULLEN. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1399) for the relief of Henry Mullen; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JAMES B, ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. TAYLOR also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 987) amendatory of the act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of the heirs and next of kin of James B. Armstrong, deceased,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1873; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF PETER GALLAGHER. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1698) for the relief of the heirs of Peter Gallagher; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FRANK D. YATES ANP OTHERS, 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H.R. No. 1395) for the relief of Frank D. Yatesand others; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GALLUS KIRCHNER. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2013) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Gallus 
Kirchner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

THIRTY-SECOND INTERNAL-REVENUE DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a substitute 
for the bill (H. R. No. 1138) for the relief of certain parties in the 
thirty-second (former) internal-revenue district of New York, a joint 
resolution (H. R. No 115) to refer certain claims to thé Court of 
Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CITIZENS OF TENNESSEE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported: back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H.R. No. 1633) for the 
relief of certain citizens of Tennessee, of Bedford, Rutherford, and 
other counties; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL 0. UPHAM. 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 

.a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 688) for the relief of 
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Samuel O. Upham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 





MORGAN RAWLS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2136) for 
the relief of Morgan Rawls; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

MOSES F, CARLETON. 

Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 796) for the relief of Moses IF’. Carleton, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and thatit be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ALBERT G. JEWELL. 

Mr. PEELLE also, from the same committee, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 751) for the relief of 
Albert G. Jewell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 

JAMES H. WATKINS. 

Mr. PEELLE also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 750) for the relief of 
James H. Watkins; and the same was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD K. WINSHIP. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 93) to authorize the settlement of the accounts 
of Acting Assistant Paymaster Edward K. Winship, United States 
Navy, and moved that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HEIRS OF ALEXANDER ROSSY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1699) for 
the relief of the widow and heirs of Alexander Rossy ;, and the same 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN JACKSON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 43) for the relief 
of John Jackson ; and the same was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HALL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
adverse recommendations the petition of Harmon Mickle and the 
petition of James W. Anderson and others; and the same were laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, reported back with an adverse rec- 
ommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1063) for the relief of the estate of 
Franklin 8. Whitney and the petition of Robert G. Coleman; and 
the same were laid upon the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, in 
the chair. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS, 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
700) for the relief of the State Nationa! Bank of Boston, Massachu- 
setts. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, dc., That the claim of the State National Bank of Boston for the 
sum of $100,000, in gold, deposited by said bank in the sub-treasury of the United 
States at Boston, Massachusetts, February 28, 1867, be, and hereby is, referred to 
the Court of Claims for its decision and adjudication, upon the merits thereof, as a 
court of equity and justice, without regard to the statute of limitations or to any 
technical defense, according to the practice of said court. 

Src. 2. That said claim may be heard and determined by said Court of Claims 
on the petition of said bank now pending therein. And such portions of the records 
and findings of fact in case numbered 6408, the State National Bank of Boston vs 
the United States of America, filed in said Court of Claims January 11, 1872, as 
are relevant and pertinent-to the claim hereby anthorized to be heard and adjudi 
eated, may be used as evidence by either party if otherwise competent. 

Sec. 3. That there shall be the right of appeal from the finding and judgment of 
the said Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, as In other 
cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 700) 
for the relief of the State National Bank of Boston, Massachusetts, submit the fol 
lowing report : ; ; ‘ 

The State National Bank of Boston is a banking corporation, duly established 
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and organized prior to February 28, A. D. 1867, under the laws of the United States, 
and having its place of business in the city of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts. 

On the day named, to wit, February 28, 1867, and prior thereto, one J ulius F. 
Hartwell was the cashier of the sub-treasury of the United States located in Bos- 
ton, and had access to, and more or less control of, the moneys belonging to the 
United States. Prior to the day named Hartwell embezzled a large amount of 
money belonging to the United States by lending the same to Mellen, Ward & Co., 
a firm of brokers and bankers in Boston. As the time for an examination of the 
condition of the sub-treasury drew near Hartwell saw that his guilt would be de- 
tected unless he could provide in some way a sum of money equal to the amount 
fraudulently appro riated by him. Accordingly, he and Mellen, Ward & Co. con- 
coeted a scheme which seemed to them to promise concealment of the guilt and 
relief from the threatening embarrassment. ; 

Mellen, Ward & Co. arranged with the Merchants’ National Bank of Boston and 
the Second National Bank of Boston for a purchase from them of gold certificates 
of the United States; that is to say, from the Merchants’ National Bank to the 
amount of $480,000 and from the Second National Bank to the amount of $100,000; 
in all, a total of $580,000. Then, one Carter, a member of the firm of Mellen, 
Ward & Co., went to C. H. Smith, the cashier of the State National Bank, and 
represented to him that his firm, Mellen, Ward & Co., had been employed by the 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States to exchange gold certificates for gold coin, 
aud told him that these certificates would be at the Merchants’ National Bank in 
a few days, from whence they were to be carried to the sub-treasury. Carter fur- 
ther asked Smith to certify the check of Mellen, Ward & Co., drawn on the State 
National Bank in payment for the gold certificates, as good, upon receiving the 
gold certificates and the certificate of deposit in the sub-treasury as security for 
the payment of the checks. Carter further said that his firm had arranged to pay 
the checks at the Merchants’ National Bank. 

As Mellen, Ward & Co. were in good standing and credit, and had been generally 
known as engaged in large transactions in gold, gold certificates, bonds, and stocks, 
Smith relied upon the representations of Carter, and certified the checks of Mellen, 
Ward & Co. to the amount of $580,000, in payment of $480,000 of certificates to the 
Merchants’ National Bank, and of $100,000 of certificates of the Second National 
Bank, and the certificates so obtained were taken by Carter and Smith to the sub- 
treasury on February 28, 1867, and there deposited. 

Hartwell received the certificates from Smith in the presence of Carter, and made 
out two receipts to Mellen, Ward & Co., or order, for the same, of which receipts 
the following are copies : 






“UNITED STATES TREASURY, BOSTON. 
“Deposited by Mellen, Ward & Co., of Boston, on acc’t of deposits of gold c’t’f’s, 
amount four hundred & twenty thousand dollars, the same to be exchanged for 
gold ¢'t'f’s, or its equivalent, upon their order or demand. 
“Date, Feb. 28, 1267. 
“J. F. HARTWELL, Cr.” 
“UNITED STATES TREASURY, BOSTON. 
“Deposited by Mellen, Ward & Co., of Boston, on acc’t of gold certificates de- 
posited, amount one hundred & sixty thousand dollars, to be exchanged for gold 
e’t'f’s, or its equivalent, on demand. 
‘Boston, Feb. 28, 1867. 
“J. F. HARTWELL, Cr.” 


Carter then indorsed each of the receipts as follows : 


‘Pay only to the order of C. H. Smith, cashier. 
“MELLEN, WARD & CO.” 


And Smith thereupon teck them away to the State National Bank. 

Subsequently the receipts were presented at the sub-treasury by the State Na- 
tionazl Bank, and payment of them refused, Hartwell’s embezzlement and his com- 
plicity with Mellen, Ward & Co. having been meanwhile discovered. The certifi- 
cates were all canceled and sent to the Treasury at Washington. 

‘Thereupon important legal questions arose, and suits were brought by the banks 
holding the certified checks against the State National Bank to enforce payment. 
The whole question of the reality of the sales of the gold certificates ond the con- 
sideration therefor was put in issue. 

The case of the Merchants’ National Bank against the State National Bank in 
the circuit court of the United States was tried twice before Mr. Justice Clifford, 
who, after the plaintiff's case was put in, ruled that this action could not be main- 
tained. ‘This ruling was reversed by the Supreme Court, and, under the law estab- 
lished by the full court, the State Bank paid the Merchants’ Bank $480,000 in gold. 
(See 10 Wall., 604.) 

In the mean time an action was commenced in New York by Pitt Cooke against 
the State National Bank, involving the right to payment of the remaining $100,000, 
claimed to have become due originally to the Second National Bank. This case 
was tried, taken to the general term, then to the court of appeals, and judgment 
entered finally against the State Bank, February 10, 1873. (See 52 N. Y. Reports, 
96.) 

Payment of this judgment followed. The decisions in the two cases settled the 
validity of the title of the State National Bank to the whole amount of the gold 
certificates, namely, $580,000. 

Pending the suit in New York for $100,000, the State Bank filed its petition against 
the United States in the Court of Claims to recover the $480,000. The Court of 
Claims awarded judgment thereon for the petitioner for the full amount claimed, 
and the United States took the case to the Supreme Court. A decision by the 
Supreme Court, affirming the decision of the Court of Claims, was rendered in 1877. 
(See 6 Otto, 30.) 

The United States paid the amount of the judgment, to wit, $480,000, without 
interest. : 

The opinion of the Supreme Court last referred to gives a clear and concise state- 
ment of the facts, and isposes entirely of every question of law that can arise in 
the matter now under consideration. The residue of the gold, the $100,000 now sought, 
was not involved in the controversy. (See opinion.) 

The following quotation from the case in 6 Otto is made: 

“The finding of the court shows clearly that Hartwell knew when he received 
the certificates that they did not belong to Mellen, Ward & Co., and that they did 
belong to the State Bank, represented by Smith as its agent. Hartwell was privy 
to the entire fraud from the eginning to the end, and was a participant in its con- 
summation. It is not denied that Smith acted in entire good faith ; what he did 
was honestly done, and it was according to the settled and usual course of business. 
Hartwell was the agent of the United States. He was appointed by them, and acted 
for them. He did, so far as Smith knew, only what it was his duty to do, and what 
he did constantly for others, and it is not denied that it was according to the law 
of the land. Smith no more suspected fraud, and had no more reason to suspect it, 
than any other of the countless parties who dealt with the sub-treasury in like 
manner. There could hardly be a stranger equity than that in favor of the plaint- 
iff. * *« * But surely it ought to require neither argument nor authority to 
support the proposition that where the money or property of an innocent person 
has gone into the coffers of the nation by means of a fraud to which its agent was 
a party, such money or pro cannot be held by the United States against the 
claim of the a ured party. Theagent was agent for no such purpose. 
His a Treipal titated by the underlying dishonsty, and could confer no rights 
upon his principal.” 

After payment of the $480,000 was.made by the United States the remaining 
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$100,000 was demanded in January, 1879, of the United States, and payment refused. 
On January 22, 1879, a petition against the United States was filed in the Court of 
Claims by the State Bank to recover this balance. The United States filed a gen- 
eral — and pleaded the statute of limitations, and upon those issues the cause 
stands. 


Your committee susgest that if the right of action accrued at the time of the 
original deposit, to wit, February 28, 1867, the statute would seem to be well pleaded, 
but if it did not accrue until the rights of the parties were determined by decisions 
in the several suits hereinbefore referred to, or if, as the court intimates in 6 Otto, 
the United States were trustees for the true owners of the certificates, in which 
latter case a right of action might not accrue until a demand and refusal, the stat- 
ute is not well pleaded. But under the language of the act creating the Court of 
Claims and a construction recently given (see 99 U. S., 493) the statute might be 
held to bar the claim. 

In view of the fact that the State Bank was constantly engaged for more than 
ten years in litigation required to determine the facts and to settle the difficult and 
novel questions of law involved, your committee are of the opinion that the case 
should be allowed a hearing before the Court of Claims upon its merits. And as 
all of the facts in the case in 6 Otto are requisite and essential to a proper deter- 
mination of the merits of the present claim, such portions of the records and find- 
ings of fact in said case as are relevant and pertinent may properly be used in evi- 
dence in the hearing authorized under the proposed bill. 

A bill of the same purport was unanimously approved by the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust, Mr. Chairman, there will be at least an 
understanding on the part of gentlemen other than the Committee 
on the Judiciary as to the exact character and effect of this bill, as 
it involves a very considerable sum of money. It will be observed 
from the reading of the report, if I understand it correctly, that the 
Government by the embezzlement of aman named Hartwell, a clerk 
in the sub-treasury of the United States at Boston, Massachusetts, 
lost the sum of $480,000 by a transaction between Hartwell and the 
national banks of Boston, the State National Bank at Boston and the 
Merchants’ National Bank of Boston; that these negotiations were 
carried on between Hartwell, a defaulting and embezzling clerk of 
the sub-treasury, and one Smith, the cashier of the State National 
Bank, by which the sum of $480,000 was lost to the Government. 

Of this money, $480,000 was recovered back in an action brought 
by the State National Bank and the Merchants’ National Bank in the 
Court of Claims, leaving ‘still in the Treasury of the United States 
$100,000, making in all 000. This loss to the bank and to the 
Government grew out of a transaction in which Smith, the cashier 
of the State bank, on one side, and Hartwell, the defaulting paying- 
teller of the sub-treasury, on the other side, were the acting agents 
and were the persons through whom this loss resulted. 

This suit is now brought by the State National Bank of Boston, 
to recover back from the Treasury of the United States the sum of 
$100,000, (of the $580,000, ) which still remains in the Treasury of the 
United States. : 

This bill containstwoimportant features. It is not a simple eee 
sition to send this case to the Court of Claims, for the case is already 
there. If I understand the case correctly from the reading of the 
report, this action was brought in the Court of Claims in behalf of 
the State National Bank of Boston in 1879 to recover $100,000, and the 
action is still pending there. 

To that claim the Government interposed two defenses; one what 


is sometimes called a general denial, and the other the statute of lim- 


itations. The object of this bill, of course, is not to refer this claim 
to the Court of Claims, for it is already there. 

This bill has a twofold object; first, to relieve the bank of the plea 
of the statute of limitations; and secondly, if I understand the bill 
correctly, to allow certain testimony, what seemed to be admitted 
facts, which appear in the original case in the Supreme Court, reported 
in sixth Otto—to permit thdse facts to be received as admitted facts 
on the part of the United States. 

This case, in its general character, is very similar to the one for 
which a bill was passed by Congress some years ago for the relief of 
a mail contractor of the name of Sloo. There are gentlemen about 
me now who had occasion to examine into the history of that trans- 
action. Under that bill the Treasury of the United States paid a 
million of dollars, when it is now absolutely certain that that sum 
of money was drawn from the public Treasury by reason of a legisla- 
tive provision which rested upon no principle of equity or good faith 
between the Government and one of its citizens. It was simply an 
interpretation of the law. 

Now, if I understand correctly the facts in this case, the passage of 
this bill, as soon as the subject can be acted upon by the Court of 
Claims, and by the Supreme Court of the United States, if either 
party should see proper to take the case up on appeal—as soon as the 
court can proneunce the judgment which Congress pronounces in ad- 
vance by this bill, the sum of $100,000 will be taken out of the Treas- 
ury, and in that way the result of the fraud ade between 
Smith, the cashier of the bank, and Hartwell, the defaulting teller of 
the sub-treasury, is to fall exclusively upon the United States. 

You have already paid to this bank by virtue of a former decision 
$480,000 directly out of the Treasury of the United States. The ques- 
tion now presented to ue is whether by the passage of this bill we 
will pay over to this bank the further sum of $100,000, for which I 
think there is no legal liability on the part of the Government. In- 
deed, that I believe is conceded. 

If it is right to set aside the plea of the statute of limitations which 
the Government has properly interposed in this case, then it is right 
and proper to do so in all cases of this class. I would like to learn 
from my friend from Massachusetts who reported this bill [Mr. Ros- 
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1N5ON] whether he is prepared to repeal entirely the statute of limita- 
tions which has been interposed in the Court of Claims by the United 
States in this case? If he is, well and good; there would be some 
plausibility in this bill. isthe ass . . 

But to repeal the statute of limitations in this particular case, and 
to leave it in force in all other cases, is palpably unjust. If the 
statute of limitations is a proper plea in any case, it is a proper plea 
in this one. There is a general provisionof law touching the limita- 
tion of actions. That statute has been pleaded in this case, and there 
can be no recovery in this action—an action of very doubtful merit, 
unless you set aside the statute of limitations. 

Now, I would like to hear some argument in favor of setting aside 
the statute of limitations in this particular case and keeping it in 
force in all other cases. That would be the very worst kind of spe- 
cial legislation, the very worst kind of class legislation. 

It is very seldom that a bill is introduced into this House propos- 
ing to relieve an individual citizen from the operation of the statute 
of limitations. It is applied in your committees every day. And 
yet in behalf of a national bank, certainly entitled to even-handed 
justice but nothing more, you propose to set aside that statute. And 
you propose not only to do that but to give the bank the benefit of 
certain testimony, thereby admitting away the case. 

Now, why put the courts to all this trouble; why put the Goy- 
ernment to the expense of going through the Court of Claims and 
through the Supreme Court if the case should be appealed, when by 
the very force of this bill you attempt to fix the liability on the part 
of the Government for the whole amount of the claim? Why does 
it not better comport with the sense of justice on the part of this 
House to at once appropriate this money rather than to do the same 
thing by indirection? Any gentleman upon an examination of this 
bill can see that it virtually appropriates the money, as it renders 
its appropriation inevitable at an early day. 

I stand here upon the statute of limitations. Isay ifit isa proper 
statute to be enacted at all it isa proper statute to be applied to this 
case. I am perfectly willing to rest this case on that ground. I 
submit that Congress cannot, with the sense of its obligations to the 
whole country resting upon it, keep that statute of limitations in 
force as a general provision of law and repeal it as to a case where 
the equities are at least doubtful and the legal right is all with the 
Government. 

I concede, sir, that in the case decided by the Supreme Court they 
speak of the good faith of Mr. Smith, the cashier of this bank; but 
it is absolutely certain that his negligence (and I trust the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will observe the proposition)—that his neg- 
ligence and the fraud of the embezzling clerk of the sub-treasury 
were the two agencies through which this sum of $480,000 was lost, 
and agencies through which this additional $100,000 will be lost if 
this bill should pass. It was the negligence of the cashier that 
enabled the fraud to be perpetrated. I do not find it necessary to 
charge any fraudulent intent on his part; but I do charge that the 
decision of the Supreme Court and the statement made by this com- 
mittee show negligence on his part—a want of proper vigilance 
a which the embezzling cashier was able to perpetrate the 
fraud. 

I do not think that in such a case the equities are against the 
United States. I therefore insist that the perfect and complete de- 
tense which exists to this action should not be set aside; that this 
bank should be placed on the same footing with all the other people 
of this country ; should enjoy no more and no less rights than other 
citizens. Otherwise Congress, as a measure of common justice, 
should wipe out altogether these statutes of limitations. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if I can have 
the attention of the Committee of the Whole for a few minutes I 
think I shall be able—perhaps I am wrong in this impression—to sat- 
isfy every gentleman of this committee, including the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, ] that his position is one from which he 
ought to retreat; and I ask his special attention. 

This is not a new question coming here to-day for the first time. A 
week ago the gentleman had read this reportin the hearing of the com- 
mittee, in connection with another bill, so that the House then had 
all the facts before it. To-day this comes here as the first bill upon 
the Calendar; and I will say, without breach of any confidence, that 
I specially asked the gentleman from Indiana to examine this bill in 
order that he might come to-day prepared to discuss it and to show 
this committee any valid objection to which it might be liable. 

I take it that no gentleman in this House wants to take the atti- 
tude of Dy ewe every bill that comes here for the payment of money 
from the United States Treasury, because it ought to go without say- 
ing that there are many people in this country who have honest 
claims against the Government the payment of which they must 
get at the hands of Congress. Therefore I will not say that the gen- 
tleman opposes this bill as a matter of habit, because that ought not 
to betrue of any person. But let us look at the facts. Take the case 
which the gentleman has cited in the ninety-sixth United States Re- 

rts, All the facts are given in the prior suit of the State National 

ank in the Court of Claims; and what arethey? Why, beyond all 
question, that the State National Bank lost $480,000 of its property, 
which it recovered in the Court of Claims, the judgment being con- 
firmed by the Supreme Court of the United States; and that sum of | 
money has been paid. While that suit-was pending in the Court of | 
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Claims the State National Bank had another claim against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for $100,000 more, being the balance of 
the money that was taken by the cashier of thesub-treasury at Boston. 
The State National Bank of Boston could not prosecute that claim 
at that time together with the claim for $480,000, because this sum 
of $100,000 was involved in litention in the State of New York by 
the transfer of the original check certifying the indebtedness, Con- 
sequently, until that suit in New York was decided, the State National 
Bank had no standing in court against the United States. While 
this embezzlement at the hands of Hartwell occurred in 1867, there 
was no judgment of the United States Supreme Court determining 
the rights and position of the parties in this matter until 1877, ten 
years later. This whole question was involved in litigation all that, 
time. 

Now, any gentleman can find in 96 United States Reports this 
case of the United States rs. the State National Bank—for it went to 
the Supreme Court in that ferm—in which the facts of the case, to- 
gether with the unanimous opinion of the court, are given in full. 
There was no dissent from the decision that the United States Gov- 
ernment, in honorand good faith, should pay the sum of $480,000 ; and 
the United States paid it. Now, this sum of $100,000 stands on ex- 
actly the same footing; there is no difference whatever ; nogentleman 
can show any. ; 

But what position does the gentleman from Indiana take in this 
matter? By a sort of innuendo, I believe, he undertakes to satisty 
this committee that the United States Supreme Court decided wrongly. 
Perhaps that was the fact; I will not argue that question. At any 
rate, that is a court by whose decision we are bound. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I did not have the face to say that. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My friend did not have the 
face to say it; but he had the face to imply it when he said it might 
be supposed that Smith and Hartwell were acting by some sort of col- 
lusion in this matter for the benefit of the bank. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That Smith was acting negligently, and that 
appears from the report. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
ing negligently.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I said so before. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The court declared directly 
that Smith, the cashier of the State National Bank, was in no way 
to be held responsible for any negligence; that he had acted in per- 
fect good faith, and with that vigilance which was to be expected of 
him in such matters. That is what the report says. The gentleman 
may have it all read in order to prove it. 

And what further does my friend from Indiana say? And I ask 
the attention of this committee to it right here and now, He says: 
this: “I stand upon the statute of limitations.” Well, I pray this 
Government may never so stand against an honest claim. He says 
if the statute of limitations is ever good it should be applied in this 
case. Well, the lawyers of this House know well caenee the statute 
of limitations is only one of convenience and safety in order that 
parties who have claims may present them in due time, before the 
means of supplying the evidence islost. But does any man ever say 
in honor, where he owed a debt more than six years for instance, he 
will not pay it now because he can get rid of it under the statute of 
limitations? Does any man claim here that the Government had lost 
anything by this delay in its matters of proof? That is all there is 
of rightful benefit in the statute of limitations. Why, if a man can- 
not afford to stand up and hold his face before the sun to plead the 
statute of limitations in honor, I hope the Government of the United 
States will never get into the dust so it will be bound to do it. 

I have not much pride in the statute of limitations, and if the 
gentleman wants to stand on it against a claim that is proved in the 
courts, and sustained and confirmed by the highest court of the nation, 
I trust he will stand alone, as a monument by which we may all mark 
otr way in the line of good faith and honor. 

No, Mr. Chairman, I have not any faith that this House wants to 
stand on the statute of limitations when it is satisfied the Govern- 
ment has within its hands what proofs it ever had and is no way 
harmed by the delay. 

Passing on, this bill only further provides, not that certain testi- 
mony may be used again, but that the records in the case and the 
findings of fact may be used in this case. And why not? The same 

arties are there upon the same facts. Why, then, should the same be 

oundoveragain, putting them to the expense, the Government as well 
as the claimant? Why not, then, pass this directly as it comes, with- 
out a single objection on its merits or defense, as I understand, ex- 
cept the barest technicality of the statute of limitations? I shall be 
surprised, indeed, if the House of Representatives of the United States 
wants to take refuge in a case of this kind, where there is no doubt 
of the facts, behind the statute of limitations. 

Mr. HOUSE. I should like to make an inquiry of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOUSE. Is not this the same case investigated by the Judi- 
ciary Committee in the Forty-sixth Congress ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It is identically the same bill, 
and my friend from Tennessee, whom I thank for making the inquiry, 
was a member of the sub-committee which investigated it carefully, 
and he went so far as to say—and I think I commit no breach of con- 
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fidence in saying it—that he would not stop to keep them in the 

Court of Claims, but have the money paid directly to these parties. 

I commend him for it. 

Mr. HOUSE. My recollection of the case is that the parties were 
prevented from suing in the Court of Claims because of the pendency 
of the suit in New York. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Precisely, as I have already 
stated, and it is so stated so clearly in the report no one can misun- 
derstand it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I trust my friend will have all 
the opportunity he wishes to inquire about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am obliged to my friend, but I am not indebted 

e to his courtesy for the privilege of the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I should like to put my friend 
under additional obligation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not indebted to him for the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. [did notsay the gentleman was. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The rulesofthe House, although not quiteso liberal 
to the Government as formerly, give ample opportunity for the con- 
‘sideration of claims upon the Treasury. I trust my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, if he believes it is proper to set aside the statute of limi- 
tations in behalf of the national bank,which is entitled only to equal- 
handed justice, will show like magnanimity for the repeal of that 
statute in favor of the great body of claimants who have no voice 
raised in their behalf—that great army of claimants of widows, or- 
phans, children, decrepitmen, against whom you enforce your statute 
of repose and do it remorselessly. When the able and distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts can speak with proper eloquence in 
favor of moving the repeal of that statute of respose when it affects 
a corporation, the boss to which of $100,000 would be trifling compared 
to the loss of $1,000 by the countless men, women, and children ap- 
pealing for justice at the hands of Congress, I hope he will bring in 
a proposition to provide equally for all like cases, and repeal the 
statute of limitations altogether. But he thinks it very proper—I 
infer from his conduct, for I never heard he proposed to repeal the 
statute of limitations—to enforce it against these persons who have 
no voice here, that against them it should stand to-day ; but as to an 
important and powerful corporation which can demand only the 
same measure of justice with other claims before Congress, then a 
different rule shall be established. 

It would be unbecoming in Congress, and unbecoming in members 
of Congress individually, to make or to endeavor to make a distine- 
tion between any class of the American people, whether it be a bank- 
ing corporation or the humblest citizen. Ido protest, Mr. Chairman, 
in the name of the common people of this country, against the applica- 
tion of favoritism, discrimination, or distinction in the consideration 
of mattersin which they are interested. Ishall object, sir, and protest 
in the name of that people against allowing a specific right to one 
class of people who are blessed with fortune and means which you 
deny to the humblest citizen inthe land. Ibelieveitis wrong to make 
a distinction. I believe that it is beneath the dignity and honor of 
the American Congress to apply a rule which would bear harshly and 
hardly upon one class of citizens, and that did not apply equally to all. 
I do protest, sir, that we have no right to refuse justice to the humblest 
and tothe unsupported and unprotected which we are willing to grant 
to the wealthy and the powerful. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I hear upon the floor of this House no such 
eloquent appeals as the gentleman from Massachusetts has made in 
behalf of the countless numbers of indigent claimants who are now 
before us. And yet there is not a member of this House who does 
not know that no proper tribunal exists for the adjustment and ad- 
judication of these claims by reason of the absolute inability and 
powerlessness of Congress to furnish relief through private legislation. 
These claimants—and many of them have just claims, the great body 
undoubtedly otherwise—come before us with claims which are in gen- 
eral small and insignificant in amount, but yet they represent to the 
persons who present them here as high and important a question for 
our consideration as that presented by this great banking corpora- 
tion. And I have noticed, Mr. Chairman, that when you reach the 
claim of one of this number the voice of the gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts is wanting in eloquence, and no such appeal is heard in the 
House as we hear in this case. I am asking only for evenhanded 
justice on the part of the American Congress. 

Linsist that if this statute of repose was properly interposed in this 
case it should stand. If it is a proper statute, on the statute-books, 
to be applied to the humblest citizen, then it is a proper statute to 
be applied to the most powerful; and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts cannot escape from that logic. 

I have known byreputation my honored friend from Massachusetts 
as a member of this House for some time. I have known him to be 
a gentleman of distinction and of ability, and holding a distinguished 
position in the House, and yet I have never icenea bier to do either 
one of two things: first, to suggest a mode by which the great body 
of these claims shall be adjusted, or, second, to remove the statute of 
limitations from the statute-books altogether. He has not done either. 

And now let me ask, Mr. Chairman, is it to be supposed that Con- 
gress is more competent to decide, in the hurried discussions here 
upon the floor, or in the brief examination which the committees are 

able to give to these matters, whether, when the statute of limitations 
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is interposed, it is a proper act; or can Congress know better than 
the proper law officer of the Government? The head of the Depart- 
ment of Justice has deemed it proper to interpose the statute of limita- 
tions as a bar to the prosecution of thiscase. Is the gentleman from 
Massachusetts better able to judge as to whether that statute shall 
be i than the Attorney-General, the law officer of the Govern- 
ment? Is Congress better able to decide that question than he? 
This officer is presumed to act in the interest of the Government with 
justice in the administration of the laws, and when the statute of 
limitations interposes in this case I hold that it is properly done, and 
with full consideration of all the facts before him. 

Now, I come back and stand upon my first proposition. If this stat- 
ute is wrong, let it be repealed. If it is wrong, let it be removed 
from the statute-books altogether in behalf of the voiceless claimants 
who, by their importunate and Coe titions, are crowding 
our committees. Let it be repealed in behalf ofall. But let us not, 
as Representatives of the people entitled to equal-handed justice, dis- 
criminate in behalf of the rich and powerful and against the weak 
and defenseless. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish 
unnecessarily to occupy the time of the committee any longer, but 
simply desire to say a word in reply to what has just been said. 

The gentleman from Indiana, as I now understand him, does not 
express any desire to apply the statute of limitations against these 
claimants, but expresses a wish that I would bring in a measure to 
wipe that statute from the books altogether. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I do not wish to repeal the statute of 
limitations. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. And I want to say that I wel- 
come the gentleman into the ranks if he is willing to come. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question which calls for such a 
speech as the gentleman has seen proper to make. His references 
to ‘other classes of people” has no connection here ; nor does it war- 
rant gentlemen in making speeches to go out to the country. AndI 
want to say to the gentleman from Indiana that when we shall be 
called upon to consider questions of individual right, no matter by 
whom presented, he will find me with him in all matters of justice 
and equity. He need not hesitate; I will be with him. 

Mr.HOUSE. Mr. Chairman, in reference to this bill now before the 
cammittee, I wish to state that it was before the Judiciary Committee 
of the Forty-sixth Congress, and referred to a sub-committee, of which 
Iwasamember. I then looked into the case in connection with other 
gentlemen on the sub-committee, andI think it a most meritorious 
case and one that the Government ought to pay. It is, in my judg- 
ment, one that it cannot refuse to pay without dishonor. In reference 
to the statute of limitations in regard to private business, I will 
say this, Mr. Chairman, that wherever any claim shows such a case 
as this, I would have no hesitation in saying that the Government 
ought not to plead the statute of limitations. 

But because this claimant happens to be a national bank, shall we 
therefore deny to the claimant the plainest equity? Here is a claim- 
ant whose claim the Supreme Court of the United States has decided 
to be a just one against the Government. It was prevented from 
suing in the Court of Claims within the proper time on account of 
the pendency of a suit in New York; and before that suit was decided 
in New York the statute of limitations had run. Now the question 
is whether the Government shall withhold this $100,000 from this 
claimant which its own Supreme Court has said it justly owes, and 
shield itself behind the statute of limitations. I do not think we can 
take that position. 

I agree with the gentleman from Indiana that the same justice 
should be meted out to every private claimant in the land; and there 
are bills now pending before the committees of this House to send to 
the Court of Claims all these private claims that crowd our calen- 
dars and our committee rooms, and allow them to be adjudicated 
there regardless of the statute of limitations. I hope that one of 
those bills will become a law, and that we will enact a law allowing 
every private claimant to go into the Court of Claims and there have 
his rights adjudicated regardless of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask my friend from Ten- 
nessee a question before he takes his seat. It is this: I take it for 
granted my friend has carefully examined this case and the decision 
of the Supreme Court reported in sixth Otto. Does he not discover 
this fact, that this money was lost to the banks by reason of the neg- 
ligence of Smith, the cashier of the State National Bank of Boston, 
and the fraud of Hartwell, the sub-treasury clerk? Was it not the 
concurrent act of those two persons that resulted in this heavy loss 
being sustained? And let me ask my friend further if this fact does 
not appear: that when it came to the giving of the receipt by Car- 
ter for the gold certificates whether the question was not asked by 
Smith why the receipt was given to the members of that firm? And 
does not my friend know that there never was any answer to that 
question, and that the very fact that the receipts were being given 
to the wrong persons was well calculated to excite Smith’s appre- 
hensions that there was something wrong? But instead of maki g 
further investigations he went right on with the transaction, an 
this money was lost. [I therefore come back to the question, Does it 
not appear that this money was lost by the joint negligence of the 
cashier on the one side and the fraudulent act of the sub-treasury 
clerk on the other? 
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Mr. HOUSE. The gentleman from Indiana, it seems to me, pro- 
poses to go behind the decision of the Supreme Court on this ques- 


tion. He says that this money was lost by a combination between 
Smith and Hartwell. Now I wish to read to the gentleman from 
Indiana what the Supreme Court says in reference to the conduct 
of Smith: 

It is not denied that Smith acted in entire good faith; what he did was honestly 
done, and it was according to the settled and usual course of business. Hartwell 
was the agent of the United States. He was appointed by them and acted for 
them. He did, so far as Smith knew, only what it was his duty to do, and what he 
did constantly for others, and it is not denied that it was according to the law of 
the land. 

The Supreme Court, I would say to the geutleman from Indiana, 
says it is not denied that Smith acted in entire good faith; that he 
was free from all blame and allfault. I take the fact asit was found 
by the Supreme Court, who had the case before them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it be necessary to offer a formal amendment I 
move to strike out the last word. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. House] must be aware of the fact 
that if he is looking back no further than the decision of the Supreme 
Court he fails to find any testimony bearing at all on the conduct of 
Smith. I place myself in this case against the pretext of equity on 
the ground that the papers do show, as 1 read them, that there was no 
proper vigilance on the part ef Smith in this transaction with Hart- 
well; that there was negligence on his part, and if he was negli- 
gent the Government should not sustain the loss, but the bank should 
sustain it. 

One other word. I am not charging, nor is it necessary to charge 
there was any fraud on the part of Smith, the cashier of the bank. 
But it is proper to state, as I have stated, that the papers go to show 
there was negligence on his part. I do not agree with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee as to the statute of limitations. The ablest 
judge that ever sat in your Court of Claims, Judge Blackford, the 
only gentleman, I believe, till within recent years, ever occupying 
a seat on that bench of full national reputation, held over and over 
again that the statute of limitations, where it could be properly in- 
terposed, was one of the most equitable provisions that men had ever 
been able to devise. 

Mr. HOUSE. Where it could be properly interposed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it can be interposed in all cases except where 
principles of equity intervene. And the gentleman from Tennessee 
has to concede—it has to be conceded all round—that here the equity 
of the case does not lie above the law. If it did there would be no 
appeal to this tribunal. It is because the equities of the case are 
not with the bank that you are compelled to resort to a repeal in this 
case of the statute of limitations to enable these parties to get round 
that provision. 

The statute of limitations ran while that litigation was pending 
in New York. But does not my friend know that all that this State 
bank of Boston had to do was to adjust this debt between itself and 
the other banks in order to have brought this action against the 
United States at any time. It was its own voluntary act its going 
into that court. The decision was against this bank, and the law 
was clearly against this bank. All they had to do was to pay the 
money and go into the Court of Claims, if they wished so to do. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to make one or two suggestions on this 
proposition which I have not heard made by any gentleman on the 
tloor. Iunderstand that this man Hartwell was a defaulter; that he 
had robbed the Government of $580,000, instead of $480,000 as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four hundred and eighty thousand dollars has been 
recovered back. The whole was $580,000. 

Mr. CONVERSE. After he had perpetrated this robbery he under- 
took to put the money back into the Treasury of the United States by 
wrongfully and’ fraudulently getting it from somebody else. He in 
collusion with certain bankers was able to secure through the machi- 
nations they resorted to some gold certificates belonging to another 
bank, and to put them into the sub-treasury in order to cover up his 
stealings from the Government. And the Government took the gold 
certificates that were thus obtained to cover the stealings of this officer 
of the United States and retained them. That is all there is of this 
case. Can the Government of the United States afford to take money 
belonging to somebody else in order to make itself whole for the fraud 
of its own officer? That is exactly the question in this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend think there is no vigilance re- 
quired on the part of the bank? a 

Mr. CONVERSE. I do not care if there was negligence, thouga I 
do not think there was any. If this money belonged to the bank I 
am opposed to taking it in order to make the United States whole. 
Our officer perpetrated a robbery, took the money of the Government, 
and then undertook to conceal his fraud by taking the money of 
somebody else and putting it into the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] as 
well as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houser] are so clear 
about the equities and rights of this case, why encumber the recerds 
of - Court of Claims with it; why not appropriate this money at 
once 

Mr. CONVERSE. I think it should be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think if the bill before the House was one to 
appropriate this sum of money directly from the Treasury, it would 
be looked into more closely, 
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Mr. HOUSE. Thatisthe position] took in the sub-committee of the 
Committee on the Judiciary which examined this bill. I was in favor 
of paying this money directly to these parties without subjecting 
them to the expense of going to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I would like to put a question to my friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. HoLMAN.] Would the gentleman seek to reim- 
burse the Treasury of the United States for an embezzlement by one 
of its officers by putting into it money belonging to a bank ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I would not. But I would insist that 
the banks in their intercourse with officers of the Government shall 
act with that reasonable vigilance common with business men. If a 
bank permits a Government official to perpetrate a fraud which it 
could prevent, I would not grant it relief. 

Mr. CONVERSE. My friend is mistaken in supposing that this 
Government official was permitted to perpetrate a frand by reason 
of the negligence of the bank. The fraud had been perpetrated upon 
the Government of the United States; the larceny had been com- 
mitted. In order to cover his defaleation he went to work with cer- 
tain other parties to get these gold certiticates from this State bank 
and put them in the vaults of the United States. These gold cer- 
tificates were afterwards appropriated by the United States. They 
did not belong to the United States; they had been put into its 
vaults by frand between the officer of the United States and other 
parties, and ought to have been returned to the bank instead of 
being converted by the Government. 

Mr. DUNN. Was this man a bonded officer? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I am not able to say whether this man was a 
ee ofticer or not, or whether any efforts have been made to pros- 
ecute him, 


Mr. MORSE. He has been tried and convicted. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. He has been prosecuted, con- 
victed, and sentenced. 

Mr. DUNN. Was there any bond on his part ? 

: _Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There was no bond given by 
lum. 

Mr. CONVERSE. He has been convicted and sentenced to the 
penitentiary for this very defalcation. Now, ought we to hesitate a 
moment about paying the money right out of the Treasury to the 
bank of which it was thus obtained, and to whom the gold certificates 
in honesty belonged ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
anything. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The fact is that this officer has not served his 
sentence. He was convicted and sentenced, but has been pardoned. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Iam sorry for that. That is not the fault of 
the bank, which ought to have its own money. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Will my colleague allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CONVERSE. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Did this man give a bond? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I am informed he did not. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. There is no law requiring it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a law authorizing it. 

The question was upon the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my formal amendment and also the 
motion to strike out the second section. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


WILLIAM D. WHITING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
697) for the relief of Captain William D. Whiting. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That Captain William D. Whiting, United States Navy, hav- 
ing been promoted for faithful and efficient war service, and having served in the 
Navy faithfully for forty years and upward, and having been appointed Chief of 
the Bureau of Navigation of the Navy Department, with the relative rank of com- 
modore, and holding the said position on the date of his retirement, in pursuance 
of law, on account of physical incapacity, such incapacity having been contracted 
on duty or being incident thereto, the name of the said William D. Whiting is 
hereby authorized to be placed on the retired list of the United States Navy with 
the rank and retired pay of a commodore, as though he had been promoted to the 
said grade prior to his retirement. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 697) for 
the relief of Captain William D. Whiting, United States Navy, beg leave to report 
the same back, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Captain William D. Whiting has one of the best and most honorable records of 
any officer in the Navy. For his fidelity and efficiency in the service, as well as 
his intelligence, he was appointed by the President as Chief of the Burean of Navi- 
gation. Holding such position, he was under the law entitled to the rank of com- 
modore, while his real rank was that of captain. While in the line of his duty as 
commodore he became afflicted with the loss of his eye-sight. The original cause 
of this antedates his service as chief of the bureau, and originated in the line of 
duty, but yet this incapacity was not so severe as to become very serious until after 
his promotion. Your committee, in view of his honorable record, the fact thatthe 
held the rank of commodore while chief of the bureau, and the facts attending his 
loss of eye-sight, deem it an act of justice to him that he shall be retired upon the 


rank and pay of acommodore, Possibly just such a combination of facts can never 
oceur again. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
JOHN THORNLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. Ne. 


The gentleman does not wish to misrepresent 


Certainly not. 


Certainly. 
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1776) for the relief of Medical Director John Thornley, United States 
Navy, reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs by Mr. Tat- 
BOTT. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d., That Medical Director John Thornley, United States Navy, be 
considered as having been retired from active service as a surgeon, and placed on 
the retired list of officers of the Navy, June 1, 1861, on account of physical _inca- 
pacity originating in the line of duty ; and that the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to allow him the rate of retired 
pay of the grade in which he was retired pees by section 1588, Revised Stat- 
utes, for officers so retired; and the said accounting officers are hereby further 








authorized and directed, in adjusting the account of the said John Thornley, to | 
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allow and pay to him the difference between the pay he has been allowed as a sur- | 


geon on the retired list since the passage of the act approved March 3, 1873, (section 


1588, Revised Statutes,) and that to which he is entitled under that act as having | 


been retired as a surgeon for incapacity originating in the line of duty; said sum 
to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


PHILADELPHIA AND READING RAILROAD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill(H. R. No. 
1378) to release the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company 
from certain taxes. 

Mr. HASKELL. The chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, who reported this bill, [Mr. KELLEY,] is absent from the 


House to-day, and I suggest that it be passed over informally until | 
: { | canceled. 


his return. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume there will be no objection to that after 
the report has been read. 

Mr. HASKELL. [I ask that the bill be passed over informally now 
because the gentleman reporting the bill is absent from the House 
on account of sickness in his family, and I do not think the commit- 
tee desires to go on with its consideration in his absence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object to that, but ask that the report be 
read. I think it is not long, and I wish to know what the facts in 
the case are. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company is 
hereby released from the payment of the taxes assessed by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue upon the interest-bearing prommissory notes heretofore issued 
by it to its employés, commonly known as wages-certificates : Provided, That said 
company shall pay the actual costs and expenses incurred in the proceedings taken 
to enforce the payment of the said taxes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks that this bill 
be laid aside informally. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believethe report is not voluminous. 
it be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. As my colleague [Mr. KeLLey] who has charge 
of this bill is absent, I suggest, to save time, that the committee rise 
in order that the bill may be laid aside. There is no use of oceupy- 
ing time in reading the report now, when the subject is not going to 
be considered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I ask merely that the report be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the report be read, if the gentleman insists 
upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will not take long. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred House bill No. 1378, 
report as follows: 
fhe Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company and the Philadelphia and 
Reading Coal and Iron Company are practically, though not legally, one and the 
same corporation. The former is a railroad and transportation company, and was 
incorporated by the State of Pennsylvania in the year 1833. The coal and iron 
company is, as the title implies, engaged in the business of mining coal and man- 
ufacturing iron.* It was organized by the railroad company subscribing for all the 
shares of its capital stock; and the business of the company has been, and is now, 
virtually that of a department of the railroad company. Thisrelation of the two 
companies is mentioned to account for the fact that the notes, or ‘ wages-certifi- 
cates,” referred to in the bill under consideration were made receivable in payment 
of indebtedness to either company. 3 
No department of productive industry suffered so severely from the business 
revulsion of 1873 as the coal and iron trades. The entire trade of the valley of the 
Schuylkill and the portions of Pennsylvania drained by the Reading Railroad Com- 
pany are dependent upon the prosperity of these trades. Much of the country is 
wanting in agricultural advantages ; in none of it do diversified industries prevail ; 
and the merchants whose stores are along the line of the road, or in the towns 
thereon, find their customers exclusively among the employés of these companies. 
The month of September, 1879, found the two companies in debt for wages and 
salaries to their employés in the amount of $4,837,090. No payments on these ac- 
counts had been made for months ; and the merchants. upon whom this class of the 
companies’ creditors had depended for supplies, were unable to meet their obliga- 
tions, and consequently were unable to furnish food and other necessaries of life to 
the only customers to whom they were in the habit of selling goods. The credit of 
the company was exhausted, and the condition of thousands of industrious and 
thrifty families was utterly deplorable. To afford at least partial relief the presi- 
dent and managers of the railroad company determined to issue the ‘‘ wages-cer- 
tificates"" upon which the tax from which the company now seeks relief was as- 
sessed. They are in the following form, the date of payment in every case being 
either four or five months aftér the date of the note itself: P 


‘Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company.—Wages Certificate No. —. 


‘* PHILADELPHIA, September 18, 1879. 
“The Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company promises to pay to the bearer 
hereof the sum of $10 on the 21st day of February, 1880, with interest from date, 
without defalcation, for value received. 
‘ This note is issued for wages due by the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad 
Company, and will be received either before or at its maturity for the amount due 
thereon in payment for freight and toll bills of the Philadelphia and Reading Rail- 


Task that 
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road Company, for coal bills of the Philadelphia and Reading Coal and Iron Com- 
pany, or any other debts due to either of the said companies. 
“PF. B. GOWEN, President. 
“S$. BRADFORD, Treasurer.” 

These notes were designated ‘ wages-certificates.” and the purpose for which 
they were issued, namely, the payment of wages due by the company, was, as bas 
been seen, expressed in the notes themselves. They were not intended for ciren- 
lation, but were payable with interest at a fixed date, and were by their terms made 
receivable either at or before maturity for amounts due in payment of freight or 
toll-bills of the Reading Railréad Company. or of coal bills of the Coal and Iron 
Company, or of any other debt due either of these companies. 

In assessing the tax the Commissioner of Internal Revenne proceeded under the 
provisions of the nineteenth section of the act of Congress approved the 8th of Feb- 
ruary, A. D. 1875, which reads as follows: 

‘That every person, firm, association, other than national-bank association, and 
every corporation, State bank, or State banking aasociation, shall pay a tax of Lo 
per cent. on the amount of their own notes used for circulation and paid out by 
them. (18 Statutes at Large, part 3, page 311.) 

The obvious intent of Congress in adopting this provision was to secure to the 
national banks the right to issue notes for circulation exclusive of any other agency 
than that of the Government itself. It can hardly be contended that it was the 
purpose of Congress to prevent either corporations or individuals from issuing 
promissory notes, bills of exchange, or other negotiable instrnments in the ordi- 
nary course of business, although in a certain sense such negotiable instruments 
are adapted to and by indorsement enter into circulation. But promissory notes 
issued in payment of existing debts, bearing interest at a fixed rate, having long 
periods of time to run, and intended to be canceled and retired at maturity, are not 
in any popular or technical sense paper money. Their value varies from day to 
day as interestaccrues. They are neither money nor the equivalent of money; but 
simply promises to pay money at a future day, on which payment they are to be 





That these *‘ wages certificates" were not intended to be used and reissued as 
currency is abundantly clear. They were to be issued and were only issved in pay 
ment of existing debts for wages; and, as has been said, they bore interest and 
were to mature and be retired at a tixed date. 

Without committing themselves to the doctrine that these notes may not have 
been subject to the taxation assessed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
the committee submit that there is room for grave argument on that point; and 
that in view of the bankrupt condition of the railroad and coal and iron company, 
and of the suffering their unpaid employés and their families were enduring, whic!: 
could have been relieved only by sucha use of the company’s credit, the tax should 
be remitted. They therefore report back the accompanying bill and recommend 





its passage. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be passed 
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN D. WIEBER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3030) for the relief:of John D. Hieber. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas John D. Hieber, late first sergeant of Company K, One hundred and 
thirty-ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunters, was appointed and commissioned 
first lientenant of said company December 20, 1864, and was discharged June 1) 
1865; but was not mustered in, and therefore failed to receive pay as first lieuten 
ant: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay the said Lieutenant John D. Hieber, late of Company 
K, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount of pay and allow- 
ance of a first lieutenant of infantry from the 20th day of December, 1864, to the 
19th day of June, 1365, less the amount received by him as a sergeant in said regi 
ment for the period above named. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will not ask for the reading of the report in this 
ease. I have no doubt that this is a proper bill to be passed. But 
it occurs to me that as a measure of common justice claims of this 
description, which are very numerous, should be provided for by some 
general law. Many of these claims coming before the Committee on 
lilitary Affairs or the Committee on War Claims are manifestly just. 
No doubt there are many meritorious eases of officers who have ren- 
dered service for which they have not been properly paid. But it does 
seem to me a committee like the Committee on Military Affairs should 
be able to frame some general bill covering all this class of cases. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
pass. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PD. T. KIRBY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. No. 
909) for the relief of D. T. Kirby. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the provisions of law regulating appointments in the 
Army are hereby suspended for the purpose of this act, and only so far as they 
affect D. T. Kirby, late a captain and brevet colonel in the United States Army ; 
and the President can, if he so desire, in the exercise of his own discretion and 
judgment, nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint 
said D. T. Kirby to a captaincy in the Army, and that he shall be assigned to the 
first vacancy occurring in his grade in the infantry arm of the service: Provided, 
however, That no pay, compensation, or allowance shall be given to said D. T, Kirby 
for the period he was out of the service. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPARKS] who reported this bill is absent; and I ask that the bill be 
laid aside informally. 

Mr.HENDERSON, As mycolleague[Mr Sparks] who has charge 
of the bill is not here to-day, I hope that it may be passed over, re- 
taining its place. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 


aside informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection. 
THOMAS LITTLE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 












1882. 
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1691) to authorize the restoration of Thomas Little to the rank of 
captain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the provisions of law regulating appointments in the 
Army by promotion in the line are hereby suspended for the purposes of this act, 
and only so far as they affect Thomas Little ; and the President is hereby authorized 
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint said 
Thomas Little, late a captain in the Tenth United States Cavalry Regiment, to the 
same grade and rank of captain held by him in November, 1877, in any vacancy 
now or hereafter existing or hereafter occurring: Provided, That his pay shall com- 
mence only from the date of his reappointment under this act. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. PEELLE, Mr. Chairman, there is now pending before the 
Committee on Military Affairs a bill to correct the rank of Captain 
Robert G. Smither, of the Tenth Cavalry. That bill proposes to 
re Captain Smither the identical place which this man Lieutenant 

ittle is now seeking at the hands of Congress. I desire that all the 
facts with reference to both cases may be brought before the atten- 
tion of the House at the same time; and therefore I respectfully re- 
quest that the further consideration of this bill be deferred until the 
Committee on Military Affairs shall have reported upon the bill for the 
relief of Captain Smithers. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. UPSON. I object to that. I cannot conceive what connec- 
tion this bill has with the case the gentleman mentions. 

Mr. PEELLE. I object, then, to the further consideration of this 
bill, and move that it be passed over until the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs shall have made their report on the bill for the relief of 
Captain Robert G. Smither, who is seeking the same position that 
Lieutenant Little seeks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion made by the gentleman from In- 
diana [My. PEELLE] cannot be entertained. If the gentleman objects 
to the consideration of the bill the objection must be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. PEELLE. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman objects, the committee must 
rise, and the House vote on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is for the committee to rise 
and report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HASKELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
having under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 1691) to authorize the 
restoration of Thomas Little to the rank of captain, and objection 
being made thereto, under the rule the committee had risen for the 
further action of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1691) to authorize the restoration of 
Thomas Little to the rank of captain. : 

if BROWNE. Robert G. Smither, to whom allusion has been 
made—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. BROWNE. I simply want to make a statement of two min- 
utes, giving the reasons why this bill should be postponed for the 
present. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then let two minutes be allowed on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate can only proceed by unani- 
mous consent. Is there any objection to hearing the gentleman from 
Indiana? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROWNE. Robert G. Smither, who is now applying for the 
rank accorded by this bill to another man, had a claim before the 
Committee on Military Affairs during the Forty-sixth Congress. I 
do not propose to enter now intoany discussion of the relative merits 
of these two officers or the title of either of them to the position he 
seeks. I desire to say to the House, however, after a thorough exami- 
nation of the case, that when it is presented I think it will be appa- 
rent that Captain Smither is by every consideration of law and justice 
entitled to the rank now accorded to the beneficiary of this bill. 1 
think the House ought to allow the matter to pass over until the 
question is in such shape that the whole question may be presented, 
so that both parties may have a fair chance. 

Mr. UPSON. By permission of the House I should like to make a 
statement. This is a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I cannot conceivé what connection Captain Smith- 
er’s case has with it. 

_ Mr. STEELE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
is @ unanimous report. 

Mr. UPSON. I was not aware the gentleman voted against it. 
This bill must stand on its own merits. 

Mr. PEELLE. If the gentleman will allow me, and the House 
consents, I can explain to him by stating just exactly what is the 
condition of the matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
purpose ? 

Mr. UPSON. What is it the gentleman proposes to read ? 

Mr. PEELLE. I understood him to ask what connection Captain 
Smither’s claim had with Captain Little. 

Mr. UPSON. Yes, sir. 

































































































































I do not think it 









Does the gentleman yield for that 











portion of the petition of Captain Little which I have marked. 


to have read an extract from t 




































Mr. PEELLE. And as to that I will request the Clerk to read a 


Mr. UPSON. 


What is it you propose to read from? 
Mr. PEELLE. 


It will ocoupy but a few minutes, and I only ask 
e petition of Captain Little. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On the 17th day of May, 1876, your petitioner became the senior first lieutenant 


of the Tenth United States Cavalry, but by virtue of anactof Congress approved 
March 3, 1877, the President reappointed Thomas J. Spencer (who had, on the 24th 
day of April, 1875,.been dismissed the service) to be an additional first lieutenant 
with his former rank, from June 1, 1867. Under this authority 
the reappointment of Lieutenant Spencer was conditional, i. ¢., that his resignation 
was accepted to take effect six months from date of his confirmation by the Senate. 
Lieutenant Spencer accepted his reappointment on these conditions on the 7th 
day of May, 1877, and was confirmed by the Senate December 3, 1877, and notified 
by the Adjutant-General of the Army that his resi, 
3d day of June, 1878. 
Headquarters of the Army, series 187 
Army to Lieutenant Spencer, dated December 8, 1877; also, memorandum of ap- 


it will be seen that 


ation took effect on the 
(See copies of pncecs hs 1 and 2, Special Orders No. 99, 

; also, letter from Adjutant-General of the 
ointment furnished to the commanding officer Tenth United States Cavalry from 
Teadquarters of the Army, dated May 8, 1877, which are hereunto annexed and 


marked respectively A, B, and C.) In the mean time a vacaney occurred in the 
Tenth United States Cavalry by the dismissal of Captain Thomas Little, (see Army 
Register of January, 1878,) on the 20th day of December, 1877, and as Lieutenant 
Spencer's resignation had been accepted on the conditions as above stated, your 
petitioner claims that he should have been promoted from the date of the said Lit- 
tle’s dismissal, ‘‘December 20, 1877,” and was informed then and since that this 
view of it was entertained by the Adjutant-General’s Department of the Army, 
and that the records of that Department are equitable in his favor, that his name 
was handed in by the officer in charge of that Department as the next for promo- 
tion, but for some cause was withheld. 


Now, subsequent to this, one George A. Armes, who had been dismissed from 


the service in the year 1870, was also reinstated, under authority of an act of Con 

gress approved April 23, 1878. Armes accepted his commission May 11, 1878, and 
was assigned to the vacancy created by the dismissal of the said Little, said va- 
eancy having occurred nearly five months previous to the restoration of the said 
Armes. 
May 14, 1878, copy annexed, marked D.) 


(See memorandum of appointment from headquarters of the Army, dated 


Your petitioner now claims, and has claimed, that he is entitled to be a captain in 


the Tenth United States Cavalry from the date of the said Captain Little's dismissal, 
as by the act of overruling Lieutenant Spencer, in not promoting him to fill a va 
cancy, it is plain that he was viewed as out of the service, and that he, your peti 
tioner, has been unjustly denied the promotion to which the law, regulations, and 
customs of the service governing promotion entitle him, and there certainly is no 
law for the holding open of vacancies for captains who were not even in the serv 
ice at that date. 


Your petitioner further states that the order accepting the resignation of the said 


Lieutenant Spencer was not revoked until after the said Captain Armes had been 
assigned to the vacancy, (see paragraph 5, Special Orders No. 115, Headquarters of 
the Army, series 1878, copy annexed, marked E;) that the vacancies which oc- 
curred in the Tenth United States Cavalry by the dismissal of both Armes and 
Spencer were filled by promotions and appointments of other officers. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for which the House was 


asked to give unanimous consent for discussion is exhausted, and the 
reading cannot proceed if objection be made. 


Mr. HAZELTON. What time was fixed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two or three minutes. 
Mr. PEELLE. I ask that the Clerk be allowed to complete the 


reading from the petition of Captain Smither, so members may have 
all the facts before them. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 
There was no objection, and the Clerk proceeded with the reading 


of the petition, as follows: 


Captain Armes was assigned to a vacancy which should have been filled several 


months previous to his restoration as captain. . Lieutenant Spencer was assigned 
to the Tenth United States Cavalry, as an additional first lieutenant, May 8, 1877, 
the regiment at that date havin 
Mathias W. Day, as an additiona 
1877. 
Cavalry; the former, although an additional, was not 
his reappointment until he was made a captain in the Tenth United States Cavalry, 
on the 20th day of March, 1879, although several vacancies occurred in other regi- 
ments between the date of his restoration and December 20, 1877, and likewise 
in 1878, and instead of being sent to fill one of these vacancies, where his juniors 
were being 


its quota of first lieutenants, and Lieutenant 
second lieutenant from the 15th day of June, 
lineally to a vacancy in the Ninth United States 


The latter was promoted 
| promoted from the date of 


romoted to captains, he was compelled to remain in the Tenth United 
States Cavalry until the date of his promotion, March 20, 1879; this at a time 

hen the Tenth United States Cavalry, with the exception of the First United 

tates Cavalry, contained the senior first lieutenants of the entire cavalry corps. 

In conclusion, your petitioner respectfully submits that by not receiving the pro- 
motion to which he was so justly entitled by long and continuous service he has 
been overslaughed since December 20, 1877, by thirty-one first lieutenants of cav- 
alry and several of his juniors promoted previous to that date, beside a great 
number in other branches of the service who were his juniors as first lieutenants 
by years in some instances, and that many of whom were not in the Army even as 
second lieutenants when he was the eighth first lieutenant for promotion in his 
own regiment; that by this injustice he has virtually lost the benefits accruing to 
him from his long service, and retarded many years in promotion after receiving 
his next grade of captain; that he is now serving with officers who were his jun- 
iors, and who by their promotion are now his seniors, and are receiving and enjoy 
ing benefits which heretofore belonged to him; that he has epee sought re- 
dress through the Pos. military channels without avail. (See papers annexed 
and marked F,, G, H, and I.) 

Your petitioner therefore prays that the bill marked K and hereunto annexed 


may be passed. 
ROBERT G. SMITHER, 
First Lieutenant and Adjutant Tenth Cavalry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1691) to authorize the restoration of 
bie Little to the rank of captain, to which objection has been 
made 

The question was decided in the negative. 

The House again resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection to considering the bill to authorize 
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the restoration of James Little having been sustained, the Clerk will 
read the next bill on the Calendar. 


CHAPLAIN M. J. KELLY AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1712) for the relief of Chaplain M. J. Kelly and others. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted éc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury of the 
United States be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to settle with M. J. 
Kelly, late a chaplain in the United States Army, and with all commissioned and 
non-commissioned officers and privates of Company B of the Twentieth Infantry 
Regiment of the United States Army, who lost their personal effects by fire at Fort 
Ripley, Minnesota, on the 14th day of January, 1877, at a sum not to exceed in the 
aggregate $709.34; and asufficient sum therefor is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1712) for the relief of Chaplain M. J. Kelly and others, respectfully report: 

It appears that on the 14th of January, A. D. 1877, at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, 
Moses J. Kelly, then a chaplain in the United States Army, five sergeants, one cor- 
poral, and nine privates, of the Twentieth Infantry Regiment of the United States 
Army, while engaged in endeavoring to save Government prok erty from destruc- 
tien by fire, lost by the same fire clothing, blankets, and other personal effects, of 
the aggregate value of $709.34, which they were unable to look after or save from 
destruction by reason of their efforts to save Government property, as is shown by 
the following papers which were in evidence before your committee, namely : 

Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 14, 1878. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to transmit to the House of Representa- 
tives copy of a letter from the commanding officer of Fort Ripley, Minnesota, and 
the afidavite accompanying the same of officers and enlisted men who suffered loss 
of personal property during the fire at that post, January 14, 1877. Value of arti- 
cles lost, $709.34. 

Captain Bates reports that at the time of the fire the petitioners ‘‘ were unable 
to look to their private interests, they being actively engaged in endeavoring to 
save Government property, and the blankets were destroyed on the roofs of build- 
ings, being used to prevent the spread of the fire.” 

There is no law under which the Department can grant relief in such cases; 
the papers are therefore submitted for the action of Congress. 

GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 
To the SPwakKER of the House of Representatives. 


HEADQUARTERS, FORT RIPLEY, MINN., 
April 24, 1877. 

Sm: I have the honor to request that Congressional relief may be asked in be- 
half of the officers and men of this command who suffered loss, as shown by the 
accompanying lists and affidavits. 

At the time of the fire they were unable to look to their private interests, they 
being actively engaged in endeavoring to save Government property, and the 
blankets were destroyed on the roofs of buildings, being used to prevent the spread 
of the fire. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J.C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Post. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL U. S. A., 
Washington, D. C. 
[Through headquarters Department of Dakota. } 





RECAPITULATION. 
Name. | Articles. | Value. Affidavit. 


Chaplain M. J. Kelly, U.S.A. | Personal | $215 00 | Chaplain Kelly. 


| property. 
Second Lieut. J. F. Huston, |....do....-....| 182 00 | Lieutenant Huston. 
Company B, Twentieth In- | . | | 
fantry. | | 
First Sergt. B. O’Beirne, Com- | Blankets ..... | 7 96 | Sergeant O'Beirne. 
pany B, Twentieth Infantry. | 
Sergt. Hugh Hynds, Company |.-...do......... 27 86 | Sergeant Hynds. 


B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sergt. Thomas Ross, Company | Blankets and 60 21 | Sergeant Ross. 





B, Twentieth Infantry. clothing. | 

Sergt. Charles Wilseck, Com- |....do........- | 0 87 | Sergeant Wilseck. 
pany B, Twentieth Infantry. | 

Sergt. Jacob Simon, Company '.--.do........- | 53 27 | Sergeant Simon. 

B, Twentieth Infantry. 

Corporal Timothy O'Leary, | Clothing ..... 3 86 | Corporal O'Leary, Mrs. 
Company B, Twentieth In- | Simon, laundress. 
fantry. | | 

Private George R. Anstey, |..--do......... 93 26 | Private Anstey, Mrs. 
Company B, Twentieth In- } Simon, laundress. 
fantry. | | 

Private William E. Badham, | Blankets ...../ 23 88 | Private Badham. 
Company B, Twentieth In- | | 


fantry. 


y 
Private Patrick Collins, Com- | Clothing 10 | Private Collins, Mrs. 


to 





[Indorsements. } 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
Saint Paul, Minnesota, April 27, 1877. 
Respectfully forwarded through headquarters Military Division of the Missouri, 
approved and recommended. 
ALFRED H. TERRY, 


Brigadier-General, Commanding. 
HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE MIssouR!, 
Chicago, April 30, 1877. 
Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army. 
P. H. SHERIDAN, 
Lieutenant-General, Commanding. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 4, 1877. 
Respectfully referred to the Quartermaster-General for romark. 
A copy of the report, dated January 6, 1877, of the fire at Fort Ripley, has been 
furnished the Quartermaster-General. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 


QU ARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington D. C., May 31, 1876. 
Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General U. 8. Army, inviting attention 
to my indorsement of April 12, 1877, in the case of Captain Eckles (copy inclosed) 
which is also applicable to this case, and to the act of Congress (Private, No. 23) 
approved January 30, 1877, in which certain officers were allowed $600 each for 
loss sustained by the burning of personal effects in public quarters at Fort Ham- 
ilton, New York Harbor, on March 3, 1875. 
M. C. MEIGS, 


Quartermaster-General, Bvt. Maj. Gen., U. 8. A. 
Wak DEPARTMENT, 
QU ARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1877. 
Respectfully returned to the Adjutant-General U. S. A., Washington, D. C. 
Captain Eckles asks reimbursement herein for the value of ersonal property 
destroyed by the burning of his quarters at Fort Wingate, N. M., on the night of 
December 15, 1876. 
My indorsement of March 26, 1877, in the case of Lieutenant King for similar 
loss sustained by the destraction of the steamer ‘‘ Montana,” would seem to be 
applicable also to this case, viz: 








near B, Twentieth Infantry. Simon, laundress. 
Private James Connors, Com- |....do 10 | Private Connors, Mrs. 
pany B, Twentieth Infantry. | | _ Simon, laundress. 
Private Philip W. Devereaux, 96 | Private Devereaux. 
Company B, Twentieth In- | 
fantry. 
Private Thomas A. Kerr, Com- | Blankets and | 41 87 | Private Kerr. 
pany B, Twentieth Infantry. clothing. | 
Private Moses Steele, Com-| Blankets ..... | 7 96 
pany B, Twentieth Infantry. | 
Private John E. White, Com- |....do......... | 15 92 


pany B, Twentieth Infantry. | | 


to 


te 
oy 
e 
& 
® 
Db 
“1 


Private Steele. 


Private White. 


Private Michael Worley, Com- | Blankets and 


3 26 
pany B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Private Worley, Mrs. 
Kerr, laundress. 





clothing. | 
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aya of the original affidavits above enumerated are hereto ap- 





“Congress generally, after time for consideration, grants some relief in such cases 
when properly presented for its notice. 

“Trecommend that * * * theloss * * * be ascertained and reported 
with such evidence as can be obtained to prove the facts, and that when completed, 
oras completed, the matter be transmitted to Congress with recommendation of the 
commanding officers, of the General of the Army, and of the Secretary of War to 
their favorable consideration.” 

In this connection attention is invited to the act of Congress (Private, No. 23) 
approved January 30, 1877, in which certain officers were allowed $600 each for loss 
by the burning of ‘‘ personal effects” in public quarters at Fort Hamilton, N. Y. 


H., on March 3, 1875. 

M. C. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster-General, But. Maj. General, U. 8. A. 
PRIVATE, NO. 23. 

An act for the relief of certain officers of the Third United States Artillery who 
suffered by fire at Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor, on the 3d of March, 1875. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 

of the United Statos be, and are hereby, authorized to settle with the first lieuten- 

ants of the Third United States Artillery who lost their personal effects by fire at 

Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor, on the 3d of March, 1875, at a sum not to ex- 

ceed_$600 each, and a sufficient sam is hereby appropriated out of any money in 

the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, January 30, 1877. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, June 13, 1877. 

Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War. In the cases referred to by 
the Quartermaster-General, in his indursement and inclosure, the action of the 
Secretary was as follows: 

Lieutenant King’s case—burning of the ‘‘ Montana.” 

The Josses of the men had been reported upon by a board of survey, and as to the 
ofticers it was directed that evidence by afiidavit or otherwise be procured, as rec- 
ommended by the Quartermaster-General, with a view to reporting the matter to 
Congress. 

In Captain Eckles’s case, his application being addressed tomembers of Congress 
through the Department, it was decided that when he should forward his petition 
pueey addressed and accompanied by his evidence as to its merits, the same would 

e referred to Congress. 

It is remarked that the present application is accompanied by affidavits as to 
amount of the losses of the different ofticers and men, but that no investigation and 
report, by board or otherwise, covering all the losses, appears to have been made. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: 
Personally popeere’ before me this day of April, 1877, Moses J. Kelly, 
chaplain, U.S. A., who deposes and says that on January 14, 1877, his quarters at 


Fort. Ripley, Minn., were destroyed by fire, and the following articles of his per- 
sonal property were destroyed, viz: 





OG ee 4 ONE I oa nck owes is acc ace sive ccssnccccceubdweneenneeeneeene $155 00 
Clothing, $25; provisions, $20; sundries, $15..............----..--2-2--0-- 60 00 
215 00 


Deponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct. 
M. J. KELLEY, 
Chaplain, U. 8. A. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 24th day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 


Minn. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twenticth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in Par. 


1031, R. A. R. 1863. 
J.C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Post. 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: 

Personally pues before me this —— day of April, 1877, Second Lieutenant 
J. F. Huston, entieth Infantry, who deposes and says that on January 14, 1877, 
his quarters at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, were destroyed by fire, and the following 
articles of his personal property were destroyed, viz: 

Furniture (including carpets, trunks, bureau, &c).....-.-.--..------.---- $132 00 
SIRE facie ctelecGuesiackaces'shicencabsscedo-ccccesvncscoesseedes 50 00 





182 00 
Deponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 24th day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota. 
J.C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Post. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in Par. 
1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
J.C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth Infantry. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: 


Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, First Sergeant B. 
O’Beirne, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the follow- 
ing articles, his own personal property, were destroyed by tke fire at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota, on the night of January 13, 1877, in preventing the spread of the fire 
to other buildings. 

Deponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct, viz : 


EE MERI, NU NO CMON « oc ccie ce cocsconecodesssceuctseccssvasenesseecs $7 96 
BERNARD O’BEIRNE, 
First Sergeant Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 
I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 


Par. 1031, R. A.R., 1863. 
_ J.C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, 83: 

Personally appeared before me this —— day of April, 1877, Sergeant Thomas 
Ross, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following 
articles, his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota, on the night of January 14, 1877; and his attention being entirely given 
to saving public property, he was unable to save his own. a 

Deponent further swears that the values on the list are correct, viz: 










D TCAE-CORE 22.2 2. nce cece en cece cc cceccencccccccesscccwcncccccccccccccccccs $6 44 
3 — trousers, made, each $4.10......-....-.------..-- 12 30 
2 blouses, lined, O. P., each $2.13.............-----.--.-- 4 26 
DGUOOD COD, OME on a0 < once cc ccnecnccccescacces cones 2 21 
D MORUIIE GUIE MOI FO CODER, 66.05 5. ect c ccc ccc cece ces veccccesececccsccce 1 44 
2 PRMe MIME, COED GO COMB. 0.2.20. c ccc cc cece cccccccccccccnccctccccenes 13 
S PRttw SOOORINGS, COC BY CONES... 2... .cccccccccccrccncccccccccccceccces: 87 
RUG bicnign Kees oaeescln see enage eréeenvciecsuedeccsedessitds 2 89 
2 pairs of shoes, B. 8., each $1.86. ........... 3 72 
6 pairs Berlin gloves, each 15 cents.......... 90 
6 mt rng PE Dass aint hn Cnwndind nde cckseanepicdicer¥entiswennne 23 88 
EW ERDY TONG. 600.00 voices venccovccrsaccrcccctcccwosceceitesesecnes 60 21 


THOMAS ROSS, 
Sergeant Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 


Minnesota. 
: J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


TI certify that recourse could not be had to any of the other persons named in 
Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
J. C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, se: 


Personally appeared before me, this —— day of April, 1877, Sergeant Charles 
Wilseck, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following 
articles, his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, 
Minn., on the night of January 14, 1877, and being on guard duty, he was unable 
to save them. 

Deponent further swears that the values on the list are correct, viz: 


eet Re aS pede was kek ennds oust adec del eeandtent 
3 _— trousers, made, each $4.10. . 
2 blouses, lined, O. P., each $2.13. - a 
icin 6 cs vena ns pos decccbecewedhneveksicces éniédensnesened 
1 forage cai 
ee MEE ATG so oc cs acc wec dv tebbetcoccacccbebebbecdyetccaessues 
1 pair drawers. .......-- eSeeecerececencees smccewcecccentecescceses cces osensip 
3 pairs stockings, each 29 cents.....-.-.---.--- 
i cdictes an dntntesaneesacvenes 
12 pairs Berlin gloves, each 15 cents........... 
I iss od nwo a pacisiem nibs ocuc¥evs opadllesnuacgamhindn 







TNs S55 cad occcdsne vacthsSopoeescarvenceCoumuaasieelen 


CHARLES WILSECK, 
Sergeant Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 
I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in Par. 
1031, R. A. R., 1863. ; 
J. C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: a 


Personally speared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Sergeant Hugh Hynds, 
Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following articles, 
his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, 
on the night of January 14, 1877, in preventing the spread of the fire to other build- 
ings. 

eponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct, viz: 
TBlamkate, woolen, ab 63.96 eels... <<... cnssiceie 5s cnaseneussncshaneoees 


HUGH HYNDS, 
Sergeant Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 
I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 
Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
J. C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth difantry, Commanding Company B. 


27. 86 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: 


Personally appeared before me, this 23d day of April, 1877, Sergeant Jacob Simon, 
Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following articles, 
his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, 
on the night of January 14, 1877, and his attention being entirely given to saving 
public property, he was unable to save his own. 

Deponent further swears that the values on the list are correct, viz: 


ED ics nb baa Son's 6 dndpeccsonncneea ne 
1 uniform coat, with chevrons 
2 pairs trousers, made, each $4.10 
A UO SIE, Beek nc cccccsscnnccoses 
1 blouse, unlined, O. P 
1 dress cap, complete. .................... 

eins a sas cna cetedescccesccettccevsetiutbwec 
ING s hin oun oe wav canesoccecdennetecavesese 
4 pairs drawers, each 65 cents. .............2..----2--- 
PI ob 6 ve Circe davinsdicesetistvetevavecsuc 
PEE snc inwgcesevgueptts Kadsengunesenee 
1 pair shoes, B.S .. 
6 pairs Berlin gloves, s 
3 Cleakets NT WRI CE viv once ans cacncqucdensatendne estcetonsieneeth 


















FORE CS WHR 5 ino io icc ccticttcenccccunstocteequqauspwend eee 
JACOB SIMON, 
Sergeant Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 


Minn. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had toany other of the persons named in Par. 
1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
J. C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, 8s: 

Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Corporal Timothy 
O'Leary, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following 
articles, his own personal property, were in the hands of the laundress, to be washed, 


on the night of the fire which destroyed the quarters, January 14, 1877. 
Deponent further swears that the money value of the articles is correct, viz: 





Divs o a6 cnnenepeesaesuensnsondseessungeenaceianeentbarina $2 32° 
DE EE ina sncs concen sn cnesesgannescedetacetqdeccescnteusabeaneneey 65 
1 PRR PUCCB So oo cnr nc cc undevacccnccenscctcvesecceccccctncescsesshiaveses 29 
4 pair Berlin gloves, at 15 cents..........---20-eeeceee cence ceennencceesesees 60 

Total money Value. ...... 222... cer eccceccetecccesssccecossseresecesenss 3 86 


‘ TIMOTHY O'LEARY, 
Corporal Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in Par. 
1031, R. A. R., 1863. , 
J. C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: 

Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Private Thomas Kerr, 
Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following articles, 
his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley Minn., on 
the night of January 14, 1877, and his attention being entirely given to saving. 
public property, he was unable to save hisown. _ ’ 

Deponent further swears that the values on the list are correct, viz : 








1 ZTCAE-COALE . 2... cnc cnccccccenccee cnn ccer ec ccec ces eercccccecccceceeseecesce $6 44 
5 GN RID GOID oie 5 oc sien swavececediicadenccccoccccccdescenecdneasenesten 9 75 
3 paits trousers, made, each $4.10... 2.2.2... cece cccccccccccccescsccccesece 12 30 
FE I ON MONO aa oo os 0 ccc ncn s ccc ccnconecccccccencesncctecesesonaqcese 2 21 
2 paive Ghoes, BD. G., cack O1.06. 2... 2. sc cc cece ccc ecccccccncncecsesecctsces 3 72 
3 pairs Stockings, EACH 206 coc vercncccccccccscccccceccncccccncesencccsspeces 87 
SE, IN ER a bc cignc cdsecddcupaneidcsccesnssaaqeesndodseveen® 2 32 
SPs Ey Oe Es, QUIN BEB os kn oleic ccc cewscstcncna cctuds cnnmquuascseee 42 
Fotal MST VAIN. wos cock cic ainces ss Secce oe Sevesuctcakonaneuae nee 41 8&7 


THOMAS A. KERR, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


agg to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 
inn. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 
I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in Par. 


1031, R. A. R., 1863 
J.C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 
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*STaTE OF MryyxeEsota, Morrison County, ss : 
Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Private George R. 

Anstey, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following 

articles, his own personal property, were in the hands of the laundress, to be washed, 

-on the night of the fire whic destroyed the quarters, January 14, 1877. 

Deponent further swears that the money value of the articles is correct, viz: 





2 woolen shirts, at $1.16 each ..-.-...----.-.---------- Peck cseag ees doupek ss sae $2 32 
1 pair drawers. ...........----- 2-222. 02 eee eee cee cee eect e eee cece eee eee eee 65 
1 pair stockings... ......-.---------2+-----2- 2-222 eee eee ee eee e eee e eee ee eee 29 

3 26 


GEORGE R. ANSTEY. 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877. 

J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 

I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 
Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 

J.C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 
SraTeE OF Mixnesota, Morrison County, 8s: 

Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Private William E. 
Badham, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the follow- 
ing articles, his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota, on the night of January 14, 1877, in preventing the spread of the fire to 

- other buildings. 
Deponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct, viz: 
<@ Riemioets, waeslem, at 93.96 cach... .......ccccose. cnccccccccs ccecesscccce $23 88 


WILLIAM E. BADHAM, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota. 


J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 
Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
J. C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


-STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: 


Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Private Patrick Col- 
lins, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following 
articles, his own personal property, were in the hands of the laundress, to be 
washed, on the night of the fire which destroyed the quarters, January 14, 1877. 

Deponent further swears that the money value of the articles is correct, viz: 





i is ekanon ack sus bec teepneskecs icp bvbn peakonsseakcdus os duuswunt ie 
Tien cwenny nite sqthensecksunycarascasseeenpadinussdphact 65 
TS Few ccawckbecuccccnesscdaes cbsabcbanedectsnnteccsocs dass ch 29 

210 


PATRICK COLLINS, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877. 
p J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 
I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 
Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
. J. C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF Minnesota, Morrison County, ss: 


Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Private James Con- 
nors, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following 
articles, hisown personal — rty, were in the hands of the laundress, to be washed, 
on the night of the fire which destroyed the quarters, January 14, 1877. 

Deponent further swears that the money value of the articles is correct, viz: 


1 shirt, woolen 
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. JAMES CONNORS, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1887. 





Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 
Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
, . J. C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF Minnesota, Morrison County, ss : 





Personally appeared before me this day of April, 1877, private Philip Dev- 
ereaux, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following 
articles, his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, 
Minnesota, on the night of January 14, 1877, in preventing the spread of the fire 
to other buildings. F 


Deponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct, viz: 
Se PUMP oe a sh inc ceccenedcuwbcmonencu $7 96 
_ PHILIP W. DEVEREAUX, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877. at Fort Ri 
Mineenia’ dd day pril, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 


: . J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to 
iPar. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 


any other of the persons named in 


: ‘ J. C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, 83: 

Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Private Moses Steele, 
Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following articles, 
his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, 
on the night of January 14, 1877, in preventing the spread of the fire to other build- 


ings. 
Deponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct, viz: 
Daeraa  weetee BE GO GR iis is wedi cvtewsnccieeetepiaennysieedaleeenieeaed $7 96 
MOSES STEELE, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 


Minnesota. 
J. ¥. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 


Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 
J. C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infanty, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, 8s: 

Personally appeared before me this —-day of April, 1877, Private John E. White, 
Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following articles, 
his own personal property, were destroyed by the fire at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, on 
the night of January 14, 1877, in preventing the spread of the fire to other buildings. 

Deponent further swears that the money value of the same is correct, viz: 

SS Daperin wrk GGG: bon odin Sasa ncecbccnsdes scenes jossovakwevaabaenll $15, 92 
JOHN E. WHITE, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877, at Fort Ripley, 


Minnesota. 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named. in 
Par. 1031, R, A. R., 1863. : 
J. C. BATES, 


Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, 83: 


Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Private Michael Wor 
ley, Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following arti 
cles, his own personal property, were in the hands of the laundress, to be washed, 
on the night of the fire which destroyed the quarters, January 14, 1877. 

Deponent further swears that the money value of the articles is correct, viz: 


Seren Se BO Oe... on... acnnccensccmbasnsegoucpeeebadeneseninl $2 32 
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MICHAEL WORLEY, 
Private Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877. 
; J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in Par. 
1031, R. A. R., 1863, 
J. C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, 88 : 


Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Mrs. Simon, laundress 
of Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the following arti- 
cles of clothing, the property of the men of Company B, Twentieth Infantry, 
hereinafter set forth, were destroyed by the fire which destroyed the laundress’s 
quarters at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, on the night of January 14, 1877, viz: 

Corporal Timothy O’Leary, Company B, Twentieth Infantry: 1 pair drawers, 1 
pair stockings, 2 shirts, and 4 pairs Berlin gloves. 

Private George R. Anstey, Company B, Twentieth Infantry: 2 shirts, 1 pair 
drawers, and 1 pair stockings. 

Private Patrick Collins, Company B, Twentieth Infantry : 1 shirt, 1 pair drawers, 
and 1 pair stockings. 

Private James Connors, Company B, Twentieth Infantry : 1 shirt, 1 pair drawers, 
and 1 pair stockings. 

A. M. SIMON, 
Laundress Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877. 

J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 

I certify that recourse could not be had to any other of the persons named in 
Par. 1031, R. A. R., 1863. 

J. C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 





STATE OF MINNESOTA, Morrison County, ss: 

Personally appeared before me this 23d day of April, 1877, Mrs. Thomas Kerr, 
laundress of Company B, Twentieth Infantry, who deposes and says that the fol- 
lowing articles of clothing, the property of the men of Company B, Twentieth In- 
fantry, hereinafter set forth, were destroyed by the fire which destroyed the laun- 
dress’s quarters at Fort Ripley, Minnesota, on the night of January 14, 1877, viz: 

Private Michael Worley, Company B, Twentieth Infantry : 2 shirts, 1 pairdrawers, 


1 pair stockings. 
MINNE KERR, 
Laundress Company B, Twentieth Infantry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of April, 1877. i 
J. F. HUSTON, 
Second Lieutenant Twentieth Infantry, Post Adjutant. 


I certify that recourse could not be had to any otherof the officers named in Par. 
1931, R. A. R., of 1863. 
J.C. BATES, 
Captain Twentieth Infantry, Commanding Company B. 


Being satisfied that the claimants, while in the service, and in the laudable act 
of saving the property of the Government, lost their personal effects as alleged, 
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without fault or blame on their part, your committee believe their claims merito- 
rious, and that the claimants should be reimbursed by the Government for such 
actual losses as they respectively sustained at the time and under the circum- 
stances stated, and therefore recommend the passage of said bill (H. R. No. 1712.) 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES ALTON HOWARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3196) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to change the 
name of Charles Alton Howard, a second lieutenant in the Ninth Reg- 
iment of Cavalry of the Army of the United States, on the register, 
rolls, and records of the Army, to Alton Henry Budlong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to change, on the register, rolls, and records of the Army, the name 
of Charles Alton Howard, a second lieutenant in the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry 
of the Army of the United States, to Alton Henry Budlong; and that upon such 
change being made the said Alton Henry Budlong shall hold the relative rank in 
said regiment and Army which he has heretofore held under the name of Charles 
Alton Howard, and shall be entitled to the same pay and emoluments and to suc- 
ceed to all the rights which he would have had under the name and designation of 
Charles Alton Howard, and shall be subject to all the liabilities, duties, and respon- 
sibilities that he would have been subject or liable to under such name and desig- 
nation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARZEL ALTMANN,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
832) for the relief of Marzel Altmann. 
The bill was read, as follows: ® 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to allow Marzel Altmann to enter one hundred and sixty acres of public 
lands, or less, in a body, in any of the land districts in the State of Minnesota, as 
a homestead, after a bona jide residence of six months thereon, and subject to all 
the provisions of the homestead act, except as to limit of time of residence thereon ; 
and the provisions of said act in relation to time of residence are hereby suspended, 
but only so far, however, as they affect this entry. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. McCOOK. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that in a matter of 
as much importance as this there should be some little explanation of 
the bill. 

Mr. STRAIT. Let the report be read; it is very short. 

Mr. McCOOK. Ido not object to the bill, but I think there should 
be some explanation. 

Mr. BRIGGS. ‘I ask for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 832) 
for the relief of Marzel Altmann, beg leave to report the same back and recommend 
its passage. 

uring the month of June, A. D. 1871, at the local land office of New Ulm, Min- 
nesota, Marzel Altmann entered upon the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter 
and west half of the southeast quarter of section 25, in township 111, of range 31, 
under the acts of Congress approved May 20, 1860, and March 21, 1864, entitled “An 
act to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the public domain.” The said Marzel 
Altmann has resided upon said tract of land for upward of five years, during which 
time he has built a dwelling-house, stables, and granary; he has also made im- 
provements by erecting fences and breaking and cultivating the land. 

Afterward, and when said improvements were made, the said Marzel Altmann 
was ejected from the said land by the Winona and Saint Peter Railroad Company, 
: a been proved that said railroad company had a prior claim to the said 

and. 

The General Land Office has decided that there is no law existing for the refund- 
ing of money paid. The said Marzel Altmann made his entry in good faith, and at 
the said local land office was informed that the said land was subject to entry. He 
has complied in all respects with the laws and has on his part faithfully performed 
his contract with the Government; wherefore he now prays for the passage of the 
bill for his relief, which your committee are of the unanimous opinion is not more 
than he is entitled to. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That bill, Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me; ought to be made general, and apply to all cases under like cir- 
cumstances. There are a number of just such cases in Alabama. I 
think it is a just bill, right and proper. 

Mr. STRAIT. There could be no objection to a general bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will not move to amend this bill 
now; but I do hope that a general bill will shortly be presented coy- 
ering all such cases. 

Mr. STRAIT. I fully agree with the gentleman. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN R. TAGGERT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
$33) for the relief of John R. Taggert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to allow John R. Taggert to enter one hundred and sixty acres of public 
lands, or less, in a body, in any of the land districts in the State of Minnesota, as 
a homestead, after a bona fide residence of one year thereon, and subject to all the 
provisions of the homestead act, except as to limit of time of residence thereon ; 


and the provisions of said act in relation to time of residence are hereby suspended, 
but only so far as they affect this entry. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. * 
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JOHN PARSONS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3197) granting relief to John Parsons. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, dc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to adjust and credit John Parsons, postmaster at Black River Falls, 
Wisconsin, with the sum of $656, for postage-stamps in that sum taken from his safe, 
by blowing the same open, by burglars, in May, 1880. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1845) for 
the relief of John Parsons, having had the same under consideration, beg leave 
to report as follows: 

On the 9th day of May, A. D. 1880, and for a long time prior thereto, John Par- 
sons was, and ever since has been, and now is, postmaster at Black River Falls, 
in the State of Wisconsin; that on the night of said 9th day of May, 1880, being 
Sunday, the post-office at Black River Falls was entered by burglars, and the 
door of a Hall's safe No. 8 was blown off by the use of powder, and robbed or 
postage-stamps, stamped envelopes, and postal cards, of the value of $656; that 
said safe was considered reasonably secure and supposed to be burglar-proof, and 
was securely locked on the night of the said 9th day of May, A. D. 1880; that, in 
addition to the loss above stated, there were about fifty dollars in silver coin, a 
gold watch, and many valuable papers, the personal property of said postmaster, 
also stolen; that such papers were afterward found in a box buried in the sand, 
about one mile from said post-office ; that said postmaster kept his personal valua- 
ble papers in said safe; that there were some $323.16 worth of stamps of various 
kinds in said post-office, but not in said safe at the time, which were not stolen; 
that Frank A. Parsons, son of said postmaster, was the assistant to said postmas- 
ter; that both said postmaster and his assistant had hitherto enjoyed the reputa- 
tion of being honorable and upright citizens, and no blame seems to have attached 
to either of them for such loss; that the foregoing facts are corroborated by the 
inspector of the Post-Office Department, who, underthe direction of the Post-Office 
Department, visited said post-office on the Lith day of May, 1880, and subsequently, 
to wit, on the 20th day of August, A. D. 1880, reported in writing the result of his 
investigation, which 1s substantially as above stated. 

We, your committee, in view of the facts stated above, are of the opinion that 
no fault should be attributed to said postmaster or his assistant for such loss. 

Your committee report back the accompanying bill as a substitute for the bill 
referred to your committee, and recommend that the same do pass, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the report of this inspector is 
not voluminous I trust my colleague will have it read from the desk. 
I think the practice of granting such relief has become so general 
that it is perhaps impossible now to interpose a reasonable objection, 
and I should be glad to have this report read to show the basis on 
which the committee have founded their recommendation. 

Mr. PEELLE. The report of the inspector was sent to the desk with 
the other papers, and I presume itisthere. I have no objection to its 
being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the report is 
not among the papers at the desk. 

Mr. PEELLE. The report of the inspector of the Post-Office De- 
partment was included in the papers which were sent to the desk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the reportis not readily found I shall not insist 
upon the reading. I do not object. 

Mr. PEELLE, The gentleman canexamine the report at any other 
time. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


LAMEN A. PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1298) for the relief of Lamen A. Perkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas on the night of the 18th day of March, A. D. 1881, the post-office at 
Kinsman, Trumbull County, Ohio, was burglarized and $130, the property of the 
Post-Oftice Department, stolen, without any fault or neglect of Lamen A. Perkins, 
then and now postmaster; and 

Whereas said Perkins has paid said sum of $130 to the Post-Office Department : 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to refund to said Lamen A. Perkins said sum of $130. 


Mr. HOLMAN, [ask for the reading of the report. 
"The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the 
relief of Lamen A. Perkins, having considered the same, beg leave to submit tho 
following report : 

On the night of the 18th of March, 1878, the post-office at Kinsman, Trumbull 
County, Ohio, of which said Lamen A. Perkins was then and is now postmaster, 
was burglarized, the safe therein blown open with gunpowder, and $130 in cash, 
stamps, and stamped envelopes, the property of the officer, stolen. The proof 
leaves no doubt that the work was done by expert robbers; that the amount taken 
belonging to the Government was exactly the amount stated, and that the post 
master was guilty of no possible neglect. His accounts were most carefully kept. 
He had provided at his own expense a gore safe, which was carefully locked, and 
in which was placed the valuables of the office. The thieves pried off the casing 
of the door of the building, drilled into and exploded the safe, — more damage 
toit than all its contents were worth. The postmaster has paid to the Government 
jaa of the money and property taken, and by this bill asks to have it re- 

unded. 

Your committee think he is entitled to this relief, and accordingly report the 
bill back to the House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. TAYLOR. There is a clerical error in this bill which should 
be corrected. The name is not ‘‘Lamen,” it should be “Lauren.” 
I move that the necessary correction be made in the shape of an 
amendment if necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am informed that the other reports accompany- 
ing bills on the Calendar have not been printed. I therefore move 
that the committee rise. 

The committee divided ; and there were ayes 8, noes not counted. 

So the committee refused to rise. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and, Mr. HASKELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communicated to the House by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The Committee of the Whole House resumed its session. 


EVA MOORE ET AL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
55) for the relief of Eva Moore, Henry Carleton, and Maud Carleton, 
children of General James H. Carleton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, to Eva Moore, Henry Carleton, and Maude Carleton, children of General 
James H. Carleton, or their legal representatives, in full satisfaction for property 
destroyed by order of General Canby, dated Fort Craig, New Mexico, February 21, 
1862, the sum of $7,600, being the amount found due by a board organized under 
special order numbered 159, issued by General E. R. 8. Canby, and dated Santa Fé, 
New Mexico, September 3, 1862. 


Mr. ATHERTON and Mr. HOLMAN asked for the reading of the 
report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of Eva Moore, 
Henry and Maud Carleton, children and heirs of General James H. Carleton, de- 
ceased, late of the United States Army, and the bill for the relief of the memorialists, 
having considered the same, beg leave to submit the following report : 

In 1854 General Carleton, being the owner of certain property in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, consisting of twelve buildings, corrals, and other improvements, 
rented it to the United States, and it was occupied by the United States troops as 
shops, stables, storehouses, hospitals, &c., under rent to the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, up to March 2, 1862, when, owing to military necessities growing out of 
the war of the rebellion, it was destroyed by the United States troops, under the 
written order of Colonel Ed. R. S. Canby, commanding the department, to prevent 
the valuable property therein from falling into the hands of the enemy. 

The proof of this destruction and loss is found in the report: of captain and 4s- 
sistant quartermaster United States Army, dated September 27, 1862. 

On the 3d of September, 1862, a board of survey to assess the amount of loss done 
to said buildings and property was duly ordered, and the board convened at Santa 
Fé on the 10th of thesame month, andafter a careful consideration of the subject 
reported the loss to amounttothe sum of $7,600. This report was made September 
12, 1862. The board was composed by Colonel Carson, Captain Seldon, and Lieu- 
tenant Anderson, and the report and proceedings were duly filed with Colonel Canby 
and were approved by him September 18, 1862. 

On the 26th day of January, 1867, a claim was filed in the office of the Quarter- 
master-General for compensation for this same property, and on the 29th day of 
that month a report was filed in said officeas follows: *‘ That this isa casein which 
the Quartermaster’s Department cannot afford relief, as itis a claim for destruction 
of property as a military necessity. Itisrespectfully suggested that the applicant 
be referred to Congress.” This report was approved February 7, 1867. Afterward 
the claim was again presented to the Quartermaster-General, and having been re- 
viewed by him was returned with his indorsement, *‘ That Congress alone, in my 
ten. has power to grant relief. It appears to be a case in which relief should 

© given.” 

General Carlton, after faithful service in the army, died, and the memorialists 
are his only surviving children and heirs. 

The proof in the case is clear, and the facts stated herein are undoubted, and all 
that exist in the case. 

A bill like the one now under consideration has been four times favorably re- 
ported by the Senate Committee on Claims, and has passed the Senate three times, 
but has never reached action inthe House. Nounfavorable report has at any time 
been made by any committee of either branch of Congress. 

The committee report back the bill, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill comes from the Committee on Claims. 
It is strictly a warclaim. And not only is it a war claim, but it grew 
out of the war directly. I ask the Clerk to read the first paragraph 
of the report again, and trust the point presented will arrest the at- 
tention of the committee ; for if this bill is allowed to pass there are 

a large number of bills before the Committee on War Claims which 
ought to receive favorable consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ In 1854 General Carlton, being the owner of certain property in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, consisting of twelve buildings, corrals, and other improvements, 
rented it to the United States, and it was occupied by the United States troops as 
shops, stables, storehouses, hospitals, &c., under rent to the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, up to March 2, 1862, when, owing to military necessities growing out of 
the war of the rebellion, it was destroyed by the United States troops, under the 
written order of Colonel Ed. R. 8. Canby, commanding the department, to prevent 
the valuable property therein from falling into the hands of the enemy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the principle seems to have been 
very well established up to this time, with such rare exceptions as 
not to destroy the force of the rule, that damages incident to the opera- 
tions of armies, damages committed where the troops of the United 
States were employed, are not such as should properly be adjusted 
by the Government. If adifferent rule is to be established, it should 
be established after pute consideration. This claim manifestly 
should properly be considered before the Cominittee on War Claims. 
Claims of this class are very numerous. If this bill, appropriating 


between seven and eight thousand dollars, be passed, it is very man- 
ifest the same rule should be applied to the vast body of claims now 
pending against the Government. 
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A bill of this class, the Arms bill, passed during the war. The Dr. 
Best bill passed both Houses but was vetoed. Another bill of this 
class in favor of a Mr. Wallace, of Missouri, passed the House but 
ultimately failed. And the principle has not been established up to 
this time that this class of claims under international law are proper 
claims against the Government. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I apprehend this case is different from the cases 
which have been referred to by the gentleman from Indiana. _ This is 
not a case where property was destroyed as an incident of the war, 
but it was a case where property was rented to the United States, 
and by reason of its use while under rent was destroyed by it. Now 
if the gentleman can assign some better reason why it should not be 
paid than the fact that there may be other large claims of this kind, 
I would listen with interesttosuch reasons. But it seems tome, upon 
every consideration of honesty and every consideration which ought 
to govern the treatment of such cases, this claim is one that the Con- 
gress of the United States has no right to ignore for a single moment. 
' Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to be understood as strictly antago- 
nizing this measure. I am simply drawing the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that if it is proper this bill should pass, there is a 
very large number of claims of the same kind against the Govern- 
ment, growing out of the necessities of the military operations of the 
late war; and if this bill does pass it may be understood as setting a 
precedent. I desire a vote on this measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is Shall this bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 21. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A quorum has not voted. 

eIThe CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair willorder ° 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. TAYLOR. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 90, 
noes 23. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that a quorum has not voted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order havin 
quorum did not vote, the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


been made that a 


Allen, Dibble, Martin, Ross, 
Barbour, Dowd, McKinley, Russell, 
Belford, Flower, McLane, Scoville, 
Bingham, Frost, Mills, Singleton, Otho R. 
Bland, George, Money, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Bliss, Gibson, Morrison, Sparks, 

Bragg, Hall, Mosgrove, Speer, 
Camp, Tammond, John Nolan, Stephens, 
Cassidy, Hardy, Norcross, Tucker, 
Chalmers, Henderson, O'Neill, Turner, Oscar 
Clardy, Hubbs, Pacheco, Urner, 
Covington, Jadwin, Paul, Valentine, 
Crapo, Jorgensen, Porad, Wadsworth, 
Crowley, Kasson, Randall, Wait, 
Cutts, Kelley, Ranney, Washburn, 
Darrel). Klotz, Richardson, D. P. West, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Knott, Richardson, Jno. 8. Wood, Benjamin 
Deering, Lacey, Rosecrans, Wood, Walter A. 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, reported that the House in Committee of 
the Whole had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and 
finding itself without a quorum, he had, in compliance with the rule, 
caused the roll to be called, and herewith reported the names of the 
absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the roll discloses the presence of a 
quorum, and the Committee of the Whole House will resume its ses- 
sion. 

The Committee of the Whole accordingly resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is, Shall 
the bill (H. R. No. 55) be laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House? On that question the committee was dividing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to—ayes 46, noes 104. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the pending bill be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House? The tellers will re- 
sume their places. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 107, noes 19. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point having been made that no quorum 
has voted, the tellers will resume their places and continue the count. 
The Chair requests all members to vote who have not voted, so that 
the committee may not find itself without a quorum. 

The tellers resumed their places and continued the count. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. ATHERTON said: Would it be in order to move that the com- 
mittee now rise ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
dividing. 

The tellers concluded their count; and reported that there were— 
ayes 120, noes 27. 

So the bill was laid aside to he reported favorably to the House. 


It would not be, for the committee is now 
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EARNEST KUBISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
989) for the relief of Earnest Kubish. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to 
allow and credit Earnest Kubish, postmaster at Warrenton, Missouri, the sum of 
$300.43, being the amount of postage-stamps, stamped envelopes, &c., belonging 
to the United States and stolen from the post-oftice aforesaid on the night of the 
30th of October, 1880. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect after its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
PETER GALLAGHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $89.57 to Peter Gallagher, of Washington, District of 
co lumbia, amount due him in consequence of joint resolution approved February 
28, 1867. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2223) for 
the relief of Peter Gallagher, having had the same under consideration, respect- 
fully report: 

That a bill similar to this bill (H. R. No. 4210) was introduced in the last Congress 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, and was favorably reported to the House 
by that committee, and was upon the private Calendar, but not reached. That 
report fully states the facts in this case, as follows: 

hat the said Gallagher was employed asa laborer upon the Treasury extension in 
this city from August 1, 1866, to June 30, 1867. His wages were $1.75 per day until 
March 1, 1867, and $2 per day after that date. By a joint resolution of Congress, 
cagrenes, February 28, 1867, it was provided that there should be paid to certain 
0 


cers and employés therein named, employed in the civil service of the United | 


States at the time of the passage of said joint resolution, ‘‘ an additional compensa- 
tion of 20 per cent. upon their respective salaries as fixed by law, or, where no 
salary is fixed by law, upon their pay, respectively, for one year from and after the 
30th day of June, 1866.” 

Among the “ employés"’ therein enumerated to be benefited by the resolution 
are those upon the ‘‘ Treasury extension.” The claimant demanded the additional 
compensation of 20 per cent., but the Secretary of the Treasury refused payment 
upon the ground that the joint resolution did not apply today-laborers. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the case of Welch, a laborer upon the Treasury exten- 
sion, held that day-laborers upon the Treasury extension were entitled to this addi- 
tional compensation. (9 UC. Cls. R., 105; 20 Wallace, 179.) 

The committee are informed that most of the day-laborers upon the Treasury 
extension have been paid the 20 per cemt. additional compensation provided for by 
this resolution. 

After the claimant was discharged from this work he left this city, and did not 
return until after the expiration of the time limited for bringing suit in the Court 
of Claims, and he therefore applies to Congress for relief. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
L. 8. ENSEL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
230) for the relief of L. S. Ensel. 
The bill, as proposed to be amended, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
pay L. S. Ensel, of Springfield, Illinois, the sum of $1,054.22, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being the amount paid by the 
said Ensel and covered into the Treasury of the United States as security on the 
recognizance of Michael Heilbron and Bernard Weil, who were indicted and tried 
in the United States district court of the northern district of Dlinois, under clause 
9 of section 5132 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I would like to hear the report read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.No.230) for 
the relief of L. S. Ensel, report as follows : 

It appears from the evidence that on the lst day of November, 1876, Michael 
Heilbron and Bernard Weil were indicted by the United States grand jury in the 
northern district of Illinois, under the ninth clause or subdivision of section 5132 
of chapter 8 of Revised Statutes, which is as follows, to wit: 

“Sxc. 5132. Every person respecting whom proceedings in bankruptcy are com- 
menced, either upon his own petition or upon that of a creditor. * * * Ninth. 
Who, within three months before the commencement of proceedings in bankruptcy, 
under the false color, pretense of carrying on business, and dealing in the ordinary 
course of trade, obtains on credit from any person any goods and chattels with 
intent to defraud, * * * shall be punishable by imprisonment with or without 
hard labor for not more than three years.” 

On the 13th of December following the defendants entered into recognizance in 
the sum ot $1,000, with said L. S. Ensel as their surety. A trial was had upon the 
indictment in the district court of said district, by jury, commencing on the 7th of 
February, 1877, and resulted in a verdict of guilty on the 10th of the same month. 
Pending the deliberation of the jury the defendants fled and their recognizance 
was forfeited. Suit was thereafter brought in said court against said Ensel on the 
forfeited bail bond, and judgment rendered against him thereon on the 19th day of 
May, 1877, for $1,000 and costs. 

On this judgment said Ensel paid from time to time to the United States district 
attorney at Chicago various sums, beginning June 27, 1877, and ending November 
1, 1877, the whole amounting to $930, and subsequently, June 12, 1878, to the United 
States marshal, the balance claimed, to wit, $121.67, and the whole sum so paid was 
on the 28th of June, 1878, covered into the United States Treasury. 

Meantime, and at the October term, 1877, the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided that the ninth clause or subdivision of section 5132 is unconstitutional. 
(United States vs. Fox, 5 Otto.) In conformity with the principles established by 
that case, the court in which said indictment was pending did, April 15, 1879, on 
motion in arrest of judgment, quash the indictment, on which no final judgment 
had been entered, on account of the absence of defendants, as above stated. Mr. 
Ensel, as soon as he learned the state of the case, applied to have the money re- 
funded, but was told that it was already covered into the Treasury, and his only 
relief was from Congress. 7 F f 
Your committee, therefore, are of the opinion that said Ensel should have re- 








funded to him out of the Treasury of the United States $1,054.22, and recommend 
the pemege of the bill as amended, to wit, in place of ** $1,075” insert ‘' $1,054.22." 
The following letter, relating to the subject of this report, is made a part thereof: 


‘UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, 
‘“* Chicago, January 16, 1878. 

“Str: Respecting the subject of a letter received from Hon. WimLiAM M. 
SPRINGER, (which letter is inclosed herewith,) I beg to report as follows : 

‘*On the lst day of November, 1876, Michael Heilbron and Bernard Weil were 
indicted by the United States grand jury for this district. The indictment con- 
tained eight counts, under the ninth clause of section 5132, Revised Statutes. On 
the 13th day of the following December they entered into a recognizance in_ $1,000 
with one L. S. Ensel, of Springfield, Illinois, as theirsurety. Their trialin the district 
court here by a jury commenced on the 7th of February, 1877, and resulted in a ver- 
dict of guilty on the second, fifth, and eighth counts on the 10th of the same month. 
Pending the deliberations of the jury, and before the verdict, the defendants fled 
and their recognizance was forfeited. 

‘On the 19th of March, 1877, the judgment against the surety (Ensel) for $1,000 
and costs was made final. On this judgment Ensel has paid $1,054.22, and the same 
has been duly covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

‘The Supreme Court of the United States, at the October term, 1877, in the case 
of the United States vs. Fox, held (as reported in 5 Otto) substantially that the lan 
guage of the ninth clause did not create a criminal offense. Since that decision 
the courts here have, in their rulings upon similar cases, conformed to the princi 
ples established by that case. 

‘Very respectfully, 
“MARK BANGS, 
‘* United States Attorney." 

** Hon. CHARLES DEVENS, 

** Attorney-General, Washington, D. C." 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 

aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
DAVID 8. BOOTH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
151) for the relief of David 8. Booth, doctor of medicine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to David S. Booth, of Sparta, Randolph County, State of Ilinois, 


the sum $1,781.89, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
which shall be in full payment of all claims that the said David S. Booth may have 


| against the Government of the United States for bounty due him as assistant sur- 


geon on board of the ram Queen of the West, on account of the capture and destruc 
tion of the rebel vessels A. W. Baker, Moro, Berwick Bay, and City of Vicksburgh. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill, (H. R. No. 151) 
for the relief of David S. Booth, respectfully report: 

That a bill identical in terms with the present was favorably reported by Mr. 
BREWER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, in the last Congress, April 28, 1880 
but was never reached on the Calendar for consideration. The report is as follows: 

{House Report No. 1285, Forty-sixth Congress, Second session. } 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
3995) for the relief of David 8. Booth, respectfully report : 

‘That they have had said bill under consideration, and find that David S. Booth 
was mustered into the service of the United States as an assistant surgeon of the 
Mississippi Marine Brigade on the 10th day of December, 1862, and was assigned to 
duty on the ram Queen of the West, and remained upon said vessel until she was 
captured by the confederates on or about the 14th day of February, 1863, when he 
was taken prisoner by the confederate forces. That on or about the 3d day of 
February, 1863, said ram Queen of the West destroyed on the Mississippi River 
four vessels of the enemy, named as follows: A. W. Baker, Moro, Berwick Bay 
and City of Vicksburg. That under and by virtue of section 3 of the act of Con- 
gress approved July 17, 1862, (being section 4635 of the Revised Statutes,) the offi 
cers and crew of the ram Queen of the West, and others on board of said vessel, be- 
came entitled to the sum of $27,500 as bounty-money, to be distributed among the 
ofticers and crew, as provided in said section. On the 14th day of February, 1863, 
and soon after the capture of said confederate vessels, the Queen of the West her 
self was captured, with her crew, among whom was the claimant. On the 21st day 
of May, 1864, Congress appropriated the sum of $250,000 to pay bounties under the 
law above mentioned, and from this money claims for such bounties were paid until 
June 30, 1877, when the balance unexpended was covered into the ‘Treasury and 
the appropriation is now exhausted. Atthe time the ee of the West captured 
the A. W. Baker, Moro, Berwick Bay and City of Vicksburg she was under the 
command of Colonel Charles R. Elliott, and one Captain Asgill Connor with his 
company and the crew of the boat were on said ram. Soon after said captures Cap- 
tain Connor furnished a list to the Navy Department of the names of those whe 
were entitled to a bounty by reason of the capture of said confederate vessels, but 
b¥ some inadvertence the names of David S. Booth and one George W. Bailey were 
left out of said list. Mr. Bailey, before said bounty-money was covered into the 
Treasury, made application for his share of said bounty-money arising from said 
captures, and upon proof of his claim the same was paid to him, but the balance of 
the money so appropriated for such bounties having been covered into the Treasury 
before the claimant filed his application for his share thereof, the Department was 
unable to pay his claim. There seems to be no doubt in the minds of the commit 
tee, or of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, or of the Secretary of the Navy, as to 
the right of said claimant to have shared in the bounty awarded for the capture of 
said confederate vessels; and the said auditor certifies that if claimant's name 
had been on the list furnished by Captain Connor he would have been entitled to 
receive, and would have received, the sum of $1,781.89; and the committee are of 
the opinion that claimant is now equitably entitled to said sum, and they report 
the bill back to the House with amendments in the form of a substitute, and ree 
ommend that the amendments be concurred in, and that when so amended the bill 
do pass.” 

Your committee have thoroughly re-examined the case, and fully concur in tho 
above report and recommendation. They accordingly again report the bill favor 
ably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
JOHN A, REA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3206) for the relief of John A. Rea. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treas: be, and is hereby, author 
ized and directed to pay John A. Rea, of Newburgh, Cumberland County, Penn 
sylvania, contractor for infantry accouterments for the Government of the United 
States, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum ot 
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NOT VOTING—122. 


Allen, Deering, Ketcham, Scoville, 

Barbour, Dibble, King, Scranton, 

Bayne, Dingley, Knott. Shallenberger, 
Belford, Dowd, Martin} Singleton, Otho R. 
Belmont, Dunn, McCook, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Belthzhoover, Dwight, McKenzie, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Bliss, Ellis, McKinley, Sparks, 

Bowman, Flower, McLane, Spaulding, 

Bragg, Frost, Mills, Speer, 

Briggs, George, Money, Stephens, 
Buckner, Gibson, Moore, Stone, 

Burrows, Julius C. Grout, Mosgrove, ‘Thompson, Wm. G. 
Cabell, Guenther. Moulton, ‘Tucker, 

Calkins, Hall, Murch, Turner, Oscar 
Camp, Hammond, John Neal, ‘Tyler, 

Cambell, Hardy, Nolan, Urner, 

Cannon, Harmer, O'Neill, Valentine, 
Carlisle, Harris, Henry 8. Orth, Van Horn, 

Cassidy, Haseltine, Pacheco, Wadsworth, 

Caswell, Haskell, Paul, Wait, 

Chalmers, Hazelton, Phelps, Washburn, 
Chapman, Heilman, Phister, Watson, 

Clardy, Henderson, Pound, West, 

Clark, Hoblitzell, Ranney, Wheeler, 

Colerick, Hoge, Richardson, D. P. White, 

Crapo, Hubbell, Richardson, Jno. S. Williams, Chas. G. 

Crowley, Hutchins, Robertson, Wise, Morgan R. 

Curtin, Jadwin, Ross, Wood, Benjamin 

Cutts, Jorgensen, Russell, Wood, Walter A. 
Darrell, Kelley, Ryan, 

Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, Scales, 


So the bill was not passed. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk : 

Mr. SPAULDING with Mr. BraGG. 

Mr. KNotTr with Mr. BricGs. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. MARTIN. 

Mr. JADWIN with Mr. WISE of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WEsT with Mr. Harris of New Jersey. 

Mr. KELLEY with Mr. Harpy. 

Mr. FLOWER with Mr. Pounpb. 

Mr. WalIT with Mr. KENNA. 

Mr, SCOVILLE with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, with Mr. RicHARDSON, of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. DEZENDORF with Mr. GARRISON. 

Mr. ERRETT with Mr. SCALEs. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. MCKENZIE. 

Mr. COLERICK with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. DE Morre. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER with Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. CALKINS. 

My. ELLIs with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. McCook with Mr. DrBBLe. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. Sparks. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I voted under a misapprehension. JI had 
agreed to pair with the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. TURNER. ] 
1 withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS, of New Jersey. My pair with the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. WEST, was upon political questions only. If this is 
understood to be such a question I withdraw my vote, 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I agreed to pair with my colleague, Mr. UR- 
NER; but I am not sure that I understand the extent of the pair. I 
will ask whether my colleague has voted ? 

The SPEAKER. He has, as the Clerk informs the Chair. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Then I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, if he failed to respond on both 
roll-calls, cannot vote now. The Chair cannot waive the operation 
of the rule, 

Mr. URNER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr HOLMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was rejected; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I withdraw my motion to adjourn so that a 
be may be taken on that motion to reconsider and lay upon the 
table, 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
—— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORSE. And I desire to move to reconsider all the votes on 
the bills coming from the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have all the bills reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar been considered and 
acted on? 

The SPEAKER. They have not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How many remain? 

The SPEAKER. Five. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope there will be no objection to disposing of 
them this evening, as they will take but a few minutes, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 


the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move when the House adjourns to-day it will! 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I trust before that is done the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] will be permitted to make a report from: 
the Committee on Appropriations. [Cries of “Regular order!” ] 

The House refused to adjourn. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally ordered to be engrossed and! 
read a third time, and being engrossed they were accordingly read 
the third time and passed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 989) for the relief of Earnest Kubish ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 230) for the relief of L. 8. Ensel; and 

A bill (H. R. No 151) for the relief of David S. Booth, M. D. 

JOHN A. REA. 

The SPEAKER. The next bill reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar is a bill (H. R. No. 3206) for 
the relief of John A. Rea. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division on the passage of that bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 41. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PEELLE. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. PEELLE. I will for the purpose of hearing the report of the- 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairappoints Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. SMITH 
of Illinois as tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, by unanimous consent, the Post-Office 
appropriation bill will be permitted to be reported, and then we can 
go on with this other business. 

Mr. HASKELL. I object. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 99, noes 48. 

So the bill was passed. , 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move to reconsider all the votes by which the 
several bills have been passed, and also move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and 
for other purposes ; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. We reserve all points of order on that bill. We 
also desire to know on this side of the House when that bill will be 
called up for consideration. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to give notice that it will be called up 
for consideration on Tuesday next in the Committee of the Whole: 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. The difficulty is the bill by that time will hardly 
be printed, and twenty-four hours is not long enough for the members. 
of this House to investigate its various provisions. If I mistake not 
the temper of this side of the House, it is its intention to investigate 
very thoroughly all these items of the Post-Office ee 

Mr. CASWELL. I will modify it, then, and say Wednesday next. 
The bill will be printed to-morrow, and I do not see any good reason 
why we should not take it up and consider it in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union on Tuesday next. , 

Mr. RANDALL. We donot wish to make any factious opposition 
to the bill, but we do desire thoroughly to investigate its provisions 
and the necessity for them. 


POSTAL SAVINGS DEPOSITARY,. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, submitted the following resolution ; 
which was zead, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be authorized 
to print at the Government Printing Office, for the use of said committee, the 
report of its sub-committee on House bill No. 850, to establish and maintain a 
postal savings depositary as a branch of the Post-Office Department, with the 
appendices to said report. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent to offer a bill for refer- 
ence, 

Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. FLOWER. 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman from New York. _ 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the motion to 
adjourn ? 

Mr. BLAND. No, sir. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
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Mr. PRESCOTT. Lhope the gentleman will withdraw that motion 
for the purpose of allowing me to make a report from the Census 
Committee on the apportionment bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

MARY C. MURRAY. 

Mr. FLOWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3549) granting a pension to Mary C. Murray; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on the Census 
to make a report upon the apportionment of representation, which 
is accompanied by a bill, which I ask to be printed. 

I am directed also to request that this bill may be considered on 
Tuesday next, and continued from day to day thereafter until the 
bill shall be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3550) making an apportionment of Representatives in Con- 
gress among the several States under the tenth census. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the House Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be made 
the special order for Tuesday next. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. There is a report containing a letter from the 
Census Department giving the basis of computation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let that also be printed. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I also offer a proposed amendment by my col- 
league, [Mr. Cox, ] which he desires to have printed and accompany 
this bill and report. 

Mr. RANDALL. That biil and report ought to be printed in the 
RECORD, so that members may have an opportunity of examining it 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I ask that the report and the letter be printed 
in the RECORD, as well as the bill and proposed amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman include the bill also ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill also be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest also that the order to 
print include the minority bill and all proposed amendments on the 
subject. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. There is another gentleman, [Mr. COLERICK,]a 
member of the committee, who desires to submit a minority report 
as an amendment to the ee bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let them all od seem in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill and accom- 
panying papers, with proposed amendments, will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLERICK. Iam authorized by the committee to offer the 
following as a substitute forthe majority bill, and ask that it be also 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, all of these amend- 
ments will be printed in the RecorD. The Clerk will read the title 
of the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Proposed amendment to a bill making an apportionment of Representatives in 
Congress among the several States, &c. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire if this is offered as an 
amendment to the bill presented by the committee? 

Mr. COLERICK. This is an amendment offered in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. All of these amendments will be printed in the 
RECORD, as the Chair understood the order of the House. 

Mr. COLERICK. [ also offer a proposed amendment to section 3 
of the bill as reported by the majority of the committee, and ask that 
it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Under the previous order of the House the pro- 
posed amendment will be printed. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I wish to state that the reportaccompanying this 
bill does not contain the tables as prepared by the Census Depart- 
ment, although it does contain the basis of computation. These tables 
have been, I understand, distributed to the members, and if for any 
reason they have failed to receive them they can be obtained by apply- 
ing to the department. They have on hand a large number for dis- 
tribution, and it is not necessary, therefore, to go to the expense of 
reprinting them. 

Mr. DALL. I was desirous that the tables should also be 
printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Has the consideration of this bill been set for 
Tuesday next? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I objected at the time. 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that an order was 
obtained by the House te make this bill a special order for Tuesday 
next. 
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The bill, report, and proposed amendments are as follows: 


A bill making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the sev- 
eral States under the tenth census. 


Be it enacted déc., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representa- 
po Lemee be composed of 320 members, to be apportioned among the several States 
as follows: 

Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 5; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; Delaware, 
1; Florida, 1; Georgia, 10; Illinois, 21; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 11; Kansas, 6; Ken- 
tucky, 11; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 12; Michigan, 11 ; 
Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New Hamp- 
shire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 34; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 21; Oregon, 1; 
Pennsylvania, 29; Rhode Island, 1; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 10: 
Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8. 

Sec. 2. That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Representative 
or Representatives assigned to it shall be in addition to the number 320. 

Sec. 3. That in each State entitled under this apportionment the number to 
which such State may be entitled in the Forty-eighth and each subsequent Congress 
shall be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory, and containing as 
nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants, and equal in number to the 
Representatives to which such State may be entitled in Congress, no one district 
electing more than one Representative: Provided, That unless the Legislature of 
such State shall otherwise eo before the election of such Representatives 
shall take place as provided by law, where no change shall be hereby made in the 
representation of a State, the Representatives thereof to the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress shall be elected therein as now provided by law. If the number as hereby 

provided for shall be larger than it was before this change, then the additional 

epresentative or Representatives allowed to said State under this apportionment 
may be elected by the State at large, and the other Representatives to which the 
State is entitled by the districts as now prescribed by law in said State ; and if the 
number hereby provided for shall in any State be less than it was before the change 
hereby made, then the whole number to such State hereby provided for shall be 
elected at large, unless the Legislatures of said States should otherwise provide 
before the time fixed by law for the next election of Representatives therein. Al! 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


The Committee on the Census, to whom was referred several bills providing for 
apportionment of Representatives among the several States, as provided by article 
14, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States, respectfully report that they 
have considered the subject of such apportionment, and report a bill therefor, 
which enacts that after the 3d day of March, 1883, the House of Representatives 
shall be composed of 320 members. For the distribution of said members in detail! 
the committee refer to the bill herewith reported. 

The distribution provided by the bill reported is determined by the new system 
of computation, which is fully explained by the annexed letter from the Census 
Oftice. C. D. PRESCOTT, 


Chairman Committee on the Census. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., Octeber 25, 1881. 

Sir: In compliance with your verbal request I have caused to be computed and 
hand you herewith tables which exhibit the apportionment of Representatives 
among the several States, according to their respective populations as ascertained 
at the tenth census, upon certain successive assumptions as to the total number of 
oe 

‘he present tables differ from those contained in your letter of January 17, 1881, 
addressed to Hon. S. 8. Cox, chairman of the Committee on the Census, House of 
Representatives, in that they are based upon the population as now finally deter 
mined, and in that the calculations have been made upon assumptions as to the 
total number of Representatives ranging from 275 to 350, both inclusive, the range 
in the original tables having been from 293 to 325, 

While making these calculations I met with the so-called ‘‘ Alabama paradox,” 
where Alabama was allotted 8 Representatives out of a total of 299, receiving but 
7 when the total became 300. 

Such a result as this is to me conclusive proof that the process employed in ob- 
taining it is defective, and that it does not in fact ‘‘ apportion Representatives 
among the several States according to their respective numbers.” 

This conclusion has been confirmed by the discovery of other anomalies, and the 
result of my study of this question is the strong conviction that an entirely differ- 
ent process should be employed. 

That herefofore used is the following : 

The total representative population of the country is divided by the proposed 
total number of Representatives. The ee obtained is ‘‘the ratio of Repre- 
sentatives to ee roenrageel or, in better phrase for our present purpose, it is the 
number of inhabitants which would fall to each Congressional district, were it 

ssible to divide the whole country into districts exactly Mere in population. 

his number may, for convenience in the discussion, be termed the modulus. 

This modulus is then applied as a divisor to the populations of the several 
States. The entire quotient thus obtained for each State, after rejecting the frac- 
tion, is evidently the minimum number of Representatives which can be assigned 
to such State (except in the case of a State having a population less than the mod- 
ulus, each State being entitled to at least one Representative.) 

Making a preliminary allotment of minimums in this manner, the sum of the 
= so allotted will be less than the number of Representatives originally 
taken. 

The difference must now be made up by increasing the allotment to certain 
States. It will result from such assignment, of course, that the average number of 
inhabitants to each Representative in the State to which additional Representa- 
tives are alloted will be less than the modulus, and that one or more of the districts 
formed in such State shall have less than their full quota. Itis the mode of deter- 
mining to which of the States the additional Representatives shall be assigned 
which I believe to be erroneous, and it is at this point that the variance between 
the process heretofore employed and the one which I now propose begins. (For 
the sake of convenience the two processes will hereafter be characterized respect- 
ively as the old and the new method.) 

The old method compares the remainders left after the divisions above described, 
and assigns an additional Representative, first, to that State where the remainder 
after division was greatest; next, to the State where the remainder was next in 
size; and so on in order of rank of the remainders until the difference is made up. 
It is my opinion that it is not these remainders, but rather the quotients which 
result from dividing the population of the States by the incre number of Rep- 
resentatives which should govern the allotment, and that the additional Repre- 
sentatives should be so assigned that the population of the districts formed in the 
State to which additional Representatives are allotted shall fall as little below the 
average number for the United States as possible; in other words, that the dis- 
tricts ultimately formed from the States so nereased shall approximate as closely 
as possible in population to that of a district which should be formed by dividin 
the total population of the United States exactly by the proposed total number o 

Representatives. If it were true that districts each containing a population ex- 
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actly equal to the ratio of Representatives to population for the United States must 
first be carved out of each State, and that. enough districts to fill the quota were 
afterward to be made from the fragments left, then the old method of allotment 
would no doubt be the, p' one, . In that case the largest remaining fragments 
would n receive the additional resentatives. But the practice, and, 
so far as I know, the law, has uniformly aimed to divide the States finally, after the 
number of Re for each State has been determined, in such manner 
that in, con State the districts shall be as nearly equal to each other in population 
as 8. 

Taving, therefore, as before, made the preliminary allotment of minimums and 
ascertained the number of Representatives which must still be assigned, I would 
then determine by trial wnder what additional distribution the number of inhabit- 
ants sentative in the States whose representation is increased would fall 
least below the ratio and distribute accordingly. j 

Tables:-€ and, D subjoined enable us to decide these questions readily in the 
apportionment of any total number of Representatives up to 350. 

‘able C contains under each State the successive quotients which arise from 
dividing the population of the State by successive numbers from one up to the high- 
est final number of Representatives which the State can possibly receive when 350 
is the total number apportioned ; that is to say, it is the number of inhabitants per 
Representative under each possible allotment of prapsenqenarives to that State 
until we exceed 350 Representatives to the United States. 

In Table D these results are rearranged as follows: after setting down in the 
‘beginning the numbers where one Representative one given to each State the 
remaining results. are set down in order of their value, inning with the greater. 

Let us now, for illustration, make the Sppertoament of 293 Representatives. 

We divide the population of the United States by 293. The result is 168,503. 
Divide the population of each State by 168,503; the result for Alabama is 7, with a 
remainder. e give 7 Representatives to Alabama as a minimum; the result for 
Arkansas is 4, which is the minimum number for that State, and_so on with the 
ther States. The population of two States, namely, Delaware and Nevada, is not 
divisible by 168,503. Give, nevertheless, 1 Representative to each. No State can 
have less t one Representative. 

This completes the allotment of minimums, and, so far, 273 Representatives have 
‘been awarded, as follows: 


1882. 
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To fill the. quota to the number proposed, twenty additional Representatives 
must be allotted. What State is best entitled to an increase? Consulting Table 
D, we find that the number next less than 168,503, which is therein set down, is 
168,319, corresponding to 19. Representatives for Ohio. Ohio, consequently, is 
entitled to receive an additional Representative. 

Next in turn comes Virginia, which at 9 Representatives would have 168,062 
inhabitants per Representative. Then follows Missouri, with 13 Representatives 
-at 166,798 inhabitants each, and so on. 

If, then, we assign an additional Representative to the twenty States named in 
Table D, in downward order, beginning with the 274th item, Ohio, 19 Representa- 
tives, and ending with the 293d item, Ohio, 20 Representatives, with 159,903 inhab- 
‘itants per Representative, we shall have increased the representation in such 
manner that the resulting districts will have populations falling as little below the 
United States ratio, or modulus, as possible. 

Comparing these results with those under the old method, we find that for fif- 
teen States the assignments of additional Representatives are identical under both 
methods, while the additional allotments made to five States under the new method 
are withheld under the old method and awarded to five others. These varying 
results are shown in the following table: 


States whose representation is increased under the new method and not under the old. 
(293 total Representatives.) 
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States whose representation is increased wnder the old method and not under the new. 
(293 total Representatives.) 
















Minnesota. . . 5 156, 154 
eConnecticnt . | 4 155, 675 
West Virgini: A al 154, 614 
- Nebraska ... | 3 150, 800 

creas ont UE OUEL JURE SUL IEL Sei | 2 | 138, 265 


‘Rhode Island 


Table E subjoined exhibits in comparison the numbers of Representatives which 
-would be es to the several States by the two methods under successive as- 
: sumptions as to total representation, ranging from 275 to 350, both inclusive. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
C. W. SEATON, Chief Olerk. 


«General F. A. WALKER, Superintendent of Oensus. 
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a following is the amendment submitted by Mr. Cox, of New 
ork: 


Amend section 1 30 as to read as follows: 

‘* Be itenacted, éc., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives 
a be composed of 307 members, to be apportioned among the several States as 
‘ollows: 

** Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 5; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; Delaware, 
1; Florida, 1; Georgia, 10; Dlinois, 19; Indiana, 12; Iowa, 10; Kansas, 6; Ken- 
tucky, 10; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 11; Mic , 10; 
Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 2; Nevada, 1; New 
shire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 20; ; 
Pennsylvania, 27; Rhode Island, 1; South Carolina, 6 ; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 10; 
Vermont, 2; Virginia, 9; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8.” 

The MBowing. proposed amendment in the nature of a substitute 
was submitted by Mr. COLERICK: 


Be it enacted, dc., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representa- 
tives shall be composed of 316 members, to be apportioned among the several 
States as follows: 

Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 6; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; Delaware, 
1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 10; Dllinois, 20; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 10; Kansas, 6; Ken- 
tucky, 11; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 11; Michigan 
11; Minnesota, 5; eee 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 8; Nevada, 1; _ 
gon, 1; Pennsylvania, 27; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; 
Texas, 10; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8. 

Src. 2, That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Representative 
or Representatives assigned to it shall be added to the number. 

Sec. 3. That in each State entitled under this ap rtionment the number to 
which such State may be entitled in the Forty-eighth and each subsequent Cen- 
gress shall be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory, and contain- 
ing as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants, and equal in number 
to the Representatives to which such State may be entitled in Con , no one 
district electing more than one Representative: Provided, That unless the Legis- 
lature of such State shall otherwise rors before the election of such Repre- 
sentatives shall take place as provided by law, where no change shall be hereby 
made in the representation of a State, the Representatives thereof to the Forty- 
pe Congress shall be elected therein as now provided by law. If the number 
as hereby provided for shall be larger than it was before this change,then the ad- 
ditional Representative or Representatives allowed to said State under this appor- 
tionment may be elected by the State at large, and the other Representatives to 
which the State is entitled by the districts as now prescribed by law in said State; 
and if the number hereby provided for shall in any State be less than it was before 
the ne hereby made, then the whole number to such State hereby pewieann 
shall be elected at large, unless the Legislature of said State should otherwise pro- 
vide before the time fixed by law for the next election of Representatives therein. 
All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

The following proposed amendment was submitted by Mr. Cotz- 
RICK: , 

In section 3 insert the following: 

‘“Tfinany State in which the number of Representatives in Congress is changed by 
this act, the Legislature thereof shall not have adapted its laws to the changes herein 
made so as to enable Representatives in the Forty-eighth Congress from said State 
to be elected at the time now fede by law, it shall be lawful for the gov- 
ernor of such State, after it shall have been redistricted under this act, by proc- 
lamation, to provide for a special election for such Representatives, to be had upon 
such notice and in the same manner as is now provided by law for the election of 
members of the most numerous branch of the Legislature.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. No. 934) granting additional pension te Mary Lincoln. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Dowp 
until Tuesday next. 


ew 
Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 20; 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Unanimous consent was given to Mr. URNER to withdraw papers 
from the files of the House in the case of W. L. W. Seabrook, there 
being no adverse report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. I now renew my motion that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair will, in 
the absence of objection, present to the House certain executive and 
other documents, for reference. 

CHILI, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, in further response to the resolution of the House of Rep- 

resentatives of the 24th instant, a report of the poeretery, of State, embodyi 


urport of a recent telegram from the on Envoy of the United States, setting 
Fort the conditions of peace presented by Chili. > 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, WASHINGTON, January 27, 1882. 
CHIRIQUI GRANT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy transmitting, in accordance with a resolution of 
the House, “all reports, communications, maps and other informa- 
tion in the Navy Department relating to certain lands and harbors 


known as the Chiriqui Grant;” which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BANKS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury transmitting a communication from the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, and accompanying sehedules and statements 
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dent and board of commissioners of revenue of said county, praying 
for the relief of the tax-payers of that county. This is a highly 
meritorious claim as appears from the facts set forth in the petition. 
I move its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. ; 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Claremont, New Hampshire, praying for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of the Woman’s Temperance 
Alliance of Wisconsin, representing about 1,000 members, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I present a memorial of citizens of Portland, Maine, 
praying for such oon as is necessary to the prompt extirpation 
of polygamy, and I ask that it may be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) There is 
a bill a gene on that subject. It is the usual course, the Chair is 
informed, where a bill has been reported that a petition relating to 
the subject lies on the table to await the action of the Senate on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. E. Then let this memorial lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will lie upon the table. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the petition may be 
printed in the REcorD. 

The petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


At a meeting of the citizens of Portland, Maine, held at the Plymouth church 
on Monday, the 23d day of January, A. D. 1882, Hon, Lot M. Mo was appointed 
¢ , and the aaeving resolutions were unanimously adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That er of polygamy has for centuries been justly branded 
with infamy by the criminal codes of every Christian nation. Degrading to women 
and destructive to the family and the home, it has in all ages been the parent of 
i ce, weakness, and unnatural vices, and has wrought the ruin of every people 
which it has polluted, proving itself always and everywhere the deadly enemy of 
virtue, civilization. oa order, and free government. 

Resolved, That alt ough this loathsome practice was in 1862, by act of Congreas, 
declared a felony and forbidden in all the Territories of the United States under 
pain of fine and imprisonment, the Mormons of Utah have for twenty years becn 
allowed to set the law of the land at open defiance, until this body of criminals, re- 
eruited by ‘their emissaries from among the profligate classes of Europe, have 
overspread portions of Idaho and webu 

Resolved, That white the history of Utah, its treason and massacres, as well as 
its moral abominations, is a disgrace to the American name and the civilization of 
the nineteenth century, its present condition gives no promise of improvement, but 
threatens rebellion and civil war in the near future. 

Resolved, That the temporizing and vacillating policy which began with the ap- 
—- of that arch-traitor and false prophet, am Young, as governor of 

tah by President Fillmore in 1850 has proved a complete failure, and the Mormon 
question admits of no further trifling. The time has come for the vindication of 
decency and the majesty of law. The Fuca | of Congress is omnipotent in the 
Territories, and it is shameful that the depraved ‘public sentiment” of a band of 
lawless and dissolute fanatics should be permitted longer to defy the lawfully 
expressed will of the nation. 

Resolved, That the le; ion necessary to the prompt extirpation of polygamy, 
the enforcement of the laws among the Mormons, ought to be enacted without de- 
lay: whether it be a reor; tion of the jury system, a modification of the rules 
of evidence, a change of venue to some other Territory, or the dissolution of the 

resent organization of Utah and the creation of asuitable and efficient government 
or that community. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, authenticated by the chairman of this 
meeting, be sent to each of our Senators with a request that they may be laid 
before the Senate of the United States. 

A true record. 

Attest: 

LOT M. MORRILL, Chairmun. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of Emily W. Taylor, of German- 
town, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, daughter of Isaac Winslow, de- 
ceased, praying for the extension of her father’s patent for packing 
green corn; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of Dorman B. 
Eaton and 850 others, citizens of New York, praying for the passage 
of a bill providing that appointments to subordinate executive offices 
shall be made from persons whose fitness has been ascertained b 
competitive examination open to all agesennte properly qualified, 
and that removals from such offices shall be made for legitimate 
causes only; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of officers of the Navy stationed at 
Boston, Massachusetts; a petition of officers of the Navy stationed at 
Ne rt, Rhode Island; a petition of officers of the Navy stationed 
at Washington, District of Columbia, and a petition of officers of the 
Navy stationed at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill granting an increase of pension to the widow of Lieu- 
tenant Frederick Collins, United States Navy; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of W. H. H. Clayton and other 
lawyers of Fort Smith, Arkansas, praying for an increase of the 
salary of the United States district judge of the western district of 
Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars of Ohio, representing 1,295 members, praying for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented three petitions of citizens 
of West Virginia, praying for legislation regulating charges for rail- 


road transportation ; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce 


He also presented the petition of Mrs. Mary F. McKeever, widow 
of the late Commodore Isaac McKeever, United States Navy, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of William B. Billings, of 
Chicago, Illinois, praying for an extension of his patent for an im- 
provement in coal-oil stoves; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, in favor of the abolition of the taxes on capital engaged in 
business enterprises; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Westbury, Long Island, praying for the appointment of a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented concurrent resolutions of the isla- 
ture of New Jersey; which were read, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, as follows: 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY—CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS. 

Whereas the gallant men engaged in the Life-Saving Service of the United 
States are deserving of the encouragement and grat‘tude of the American for 
the heroism and courage they have exhibited, and for the hardships and si £8 
they have endured in rescuing many thousands of human lives, and preserving 
millions of dollars of property; and 

Whereas the compensation paid to these men for their valuable services is not 
sufficient to provide them and their families with a decent —— and is alleged 
to be less than that paid to any other class of public servants ; 

Whereas a bill is now pending before Congress, having for its object the increase 
of the pay of these men to an extent commensurate with the dangers and hardships 
of the service and the great benefits derived from it: 

1. Be it resolved, (the house of assembly concurring,) That the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress from this State are requested to use all honorable efforta 
to secure the early ey of said bill. 

2. Be it resolved, That the governor be requested to transmit to each of the Sen- 
ators and Representatives from New Jerfey a copy of these resolutions. 

I certify the concurrence of the house of assembly in the above resolutions. 

ARTH WILSON, Clerk of House. 

JANUARY 2%, 1882. 


Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law for the increase of the compensation of 
surfmen in the Life-Saving Service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Reformed Church of Metuchin, 
New Jersey, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traftic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EY presented the petition of Catherine Pentoney, of Texas, 
widow of Patrick Pentoney, deceased, late private Company K, Fifty- 
— Tilinois Volunteer Infantry, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. PLUMB acnies a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for 


legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of Robert Deming and others, 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the appointment of a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. : 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of citizens of Pendleton County, 
Kentucky, praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad 
transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, some week or two ago when there 
were petitions laid on the table of this body in relation to the liquor 
traffic, I made a motion, at the request of some of the petitioners, to 
raise a select committee to which all these petitions should be re- 
ferred. Some objection being interposed to the consideration of that 
motion, it was laid upon the table to be considered the next day, as 
I understood the presiding officer. I have not called up that motion 
till now. I have in my hand a petition from the National Temper- 
ance Society, signed by its president, its corresponding secretary, 
the chairman of its executive committee, and its district secretary, 
addressed to this body, praying that that motion be adopted. 

In presenting this petition I desire simply to say that these peti- 
tioners, representing as they do a very large, influential, and intel- 
ligent class of the people of tho United States, ought to have tho 
prayer of their petition granted. I will, as soon as it is in order, ask 

or the consideratlon of the motion which I have made, so that it 
may be determined whether or not the committee shall be raised. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The peti- 
tion will lie on the table. 

— GEORGE. The petition is very short, and I ask that it be 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will be read at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 


To the United States Senate : 

The undersigned, your petitioners of the National Temperance Society, deeply im- 
pressed with the importance of wise legislation concerning the alcoholic traffic 
within the jurisdiction of the national Government, have | with much satis- 
faction of a pending motion by Senator GEORGE, of Mississippi, for a select com- 
mittee of your honorable body on the alcoholic liquor traffic, we respectfully 
and earnestly request that at the earliest practicable date the motion may be 
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time to examine it very closely, but I believe it also covers what is 
known as the 2 per cent. extra interest claim, the old bill for distri- 


bution only covering 4 per cent. while the Government received six. 

I wish to say here that upon this subject there have been very 
thorough hearings in the House committee, and the bill reported or 
to be reported (I do not know whether it has yet comein) covers not 
only the exculpated cruisers and war premium claims, but the 2 per 
cent. extra interest claims, and it is the view of many of us that this 
is the only way in which substantial justice may be done. : 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine will allow me to inform him 
that that is allin my amendment. If on examining my amendment 
the Senator desires his, which I think he will find verbatim with what 
I have offered, I will, of course, consent to his amendment coming in. 
The Senator from Maine and myself desire the same result ; I suppose 
our constituents have about the same interest. 

Mr. HALE. We have precisely the same object in view, as I know 
from long service with the gentleman in the House. I give notice 
that when the bill comes up I shall offer an amendment covering the 
provisions of the House bill. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is the same thing I have offered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam glad that the Senate has been informed thus 
early that the grand combination (as they say of circuses, and so on) 
ismadeup. Itsometimeshas been known that one measure that could 
not go through alone might go through if it was attached to some 
other measure; and here it appears that we have got what they call 
the extra-interest men, we have got the war-premium men, who are 
chiefly constituents of my friends from Maine and Massachusetts, 
and we have got the exculpated-cruiser men, and they are to be tried 
together. 

Teen. to say in all seriousness, however, that I hope my friend 
from Maine will not often forget (as he rarely forgets anything that 
ought to be remembered) that this is not exactly the place to bring 
forward the ideas of the House of Representatives, or what its com- 
mittees are doing or arelikelytodo. The theory of the Constitution, 
whatever its practice may be, has been supposed to be that each 
House was quite independent of the other and was not to be influ- 
enced in the remotest degree by what might be the discussions, the 
action, or the opinions of the other body. 

Mr. HALE. ill the Senator from Vermont allow me to interrupt 


him? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
ield ? 
: Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I am of course very new to the body and do not know 
all its rules, and shall be glad to be reminded of my remissness by 
the Senator from Vermont at any time. I did, however, know that 
one rule here in force makes it unfitting in any way to urge upon 
this body the action taken by the other House. I was endeavoring 
to bring forward not the views or reperts of the House of Represent- 
atives as an ar, ent here but my own views, and not having had 
time to read the amendment which I had in my hand I was seeking 
to identify it as a measure that had been agreed upon or reported by 
a committee of the House of Representatives, and I think the Sen- 
ator will see that it was only my intention to identify what I was 
seeking to present in that way. 

Mr. ED S.. The Senator from Maine has explained his refer- 
ence to the House of Representatives. A good way to identify what 
a Senator offers would be to have it read at the desk. But I do not 
eare to pursue that matter any further. My friend from Maine of 
course understands just as well as I do the unfitness of impressing 
upon this body any influences drawn from the action, discussions of 
committees or anybody else, in the other branch ; and I really think 
(although it is of no ee in this particular instance) that it 
is of some consequence to the public service that that rule should be 
adhered to. All I wish to say further is that the Senate of the United 
States has never, so far as I know, passed a bill which provided for 
the-war-premium men, as they are called. My friend from Massa- 
chusetts thinks that such a measure received a a vote in some 
8 of a proceeding. I rather think it did; and having been put 
in the bill, the Senate, by a still larger majority, laid the whole thing 
on the table. I only wish to have the Senate keep itself perfectly 
open for the whole discussion and not to consider that any part of this 
proposition has been affirmatively passed upon by the Senate hitherto 
in’a definite way. 

But it is quite evident that I must be justified in insisting upon the 
regular order of affairs; and that isthat the report of the committee 
its bill and its amendment, shall be printed in the regular way, an 
if any Senators have amendments to offer of course I have not the 
ve objection to their being printed and laid on our tables for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont forgot his usual adherence 
to the prieties which prevail in this body when he made the re- 
mark that a grand combination had been made. So far from there 
being‘any foundation for such an imputation, (which if it means any- 
thing meanssomething exceedingly offensive, ) the Senator from Maine, 
who ts a community very deeply interested in the just dispo- 
tion of the Geneva award, and myself, who represent the community 
most interested of any other in the country upon that subject, had 
noknowledge, either of us, as to what the other proposed or designed. 


I will say for myself that I have had no conversation with any haman 
being, so far as I recollect, during the present session of pete be in 
regard to the proposition to offer this amendment. It was offered to 
the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee at the long session of 
the last Congress and adopted by a majority of 3 or 4 votes by the 
Senate, if I recollect aright. Afterward in the absence of some, cer- 
tainly of one, of the friends of that measure, the bill was laid on the 
table by a majority of 1 vote. It presents a provision from this fund 
for all the persons who were practically special sufferers—the per- 
sons from whom the United States fer grave public reasons at the 
time of a great civil war determined to withhold the protection which 
ordinarily the weakest government on earth that has a flag that floats 
on the seas affords to its subjects at sea. Some persons, including a 
majority of the Senate at one time, think that the principle of indem- 
nifying such sufferers is the principle upon which Congress‘should 
proceed in exerting its prerogative in providing for the distribution 
of this award. It is the view which has been the view principally 
urged by those who do not agree to the particular view of the honor- 
able Senator from Vermont, which provides for a certain,,no more 
and no less meritorious, class of those sufferers who have some special 
means of commending themselves to his favor, and shuts the door to 
all others. 

It seemed to me desirable that when the bill was printed the two 
ropositions might be sent out to persons to whom the bill was sent 
or information, and might be before the Senate together; but if 

the committee prefer to keep their bill by itself in a separate ‘docu- 
ment, of course I shall not interfere with that proposition, 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, may I rise to a question of order? 
Having been out of the Senate, I am not aware what is before the 
body. May I ask what is the question under discussion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] made a report from the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] gave notice of an 
amendment which he proposes to offer when the bill shall come ‘up, 
and the Chair stated that the bill would be printed and the ainena 
ment would be printed with the bill. That was the statement made 
by the Chair, and upon that the discussion has been going on. The 
Chair did not like to rule Senators off the floor when they were 
speaking upon that question. 

oe Would it be proper for me to call for the regular 
order 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the reports of 
committees. That order is before the Senate and will continue until 
it is disposed of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont will 
state his question of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My question of order is to understand from the 
Chair whether he has directed that the amendment intended to be 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts shall be printed with the 
bill reported by the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not made that order ; 
it was simply a ees of the Chair. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Vermont in making the report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary stated correctly that thé com- 
mittee was not unanimous in its recommendation for thé payment of 
what are called the damages by the exculpated cruisers. Quite a 
number of that committee favor the proposition that the insurance 
companies shall be paid from this money, according to the two last 
bills on the subject which were reported by a bers vers of the com- 
mittee to the Senate, but which did not receive the sanction of the 
Senate! At the proper time, when the measure comes up for consid- 
eration, I shall offer an amendment in the nature of a substitute, to 
strike out the exculpated-cruiser men and to pay the insurance com- 
panies. The committee were unanimous in their recommendation 
against the payment of what are called the war premiums, 

As one of the minority of the committee, I deemed it my duty at 
this time to make this explanation and to give notice that I shall 
offer the amendment I have indicated when the measure comes up 
for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary will be printed. The amendment intended to be 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts will also be printed and 
placed upon the Calendar. : 

Mr. HALE. I wish to give notice of an amendment that, I shall 
offer which I desire to be in print when offered. It may be that on 
examination it will be found to be identical with that offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but I think it differs, perhaps not in 
principle but in terms. 

I wish to say also, in reply to the Senator from Vermont, that there 
was certainly no combination in this movement this morning, as was 
very well explained by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

r. EDM 8. ill the Senator from Maine allow me to relieve 
him on that point ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sure that noother Senator except my hon- 
orable friend now in the chair [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from 
Maine understood me as — that there was ae 
between these Senators. If anybody did, I wish to take it back in 
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fere with the action of the committee, but it appears to me that the 
clerk ought to have a clerk’s compensation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I wish to peepee an inanixy 
to the Senator from Colorado. I do not precisely understand the 
force and point of saying that the pay of a clerk shall be the same as 
that of a messenger. It is undoubt true that this committee dur- 
ing the session of Congress needs another clerk for the discharge of 
its duties; but as a member of the committee I did not suppose I was 
assenting to a proposition that was to continue the pay of this clerk 
during the recess of ao. I did not so understand when I as- 
omulee to the report. e have a regular clerk for the committee, 
who is competent to the discharge of any duty which may arise there ; 
but it seems that there is force in the = that this extra clerk 
should only be paid while he is in attendance upon the committee, 
I so understood when in committee I voted for the proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. This matter was very fully discussed by the com- 
mittee when the Senator who was last on the floor was not present. 
The purpose of the committee in having an additional clerk was that 
we might get one and have him permanent, that he might take the 
cases a8 they come in—there will be a thousand of them—that he 
might go through the papers, that he might prepare an abstract, and 
get it in shape so that when it came into the hands of a Senator he 
would be prepared to go on with the case, and this clerk would know 
what papers were lacking, and see that they were brought from the 
proper Department. But if he is to be turned out at the end of the 
session, during the interval between this and the next session these 
bills all remain here, and we make no progress at all. The purpose 
is to have somebody who can look over and get the papers in shape 
and save the Senators an amount of labor that they find themselves 
unable to do. If we intend to dispose of even half the cases that 
are before the committee, we not only need this clerk, but we may 
before we get through need another. 

Heretofore many of these cases have not been disposed of. There 
are cases in the committee that have been in the Senate ever since I 
have been a member of the body. They have come here and never 
have had a report, adverse or favorable, and they will come here for 
all time until they are disposed of either by a favorable or an adverse 
report. 

It is a matter of very little money whether this man:serves at $6 
per day during the session or whether he serves by the year. It is 
economy to pay him by the year and to require of him his services 
during the whole year. He can put in his time during the recess of 
Congress with as much value to the Government as he can while we 
are in session. Then, at the next session the papers will be in a 
ii for us to take them up, examine, report upon, and dis- 
pose of. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave served upon the Committee on Pensions durin 
the whole of my term here until the present session of Congress, an 
I concur entirely in all that has been said by the Senator from Colo- 
rado. I believe the public business will be greatly advanced by the 
appointment of an additional clerk and a permanent clerk and the 
payment to him of a good compensation for his services—a man of 
character with good pay and permanent pay. The business of that 
committee is large. There are many pensioners, some from my own 
State who have not been able to get a hearing for some time past. I 
hope the resolution will be passed, that the clerk will be made a 

rmanent one, and a salary adequate to the services rendered al- 


owed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. If there be no amendment, the question 
is on ordering the resolution to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third venting, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill(S. No. 1016) to provide for a water route to facilitate 
transportation between Lake Michigan and Lake Erie; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1017) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by umanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1018) granting an increase of Pension to L. F. 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (at the request of certain citizens of Leavenworth, Kan- 
gas) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 1019) to provide for the sale of certain portions of the 
Fort Leavenworth military reservation ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1020) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at the town of Van Buren, Crawford 
County, Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BECK (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1021) for the relief of J. D. Butler ; 
eae was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 


He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1022) for the relief of Robert Langston; 
eae was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1023) for the relief of the sureties of George 
F. Elliott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1024) increasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request, ) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1025) for the relief 
of William H. Young; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1026) to permit grain brought by Canadian 
farmers to be ground at mills in the United States olinetnd to Cana- 
dian territory, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Treasury Department; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1027) making an appropriation for the mm- 
provement of the mouth of the Columbia River in the State of Oregon 
and the Territory of Washington ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GROVER. I ask that the bill lie on the table in order that at 
the proper time I may submit some remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The bill 
will lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1028) making an appropriation for continuing 
the construction of the canal and locks at the cascades of the Colum- 
bia River, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GROVER. I desire the same order in regard to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1029) making an appropriation for continuin 
the improvement of the mouth of the Yaquina Bay, in the State of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GROVER. I desire the same order on that bill. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1030) to authorize the United States to secure 
a title to certain military and timber reservations; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous‘consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1031) for the relief of the heirs of Philip Fran- 
cis Renault; which was read twice by its title, 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to state that I present this bill at the request 
of one of my constituents. It is a bill I know nothing about. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1032) for the relief of John 
Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1033) providing for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River, for the reclamation of its 
riparian lands and the increase of their healthfulness, and for the con- 
struction of an artificial outlet to the said river below the city of 
New Orleans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1034) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Concord, in the State of New Hampshire; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1035) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to settle the claims of 8. W. Marston, late United States Indian 
agent at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ; 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1036) to remove a discrimination 
against the corps of ee of the Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1037) to incorporate the National 
Fidelity Guarantee Company of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1038) for the relief of D. C. Allen; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GROVER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1039) granting a pension to 
Henry Diiner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1040) granting a pension 
+o Theodore Rauthe ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
10 the Committee on Pensions. ; . 

Mr. WINDOM asked mnt, Oy unanimous consent, obtained leave 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 1041) for the relief of E. P. Smith; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. ; 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1042) to increase the pension of Henry 
Binnamon ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1043) establishing a certain post-road in 
the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. [ 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1044) for the relief of William M. Pleas and F. 
8. Jones; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (8. No. 70) granting a pension to Sarah Hayne; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim of Arent B. Sorenson be taken 
frem the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 


Ordered That the petition and accompanying papers of Payne, James & Co., of 
= Tennessee, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Jacob Fritz be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the legal representatives of William S. 
Robinson be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of E. Parliman be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, it was 


Ordered, That all papers in the case of Beverly Kennon be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


INDIAN PRISONERS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate what 
number of Indians, if any, are held as prisoners under orders from the War De- 
where, for what cause, and how long they have been so held, and 

or other obstacle exists to as y and final determination of the ques- 


tion of their further continuance in confinement. 
EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 


Mr. BLAIR. I submit a resolution calling for the printing of addi- 
tional copies of the wees on education in Alaska, by Rev. Sheldon 
Jackson, for the use of the Commissioner of Education, and ask that 
it be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, as follows: 


Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the report on the education of Alaska, by Rev. 
Sheldon Jackson, be printed for the use of the Commissioner of Education. 


MALHEUR INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. SLATER. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


_ Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform the Senate what necessity, if any, exists for continuing in force 
the executive orders of March 14, 1871, September 12, 1872, May 15, 1875, and Jan- 
oy 1876, establishing and continuing the Malheur Indian reservation in the 
of ¢ Oregon ‘i Yon oma oo nweenes oe now occupied or used as an 
reservation, and whether there be an or agreement now existing or in force 
with any Indian tribe or tribes which requires the further withdrawal of the 


lands composing said reservation from settlement by the whites under th 
laws of the United States. y the w. under the land 


a? unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
a 


n. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That resolution I see, by a mere clerical accident 
evidently, does not contain the usual words “in his opinion.” It says 
if in fact ‘‘not incompatible ;” it should read “if in his opinion not 
incormetinte with the public interest.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon ac- 


the modification ? 
tr. SLATER. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro pers. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
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ORDNANCE BOARD REPORT. > 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit resolutions and ask for their immediate 
consideration. , 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

eer That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate a full 
report of the action of the mixed board on ordnance, selected to ‘examine inven- 
tions in relation to ordnance and to report what inventions are worthy of test, as 
well as the estimated cost of such tests,” up to the present time; also a full report 
of the results of all trials and proofs of all 8s, whether breach or muzzle loaders, 
and of all Wrupcotilee tested or approved from 1872 to the present time; and what 
guns and projectiles of these kinds, with their cost, are now on hand and untested 
or une: ded, and what officers or agents of the Government are or have been 
perso interested in inventions or patents for the same. 

Resolved, That the evidence taken by the Committee on Ap riations on and 
after the 7th day of January, 1881, touching the condition e ordnance 
= = = States and the trial of guns and projectiles be printed for the use of 

6 Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let these resolutions be printed and goover. I 
think I am in favor of them, but they involve so much that we had 
better see them in print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be printed and 
laid over. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to call up the resolution—— 

Mr. FERRY. I think I have the floor. I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 937) to enable the Postmaster-General 
to delegate authority to sign warrants. 

Mr. INGALLS. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. FERRY. I hope the Seator from Kansas will not object. 
This bill will not provoke discussion. It has the unanimous report 
of the committee, and the Postmaster-General is very earnest in hav- 
ing the bill passed to relieve him from the duty of signing warrants. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are several bills on the Calendar that have 
unanimous reports of the committees that reported them, and in the 
interest of the public service I ask for the regular order, 

Mr. FERRY. It will not take a minute to pass this bill if the 
Senator from Kansas will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has the 
right to call for the regular order. If there be no further morning 
business—— 

Mr. KELLOGG. I rise to a question of order. I was recognized 
by the Chair, and was about to proceed to call up a resolution, but 
I was interrupted by the Senator from Michigan. I submit to the 
Chair that I had been recognized by the Chair, and my friend from 
Michigan had no right to take the floor from me. 

Mr. FERRY. I had the floor at the expiration of the morning busi- 
ness, and yielded it to other gentlemen for morning business. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mine is morning business. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Neither of the matters the Senators 
wish to call up is morning business. 

Mr. KELLOGG. This is a resolution I reported some days since, 
which went over on objection of the Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now on the Calendar. It is 
not regular morning business. 

Mr. INGALLS. The morning hour has long gone by. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The morning hour was extended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business the morning hour has closed, and the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. GEORGE. Isnotthe resolution for the appointment of a select 
committee on the liquor traffic morning business ? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. That is not regular morning busi- 
ness. The Senator from Louisiana asked for a similar matter to be 
heard, and so did the Senator from Michigan; and the Senator from 
Kansas called for the regular order, which is Senate bill No. 46. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I rise to ask aquestion for information: was not 
the morning hour extended indefinitely ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, for morning business. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now, I ask if a resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Railroads is not morning business? Inow report from the 
Committee on Railroads—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then let it go on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is on the Calendar already. 

Mr. KELLOGG. But this is a new resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is a report from a standing 
committee, of course it is in order. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Well, sir, itis a report from a standing committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. The orderfor reports of committees has long since 
passed. JIask forthe regularorder. Thishasno right to be presented 
now. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is objection. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then let it go over until to-morrow morning. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before laying the unfinished busi- 
ness before the Senate, the Chair will ask indulgence to lay before 
the body the House bills on the table for the purpose of reference. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever 
~ read twice by tlfeir titles, and referred as indicated below: 

bill (H. R. No. 151) for the relief of David 8. Booth, doctor of 
medicine—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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A bill (H. R. No. 230) for the relief of L. 8: Ensel—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
A bill (H, R. No. 697) for the relief of Captain William D. Whit- 
ing—to the Comnhittee on Naval Affairs. 
bill (H. R. No. 700) for the relief of the State National Bank of 
eerie Tae gaa the Committee on the Judiciary. 


A bill (H. R. No. 832) for the relief of Marzel Altmann—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. No. 833) for the relief of John R. Taggert—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. No. 989) for the relief of Earnest Kubish—to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief of Lauren A. Perkins—to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1712) for the relief of Chaplain M. J. Kelly and 
others—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1776) for the relief of Medical Director John 
Thornley, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter Gallagher—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3080) for the relief of John D. Hieber—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

A bill (H. R. No. 3196) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
War toc e the name of Charles Alton Howard, a second lieu- 
tenant in the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry of the Army of the United 
States, on the register, rolls, and records of the Army, to Alton Henry 
Budlong—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3197) granting relief to John Parsons—to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3206) for the relief of John A. Rea—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. 


bonds. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Gencutl, [Mr. Vzst, ] which will bs read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to 
insert the following as an additional section: 

Src. —. From and after the Ist day of July, 1882, the 3 per cent. bonds author- 
ized by this act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national-bank 
circulation, or as security for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public 
money deposited with such banks hereafter organized ; and banks applyin here- 
after for an increase of their capital, to the extent of such increase : Pyided, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall not have issued all the bonds herein authorized 
or so many thereof as to make it impossible for him to issue the amount of bonds 
required: And provided further, That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, entitled 
‘An act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of 
the national-bank currency, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed ; and sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same are hereby, re-enacted, with the word “any ’’ stricken out of said 
section 5159, and after the word ‘‘ interest” in said section the words “at the rate 
of 3 per cent.” inserted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there is one feature of what is 
called the Vest amendment which has not been, I think, sufficiently 
stated, and the effect of which upon the actual business of the coun- 
try has not been discussed at this session, although it may have been 
at the last session. Irefer to the effect this amendment will have on 
existing banks in the cities of New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, and, 
I think, in Saint Louis, upon the larger banks having no circula- 
tion. 

The effect of section 5160, which is now printed with the amend- 
ment bythe order of the Senate and laid on the table of every Sena- 
tor, if revived will be to require that every association shall at all 
times have on deposit. with the Treasurer registered United States 
bonds to the amount of at least one-third of its capital stock actually 
paidin. Thissection operates co instanti ; it operates upon all banks 
past and in the future, so that every bank must have in proportion 
to its capital stock one-third of the amount in United States bonds. 
It is the fact that there are eleven great banks in the city of New 
York, most of which have scarcely any circulation, one bank having 

,000,000 of capital and no circulation; another bank a capital of 
$3,000,000, the pevnewn of which is a Democrat, and a man of great 
reputation for his generous charities. That bank having a capital 
of $3,000,000 has deposits to the amount of about eleven million dol- 
lars, and loans to the commercial community, for its loans are nearly 
all commercial loans, to the amount of ten or eleven million dollars 
credenced by bills receivable. The very first operation of this amend- 
ment upon that bank will be to require it to withdraw $1,000,000 
from its commercial discounts and invest it in these 3 per cent. bonds, 
that bank having no circulation and only $50,000 of United States 
bonds according to the statement of 1880, which I have before me. 

The effect of this propositson would be to compel eleven or more 
banks in the city of lens York, among the greatest and most popular 
and most powerful institutions of the country, with probably a line 
of discounts amounting to $70,000,000, to withdraw about seven mill- 
ion dollars of their money from commercial purposes and uses and 
invest it in 3 per cent, bonds of the United States upon penalty that 
if they do not do it they shall retire from the banking business. 

What the result would be I cannot say. These gentlemen must 
j for themselves. The probability. is that some or many of them 
would withdraw from the banking system which gives them no ad- 


vantages, no benefits whatever. They do not care for circulation, 
which is thought to be the great object of banking ; but they are to 
be required now to take the money of their stockholders, withdraw it 
from their ordinary commercial business, and invest it in3 per cent. 
bonds, on the penalty of being driven out of the national bankin 
system. The mere effect of this will be at once to derange the busi- 
ness in these great cities to that extent. I have requested the Comp- 
troller of the Currency to give me a statement of these banks; I have 
not yet had it; but from the older statements which I have consulted 
I find that the amount of bonds that by this compulsory process the 
banks must take in order to maintain their existence in the pres- 
ent national banking system is somewhere between $6,000,000 and 
$8,000,000. That amount of money must be withdrawn from commer- 
cial purposes as the first effect of this amendment. 

Surely Senators who are friendly to the 3 per cent. bill cannot wish 
this effect to be produced. I can imagine how a Senator who is op- 
— to the 3 per cent. bill entirely, on the ground taken by the 

enator from Delaware, can justify his opposition, and may even 
seek to load it down with this obnoxious amendment; but how any- 
body who really believes in the 3 per cent. bond and desires to have 
it a success, can wish to encumber it with provisions that will im- 
mediately on its taking effect on the Ist of July next operate so 
injuriously to the commercial interests of our great cities I cannot 
comprehend. There is no public benefit inuring to the banks, to the 
country, or to anybody by compelling the national banks to take our 

ublic securities. Our public securities are not begging for a mar- 

et; they have a good market everywhere, in all land. There isno 
motive, therefore, to pass a provision of this kind in order to induce 
people to take our bonds. 

I remember that when this section 5160, which it is now proposed 
to revive, was enacted, it was in the darkest hours of the war, at the 
very time when everything seemed hung upon a balance. Then we 
did require that these great corporations should invest one-third of 
their capital in the public securities. Wehad amotiveforit. It was 
to compel these corporations to aid us in that great struggle, and if 
necessary we would have gone further; we would have taken the 
money from their vaults in order to maintain the cause at that time. 
We did a great many things during the war that would not be done 
since. After the war was over this particular section was repealed, 
it being known to be one of the most oppressive upon the bankin 
system by compelling banks to invest one-third of their capital stoc 
in Government bonds, whether they had any circulation or not. If 
they asked for circulation, it was right enough that they should in- 
vest their money in bonds to the extent of that circulation. That 
was right and proper, because that was for the security of the note- 
holders ; but there is no object in the United States requiring a bank 
to invest one-third of its capital in bonds. It was done during the 
war for war meg but after the war was over the section was 
repealed, and now it is proposed to be revived again. 

Without confining myself alone to this single feature of the Vest 
amendment, it is plain that it is intended and it has the effect to dis- 
turb and disarrange the business of these great banks in the large 
cities where circulation is a matter of no object to them. Inmostof 
the States and in other banks where the amount of circulation is 
generally about equal to the amount of capital, this section would 
not work injuriously, because the banks having circulation are re- 
quired to have an amount of bonds equal to their circulation. It 
will only operate injuriously right in the center and heart of trade, 
where a disturbance of $8,000,000 of the loans now actively a 
in commercial purposes will work injuriously to a ter or less 
extent. It will work no benefit whatever. I trust, therefore, that 
Senators who can now read the various sections here, some of which 
are repealed and some of which are revived, will conclude with me 
that this is not the proper mode of legislation upon an important bill 
of this kind unless it is done as a simple rider to defeat the bill. 
That I do not understand to be the object of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House. 

Now I have a few words, and only a few words, to read from the 
speech of my honorable friend from Delaware. I know that what I 
say will have but little influence on the Democratic side of the House, 
but I ask them to hear read a few passages that were uttered the 
other day by the Senator from Delaware—a few words in regard to 
tho compulsory feature contained in the first few lines of the Vest 
amendment. very word said by the Senator from Delaware was 
properly said, and I cheerfully indorse it, although he may be op- 
posed to the bill and on the ground on which I differ with him; 
yet in what he says as to this pending amendment I assert that every 
word of it is true, that the effect of this amendment would be to deter 
oo many more from taking these bonds than it would induce to 

e them, and that the effect of this amendment is to injure the 
public credit and to deter people from taking these bonds rather 
than induce them to take them. The Senator said: 

I and voted ae the coercive principle contained in that bill, which 
compelled any citizen of the United States, es in the United States, arti- 
ficial or natural, any set of citizens who had their money invested in bank stocks 


or not in bank stocks, to take any obligation of the Government perforce and under 


compulsion. I believed then, and I believe now, that whenever it is necessary to 


accompany your demand for credit by a threat, you weaken that credit and donot 
strengthen it. ) 


Again: 
But Ido not care to discuss now the compulsory feature to which I have referred 
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either its demand notes or its bonds an enforced legal-tender upon anybody. 

Again: 

Your bonds are not to be made stronger, they are not to be held with more con- 
fidence, by fixing upon them any feature of pomeaierry acceptance by the banks, 
or by viduals, or by anybody, foreign ordomestic. Itisamistake to suppose so. 

You might as well write in broad letters of living light across this 
amendment “This amendment is intended to depreciate the public 
credit and to prevent people from buying these 3 “7 cent. bonds,” 
although the ostensible object of it is to compel the banks to take 
them. You cannot compel the banks to take them more than you 
«an compel anybody else to take them. You may, it is true, pre- 
vent people from organizing banks. You may, it is true, ina time of 
great distress, when more money is needed by the people, prevent a 
new bank from being started or an old bank from increasing its cir- 
culation—you may arrest the ordinary operations of the banking sys- 
tem; you may do that; you may even on compulsion induce a few 
banks to take some of these bonds; but you injure the public credit and 
deter others from taking your bonds. I have received a letter since 
the debate on Friday last from a citizen of Ohio, in no way connected 
with national banks, stating his purpose and expectation was to take 
$100,000 of these bonds, but that the offering of these amendments 
and hostile provisions had led him to doubt whether he ought to do 
so. He properly said, ‘if you have to force the banks to take them, 
what inducement have I totake them?” You proclaim your want of 
confidence in their value. That is the effect of this proposition. Any 
compulsory provision attached to a loan law necessarily depreciates 
and destroys the character of the bond. Why, sir, an old writer, one 
hundred and sixty years ago, Lord Henley, Earl of Oxford, on a propo- 
sition something of the same kind, makes use of this golden rule in 
regard to these conditions and qualifications on loans : 

If the lender be left at his liberty to receive his money, or let it lie at lower inter- 
est, (in case where funds are redeemable,) no cause can be pres of complaint. No 
injury is done, no hardship is offered. The integrity and honesty of the borrower 
is evident, and credit is indisputable. But if the borrower be his own judge and 
his own cause, and flies to an act of power because he can do it, it as necessarily 
sinks his credit as it takes away its foundation. 

Therefore any act of power by Congress to compel anybody to take 
its bonds or to seek to do it, necessarily destroys the foundation of 
the credit of that bond by admitting in effect that but for this com- 
pulsory provision the bond would not be taken. 

Now, Mr. President, I am genuinely, heartily in favor of trying 
this experiment of a 3 per cent. bond. I believe the amendment al- 
ready adopted on the motion of the Senator from West Virginia has 
injured to some extent the sale and negotiability of these bonds be- 
cause it compels people to argue and debate as to when the 34 per- 
cents will be paid. Still I am willing to try the experiment with 
that amendment, although I believe it has done no good, but has done 
harm. But if this bill is to be loaded down by a provision like that 
contained in the pending amendment, then with my opinions of public 
policy, I cannot vote for the bill. Why therefore, I appeal to those 
who are really in favor of a 3 per cent. bond, seek to load this prop- 
osition with an amendment that tends to destroy the credit of the 
Government, which tends to defeat it? Youmay think it isright to 
compel the banks to take these bonds; but suppose your proposition 
to compel them to do it is resisted by others, why insist upon it that 
it is neither honest nor politic to doit; why urge it when its only effect 
is to defeat the bill? 

Sir, for one, although I desire to have this experiment tried and 
desire to see it succeed, I would not and cannot, with the convictions 
I have of the eer of this kind of legislation, vote for any prop- 
osition to compe oo or any corporation—I cannot utter it in 
stronger language than the Senator from Delaware did—to compel 
anybody or any corporation to take our bonds upon any other con- 
dition than are open to allmankind. The United States of America, 
thank God, is not under any necessity to ask anybody to take its 
bonds, and is not under necessity to compel anybody to take them. 

With these remarks I leave the question to the judgment of the 
Senate. . 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I suppose, in the first place, it is in or- 
der to make the amendment I have offered consistent with the original 
bill and entirely harmonious rare Therefore I have to make 
the bill as offered by the Senator from Ohio read as section 1; and 
then to make the amendment which I have offered begin as section 2, 
striking out all of that amendment after the word “‘ repealed” in line 

16; and then re-enacting as sections 3 and 4 of the bill sections 5159 
and 5160 of the Revised Statutes, striking out also in section 2 of the 
bill the words ‘‘of this title,” and substituting the words ‘of title 
number 62 of the Revised Statutes, entitled ‘national banks,’” which 
is amere verbal amendment. Then to carry out the idea of the Sena- 
ter from Alabama (Mr. PuGu] the amendment will begin by provid- 
ing that from and after the 1st day of July, 1882, the 3 per cent. 
bonds authorized by this act shall be the only bonds receivable as se- 
curity for national-bank circulation from banks hereafter organized 
or banks applying for an increase of their capital to the extent of such 
increase, or for pnblic deposits, &c. That makes the entire measure 
homogeneous and perfectly consistent in all its parts. The billand 
amendment will then be entirely consistent in all their provisions. 
I believe I have the right to put my amendment in this form. 
Now, Mr. President, a word in answer to the Senators from Ohio 
(Mr. SHERMAN] and Connecticut, [Mr.. Hawtry.] Taking up the 
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I think it is a symbol of weakness, and not of strength, for Government to make | last objection first, if I understand the objection now made by the 





Senator from Ohio, it isin regard to the provision contained in sec- 
tion 3 of the amendment as I propose it, or section 5159 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

Every association, after having complied with the provisions of this title— 


Which will read as amended, “of title 62 of the Revised Statutes 
in regard to national banks”— 
preliminary to the commencement of the banking business, and before it shall be 
authorized to commence banking business under title 62, shall transfer and deliver 
to the Treasurer of the United States United States registered bonds in- 
terest at the rate of 3 per cent. to an amount not less than $30,000, and not less 
one-third of the capital stock paid in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was the first part of the next section which I 
read. 

Mr. VEST. The next section reads: 

The deposit of bonds made by each association shall be increased as its capital 
may be paid up or increased, so that every association shall at all times have on 
deposit with the Treasurer registered United States bonds to the amount of at least 
one-third of its capital stock actually paid in. 

My understanding is that that applies only to the banks alluded to 
in the preceding section—that is, to banks which shall hereafter come 
into existence, or banks which shall hereafter increase their capital. 
These two sections must be taken together. They refer to each other ; 
they are one and the same; and let me say to the Senator most re- 
spectfully that it is simply ridiculous to assert that section 5160 ap- 
plies to any other banks than the banks named in section 5159. And 
what banks are those? Those banks commencing business hereafter, 
and no other banks. There is nothing in this provision, or in section 
5160 or 5159, which can possibly, by any construction of its language, 
under even legal hypercriticism, apply to any banks except those 
hereafter coming into existence. 

Section 5159 of title 62 of the Revised Statutes requires the deposit 
of bonds “‘preliminary to the commencement of the banking busi 
ness.” Is it possible that applies to banks already in existence? 
The Senator says there are large banks having no circulation that 
would have to put one-third of the amount of their capital stock in 
bonds if my amendment prevails. That is not the law; that is not 
the provision. Those banks already organized are not required by 
this to put up one dollar in bonds. It applies only to the banks 
about which we are legislating now, the banks that hereafter come 
into existence or the banks that hereafter may attempt to increase 
their capital. The Senator from Alabama puts that construction 
beyond possibility of doubt. I never had any doubt about it, but 
he puts it beyond any cavil, beyond the possibility of misconstruc- 
tion, by the language he has incorporated, by the amendment by 
which it is distinctly declared that it shall only apply to banks 
— organized or to banks hereafter increasing their capital 
stock, 

Let me say further that, in my judgment, there is nothing harsh, 
there is nothing wrong, there is nothing improper in requiring these 
banks to put up one-third of the amount of their capital stock in 
bonds. Take one single incident—the case that occurred in my own 
State, and it was referred to by Treasurer Gilfillan in his report made 
for the year 1880—the National Bank of the State of Missouri, which 
inherited the confidence of the entire people of that State because it 
was the successor of the old Bank of the State of Missouri. It was 
one of the derided State banks, the wild-cat banks as some Senators 
call them, but, Mr. President, I say the Bank of the State of Missouri 
paid its notes in gold on demand, and I have ridden thirty miles to 
get rid of coin and get its paper money to pay over to my clients. 

Why, sir, the paper of the Bank of the State of Missouri was at 3 
per cent. premium over gold, and never in the State of Missouri did 
a man lose a dollar through our State banking system. When the 
national banking system came into existence and was put upon the 
country—and it has many admirable features and some most success- 
ful as well as abominable ones—the National Bank of the State of 
Missouri took the place of the old State bank, and when it took that 
place it inherited the confidence, the love, the affection almost of the 
people of the entire State. There was arush to take its stock ; people 
were anxious to become depositors and stockholders; and what was 
the result? So great was their confidence in the old State bank, 
which they believed to be the same institution, notwithstanding the 
assertions made by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Connecticut, andsimilar assertions on this floor, that there never were 
institutions so well guarded as the national banks, the people in the 
rural districts put their money into this institution, and it went to 
pieces. Two million five hundred thousand dollars was the amount 
of its capital, and instead of having $800,000 on ao in bonds of 
the United States, when its vaults were opened it had but $50,000. 
So much for the repeal of sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 

It was an outrage ever to repeal those sections; it was a gross out- 
rage upon the people; it ought never to have beendone. Those bonds 
ought to have been in the vaults of that bank. Instead of that a 
bank with $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 of capital has on deposit the same 
amount of United States bonds as a little corporation with a capital 
of $50,000 or $100,000. 

Now, Mr. President, a word in answer to the Senator from Con- 
necticut. That Senator was pleased to say that, ia his judgment, 
this amendmentwas communistic. I know no word in all the vocabu- 


JANUARY 30,: 












_— 


mR Md wit os ee Be 


aii oe i - ” hae” eS on ee ee 











1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


715 





the English language more contemptible, more renee of 

fet that 
honorable Senator saw proper in his place on this floor to charge the 
Senators who voted for the funding bill when it pean last spring, and 


lary of the mo: 
every instinct of honor than this word “communistic.” 


the Senators who propose to vote for this amendment now, with being 
communists, men who want to strike down all property, all money 
rights in this country, and parcel out equally, without regard to Con- 
stitution or laws, the property and the money of the country. If that 
Senator sees proper to apply that language to his colleagues on this 
floor I have nothing to say, except to call attention here to the sim- 
ple fact that he has made that statement. What is there commu- 
nistic about this? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think if the Senator will refer to my remarks 
carefully he will see that that applied to the second proviso, which 
he himself allowed to be stricken out on the motion of the Senator 
from Alabama. I wasspeaking with reference tothat proposed action 
which would compel a bank when its bonds were called in to either 
take the 3 percents or go and get all its own circulation within thirty 
days. That was the thumb-screwing process to which, I believe, I 
did apply the term ‘“‘communistic ;” a forcing process, to practically 
seize property and inflict a great damage, unless the banks will agree 
to take the new bonds we offer. It was that, not the whole section, 
that I had in view—just that second proviso. 

Mr. VEST. I will read the language of the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say that, whatever the construction may 
be, I think Iam right. I do not take back the word, but I want to 
be distinctly understood as to what it was I applied it to. 

Mr. VEST. That is the way it readsin the Recorp. I heard the 
word at the time, and it grated very harshly on my ear, that the 
majority of the United States Senate had passed any legislation which 
would be described as communistic, which broke down the rights of 
property in this country. No graver charge could be made. But 
take the Senator as he explains his meaning now, that the provision 
which I agreed to strike out of the amendment was communistic. 
How communistic? That provision provided that a bank which had 
bonds on deposit upon which interest had ceased should be made to 
withdraw its bonds, and should not be permitted to have circulation 
uponthem. That wasthecommunism! That came from the friends 
of the national banks. 

What right have they to complain of it? They are the creatures 
of this Government; they are our agents; they belong to us; and 
we have a right to put what terms upon them, under the Constitu- 
tion, we please; but whenever we touch one of them, whenever we 
undertake to say “‘you shall bear a proportion of the common burdens 
of this country, you shall not stand in the way of the interest of the 
people of the United States,” immediately clamor arises; the cry of 
“‘demagogism” and “‘communism” is raised when you touch this 
sacred thing, a national bank. Why, sir, the national banks belong 
to us, and we cannot concede for an instant that they have any priv- 
ileges or rights other than those given to the on body of the people. 
We provided in that section—that portion of it stricken ey ee 
that no bank, after the interest had ceased on its bonds, should let 
those bonds remain in the Treasury as the basis of circulation. What 
is the objection to it? Suppose the 34 percents are called in. A 
bank has deposited them as the basis for its circulation. The Secre- 
tary of the asury issues his proclamation or notice stating to the 
bondholders that they will within thirty days receive payment for 
the bonds, and suppose a national bank chooses not to come in at the 
end of thirty days; the interest stops, but that does not prevent 
that bank from holding those bonds still as a basis of circulation. 
‘The section prevented that, and that was the whole of it. That 
was the entire scope and meaning of it. Where is there communism 
in it? I want the Senator to point me out what is communistic 
inthat. Dothey not belong tous? Have we not the right to require 
them to deposit proper bonds as a basis of circulation? Do we violate 
the Canstitution? Do we violate the law? Do we violate the funda- 
mental right of property? No; we simply violate that notion of 
‘superiority that exists in the aggregated capital of this country. 

Mr. President, I have not attacked the national banks because they 
were money-making institutions. Take away their circulation to- 
morrow and I will support them as cheerfully as any Senator on this 
floor; but I never will, so help me God, agree to support institutions 
which can, as the Senator from Connecticut himself said the other 
day, ppoduce a panic in this country whenever they please. If I 
needed an argument to convince me that I was pee right in my 
conclusion about this amendment, the Senator from Connecticut fur- 
nished it to me when he told the Senate that the national banks in 
any event have the power to prostrate the resources of this country 
at their own will and pleasure ; that they can produce a panic when- 
ever they please. Sir, there is the danger in this whole business. 
Senators may tell me that private banks may do the same. Mr. 
President, in individual greed, in the diversity of personal interest, 
there is security ; but when you incorporate capital, when you make 
one bank with twenty-one thousand eight hundred arms reaching to 
every part of this continent, then there is danger to the Government 
and danger to us all. 

We are told there is no combination. So the Senator from Ohio 
this morning told you he found no evidence of a combination when 
they produced a panic at the time of the passage of the funding law 
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lastspring. Icarenothing about words; I carenothing about phrases ; 
what is the substantial fact now before this people and the Senate 
which all the glamour of rhetoric, all the sentences of logic can never 
eradicate, which Senators cannot answer, or if they can, I beg them 
to doit? The banks did produce a panic, they did retire $19,000,000 
of circulation which they happened to have the power to do at that 
time. How didit happen in the providence of God that one hundred 
and forty-four national banks concluded eo instanti as soon as we passed 
that funding bill to retire $19,000,000 of their circulation? Oh, no 
combination; it was the act of nature; the wind, the rain, the sua 
did it; it came by instinct, by nothing else! Sir, the fact remains 
that they did it. Itis not worth while to discuss whether it was done 
by agreement or otherwise. I am against any system that permits 
one hundred and forty or fifteen hundred banks to say to the people 
of the United States, “You shall not have certain bills passed, or we 
will stop the business of the country ; we are above the law, we are 
above the Congress.” I would strike the evil in the cradle. Youmay 
not get a better system, but in my judgment in that respect you can 
getnoworse. Youcannever put on the statute-book any law creating 
a system that is more powerful and more dangerous, in my judgment, 
pose the national banking system as it exists to-day in the United 
tates. 

Now, Mr. President, a word in regard to the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut. The Senator proposes to enact that the 
national banks shall be permitted to retire circulation only to the 
amount of $5,000,000 a month, and that on thirty days’ notice. Thatis 
the provision of the Senator from Connecticut. That goes a single 
step in the direction of removing the great evil on which I am intent, 
but it goes only one step. Now the national banks can retire bonds 
ad libitum, as stated by Treasurer Gilfillan in an argument which has 
never been answered, and never will be answered. The banks have 
been speculating on the bonds of the country, producing panics when- 
ever they pleased; notthat they wanted a panic, but they wanted the 
premium on their bonds, and did not care for the business of the 
country if it stood in their way. Thatisthelawnow. TheSenator 
proposes simply to go one step in the direction of removing that evil, 
and to say that they can contract the currency to the amount of only 
$60,000,000a year. Mr. President,I object to that. I hold with Treas- 
urer Gilfillan that the power should not exist at all. The power to 
put in their lawful money and take out their bonds was intended for 
banks that expected to go out of existence, but the banks have used 
it for purposes of speculation. Whenever the bonds they had on 
deposit were at a good premium, they then brought in the green- 
backs, or the lawful money of the United States, and took out their 
bonds and sold them on the market, and came back the next day or 
the next week and put back bonds and renewed their circulation. I 
do not propose to weary the Senate, but in answer to the Senators on 
the other side I propose to call attention to the report of Treasurer 
Gilfillan, made in 1880: 


THE REDUCTION AND INCREASE OF NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 


Attention is invited to the practical bearing on the question of bank-note redemp- 
tion of the construction heretofore placed by the Department on the various pro- 
visions of law authorizing the reduction and increase of the circulation of national 
banks. The fourth section of the act approved June 20, 1874, (18 Statutes, 124,) 
authorizes any national bank desiring to withdraw its circulating notes to take up 
the bonds deposited for the —— of such notes —_ the deposit of lawful money 
with the Treasurer of the United States, and provides that an equal amount of the 
outstanding notes of the bank shall be redeemed at the Treasury of the United 
States. The banks have availed themselves of the privilege accorded by this pro- 
vision to a very large extent, more than $85,000,000 of circulation having been sur- 
rendered in the manner prescribed, and nearly $71,000,000 having been redeemed 
at this office. The notes are received at the Treasury mixed with other bank notes, 
and if they come from assistant treasurers, or in packages marked ‘‘ unfit,” the 
express charges on them are defrayed out’of the 5 per cent. redemption fund. They 
necessarily pass through the various stages of counting and assorting before they 
can be separated from the other notes, so that almost the entire expense of the 
_—— of the whole $71,000,000 has been borne by the other national banks, 
there ing no means of charging the ‘‘reducing” banks with the expenses of 
redeéming their notes until their deposits of legal-tender notes are exhausted. 

This provision was adopted in the expectation that it would act as a regulator 
of the volume of the bank circulation. 


I want Senators to listen to that language. This provision was 
adopted, thinking it would be a regulator of the volume of bank 
circulation. 


It was expected that when the circulation became redundant the surplus would 
be retired, and that when a demand for more circulation should spring up the banks 
would increase their issues to meet it. 


In other words, that they would consult the public good and the 
interests of the people of the country. 


This expectation has not been realized. The almost invariable answer to in- 
que made of officers of banks which have reduced their circulation has been 
that the reduction was made solely to enable the bank to avail itself of the ruling 

remium on the bonds withdrawn, either because the bonds were exceptional 

igh, or because the bank needed the premium to enable it to meet losses wuteined, 
or to reduce its premium account. It is plain that the action of the banks would 
not be affected by the fact that the volume of the circulation was redundant, for 
the simple reason that a bank has more money at its after reducing its cir- 
culation than before. A bank which deposits $45,000 to reduce its circulation and 
takes up $50,000 of its bonds, which it sells for 10 per cent. premium, has $10,000 
more to lend than it had before. While, therefore, the retirement of the bank cir- 
culation diminishes the aggregate volume of the circulation, it increases the loan- 
able funds of the particular bank whose circulation is reduced. 


In other words, they sacrifice the business interests of the country 
and produce a panic by decreasing the general circulation so as to put 
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more money in their own vaults in order to loan it out at &, 9, or 10 
per cent. to the people. 


Under the construction placed upon the law banks which have thus reduced 
their cireulation have been permitted to increase it again as often and as largely 
as they chose, whether their legal-tender deposits were exhausted or not. — Although 
the exact amount.cannot be ascertained, it is safe to say that many millions of dol- 
lars of additional circulation have been issued under the general provisions of the 
national currency act to banks which were still reducing their circulation under 
the actof June 20, 1874. The consequence has been that the new notes thus issued 
have to a large extent speedily been presented to the Treasury for redemption out 
of the legal-tender deposit. ks which have applied in vain to the Treasurer for 
the surrender of their legal-tender deposits have accomplished the same object by 
obtaining new circulation. The cost of printing the new notes thus issued is borne 
by the United States, so that the Government, though not deriving the remotest 
benefit from the transaction, has been obliged to bear the whole expense of their 
issue and a part of the expense of their redemption simply to enable a bank to do 
by indirection what it was not permitted to dodirectly. In several instances banks 
have repeated the operation of reducing and increasing their circulation several 
times within a brief period, taking w eir bonds and selling them, it would ap- 
pear, whenever the premium constituted a sufficient inducement and increasin 
their circulation whenever bonds could be bought at better rates, the Unit 
States all the while redeeming their notes at its own expense or that of the other 
banks and issuing others, also at its own expense, whenever called upon by them. 


Yet these are the oppressed victims, these are the banks that we 
are taking by the throat in this amendment! Mr. President, there 
never has been an act of Congress on the subject which was not in 
favor of national banks, never one piece of legislation but was in the 
direction of giving them more privileges, more rights, more immunities 
than the rest of the people. 


An example will better illustrate these operations. In January and February, 
1875, a certain bank reduced its circulation from $308,490 to $45,000 by deposits of 
} -tender notes. 


We know what bank that was from testimony taken before the 
Finance Committee, the First National Bank of the city of New York. 
I do not know whether Mr. Tilden is a stockholder in that ornot. I 
have never known of any rule that required not only a monopoly but 
a ‘monopoly in the Republican party. I do not know of any legisla- 
tion that requires that a Democrat should not be a stockholder; and 
if there was any dividend going around that he should not get a part 
of it, under the law of the land. If Mr. Tilden was a stockholder, I 
presume he drew his dividend as regularly as any other gentleman 
connected with the institution. 

Mr. BECK. He was in the Third National, they say. 

Mr. VEST. It is like the Arabian Nights to take up the history of 
that First National Bank of the city of New York. No gambling 
operations of the most stupendous character have ever come near the 
enormous dividends made by that institution, and here is the way 
they did it: 

Between September 26, 1876, and May 26, 1877, and before that deposit was ex- 
hausted, itincreased its circulation to$450,000. Between August 14, and September 
10, 1877, itagain reduced its circulation to $45,000. On September 19, 1877, nine days 
after completing the deposits for this reduction, it again began to take out addi- 
tional circulation, although $402,550 of prior deposits remained in the Treasury, 
and by the 26th of that month its circulation again been increased to $450,000. 
July 22, 1878, it for the third time reduced its circulation to $45,000, and in August 
and September, 1879, again increased it to $450,000, at which it now remains, the 
balance of its former legal-tender deposit then in the Treasury being $112,615. 
From January 13, 1875, te the date of this wee $778,275 of its notes have been 
redeemed, of which only $40,700 were redeemed at the expense of the bank, although 
during more than one-third of that period it had outstanding and was deriving the 
benefit from the full amount of circulation which its capital authorized. The only 
assessments which have been made on the bank for the expenses of redeeming its 
notes were $24.74 in 1875 and $4.39 in 1878, At one time there were in actual cir- 


culation. $852,550 of its notes, although the highest amount ever borne on its books 
was $450,000. 


Mr. President, that comes from the Treasurer of the United States, 


and I ask Senators on their oaths if such a condition as that ought 
to be tolerated in this country. 


Other banks have reduced and forthwith increased their circulation to its former 
amount, with the avowed object of relieving themselves from the trouble and ex- 
pense of redeeming their notes through the 5 per cent. redemption fund. For ex- 
—_ a bank deposited $45,000 in legal-tender notes for the reduction of its circu- 
lation on — 3, 1878, and on April 5, 1878, two days afterward, without having 
touehed the bonds deposited as security, took out $45,000 of additional circulation. 
In like manner on sd 11, 1879, it di ited $9,000 for the same pi 
the very same day, wit 
culation. 


Gambling upon the bonds of the Government, at the expense of the 
Government, without paying one dollar for that privilege! 


It is plain that such transactions as these are not within the spirit of the act of 
Jane 20, 1874. That act authorizes the deposit of ogel Sunten notes by any na- 
tional bank “‘ desiring to withdraw its circulation, in whole orin part.” A wish to 
surrender circulation, with the reserved intention of taking out more at once, or as 
soon as a fall in the price of bonds shall make the transaction profitable, is not, it is 
submitted, such a desire to withdraw circulation as the law contemplates. The 
reduction of circulation therein authorized is a bona fide reduction, based on a well- 
settled intention of the bank to curtail its note issues. It could neither have been 
intended nor expected that the law would become the means of enabling banks to 
o te in the securities of the Government deposited to secure the redemption of 
their notes, or to throw upon the United States, or the other banks of the country, 
the expense of redeeming their notes, while maintaining and enjoying the fall cir- 
culation to which the law entitles them. Such a construction utterly perverts the 
original intention of the act. Instead of the volume of the circulation being regu- 
lated by the business needs of the country, it is governed by the price of United 
States bonds. The — of bonds may be such as to induce banks to surrender 
their circulation at the very time when there is a legitimate demand for more cir- 
culation. The profit to be derived from taking up and selling their bonds may be 
greater than that derivable from their circulation. Within the last year a lar; 
reduction of bank circulation has taken Ce in the face of an active demand for 
money, simply because a good profit could be made by withdrawing and selling the 
four ——_ deposited as security for circulation: Nearly $25,000,000 in 4 per 
cent. 8 were thus withdrawn during the last fiscal year. Banks can afford to 


se, and on 
out disturbing its bonds, it took out $9,000 of additional cir- 


forego the profit on their circulation for a few months, in order te realize more from 
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ion, be permitted. A bank, having signified an intention toreduceits circula: 
and having acted on that intention by depositing legal-tenders for the 
should be held to its determination until its Scone is exhausted. It should sete 
permitted to increase its circulation until it had disap the category of 
‘‘reducing” banks on the books of the Department, or to extend its note issues 
throngh one branch of the Department at the same time that Sapeee re- 
deemed and destroyed through another. Theadoption of this con tion, while 
it would work no injustice to any legitimate interest, would confine the operation 
of the fourth section of the act of June 20, 1874, to cases where banks had formed a 
well-considered intention te permanently curtail their circulation, and would re- 
lieve the United States from the expense of issuing notes to banks, only to have 
them forthwith returned for destruction. 

Mr. President, that is acomplete answer to the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut. The principle is wrong. If, as Mr. Gil- 
fillan says, a bank comes in and deposits lawful money of the United 
States to withdraw its bonds, it should be held to that conclusion, 
whether the amount be $100,000,000, $5,000,000, or $1,000,000; the 
amountisnotimportant. The principleis wrong. Nosuch arrange- 
ment should be possible under the laws of Congress. I have simply 
read this because the Treasurer states in more fit and appropriatu 
language than I could use what is my emphatic understanding in 
the premises. This is all I desire to say in regard to this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send to the Chair 
the amendment as he proposes to have it stand ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the question 
ison the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY. ] 
He stated before that the question was on the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEsT.] The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I desire to say briefly that it is very 
important that we should understand the operation and effect of the 
amendment of my friend from Missouri. There seems to be doubt as 
to whether it operates on existing banks or only upon banks hereafter 
to be organized and banks that make application hereafter for an 
increase of their capital. The Senator from Missouri has stated that 
it.is his purpose that his amendment shall operate only upon banks 
hereafter to be organized or hereafter ying for an increase of 
capital. I understand the Senator from o to insist that section 
5160, if re-enacted as proposed, must operate upon existing banks, 
and I must say that upon reading section 5160 it seems to me that it 
must have an operation upon existing banks. So far as the second 
paragraph of that section is concerned, it is my intention, and I am 
satisfied it is the intention of the Senator from Missouri, that it shall 
operate upon existing banks. 

Now let us read and see if what I have stated is not correct. Sec- 
tion 5160 reads: 

The deposit of bonds made by each association shall be increased as its capital 
may be paid up or increased, so that every association shall at all times have on 
deposit with the Treasurer registered United States bonds to the amount of at 
least one-third of its capital stock actually paid in. 

I understood the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to state on 
Friday last—and no doubt he stated correctly—that it was the pur- 
pose of that part of the Carlisle amendment to compel banks having 
a large capital to deposit in proportion the same amount of bonds 
that were required to be deposited by banks of smaller capital, and 
that in the absence of this section 5160 the smaller banks were re- 
quired to deposit a larger proportion of bonds as the basis of their 
circulation than the banks of larger capital and larger circulation. 
He illustrated the evils of the repeal of section 5160 by a Missouri 
bank that went into liquidation with a large amount of circulation 
and only a small amount of bonds deposited as security for that cir- 
culation. 

Now, I understand that this section 5160 is intended to put all 
banks, banks now existing and banks hereafter to be organized, upon 
an equality in the requirement of the law, that they shall have as a 
basis of their circulation an equal amount of United States bonds. 
That is perfectly just and equitable. There ought to be no discrimi- 
nation against banks of smaller capital. It looks to me that the 
larger the circulation the greater the opportunity and chance for that 
circulation to become depreciated, and the greater the necessity for 
security. Certainly it is right (and that must have been the inten- 
tion) to put all banks upon an equality in the poe of bonds 
they were required to ete with the Secretary of the Treasury as 
a security for their circulation. Then, the object of the first para- 
graph in section 5160 is to establish an equality that was destroyed 

y the repeal of that section. 

Then, again, sir, I call the attention of my friend from Missouri tu 
the second paragraph of section 5160, and ask himif he does not 
mean, as I certainly mean, that that part of section 5160 shall oper- 
ate on existing banks: 

And any association that may desire to reduce its capital, or to close up its busi- 
ness and dissolve its organization, may take up its bonds upon returning to the 
comptroller its circulating notes in the ee hereinafter required, or ~ 
take up any excess of bonds beyond one- of its capital stock, and upon whic! 
no circulating notes have been delivered. 

The sole object, as allof us agree, of repealing section 4 in the act of 
June 20, 1874, is to take away from the existing banks the power of 
contracting their circulation by returning any lawful money to the 
Treasury upon which they can then withdraw their bonds. It isthis 
power the banks now have under section 4 of the act of 1674 of taking 


the yeoman, on their bonds. Such rations should not, in the Treasurer's om 
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any lawful money and going to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
withdrawing their bonds on depositing lawful money, by the exercise 
of which in the future as in the past they are enabled to reduce the cir- 
culation of greenbacks, to reduce their own circulation or the circu- 
lation of any other national bank. Under section 5160, as it was 
passed in the beginning and as a part of the original banking sys- 
tem, these banks did not have the power of contracting the currency. 
Why? Because if they wanted to withdraw their bonds from the 
Treasury they had to return their own notes; they were compelled 
to return their own notes; and the inability to return their own notes, 
broadcast in circulation, was the security the public had against the 
exercise of the power by these banks of contracting the circulation. 
Now, I wish to inquire ifit is not the intention in erent the second 
aoe of section 5160 to put these banks back where they stood 
belies the passage of the fourth section of the act of 1874? The very 
object of our repealing the fourth section of the act of 1874 is to give 
operation to the last paragraph of section 5160, throwing banks now 
in existence back upon their original right under the system as first 
organized of returning their own circulation, instead of any lawful 
money, before they can withdraw their bonds and contract the cir- 
culation. You take the very essence and heart out of the whole 
amendment if you fail to adopt the second paragraph of section 5160 
with the meaning and operation that I have stated. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the meaning and effect 
of that section; and my understanding of its construction is that it 
not only operates upon existing banks, but it is right that it should 
operate upon existing banks, and put all upon an equality. Let the 
existing banks put the same proportion of bonds in the Treasury that 
the banks hereafter to be organized must deposit, and then restore 
them to their original right under the banking system as first organ- 
ized of returning their own circulation when they wish to withdraw 
their bonds, instead of withdrawing them by returning any lawful 
money. Having the right now to return any lawful money, they can 
do it in a day, but if you throw them back on the right of returning 
their own circulation that is throughout the country and in the hands 
of the people, they cannot exercise the power of contracting the cir- 
culation. 

Mr. VEST. Isthe Senator speaking of section 30f my amendment ? 

Mr. PUGH. I donot understand the numbering of the sections, as 
the Senator has not fixed his amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Let the Secretary read section 3 as I propose to amend 
it. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows : 

Every association, after having complied with the provisions of title 62 of the 
Revised Statutes, ‘‘ National Banks,” preliminary to the commencement of the 
banking business, and before it shall be authorized to commence banking business 
under said title, shall transfer and deliver to the Treasurer of the United States 
United States registered bonds bearing interest at the rate of 3 per cent. to an 
amount not less than $30,000, and not less than one-third of the capital stock paid in. 
Such bonds shall be received by the Treasurer upon deposit, and shall be by him 


safely kept in his office until they shall be otherwise disposed of in pursuance of the 
provisions of said title. 


Mr. PUGH. It is right that that section should operate in the 
future and only upon banks hereafter to be organized, and that is its 
plain meaning and effect. I do not understand the Senator from 
Ohio to say that section 5159, as amended, upon its re-enactment 
would operate upon existing banks, but he referred to section 5160. 

A SHERMAN. Certainly. 

r. PUGH. ILagree with the Senator that that does operate on 
existing banks; I intend it to have that operation. 

Mr. VEST. I understood that point. I had that section read by 
the Secretary in order to have its proper construction go with the 
preceding section. What is meant by ‘‘association?”’ An associa- 
tion hereafter going into business ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend from Missouri wil allow me. 
“every association shall at all times.” 

Mr. VEST. Line 13 if the Senator pleases. 

Mt. SHERMAN. [Iam reading lines 15 and 16. 

Mr, VEST. Line 13, ‘‘the deposit of bonds made by each associa- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. “The deposit of bonds made by each association 
shall be increased as its capital may be paid up or increased.” That 
applies only to an increase, and then it goes on “so that every asso- 
ciation shall at all times.” 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course that means every association 
mentioned in section 5159. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can easily make it plain. 

Mr. VEST. I will remove that difficulty entirely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the Senator, then, if he can remove 
this difficulty that for the first time he makes a discrimination in 
fayor of existing banks as against newly organized banks. 

Mr. VEST. That is the old argument. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is an old argument, but a very good one. 

Mr. VEST. That argument the Senator made the other day, and 
the Senator from Connecticut made it, and it was made here last 
spring over and over again. It is no objection to me that this is a 
discrimination in favor of existing banks. I want to remove this evil 
as far as.I can, and when I am told that I am only partially removin 
it I can but express my regret that I cannot remove it entirely. 
propose to strike at all of it I can get at. If they say this is a dis- 
crimination in favor of existing banks, I simply say that I cannot 


Itreads 


get any further than I go now with this amendment. 
trouble about that construction, we can remove it by inserting the 
word “such” before “ associations.” 


If there isany 


Mr. PUGH. Is the Senator referring now to section 5160? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. ‘‘The deposit of bonds made by each associa- 
tion shall be increased as its capital may be paid up or increased, so 
that every such association shall at all times have on deposit,” &c. 
Then there will be no doubt about the construction. 

Mr. PUGH. Then you do not require the existing banks to bring 
up their anes of bonds to the same rule of equality that. you 
require of those hereafter organized? 

Mr. VEST. I leave the latter part of the section. 

Mr. PUGH. Then the latter part of that section you intend to 
apply to existing banks? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; I think that is right. 

Mr. PUGH. If you insert the word “such” before “association”’ 
in the first paragraph of the section, there might be some difficulty 
in construing the latter paragraph of the section, whether it applies 
to existing or future banks. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not want to alter the amendment myself. It is 
plain enough for me now. 

Mr. PUGH. The language is: 

And any association that may desire to reduce its capital, or to close up its 
business and dissolve its organization, may take up its bonds upon returning to 
the comptroller its circulating notes in the proportion hereinafter required, or may 
take up any excess of bonds beyond one-third of its capital stock, and upon which 
no circulating notes haye been delivered. 

That is intended to substitute the right of the banks as it was be- 
fore the passage of the fourth section of the act of 1874. Thatis our 
purpose; and now, for fear that it may give some oceasion for diffi- 
culty as to its meaning, you had better insert something to make it 
cover clearly existing banks, because the change of the first para- 
graph of that section, limiting it to future banks, may be applied tothe 
construction of the latter part of the section. 

Mr. VEST. To my mind, the section as it stands now is perfectly 
clear, but I will not oppose any verbal amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. I construe it in the way I have stated; but I under- 
stood the Senator from Missouri to state that this amendment was 
not intended, any part of it, to operate on existing banks. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to ask a question. I understood 
the Senator from Alabama to say in the argument just addressed to 
the Senate, that he differed with the Senator from Missonri in regard 
to our right to require this deposit under section 5160 as to existing 
banks. I understood him to say that he is in favor of applying it 
to existing banks. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I understand the Senator from Missouri 
to desire to change the phraseology of the amendment, so that it may 
not have that application. 

Mr. VEST. No, not the latter part. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Now, I want to know this: Will the Sen- 
ator from Alabama or the Senator from Missouri state that we have 
a right in the exercise of our legislative power to require the addi- 
tional deposit of bonds from banks which have been organized since 
the repeal of that section has taken place? When you speak of ex- 
isting banks you speak of banks which have been organized since 
this repeal has taken place as well as of banks that were created be- 
fore it; and I say that neither this Senate, nor the House, nor any 
authority in this Government has a right to require any such deposit 
from banks that have been brought into existence since the repeal 
was made. 

Mr. PUGH. I think myself the Government has the power to 
require any additional security it pleases for circulation. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This is not a basis for circulation. 

Mr. PUGH. Or capital. It does not interfere with any contract 
or right of the banks. We have a clear right to require the banks 
now in existence to increase their security by demanding a deposit 
of additional bonds. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. They have bonds deposited, dollar for 
dollar, to secure the circulation. This deposit is not for that pur- 
pose. It requires one-third of the capital stock to be deposited, and 
you have no right to interfere with the contract you have made with 
them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri, but as it stands I think I cannot support it. At the 
time of the enactment of the national-bank law one-third of the capi- 
tal stock was required to be paid in bonds of the United States held 
in the Treasury of the United Statesfor some purpose. What that pur- 
pose was was not then clearly defined in the statute, nor has it been 
since. Some jurists construe that the purpose was for the security 
of the deposits, inasmuch as each bank was required to deposit bonds 
for the security of circulation. That idea, however, was soon dis- 

osed of by the privilege extended to every bank to use one-third of 
its capital stock thus deposited, in connection with such additional 
deposits as it might see proper to make, as the basis of circulation. 
In the course of legislation on this subject, which the Senator from 
Missouri rightly says has all been in favor of the national banks, for 
there has not been a hostile line written against them in any statute 
that I know of, the duty of depositing bonds to the amount of one. 
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third of the capital steck has been suspended by the repeal of sec- 
tion 5159 of the Revised Statutes. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri desires to restore the right of the 
Government to demand a deposit in bonds of the United States bear- 
ing 3 per cent. interest to the amount of one-third of the capital 
stock of each of the national banks hereafter to be organized, as 
well as those that now exist, as I understand the apes The 
circulation of every national bank in the United States is amply 
secured already by a deposit of bonds. The smaller banks deposit 
bonds 10 per cent. in excess of their actual circulation. The larger 
banks deposit bonds to as much as 30 per cent. above the amount of 
their actual circulation. If these bonds now are required to be re- 
stored to the capital stock of the national banks and deposited in 
the Treasury of the United States, for what purpose is it conceivable 
that it can be required to be done unless it may be simply to show 
the power of the Government over the national banks? What good 
end does it subserve to the holder of the circulation of a national 
bank that one-third of the amount of its capital stock, in addition 
to the bonds pledged for circulation, should be now redeposited in 
the Treasury of the United States ? 

So far as the circulation is concerned, there is certainly no neces- 
sity at all for any such additional security. The amount of bonds 
now deposited in the Treasury of the United States by the national 
banks of this country is amply sufficient to secure the circulation. I 
am willing, nevertheless, to vote that these banks, existing and here- 
after to exist, shall be required to deposit in the Treasury of the 
United States the 3 per cent. bonds to an amount equal to one-third 
of their capital, but I would do so upon the condition that that de- 
posit when made should stand, first, as a security for the Govern- 
mentof the United States, and, second, as a security to the depositors, 
to provide against any loss by reason of any default or failure of the 
national banks. 

Itis a matter written in the history of this country in circumstances 
which are extremely deplorable, that on the failure of national banks 
the Government of the United States absorbs all the assets, and those 
people who have been induced by the very credit given by the Gov- 
ernment to deposit their money in the keeping of these banks have 
too often gone away unrequited when a bank has failed. I have 
looked at the winding up of several of the national banks in the 
course of my professional experience, and it is a rare thing to find 
that the depositors get more than 60 per cent. of the money that they 
have confided to the keeping of the national banks. The truth is that 
the security afforded by the national banks to private depositors is 
not in general nearly so great as that which is afforded by private 
banking institutions ; and hence we find that these private banking 
institutions, notwithstanding the onerous taxes which they frequently 
have to pay to State and Federal governments, are exceeding the 
national banks in their own neighborhood in the matter of deposits 
by persons who have money to put in the keeping of some safe insti- 
tution. 

The Senator from Ohio the other day correctly referred as a matter 
of history to the condition of Missouri, or some part of the State of 
Missouri, or some particular city therein, as establishing the fact that 
the private institutions were receiving more money on deposit than 
the national banks and doing a larger business. Why is this? It 
must be because the laws of the United States do not furnish the 
depositors as ample security as the laws of the States furnish, or as 
the private credit of bankers furnishes to secure the depositor. I 
therefore am willing that this one-third of the capital stock of each 
of the national banks now in organization or hereafter to be organ- 
ized shall be required to be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States, but that that shall stand, as I propose to amend the bill, as 
security, first, for the United States, and then for the depositors in 
such banks —— any loss that may be sustained by any default or 
failure of such banking association. 

It has been the duty of Congress since the enactment of the national- 
bank law to furnish better security to depositors than that law has 

iven them. We induce men by the fact that the Government of the 

nited States charters these institutions to give them credit, to de- 
posit their money there, and too often we inveigle them into mere 
traps where they lose their money. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to ask him a question on that point? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does he know of any regulation provided 
in any of the charters made either now or in previous days to secure 
depositors? Is there any regulation of law of the State of Alabama 
by which depositors in private banking houses have any security 
whatever, or was there any provision in the laws under the old bank- 
ing system by which the depositor had any security whatever ? 

ir. MORGAN. The security which has been required by the laws 

of Alabama—lI can speak in reference to that State—has been the in- 
fliction of a number of penalties, criminal forfeitures, punishments 
for crime, for embezzlement, for the breach of trust in the use of the 
assets of any bank or banking house established for that purpose. I 
do not suppose it is quite competent for any legislation, whether 
State or national, to devise a contract between the special depositor 
and the bank itself by which he shall have some collateral for the re- 
demption of his deposit. The proposition that I make now comes 
nearer te it than any that I have ever known, and I would not dare 















make this proposition before the Senate unless I was thoroughly sat- 
isfied that the Congress of the United States has such loon control 
over these banking institutions as that it may require them at any 
time to make and sufficient security for depositors as well as for 
bill holders. I will illustrate. Suppose that by some t public 
calamity or misfortune our credit should run down to cents in 
the dollar. It would then be necessary that there should be put up 
with the Treasurer of the United States 50 per cent. more, one-half 
more, of the number of bonds we have there now, for the security of 
the circulation. I suppose the Senator from Florida will not doubt 
the power of the Congress of the United States to enact a law to com- 
pel the banks to put up more bonds for the security of the circulation 
than they have already, when it becomes necessary. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. If the Senator wishes me to answer, I 
will say that, so far as it relates to an existing bank under an exist- 
ing contract, I question very greatly the right, and especially the 
policy, of the Government interfering with asolemn engagement en- 
tered into by the Government with an existing bank, by which a 
specific number of bonds was — to be received, and a specific 
amount of circulation to be issued. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a very broad distinction, which no one 
understands better than the Senator from Florida, between a ques- 
tion of power anda question of policy. The question I present to the 
Senate is whether we have the power in the protection we are bound 
to give to the general community, and are bound to give to the gene- 
ral welfare of the country, so to control these institutions, which 
are merely our own creatures, as to compel them from time to time 
to give security, ample and sufficient, for the redemption of their 
circulation as well as for the payment of depositors, thereby carry- 
ing out the real purpose of this system. I have not any doubt on 
this subject, and the honorable Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Gar- 
LAND] demonstrated from the decisions of the Supreme Court as well 
as by an analysis of the laws themselves, some days since to the Sen- 
ate, the unquestionable right and power of Congress to control these 
institutions at its will ma pleasure. It is under no restriction, ex- 
cept a sense of duty. I would be among the last, I hope, to deal vio- 
lently with these institutions; and insome remarks I submitted to 
the Senate a short time ago I said that I desired to continue the 
banks as fiscal agents of the Government; but, nevertheless, they 
are not beyond our control. I have not any doubt of the power of 
the Congress of the United States to pass the amendment I now pro- 
pose and send tothe desk. The amendment will come in at the end 
of the amendment of the Senator from Missouri in the words which 
I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be in order 
at the proper time. The question now is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let this be read for information. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwas not aware that there was an amendment 
pending to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama will be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

And by adding to said section 5159 the following: ‘‘As a security, first to the 
United States, and then to the depositors in such bank, against any loss that may 
be sustained by any default or failure of such banking association.” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I regret very much that 
the question in relation to the national banks has been brought inte 
this debate in connection with the funding bill. All questions - 
pertaining to the currency, to the reorganization of those banks, t 
rules and regulations that should govern them, in my judgment 
have no necessary connection with the great business before us in 
relation to the pending bill. ' 

For one, I say that I bring to the consideration of this question no 
innate prejudice against any established interests in this country, 
whether individual or corporate. I have no hostility to banks or to 
bankers, orany special class of people. Ishall atalltimestry to domy 
duty respecting them, and treat them as I would individuals having 
rights which should be recognized by the Government. Icould not 
vote for the amendment of my friend from Alabama, [Mr. MorGAN. } 
I could not vote for the proposition of my friend from the same State 
(Mr. PuGH] underany circumstances. Therefore Iregret that those 
questions have been brought forth here to excite controversy and 
difference of opinion at thistime. I should have preferred to have this 
whole subject postponed until the time came to give new life to these 
corporate establishments and to provide new rules, if necessary, for 
their government. It hasbeen stated here that the time is approach- 
ing hem the charters of agreat many of the banks willexpire by ope- 
ration of law, and when that time comes and the Senate and the other 
House shall be called upon to renew their corporate existence, in my 
judgment it will be time enough then to go into a discussion as to 
what additional security should be extended to the people having 
business connections with these establishments. But when they are 
on the eve of expiring, after they have gone on for years under ex- 
isting charters, after they have had business connections established 
with the public for a number of years, uninterrupted by Congress, to 
come forth now and superadd obligations to their charters, in my 
judgment is an unwise thing, because you will necessarily interfere 
with the rights of parties beyond the banks. 












































































































































































































































































Quite a number of banks to my knowledge have been brought into 
existence since the sections now proposed to be re-enacted were re- 

ed. They are doing business in communities that need their 
presence; they afford facilities to the public; and in many cases the 
application of the principle of the amendment to some of the banks 
created since that time would drive them out of existence, compel 
them to call upon their debtors for their debts, and throw the com- 
munities in which they exist into confusion. With these things before 
my mind I cannot consent to any proposition that will lead to such 


It is not denied that the 
tory upon any new bank hereafter to be created to deposit one- 
of its capital in registered bonds will apply only tonew banks 
hereafter to be brought into existence. I thin 

who have formed themselves into combinations to do business under 
the banking laws of the United States occupy precisely the same rela- 
tions to the Government that the corporate institutions occupied in 
the States towards the State governments before this system was 
created. I say that the power of the State of Alabama or the State 
of Missouri over the banks that existed there previous to the crea- 
tion of the national banking system, was precisely the relation which 


what was that? The Government of the United States to-day has 
not one dollar of capital in any of these banks. 

I have heard it stated here that the analogy between the Bank of 
the United States and these banks was complete. I say it is not. 
The Government of the United States was the largest stockholder in 
the Bank of the United States, and it was that fact more than any- 
g else which gave authority to the Government of the United 
States to interfere in its business and act for the purpose of its regu- 
lation.: It was the fact that the principal credit upon which the busi- 
ness of that bank was done belonged to the Government of the United 
States and it had a voice in the selection of its directors; and there- 
fore it had the right, as a Government anxious to preserve and to 
protect the interests of the public whose funds were part of the cap- 
ital stock of that institution, to do many things which we have not 
the power to do with respect to those institutions in which the Gov- 
ernment has not one dollar invested. 

I am in favor of going to any reasonable length in this business, 
but I am not willing to vote for those amendments which, in my 
opinion, would clearly interfere with vested rights under contracts 
entered into in good faith. We have in my town a bank established 
since the repeal, which we had needed for years, which is of great 
advantage to the community, and gives facilities to the public in the 
transaction of business. Other banks in my section have come into 
existence, by means of which the people of the community have been 
t accommodations that they were not able to get before. 
The effect of the adoption of this provision would be to drive them 
out of existence, because they are barely able to live as they are 
now constituted under existing laws. 

Mr. BECK. Whatis the amount of the capital stock of any of the 
banks in the Senator’s State? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 

Mr. BECK. There is not a bank in the Senator’s State or at any 
place named in a thousand miles that this would have the effect of 
stopping or that would be at all affected by this proposed legislation. 

Mr. PUGH. Thereis not one I know in my own State that would 
be affected by its operation. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 

Mr. BECK. No; if they have not over $150,000 capital it is a mat- 
ter of fact; and there is not a bank in the State of Florida that has 
over that amount of capital, in my opinion. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
other ground, I say the bank has made an en ery with the Gen- 
Under existing law the 
posit its bonds and to conform to all the rules and regulations exist- 
ing‘under the general incorporation act, for that is all it is, and it 
carries with it the same rights and obligations that appertain to a 
private charter. 
the general incorporation act, and it sets itself on foot; it constitutes 
a basis for business; it loans its money; it enters into existing con- 
tracts; and after it is well under way you come in here and say that 
in addition to the other stipulations to be performed it is to give up 
one-third or one-half of its capital, which is to lie idle in bonds of 
the United States for the purpose of security. Cannot anybody see 
that such a demand as that would interfere with the business engage- 
ments of the banks; that it would change the whole business struct- 
ure of those institutions, and violate in the clearest possible way the 
spirit and the letter of the contract between the Government and the 
corporation? I have no doubt of the right to apply the provision to 
banks hereafter to be brought into existence, and if it is a wise meas- 
ure in itself, as it may be, 
it if thus restricted; but I shall not vote for it if made applicable 
to existing institutions brought into operation since the repeal of that 


eral Government. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to prolong this dis- 
cussion, but the Senator from Florida has taken broad grounds in 
He seems to forget the fact that over half 
the banks of the United States have a capital of less than $150,000. 
The Comptroller of the Currency says in b 


regard to this matter. 
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half the banks have a capital of $150,000 or less ; and whether these 
small banks have any circulation or not they are obliged to kecp 
$50,000, one-third or one-half or more of their hee on deposit 
with the Treasurer in the form of United States bonds. There is 
not a bank in Florida nor in any of the States to which the Senator 
refers, in my judgment, (or, if so, not more than one or two,) that has. 
a capital of over $150,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is there anything to prevent those banks: 

from increasing their capital? 
_ Mr. BECK. Nothing in the world; still they would not now be 
injured but would be benefited by the proposed amendment. Forten 
years, from 1864 until 1874, under the charters that were granted to 
them, they were required to keep one-third of their capital, with a 
minimum of $30,000, with the Treasurer of the United States in bonds, 
and it worked well for all concerned. The fourth section of the act 
of 1874 was believed to be a mere temporary measure passed at the 
time for the readjustment of banking capital, and was intended to 
operate only for a single purpose and to give relief on a particular 
occasion. The original banking law provided that the banking cur- 
rency authorized to be issued under it should be distributed among 
the States in proportion to wealth and population. While the State 
of Massachusetts had over $60,000,000 of banking capital the State 
of Kentucky had about $7,000,000, although we had a population 
almost equal to Massachusetts and were paying more taxes into the 
Treasury than all New England. When we and the States of the 
West and the South demanded a readjustment so as to have a fair 
share of bank circulation, this section of the act of 1874 was adopted 
as al easy — of allowing the Eastern banks to reduce their circu- 
lation while the redistribution was being made. Instead of its oper- 
ating for that purpose only, which was — and equitable, as was 
intended by all of us, the great banks in New York have been - 
bling ever since under it. The National State Bank of the State of 
Missouri did so, as the Senator from Missouri has just explained, to 
the ruin of all who trusted it. With $2,500,000 of capital it withdrew 
every bond but $50,000, then failed, probably full-handed, and left 
all its depositors and all its stockholders ban’ rupt, unless they were 
otherwise rich. 

The Government of the United States interfered in the interest of 
national banks and taxed the State banks out of existence by a 10 
per cent. tax upon their issues, which made depositors and all people 
who had to deal with banks dependent upon the banks that Congress 
had created. When the First National Bank of New York underteok 
to gamble in its bonds, as stated by the Treasurer, it reduced its cir- 
culation down to $45,000, increased it to $450,000, then again reduced 
it to $50,000, and at one time it had $880,000 outstanding, when it 
never had more than $450,000 of bonds depesited. The Treasurer of 
the United States made a report to Congress, and he came before the 
Committee on Finance and stated that the true intent and meaning 
of the fourth section of the law of 1874, in his opinion, had been vio- 
lated; that it was never intended to have the effect that had been 
given to it by the gambling banks or by the construction that the 
comptroller had allowed the banks to put upon it. Let me read a 
short extract from the statements before tho Committee on Finance 
of the Senate. When the Treasurer, Mr. Gilfillan, was before the com- 
nittee, January 28, 1881, in regard to the refunding bill of the last 
Congress, I made the following statement, and received the reply 
here given: 

Senator Beck. My whole object in questioning the Treasurer is because I am one 
of those who believe that the House acted wisely in re ing the section under 
which these possibilities exist and restoring sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised 
Statutes, which require the banks to deposit their own notes themselves instead of 
requiring us to print new notes, up and down, and keep out double the amount of 
their currency only secured by anything, in violation of law, and also which re- 
quires them to keep bonds to the amount of one-third of the circulation, and to re- 
peal that provision which reduces the bonds down to $50,000, as in the notable case 
of the Bank of Missouri, where it had two millions and a half of capital, and ought 
to have had, and would have had under sections 5159 and 5160, $833,000 of bonds, 
antl yet when it failed it only had $50,000, and its stockholders and its depositors 
and everybody else suffered because of the construction of the act of 1874. I want 
to make these things impossible, and I am questioning the Treasurer to see whether 
or not in his opinion a repeal of that section and the restoration of the other sec- 
tions would not be safer for the depositors, stockholders, and the business of the 
ae generally. Mr. Knox eo a judgment against it, I want to know 
if the Treasurer does not give his opinion in favor of the fifth section. I want to 
ask him the question now, whether 5 thinks section 5, repealing section 4 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, and restoring sections 5159 and 5160, would not be a safe and 
wise provision to make. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. I believe that the re-enactment of sections 5159 and 5160 would 
be for the benefit of the stockholders, and would facilitate refunding the debt. So 
far as the business of the Treasury is concerned, I am in favor of the repeal of the 
fourth section of the act of June 1874, because it causes useless expense to the 
Government and tends to derange the circulation of the country. 

We were then examining him as to the effect of the fifth section of 
the act which was vetoed, being substantially the present amend- 
ment, 

The Treasurer says in his report for the year ended June 30, 1880: 

It is plain that such transactions as these are not within the spirit of the act of 
June 20, 1874. That act authorizes the deposit of legal-tender notes by any na- 
tional bank ‘‘ desiring to withdraw its circulation in whole or in part.” 

But it was intended only for bona fide reduction to enable the banks 
in the Eastern States to get clear of their surplus emery | capital 
promptly, so it could be distributed among the States of the South 
and West having less ‘than their proportion under the provisions of 
the national banking law. 5 s 

Then the Treasurer proceeds to show how they have carried on their 
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banking business, especially in times of excitement, more for the 
profit to be realized ~ gambling in United States bonds than for 
the purpose of carrying on the legitimate business of banking as fiscal 
agents of the Government for the benefit of the pee le. As Ishowed 
the other day, and the fact is known to us all, they are not only 
gambling in bonds, but they are overcertifying checks of favored 
depositors, and they are doing everything to suit themselves regard- 
less of the public welfare. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] who is their friend had to say to us what he knew to be true, 
and we all know it: 

If the banks of New York City or of the United States desire to bring about 
an in the nature of a crisis, a sudden depression, they have the means per- 
fectly in their power at any second of the day or of the year, without resorting to 
.a comparatively cumbersome process like this. 

Again he said : 

These national banks alone have out $95,000,000 of call loans, to say nothing of 
the loans en time. They can secure themselves more easily on call loans than they 
can on time loans, but suppose they desire to bring about a crisis in the market? 
Sw it was their interest to be violent bulls and bears? They need only to 
© , We will say, just $20,000,000 of that $95,000,000 of call loans, and that would 
throw the money market of the whole country into confusion. 

We have to-day a system that a leading advocate of the present 
banking system admits can any day or any second of the day, by a 
combination, create a panic and break up or cause great confusion in 
the business interests of the comniey 

I seek to do all I can to deprive them of this frightful and danger- 
ouspower. I would repeal that section of the act of 1874 under which 
alone the gambling they carry on is possible. I would require those 
banks to have at least one-third of their capital on deposit with the 
Treasurer of the United States to gevtoct depositors, stockholders, and 
business men generally, and make them deposit their own notes in 
the Treasury as they used to do and had to do until the act of 1874 
was passed; when they seek to retire their circulation, when that is 
the case, they could not by combination create a panic, or by a sim- 
ple deposit of legal-tender notes withdraw their bonds and then issue 
new notes and take those new notes and pay off the legal-tenders the 
very day they get them issued, and make the United States pay the 
whole cost of doing the work while they are locking up necessary 
circulation by indirection. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 
Does he think that such radical changes in the existing bank sys- 
tem of the United States are proper to be made on a funding bill? 

Mr. BECK. I would rather make them somewhere else, I admit. 
I am willing to vote for the bill now as amended on the motion of the 
Senator from West Virginia just as it stands. I was not willing to 
vote for the funding bill before the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia was adopted, because I know, on the authority of the 
Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOM,] whom I regard as the best 
authority on such matters on this floor, that we paid off $120,000,000 
in the last ten months, and if we make no change in taxation (and it 
is very probable that we shall not make any, growing out of the con- 
flict of opinion among ourselves and between the two Houses) we 
shall continue to pay at least $12,000,000 a month, so that we can pay 
the whole $550,000,000 by the Ist day of June, 1885, or certainly before 
any one of the bonds proposed to be issued by the original bill could 
be reached. 

I was one of those who believed that when this funding bill came 
before the Senate it would perhaps be postponed until we had agreed 
upon some adjustment of taxation that would relieve the country from 
the payment of $80,000,000 or $90,000,000 of taxes annually, and then 
we could fund the balance after the tax was adjusted on a proper 
revenue basis. For example, if we would reduce internal-revenue 
taxes as we ought and take off 10 per cent. from the tariff duties at 
the end of this fiscal year, and 10 per cent. more at the end of the 
next fiscal year, then, if you please, after having done that, and sim- 
plified the laws and the complex machinery by which we collect it, 
passing laws that honest men can understand, and add to the free list 
a great variety of raw material necessary for manufacture on which 
we could agree upon very rapidly; then if you want a commission to 
adjust details let them go atit. That could be done; and Isupposed 
some sensible thing like that would be done; and then we could easily 
arrange a funding bill after knowing what we were funding ; but the 
law standing as it does now, with $12,000,000 a month coming in as 
surplus, so that we will pay off the whole $550,000,000 in three years 
from the Ist day of next June, it is useless, and worse than useless, to 
part with our power to pay as fast as we have money. If the country 
should remain as prosperous as it is now, and I see no reason why it 
should not, the $550,000,000 will soon be paid. That result cannot 
be avoided; and then perforce, thank God, the high protective tariff 
and taxation to sustain it will have to fall, for the country will not 
allow $150,000,000 surplus a year to be collected in order to put money 

into the pockets of a few protected monopolies. They had better be 
wise in time, and consent to reasonable reduction, or it may come 
more rapidly and suddenly than any of us now propose. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky if it is 
not his opinion that if the tariff were reduced by an average of 10 
per cent. the amount of revenue derived under it would be increased 
instead of decreased ? 

Mr. BECK. Ihave no doubt about that, after it was fairly adjusted. 
The internal revenue would not, of course, keep up. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ifthe amount of revenue were increased our sur- 


plus revenue would be increased annually, and that sustains my prop- 
osition in. this case, which is, that we ought to apply the sinking fund 
and the surplus revenue of the Government to the satisfaction of the 
$550,000,000 of debt at 34 per cent. without undertaking the operation 
of refunding it in any form whatsoever. Whether you reduce the 
tariff or whether you do not, you are going to have a large amount 
of surplus revenue to be appa to the payment of the debt. 

Mr. BECK. But what harm can the bill do in the form in which 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia has now placed it? 

Mr. MORGAN. It does no harm, and yet does no good. 

Mr. BECK. It will do good, because we may not pay it off as soon 
as we now think we shall, and at any rate we shall save interest at 
the rate of a million dollars a year during the time we are paying off 
the first $350,000,000 without parting with any right to pay off the 
other $200,000,000 the moment those not refunded are paid off. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection, but at the same time I am in 
favor of having the debt paid as rapidly as money comes into the 
Treasury which can be applied to the payment instead of leaving it 
there to accumulate and to be squandered on useless expenditures. 

Mr. BECK. That is precisely what the bill as amended on tho 
motion of the Senator from West Virginia does. It allows us to pay 
the debt just.as fast as we have any surplus money, saving a million 
dollars a year upon all we can fund in the mean time, and does not 
part with a single right or delay payment for a single day. 

Mr. MORGAN. DolI understand the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia requires that the surplus revenue shall be applied 
to the extinguishment of this debt ? 

Mr. BECK. Instantly, after the three-and-a-halfs are paid. There 
are $350,000,000 left as they stand now under this proposition. They 
are to be paid first. The momentthat is done, those who take the 
3 percents will be called on to present them for payment, paying 
those last that are subscribed for first, so as to offer an inducement 
to persons to subscribe. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand the argument very well, but I do 
not understand that there is anything in the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia which requires the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to apply either the sinking fund or the surplus revenue toward 
the principal of the debt, and the interest due therefor. 

Mr. BECK. Ido. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a mere inference. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; the general law requires the Secretary of the 
Treasury whenever there are bonds that he can take up and there is 
a surplus in the Treasury to callthemin. That isthe law now; and 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia not only leaves it 
absolutely in his power, but makes it his duty to pay off all redeem- 
able bonds whenever he has a balance of surplus. I have stated it 
correctly. These are the facts as the bill isnow amended, and there- 
fore I favor it. 

Idesire to say here that the Comptroller of the Currency, likeevery 
official who has charge of any great institution—I do not blame him— 
becomes the advocate of the system that he is expected to take charge 
of. Everything that he doesis in the interest of the banks. He will not 
say that anything that they do is wrong, ifhe can help it. The Treas- 
urer of the United States, onthe contrary, occupies the position of ad- 
vocate of the whole people; he isthe custodian of their money. When 
he saw that the money of the people was being taken and used by 
those banks for their own benefit under a strained construction of a 
law, and that they were gambling in bonds, and contracting and 
expanding so as to endanger the stockholders and depositors, and 
were also endangering the stability of currency by locking 1t up 
whenever they liked by depositing greenbacks in the Treasury, 
although the law forbade them to take greenbacks on loan, and tak- 
ing out the bonds whenever they could make money out of them, 
requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to issue to them new notes, 
and often bringing in for redemption those very new notes when they 
were a day old with which to again obtain the greenbacks and thus 
get them out again, constantly keeping up that system at the cost of 
thousands of dollars to the people, he not only made a report but 
he came before the Committee on Finance and said that there would 
be no safety, no security for the currency or business of the country 
as long as the great banks in the city of New York, for that is where 
the great trouble comes in, were carrying on that system, and he in- 
sisted that the provisions of the original banking law should be 
restored. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I know very well the Senator is well in- 
formed on all subjects of this kind, and I want to ask him if under 
any banking system with which he is acquainted, either here or in 
Europe, there are any provisions of law made for the security of de- 
positors beyond those referred to by my friend from Alabama? 

Mr. BECK. I should like to know what that has to do with this 
question. We did give them great security by the banking law of 
1864, by making provisions for the benefit of depositors and stock- 
holders. They held that security under the existing charters for ten 
years, and it was only when Congress sought to redistribute the bank 
currency under the act of 1874, and it was believed to be a temporary 
hardship to enforce these provisions during that process, that that 
sectior was enacted in 1874 to allow the transfer to be made. It was 
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believed then by TOT that the old system would at once be 
restored. Indeed, nobody thought the section in the act of 1874 was 
an absolute repeal of the old law until the banks got the construction 
given that it was. Sections 5159 and 5160 were not repealed by that 
section in so many words, but they were suppos2d by the Attorney- 
General to be inconsistent with the provisions of the act of 1874, and 
then the Treasurer said at once to Congress under that construc- 
tion, “ You have opened a door to the First National Bank of New 
York and the great banks, the Bank of Missouri, and all the gambling 
and failing banks to do wrong to the country, to the business inter- 
ests of all, and to their own stockholders and depositors.” Why 
should we not repeal it? Have you not a right to alter, amend, and 
repeal the charters, and do as we please with these banks, as they 
are our own fiscal agents? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I deny that. 

Mr. BECK. Are they not our fiscal agents? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I cannot subscribe to that. 

Mr. BECK. Whether you do or not, it is the fact. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is not the law. 

Mr. BECK. It is the law, and it is on the faceof the charter. We 
only chartered them, and could only charter them because they were 
to act as our fiscal agents, and when we see that they are carrying on 
their business in such a way as to gamble in our securities and derange 
our currency, have we not a right to restore the old laws under which 
they were chartered and to repeal any obnoxious section of a subse- 
quent law that gave to them special privileges for a time? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask the Senator not to put me in a false 

sition, 

Mr. BECK. I am not doing that, I am asking a question. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What I deny your right to do is to im- 
pose any restrictions upon banks brought into existence since that 
section was repealed, not as to those in existence at the time. 

Mr. BECK. Every one came in under the original banking law. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Not every one of them. 

Mr. BECK. Each one came under that banking charter, not one 
of them came under special charter. They all took the benefit of 
that law asit was. Ishould like to know, according the theory of 
the Senator from Florida, what right we had to deprive stockholders 
and depositors and the country of the benefits of the law of 1864, of 
sections 5159 and 5160, by giving the banks those privileges in 1874 
which deprived all of us of those rights ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will not deny that right. 

Mr. BECK. If we have the right to do the one, we have theright 
to do the other. If wefind we made a blunderin giving them privi- 


leges in 1874 which operated to the detriment of the whole people, 


we have a right to repeal that section and restore the original acts 
under which they came in, which were for the benefit of the whole 
people. I call the attention of the Senator to the debate in 1870 to 
which the Senator from Ohio alluded this morning, when he talked 
about war times. In July, 1870. in a time of profound peace, he de- 
nounced parties on this floor as being the minions of the banks and 
held in subjection by the banks because they would not agree to all 
the so-called coercive sections that we are now seeking to insert in 
this bill when the known evils now exist, and they were not known 
then, The Senator from Michigan, as bold and manly a man as ever 


stood on this floor, a stalwart, dead now, I regret to say—I allude to | 


Mr. Chandler—also took part in that debate; and he said: 

No one denies that Congress has the right to alter, amend, or repeal, if it sees 
fit, the general bankinglaw. Under that proviso, we may say to the national banks, 
‘You must deposit 4 per cent. bonds, and we will issue circulation upon none 
others;” and here permit me to say that I am in favor of making the provision 
absolutely compulsory that no circulating notes shall be issued except upon 4 per 
cent. bonds. The banks receive a valuable franchise—I am talking asa banker, 
for I have been one for a great many years—the banks have a valuable franchise, 
for which they can afford to pay, and for which they should be compelled to pay ; 
and 2 per cent. is not too much to make them pay for that franchise. Hence I am 
in favor of making it compulsory upon all national banks in the United States to 
deposit 4 per cent. bonds, and none others, for the circulating notes; but I do not 
Bro e to go with my friend from Massachusetts and repudiate to compel them to 
o that thing. 

Mr. Sumner made a speech at the same time in which he went as far 
as the Senator from Michigan, and the Senator from Ohio, who is now 
talking about compulsion, did the same thing. Indeed, Mr. Sumner 
went further perhaps than either of them in asserting the power of 
Congress over the banks; and now to say that we cannot repeal a 
section that has worked badly and which has been used for bad pur- 
poses and restore the banking law that existed for ten years before 
that section was passed, which the Treasurer of the United States 
says ought to be repealed, and gives conclusive reasons for saying 
so, and that we cannot restore a law that can hurt nobody and will 
secure everybody who have to deal with banks or are interested in 
them much better than they are now secured, is to my mind absolutely 
erroneous. That is all I care to say. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. [I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky, 
if he would do me the honor to listen a moment—I have listened to 
his observations with great interest—precisely what he thinks ought 
to be done in regard to the future of the currency of, this country ? 
He evidently desires (and to a considerable degree [sympathize with 
him, ) te impose additional burdens or better regulations upon the 
national banks. Their charters, if we call them charters, are about 
to expire within a short time. Now what are we to do, is what I | 
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desire information from the Senator from Kentucky about. Are we 
desirous of continuing the national-bank system, asit is called, under 
proper regulations, or are we to stop them altogether as they expire 
and substitute, or allow the States to substitute, State banks and 
State circulation for the currency the people need? Or are we to 
turn ourselves into a bank, which naturally I should be in favor of, 
because all the directors get the largest amount of discounts, I believe, 
usually, having the Treasury of the United States issue circulatin 
notes for the people? If the Senator from Kentucky would only tell 
me precisely what particular scheme he is for, I should be better 
able to see whether I am able to follow him or not. 

Mr. BECK. _I will answer those questions when they come up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are up now. 

Mr. BECK. When the questions come up as to the reorganization 
of the national banks, I will endeavor to give my views, and I shall 
take care, if I can, that neither the comptroller nor anybody else re- 
organizes the national banks after the expiration of their charters 
until they have paid the United States every dollar in money that 
was issued to them for circulation, which they do not intend to doif 
they can possibly reorganize without it. In my opinion, from $30,- 
000,000 to $35,000,000, out of $300,000,000 or $400,000,000 issued, have 
been lost in the twenty years the banks have been inexistence. All 
that belongs to us; and the advocates of the present national banks 
do not expect to pay it if they can reorganize the banks again with- 
out paying it. I shall expect them to do that when the time for re- 
erganization comes, 

believe the secret of the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and of other high officials of this Government is to withdraw silver 
circulation, to withdraw greenback circulation, and to make us de- 
pendent upon the national banks, so that we shall be obliged to 
reorganize them upon the terms they themselves demand. Perhaps 
the eater from Vermont did not hear what I read, that they have 
ot us now in such shape, as stated by the Senator from Connecticut, 
Per. HAWLEY, ] that the banks of the city of New York or of the 
United States, if they desire to bring about anything in the nature 
of a crisis or a sudden depression of business, have the means per- 
fectly in their power at any second of the day or year to do it; and 
he shows how they can do it; and we all know that unless we cur- 
tail their power by making them now act in a conservative manner, 
and not withdraw their bonds and deposit greenbacks and issue more 
currency, and gamble to suit themselves, and keep no bonds as secur- 
ity for their capital except $50,000 though they may have $5,000,000 
of capita, the condition of things which according to the Senator 
from Connecticut exists now will be made by them worse and worse 
until they will force a recharter upon us on their own terms. There- 
fore I desire them to be brought back to the old conservative rule of 
the national banking system, keeping one-third of their bonds with 
the Treasurer for the security of their capital, both for stockholders 
and depositors, and for the country; and when they want to retire 
their notes let it be done in good faith, not merely taking out bonds 
to gamble on them, and making the United States give them new ones, 
and then use the new ones to get back the greenbacks, repeating this 
day after day, to suit themselves and to put up and to put down prices. 
Beyond that I have no other purpose, except that as long as they are 
our fiscal agents I desire to require them to act absolutely in good 
faith with the public, with the stockholders, with the depositors, and 
with everybody. Ifthe repeal of this section and the restoration of 
the old one, as the Treasurer of the United States says, will tend to 
have that effect, then I shall endeavor to do it. 

I desire to call attention to another thing. We have now official 
letters showing that in the very face of the law there are eight or 
ten national banks in New York who are certifying checks to the 
amount of $90,000,000, $100,000,000 and $120,000,000 a day when they 
have not a dollar in their vaults. I would put every one of those 
men in the penitentiary who did that. So I would endeavor to make 
our fiscal agents as conservative as possible; and wlren the question 
of re-chartering comes up I will consider that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question of re-charter really comes up now ° 
on the motions that have been made, for we are proposing to deal 
with these institutions in a way that will compel them to consider 
and decide the question whether they are to go on by re-charters, or 
whatever, under existing law or not. Therefore, we cannot put it 
off by saying we will do this thing to them now and that thing to-mor- 
row, and so on, without deciding or without enabling them to decide 
whether the present system is to exist or whether it is not. 

Iam very sorry that my distinguished friend from Kentucky has 
not told us (as I have no doubt as a member of the Committee on 
Finance he has thought about it) what the scheme of the Finance 
Committee or of my friend from Kentucky is for the future; for the 
future of this question is at our doors substantially now ; it is liter- 
ally here on the proposals that are made; because it is obvious that 
no new bank can go on and do business in competition with the ex- 
isting banks under the provisions of this law on anything like equal 
terms. Thatis plain enough; I take it nobody can deny that. Now, 
what are we going todo? We may just as well face the question. 
We must go on with this bill simple and pure, as the committee re- 
ported it, and dispose of the question of borrowing money for the 
benefit of the United States itself, or else we must face the question 
that these amendments have brought forward, as to what is to be 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


the policy of the law-making power of the United States in regard 
to the fature of the currency of this country. I donot think we can 
blink the question on the amendments that have been brought for- 
ward. I do not think, it is true, that they have much to do with the 
intrinsic merit of the bill itself; itis reaching out into another sphere 
of observation and consideration that it is not essential we should 
do at this present moment. If we are willing to refund the redeem- 
able debt of the United States to the extent that the bill goes at 3 

r cent. interest, let us say so and do it; and if we do not want to 

ve that redeemable until something else is to be redeemed, very 
well, that is all right; but the moment you draw in the question 
what is to be done with these bonds by the national banks you do 
raise the question, which we are bound as representatives of the peo- 
ple to face if you raise it, and decide it upon a wide and far-reaching 
policy, as to what the future is to be; and we ought to have some 
frank talk about that business if these amendments are to go on to 
be considered. 

Whatarewetodo? There are four things, and I cannot think of any 
more. We are to go on as we are with the system of national-bank 
notes, with all their good qualities and all their bad ones, although 
nobody has found a bad quality in the notes, I believe, but what are 
said to be the bad qualities in the banks themselves. That is one. 
We are to abolish it altogether and go back to the State-bank system 
that existed before the war. Thatistwo. We are to provide a na- 
tional currency issued by the Treasury. That is three. We are to 
provide that there shall be no paper money at all, and that we shall 
stand like Thomas H. Benton, onthe doctrine of gold and silver and 
nothing else; and that will make up the fourth. Somewhere within 
those boundaries the public administration of the laws of this coun- 
try, as it regards the financial welfare of this people, (and that is 
the financial welfare of the day laborer just as much as it is of the 
capitalist, ) is to be conducted. 

Why do not gentlemen who have been discussing the questions and 
preparing these amendments tell us what is the scheme into which 
these amendments are to goas forming apart? Whatisthe ultimate 
purpose that is to be reached by these amendments? Are you to pre- 
vent the formation of all new banks, whether formed out of old 
ones or formed entirely new? If so, let us say so, and say that we are 
treating them now as we did the State banks fifteen years ago, by 
imposing a tax that they could not possibly pay upon their circula- 
tion in order to drive them out of existence. Let us say so if that 
is it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not out of existence but out of circulation. 
are still doing a profitable business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some of them are, but not one in the State of 
Vermont, which had I suppose twenty-five or thirty, perhaps forty. 
When the act passed that taxed their circulation out of existence as 
my friend from Connecticut says, it taxed them out of existence, 
because they were the banks whose stockholders were people of 
small means, farmers, widows, small trust funds of the estates of 
dead people who had made wills to provide for their children, the 
average aggregate of whose estates would not amount to $5,000. 
They had no great deposits and they depended, therefore, upon the 
5 or 6 per cent. that was to come back to them as dividends upon the 
circulation of the bank. Every one of the State banks in Vermont 
was driven out of existence by the provision of that law. Very 
likely the national bank is better than a State bank (I am notspeak- 
ing about that at this moment,) but I say if we are, in this bill, to 
deal with the national banks of the United States at all we ought 
to deal with them for a fixed system, and a purpose and a policy 
that we are not afraid to state to the people of the United States, 
so that they may conform themselves to it and know what we intend 
to do. 

It would be far better, I agree, to keep out of this bill everything 
but precisely what the bill itself professes, and that is the question 
for our decision, whether we will borrow money at 3 per cent. for 
a limited or unlimited period of time in order to dispose of obligations 
that are already redeemable. Keeping to that, it is simple enough. 
Going out of that into the national-bank question, I think we owe it 
to every one of our constituents over the whole: of this continent to 
let them understand what the policy of Congress is, whether it is to 
continue a national currency with national banks in some form and 
under some conditions, or whether it is going to abolish them alto- 
gether and leave the States to carry on the currency part of the busi- 
ness of this country, as they did before, or whether it is going to turn 
Congress into a national bank and have us all the directors of it, and 
increase or diminish the issues according to the wants of our con- 
stituents. 

Mr. BECK. I desire again to say to the Senator from Vermont 
that I am prepared to vote for the bill as now amended by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia, regardless of any other 
features in it; but the Senator from Missouri proposed amendments 
that I thought were putting proper guards upon the national banks, 
that were precisely what both Houses of Congress voted for last 
March, and what would have been the law to-day and, in my opinion, 
in successful operation (although I differ in that opinion from the 
Senator from Ohio) but for the action of these national banks, which 
in thirteen days withdrew, under the operations of the fourth section 
of the act of 1874, $18,500,000 of their currency and created a panic, 
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under which the President gave way and vetoed the bill we had 
assed. 
7 The proposition comes now to put a limitation upon their rightto 
withdraw their currency and deprive them of the power of thus con- 
tracting the currency as they please, and the proposition goes further 
and says that they shall, as they did from 1864 until 1874, and as we 
believed they would continue to do after the tempo purpose of 
the act of 1874 had passed away, keep one-third of their capital in 
bonds with the Treasurer so as to secure their stockholders, their 
depositors, and the people whom we had oe to trust them, 
because, as the Senator from Vermont very well said, the State banks 
enerally went out of existence. The farmers had nobody else to 
Sepedts with, and as we had taxed the State banks out of existence, 
as we had compelled the farmers and the plain people of the country 
to make deposits with these national banks, and as we had by the 
banking law required the national banks to keep one-third of their 
capital in bonds to protect those depositors and stockholders, and 
when they took advantage of the temporary act of 1874 in the read- 
justment of circulation although they had $5,000,000 of capital they 
were only required to keep $50,000 in the Treasury, and we saw how 
badly it worked and how many people were swindled by it, and the 
proposition is made to restore them to that conservative position. 
I shall vote for it. 

Isay this, and I do not a to blink anything—that is the word, 
I believe—or any issue that may come up hereafter ; but there is now 
a proposition pending before the Committee on Finance, introduced 
by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] its chairman, looking 
to the reorganization of the national banks. That will be discussed 
in committee. I shall have the benefit of his judgment, of the judg- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] of the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD, ] of the Senator from ndiana, [Mr. Voor- 
HEES, ] and others, and there will be time enough when that bill is 
reported back to talk about what shall be the future policy with re- 
gard to the national banks. The placing of a conservative restriction 
upon those now in existence for the time they do exist neither neces- 
sarily, naturally, nor properly, requires me to discuss or to indicate 
in advance of the action of the committeee of which I am a member 
what policy I think ought to be pursued in regard to the recharter- 
ing of the banks hereafter. I can afford to wait until the committee 
of which I am a member acts, and consult with them without hav- 
ing expressed any opinion beforehand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. It is now nearly four o’clock. I understand that 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] desires to address the 
Senate on this question, and I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the understanding that the Senator from 
Connecticut will have the floor, I desire to submit a statement. 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENF pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
HAWLEY] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from 
Ohio? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I desire,with the leave of the Senator from 
Connecticut, to submit a statement of some figures which I promised 
this morning to procure, in order to show the immediate effect of 
operation of the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. I said 
this morning that I would ask the Comptroller of the Currency to tell 
me how many banks in the United States would be affected by it and 
to what extent money would be drawn from commercial uses and 
invested in United States bonds. I have now the names of all the 
banks. Ido not think it would be exactly fair to publish the paper 
as I have it, but I will give the general result. 

There are thirteen banks in the city of New York which have no 
circulation practically now. There are eight banks that have no 
circulation at all, and five that have an aggregate circulation of only 
$212,600. The amount of the capital stock of the national banks in 
New York is $15,550,000. Under the existing law, which authorizes 
them to deposit $50,000 of bonds in the absence of circulation, they 
have only $700,000 of bonds deposited. Therefore the first effect of 
this provision in New York would require the withdrawal of about 
five million dollars of money from commercial purposes to be invested 
in bonds of the United States under the terms of this proposed act. 
There are two such banks in Philadelphia with a capital of $650,000 
and a circulation of but $90,000. There is one in Pittsburgh, one in 
Saint Louis, and there are five in Chicago. In Chicago there are 
banks having a capital of $2,250,000 with only $205,000 of circulation. 
They would be compelled to deposit $700,000 or $800,000 of bonds, which 
would be necessarily withdrawn from their loans and discounts. 
Therefore the immediate effect of the operation of this amendment 
would be to withdraw from commercial purposes about six million 
dollars or seven million dollars in order to be invested in United 
States bonds. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
eleven minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 














HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDAY, January 30, 1882. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE UPON RAILROADS. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent to present for reference to 
the Committee on Commerce a petition of citizens of California, ask- 
ing Congress to pass laws regulating interstate commerce upon rail- 
roads. I also ask that the body of the petition, without the names, 
be printed in the REcorp. : 

here being no objection, the petition was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RecorD. It is as 
follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


This petition of the undersigned citizens of the United States respectfully show- 


eth: 

That the railways of our country are public highways, built for the public benefit, 
and all the people have an equal right to use them on equal, just, and reasonable 
terms, without extortion and without discrimination. 

Yet so it is that these indispensable thoroughfares of trade and commerce have 
fallen under the control of individuals and corporations who do not faithfully exe- 
cute the trust committed to them. Instead of running the railroads in the public 
service. as they are bound to do, they habitually disregard all interests sr their 
own. Through combinations and consolidations, the railroads of the United States 
have become such a monopoly as was never contemplated when charters were 

ted; beneficent inventions which ought to inure to the public benefit are largely 
monopolized, and, through construction companies and other devices by which a 
fictitious basis of cost is established, the public are everywhere enormously over- 
charged for the construction and use of steam highways. Through excessivecharges 
and unjust discriminations enormous wealth has been suddenly accumulated by 
those who control these highways, while the farmer, the manufacturer, the miner, 
and the merchant have been deprived of their fair profits, and labor has been robbed 
of its just reward. ee ; 

Besides the mere business aspect of this subject there is another and most alarm- 
ing one, to which we would invite the notice of your honorable bodies. Themethods 
adopted by the monopolists to obtain and enlarge their power have a tendency to 
corrupt public morals, to pervert legislation, to poison the stream of justice at its 
fountain and all along its course. 

We look to Congress for a remedy. We pray that you will exercise the power 
conferred by the Constitution ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the States” by enacting a Federal statute which will compel railroad corpo- 
rations and their agents, and all common carriers upon them, to perform their duty 
to the public of furnishing all reasonable facilities for travel and transportation, 
for a certain prescribed, reasonable, and just tax or toll, to be charged against all 
alike, according to the use they make of the roads—to forbid, under adequate pen- 
alty, the extortions and discriminations now practiced, and thus compel these cor- 
porations to occupy their legitimate eer as public servants performing a useful 
and necessary service for a reasonable and fixed compensation. And your peti- 
tioners will ever pray, &c. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I rise to a personal explanation, 
and ask that the article I have marked in the New York Daily Tri- 
bune of January 27 be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I propose only to occupy two or 
three minutes. : 

The SPEAKER. Is it a question of personal privilege or a matter 
of personal explanation to which the gentleman rises? A question 
of personal privilege would be in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I only ask the usual privilege that 
is granted to everybody. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON seems to look upon himself as the Representative in 
Congress of an imaginary Irish republic. All his talk is about Ireland and Irish 
ievances. Perhaps it would be well for his constituents to remind him now and 
then that he is the member for the Second district of the State of New York, said 
district embracing eight wards of the city of Brooklyn. It may be urged in ex- 
cuse of Mr. Roprnson’s forgetfulness of his proper oe that he was born in 
County Tyrone, _— the green sod; but no such plea can be made in extenuation 
of the, conduct of his colleague, (Mr. Cox,] who yesterday said Gladstone was out- 
side the pale of civilization, and compared him to Kin mba. Mr. Cox’s native 
ieee iz Zanesville, Ohio, but he is as great a Hibernian orator as Mr. ROBINSON 
imselt. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I ask also that another short para- 
graph which I send to the desk be read. 

Mr. BROWNE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE. 
has been read that makes a question of personal privilege requiring 
an explanation from the gentleman from New York, in my opinion. 
I make that point. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The Clerk has not finished reading. 
_ Mr. BROWNE. If the gentleman from New York is to be indulged 
in this, then he and other gentlemen can ask to be indulged in the 
same way every day. IfI am to rise to a question of personal priv- 
ilege every time a newspaper attack is made upon me I might have 
a question of personal privilege every day. ~ 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I ask that the reading be finished. 
I know my friend from Indiana will not object. I propose only to 
occupy a minute or two. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to hold that unless a mem- 
her is criticised in his representative or official capacity in such way 
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as to affect his standing asa Representative, comments by newspapers 
on matters that cannot be brought before the House for its action 
are not questions of personal privilege. Buatthe Chair has t dif- 
ficulty in discriminating, and while very much inclined to hold toa 
strict rule against these questions of privilege, it is always very dif- 
ficult for the Chair to determine where to drawtheline. If the House 
would in some way prescribe an exact rule the Chair would be glad 
to observe it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The Clerk has not finished reading. 

The SPEAKER. As the gentleman from Minnesota suggests, the 
Clerk has not finished reading all that was requested. Perhaps the 
further reading will disclose a question of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SINGULARLY FUNNY. 


The funny man of the New York Times finds rare food for mirth in the address 
of Hon. W. E. Rostnson, which he ridicules in the following fashion : 

‘There are now in prison in Ireland, for riotous or treasonable conduct, certain 
Irishmen who claim to be American citizens. Mr. ROBINSON believes that it is our 
duty as a nation to instantly secure the release of the prisoners. Holding thata 
certificate of American sitemelie is a license to commit all varieties of ccime on 
British soil, Mr. Roprnson demands that we should sustain the alleged Irish-Amer- 
ican prisoners in practicing in accordance with their licenses.” 

It is a pity that the funny man has not got this matter exactly straight, for 
he loses the point of the joke. These men ‘who claim to be American citizens” 
have not been imprisoned for treasonable practices, but simply because some thick- 
witted Tory magistrates, authorized by emergency legislation to imprison suspi- 
cious characters and hold them in jail without trial, could imagine no more suspi- 
cious circumstance than the fact of American citizenship, and proceeded to lock up 
everybody who wore American clothes or talked like an American. This is the 
only crime alleged against many of these ‘‘ suspects,” and although they will never 
be brought to trial on such a charge, they can held in jail_as long as the magis- 
trates please without a trial—unless the United States should insist that American 
citizenship is not per se a crime. Of course all this is awfully funny to the New 
York Times, but itis a poor joke to the poor suspects. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will only 
occupy two or three minutes and will say nothing that can possibly 
give offense to any member of this House. The extract last read is 
trom the Republican paper of my city, the Brooklyn Daily Times. 

Mr. BROWNE. Was the Chair ruled on the question of order I pre- 
sented ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not definitely ruled on it. 
the gentleman from Indiana insist on a ruling? 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes,sir. Ithink the paragraph last read is compli- 
mentary to the gentleman from New York, and in my judgment he 
has not the right under the plea of a question of privilege to get 
compliments passed on him by newspapers put into the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the paragraphs 
read do not show that the gentleman from New York is entitled to 
be heard on a question of privilege, and sustains the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. What is that point of order? 

gs SPEAKER. That thisis not a question of privilege under the 
rule, 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Does the gentleman from Indiana 
insist that I shall not be permitted to make a personal explanation ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana made the point of 
order which the Chair sustains. ‘The gentleman from New York now 
asks unanimons consent to make a personal statement. Is there 
objection? ; 

Mr. KASSON. For how much time? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I wish only to oceupy three or four 
minutes. Unfortunately I have not heard all that has been said. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is exceedingly unpleasant to object when a 
erga rises to make what he considers a personal explanation ; 

ut we must have rules for the government of the proceedings of this 
body, and we must adhere to them. 

Certainly, if we undertake now to indulge in the practice of per- 
mitting gentlemen to rise in their places day after day and reply to 
newspaper articles or to letters of correspondents criticising their 
course here upon the floor, we shall do no other work this.session. It 
is very difficult, I know, to lay down a precise rule as to what con- 
stitutes a question of privilege, and what doesnot. Certainly a mere 
commentary upon the opinions expressed by a gentleman upon this 
floor, or upon a vote which he may give here, cannot possibly come 
within the rule, and authorize him to raise a question of privilege. 

A threat of personal violence to a gentleman en account of any- 
thing he may do or say here, a charge against him impeaching his 
integrity as a member of this House, accusing him of corruption, and 
charges of that character, of course come within the rule. But are 
gentlemen to rise here day after day and carry on controversies with 
the newspapers throughout the country? If they are to be indulged 
in that, then we had just as well abolish our rules and allow every 
gentleman to take the floor whenever he chooses and say what he 
pleases in reply to anybody and everybody, whether they are worthy 
of his notice or not. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
utes. 

The SPEAKER. 
no discretion. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
tion. 


Does. 


I ask for only three or four min- 
Objection is made, and of course the Chair has 


I will not fight against an objec- 












































CONGRESSIONAL 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to report a bill before the 
regular order is proceeded with. 

r. JOYCE. LI insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference 
to their appropriate committees. Under this call resolutions and 
memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures are in order for refer- 
ence and printing; also resolutions calling for Executive information, 
‘to be referred to their appropriate committees. 


WARRIOR AND TENNESSEE RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3551) to grant the 
right of way over the public lands in Alabama and to grant lands to 
said State in aid of the Warrior and Tennessee River Railroad, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second fime, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDERSON D. MERCHANT. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3552) to remove 
the legal and political disabilities of Anderson D. Merchant, now of 
New York, but formerly of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
itime, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
»printed. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3553) to repeal the act 
~of March, 1879, providing for publication in newspapers of notice 
before making final proof in homestead entries; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
-and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS IN BALDWIN COUNTY, ALABAMA. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3554) to authorize 
the sale of certain reserved lands in Baldwin County, Alabama; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXES AND CUSTOMS DUES ILLEGALLY COLLECTED. 

Mr. HERBERT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3555) 
to amend and re-enact section 3220 of the Revised Statutes of the 

‘United States so as to provide for the payment of judgments obtained 
‘under it as judgments of the Court of Claims are now paid; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 
SUITS ON CONTRACTS. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3556) to require the circuit 
courts and the Supreme Court of the United States to decide all cases 
predicated upon contracts or the breach thereof coming within their 
respective jurisdictions according to the law of the State or place 
where the contract was made or to be performed ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT C. CHANEY. 
Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3557) for the relief of Robert 
€. Chaney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LIMITATION OF PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3558) to 
amend section 2298 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of cer- 
tain pre-emption and homestead settlers in California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

UNLAWFUL OCCUPATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3560) to prevent the 
unlawful occupation of the public lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROSE A. BRAENDLE. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3561) granting a 
pension to Rose A. Braendle; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEAM-PLOW MACHINERY. 

Mr. PACHECO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3562) to admit 
free of duty steam-plow machinery adapted to the cultivation of the 
soil; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


RATIFICATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS, 
Mr. BERRY introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 116) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States in relation to the ratification 


of amendments to the same; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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REGULATION OF RAILROAD FARES. 
Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3563) to regulate rail- 
road fares; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


OFFICE OF PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 117) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States in relation to the office 
of President ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on Law respecting Election of President and Vice- 
President, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3564) to prevent the 
unlawful occupation of the public lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JUDSON BAYNE. 


Mr. BELFORD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3565) to 
readjust the pension of Judson Bayne; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WEED & CO. 

Mr. BELFORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3566) 
for the relief of Weed & Co. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY H. CRANE. 


Mr. BELFORD (by neu also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3567) 
for the relief of Henry H. Crane; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DEWITT C. RUSCOE. 
Mr. MILES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3568) to rerate the pension 
of Dewitt C. Ruscoe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE BALL. 


Mr. MILES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3569) to rerate the 
pension of George Ball; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

‘ AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3570) to correct an error 
in section 2504 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

BEACON-LIGHT, SAYBROOK BAR, CONNECTICUT. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3571) making an appro- 
riation for the erection of a beacon-light on one of the jetty walls at 
aybrook Bar, in the State of Connecticut; which was read a first 

and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3572) to amend sec- 
tion 4742 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
Revolutionary pensions, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY H. ALLING. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3573) granting ar- 
rears of pension to Mary H. Alling; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3574) making an 
apportionment of Representatives in Congress among the several 
States under the tenth census; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Census, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA POLICE FORCE. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3575) to increase 
the police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REISSUES OF PATENTS. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3576) to so amend 
section 4895 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as to author- 
ize assignees of patents in certain cases to apply for and obtain reissues 
ofthe original patents; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, LEWES, DELAWARE. 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3577) to establish a marine 
hospital at or near Lewes, Delaware ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, KEY WEST, FLORIDA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Florida, asking an appropriation for clearing out and deep- 
ening the northwest channel leading to the port of Key West, Florida ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANCILLA AND WACISSA RIVERS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Florida, asking for an appropriation by Congress to clear out 
and make navigable the Ancilla and Wacissa Rivers, in that State; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

HENRY GEE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3578) for 
the relief of Henry Gee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JONATHAN ABEL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3579) for the relief of 
Jonathan Abel, George Buroughs, O. B. Dickinson, Anthony C. Hes- 
ing, Henry B. Miller, H. J. Pahlman, Simon Powell, and D, G. Rush; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF MOIETIES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3580) to amend 
section 23 of an act approved June 22, 1874, entitled “An act to amend 
the customs-revenue laws, aad to repeal moieties ;” which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE M. MITCHELL, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (by request,) also introduced a bill (H. R. 

No. 3581) granting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie M. Mitchell; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CORNELIUS FITZGERALD. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, introduced a hill (H. R. No. 3582) to rein- 
state Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM RANDALL, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. I. No. 3583) 
for the relief of William Randall; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BASIL M. MITCHELL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced # bill (H. R. No. 
3584) for the relief of Basil M. Mitchell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH JANE BENTON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3585) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Benton; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ CEMETERY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3586) making an appro- 
priation to construct a road and approaches from Mound City, Illi- 
nois, to the National Military Cemetery, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


r MOLLIE B. WALDO. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3587) for the relief 
of Mollie B. Waldo; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MORGAN. 

Mr. LEWIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3588) to re- 
rate the pension of James Morgan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ZELL & FRANCIS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LEWIS also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3589) for 
the relief of Zell & Francis and others; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILEY E. CARMON. 
Mr. PIERCE introduced a Se R. No. 3590) for the relief of 


Wiley E. Carmon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD M. RUCKER. 


Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3591) for the relief 
of Richard M. Rucker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD M. RUCKER. 

Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3592) for the relief 
of Richard M. Rucker; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. Thistakesan appropriation out of the Treasury, 
and will go to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ought it not to go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and have not such cases been referred to that committee: 
heretofore ? _ 

The SPEAKER. The question has been raised and decided by the- 
House that where the purpose of the bill is to correct a record merely, 
and not make an appropriation for the purpose of paying for services 
claimed to have been rendered, the bill should go to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; but where it is for the purpose of making appro- 
priation to pay for such services, then the bill should be referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. CALKINS. Where aclaim is for difference of pay as between, 
for instance, the rank of sergeant and lieutenant, then it is a correc- 
tion of the record, and therefore the correction for the record carries 
with it the difference of pay, of course. 

The SPEAKER. This is simply a war claim, under the decision of 
the House. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEWIS J. TROSPER. 

Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3593) for the relief 
of Lewis J. Trosper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. DE MOTTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3594) amending section 
3903 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TARVIN C. GROOMS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3595) for the relief of 
Tarvin C. Grooms; which wsa read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. BOSWELL. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3596) for the relief 
of Thomas H. Boswell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NATHAN WYATT. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3597) granting a pen- 
sion to Nathan Wyatt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM P. PATRICK. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3598) for the relief of 
William P. Patrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID T. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3599) granting m 
pension to David T. Stephenson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. a 

REV. WILLIAM MARTIN. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3600) for the 
relief of Rev. William Martin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA A, JONES. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3601) for the relief of 
Martha A. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES P. ORR. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3602) for the relief 
of James P. Orr ; which was read a first and second time, referred to. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EZRA BULLARD. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3603) for the relief 
of Ezra Bullard ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN R. W. TRUAX. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3604) for the relief of 
Edwin R. W. Truax; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

VIOLET CALLOWAY. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3605) granting a pension 
to Violet Calloway ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GRANTING PUBLIC LANDS TO RAILROAD COMPANIES, ETC. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3606) repealing all laws. 
granting public lands to certain railroad companies and to certain. 
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States for the benefit of said railroad companies, and declaring the 
right and interest of said railroad companies and States in said Iands 
forfeited; and also declaring said lands to be a part of the public 
domain, subject to sale as other public lands at a price to be fixed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and providing that the net proceeds 
of said sales shall be distributed among the several States and the 
District of Columbia in proportion to the number of children in 
each over the age of six and under the age of twenty-one years, 
when so distributed to become a permanent school-fund, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and secnod time. 

Mr. COBB. I ask its reference to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair this bill should be 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. A similar question 
is now pending before the House. 

Mr. COBB. Thisisin connection exclusively with the public lands 
of the United States, and properly belongs to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Whena bill proposes legislation to take from the 
public lands for any purpose or to part in any way with the title to 
public lands, it belongs of course to that committee. But when, as 
in this case, it is a question of receding to the Government lands 
either conditionally or otherwise donated to a railroad corporation, it 
is doubtful if under the rule such a billshould not be referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. COBB. That bill, Mr. Speaker, does not change the title at 
all, but simply takes control of certain public lands which are a part 
of the public domain. I desire, therefore, that the bill shall be re- 
ferred to the committee having jurisdiction and control of the sub- 
ject—that is, the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that in cases where Indian 
reservations are involved, or military reservations, the practice has 
been to refer the bill to one or the other of the committees—namely, 
Indian Afiairs or Military Affairs—supposing them to be competent 
to determine the question of retrocession to the Government, and in 
analogy to that practice the Chair is inclined to hold that sucha bill 
as this should go, as the Chair has already intimated, to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads. The Chair also understands that the bill 
submitted by the gentleman contains various provisions relating to 
the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. COBB. With all due deference, the Chair is mistaken. The 

at body of these lands referred to in that bill has no connection 
with the Pacific railroads at all, although I admit that a portion of 
it has such connection. But that bill is as clearly within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on the Public Lands as any bill that can 
be introduced. A question incidentally arises in regard to Pacific 
railroads, but the main provisions of the bill-are in regard to public 
lands, the public domain, and it does not belong to railways at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to hold that the bill should 
be referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. PouND rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to ask whether the bill relates to lands for- 
merly granted to Pacific railroads or lands granted to other railroads? 

Mr. COBB. Iwill answer the gentleman’s question. Some of the 
lands provided for were granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad. 
But, as I have stated, the larger proportion of the lands provided for 
in the bill were granted to other companies, not Pacific railroads. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. Does the bill include the entire grant to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Then I claim the bill should go to the Committee 
on Pacitic Railroads. 

Mr. COBB. To get this question properly before the House, as the 
question has been raised by the Speaker and not by any member of 
the House, I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana suggests that the 
question is raised by the Speaker. The Speaker is charged under 
the rule with determining, in the absence of an order of the House, 
where a bill should go, and necessarily always raises the question 
on every bill that comes before the House. The Chair will have read 
the rule relating to the two committees. The Chair has not yet de- 
cided absolutely, and the gentleman’s motion will be in order if it 
becomes necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the preced- 
ing rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— ; R 

To the lands of the United States: to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

To the railroads and ae lines between the Mississippi River and the 
Pacific coast: to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

To the railways and canals other than Pacific railroads: to the Committee on 
Railways and C + 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that under the rule 
the bill should go to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, as it seems 
that the greater portion of the lands sought to be declared forfeited 
belong 40 Pacific railroads. The Chair, however, will entertain the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana, which is to refer the bill to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. NEAL and Mr. RANDALL called for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HISCOCK.- What question is now before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana so as to refer the bill to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Indiana contains many subjects. But in order 
that the question may be disposed of the Chair has held that the bill 
should be referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana moves the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. The gentleman from California now moves to 
amend the motion of the gentleman from Indiana by referring the 
bill to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to be heard on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to state that in my judgment 
this bill involves very important legal questions. It ought to be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state again the question is not 
debatable. 

Mr. CAMP. I move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from California so that the bill shall be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. That is my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia moves to amend that motion so as to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
TOWNSEND] moves to amend the amendment so as to refer it to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. My point of order is that the motion of the gentleman 
from California is out of order. It is to amend an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. PaGE] 
moves to amend an original motion made by the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. Is not my motion in the nature of an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The Chair decided the bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. Then these other motions are made for 
other references, and I hope they will all be voted down. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Now for my own information, 
and the information of other members of the House, I ask that the 
bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has just been read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Iam aware of that; but no 
attention was paad to the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the question before the bill was 
read, and stated his decision on the question of reference; and then 
at _ request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] the bill was 
read. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 1 withdraw my demand for 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Therules of the House prescribe how bills 
shall be referred. They direct that all bills—— 

Mr. CAMP. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] is not in order in debating the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio rises to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. The Chair willstate that the question of refer- 
ence is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I had not stated it was and was not pro- 
ceeding to debate the question. I was proceeding to propound a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I wasabout to say the rule prescribes that bills 
shall be referred with reference to the subject-matter of each bill. 
It directs that bills respecting certain matters should be referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, others to Public Lands, &c.—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Irise to a question of order. The Chair has 
decided that the question is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the gentleman will possess his soul in 
patience for a moment he will find I am not proposing to debate 
the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will state his inquiry. 

Mr. BELFORD. I object to a debate on this question under cover 
of a parliamentary inquiry addressed to the Chair. If debate could 
be allowed we on the Public Lands Committee would desire to be 
heard, but the Chair has ruled the question is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BELFORD. Can the ruling of the Chair be avoided by pro- 
pounding a parliamentary inquiry ? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If gentlemen will wait but half a mo- 
ment they will see that I am in order. A motion now having been 
made to refer this bill to another committee than the one indicated 
by the rule, which motion involves a suspension of the rules, doesit 
not require a two-thirds vote? 
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The SPEAKER. It does not. The Chair holds that the motion 
does not involve a suspension of the rules, but is only for the purpose 
of taking the opinion of the House on the question of where under 
the rules the bill should be referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. For the enlightenment of the House I would ask 
the Chair to state the grounds upon which, if I understood him cor- 
rectly, he held that this bill should go to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. The bill has reference to but one or two Pacific 
railroads. 

Mr. CALKINS. I object. That is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The Chair cannot debate this matter more than 
a member. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] desires the Chair to state the grounds of his decision. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I made the request in perfect good faith. 

The SPEAKER. This bill relates to several subjects differing in 
character. 

Mr. RANDALL. To railroads? 

TheSPEAKER. Allrelating to railroads and the forfeiture of rail- 
road lands. As the Chair was informed at the time it announced its 
decision in relation to the proper committee to which this bill should 
be referred, it was of opinion that the chief object of the bill was 
to provide for the forfeiture of railroad lands belonging to several 
Pacific railroads. Upon hearing the bill read, however, the Chair 
finds that it relates to various matters, and the question is one which 
the Chair cannot definitely decide under the rule, except that the 
bill must go to some committee to which at least some portion of the 
bill relates. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I understand that the Chair, upon further 
information, does not want the House to view what he has said in the 
light of a decision on his part, for there is an overshadowing purpose 
in the bill which would seem to properly send it to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, as providing a fund for education. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no pride of opinion. It is for the 
House to determine this question. The Chair only indicates in the 
first instance what should be the reference, in order that the House 
may reach a decision. 

Mr. POUND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. eee 
has partially anticipated the parliamentary inquiry which I desirec 
to make. I desire to ask the Chair whether any bill analogous to 
this has ever been referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 
er if there has been a precedent which would lead to the conclusion 
which the Speaker has already announced? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not remember any precedent. 
The Chair does recollect that a measure of a similar character was 
introduced before the House some time since, and as the Chair be- 
lieves is still pending as unfinished business, having been introduced 
by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. RoBEson.] The question 
before the House at this time is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. TOWNSEND] to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. PAGE] to the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Cosps.] The amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. TOWNSEND] is to refer this bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be committed with the in- 
structions that I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that such a motion 
is not in order. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that they be read for information. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Is a motion to instruct in order on a motion to 
refer a bill upon its introduction? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of 
Ohio, and upon a division there were—ayes 74, noes 58. 

Before the result of this vote was anounced, 

Mr. POUND called for tellers. 

Mr. CAMP. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mer. COBB. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 38 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOYCE. Let the bill be again read. 

Many MEMBERS. No! No! 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ] that this bill be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 58, not 
voting 73; as follows: 


Y EAS—161. 
Aldrich, Buck, Chace, Deering, 
Anderson, Buckner, Chalmers, De Motte, 
Armtield Burrows, Julius C. Clements, Deuster, 
Bayne, Burrows, Jos. H. Cornell, Dezendorf, 
Beach, Cabell, Crapo, Dingley, 

’ Camp, Culberson, Dwight, 
Bowman, Candler, Cullen, Ermentrout, 
Brewer, Cannon, Davidson, Errett, 
Browne, Carlisle, Davis, George R. Evins, 
Bromm, Cassidy, Davis, Lowndes H. Farwell, Sewell S. 
Buchanan, Caswell, Dawes, Finley, 


Fisher, 

Flower, 

Ford, 

Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Geddes, 

Gibson, 

Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, John 
Hammond, N. J. 
Harris, Benj. W. 
Harris, Henry S. 
Haseltine, 
Haskell, 

Hatch, 

Hawk, 

Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Herbert, 
Herndon, 


Hewitt, Abram 8S. 


Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 

Hiscock, 
Houk, 
Hubbell, 
Humphrey, 
Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 


Atkins, 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Black, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Calkins, 
Carpenter, 
Clark, 
Cobb, 
Colerick, 
Cook, 


Aiken, 
Allen, 
Atherton, 
Barbour, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bragg, 
Briggs, 
Campbell, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Converse, 
Cox, William R. 
Covington, 
Crowley, 
Curtin, 


Kasson, Pierce, 

Kelley, Pettibone, 

Ketcham, Prescott, 

Klotz, Randall, 

Lacey, Ranney, 

Latham Rea; ; 

Lewis, i 

Lindsey, Rice, John B. 

Lord, Rice, William W. 

Manning Rich, 

M 4 Ritchie, 

Martin, Robertson, 

McCook Robinson, Geo. D. 

McLane, Robinson, James 8S. 

Miles, Rosecrans, 

Miller. Russell, 

Mills, Ryan, 

Moore Scales, 

Morey, Scranton, 

Morse Shackelford, 

Mosgrove, Shelley, 

Moulton, Shultz, 

Muldrow Singleton, Jas. W. 

Neal, Skinner, 

Oates Smith, A. Herr 

Orth, Smith, Dietrich C. 

Parker Smith, J. Hyatt 

Paul, Spaulding, 

Payson Speer, 

Peelle Spooner 
NAYS—S58. 

Cox, Samuel 8. Hepburn, 

Cravens, Holman, 

Darrell, Hutchins, 

Dibble, Jones, James K. 

Dibrell, Ladd, 

Dowd, Leedom, 


Dugrow, 
Dunn, 
Dunnell, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Gunter, 
Hardenbergh, 
Harmer, 
Hazelton, 


Matson, 
McKenzie, 
Money, 

Mutchler, 

Page, 

Phister, 

Pound, 

Rice, Theron M. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 


NOT VOTING—73. 


Cutts, 

Ellis, 

Farwell, Chas. B. 
Frost, 

Godshalk, 

Hall, 

Hardy, 
Hoblitzell, 

Hoge, 

Hooker, 

Horr, 

House, 

Hubbs, 

Jacobs, 

Jadwin, 

Jones, George W. 
Jones, Phineas 
Kenna, 

King, 


Knott, 

Le Fevre, 

Mason, 

McClure, 
McCoid, 
McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
Morrison, 

Murch, 

Nolan, 

Norcross, 

O'Neill, 

Pacheco, 

Phelps, 

Ray, 

Richardson, D. P. 
Richardson, Jno. 5. 
Robeson, 
Scoville, 


Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephens, 
Taylor, 
Thomas, 


Tillman, 
Townsend, Amos 
‘Townshend, R: W. 
Turner, Oscar 
Tyler, 

Upson, 

Urner, 

Vance, 

Van Aernam, 

Van Horn, 

Van Voorhis, 
Walker, 
Washburn, 
Webber, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 

White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Williams, Thomas 
Willits, 

Wise, Morgan R. 


Ross, 

Simonton 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 

Talbott, 

‘Turner, Henry G. 
Updegraff, J. 'T. 
ae Thomas 
Warner, 

Watson, 
Whitthorne, 
Willis, 

Wilson. 


Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Sparks, 

Stone, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Tucker, 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Ward, 

West, 

Wise, George D. 
Wood, Benjamin 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young. 


So the amendment of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, to the amendment 
of Mr. PAGE was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk : 
Mr. JADWIN with Mr. WIsE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. West with Mr. Harris of New Jersey. 


Mr. KELLEY with Mr. Harpy. 


Mr. Wait with Mr. KENNA. 
Mr. SCOVILLE with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. RicHarpson, of New York, with Mr. R1icHarpson, of South 


Carolina. 


Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. BELMONT. 
“Mr. AIKEN with Mr. Warpb. 
Mr. McMILuin with Mr. THompson of Kentucky. 
Mr. ROBESON with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. SPARKS with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
Mr. McKINLEY. I amrequested to announce that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Sparks] with whom I am paired is absent from 
the House on account of sickness. 
Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania. 


JADWIN 


applies only to 
this a political question I 


olitical 
ave voted. 


My pair with my colleague [Mr. 


uestions. As 


I do not consider 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The amendment of Mr. PAGE as amended was adopted; and the 
motion of Mr. Coss as amended was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on the Judieiary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. COBB. 


lay that motion on the table. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order under this call i and 


at any rate it is unnecessary, because under the rule a bill re 


I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and also to 


erred 


under this call cannot be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


CHARLOTTA A. WELTON. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3607) granting a pension to 
Charlotta A. Welton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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DEXTER GARDNER. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3608) for the relief of 
Dexter Gardner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY STAHL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3609) for 
the relief of Henry Stahl; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL K. WRIGHT. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3610) for the relief of 
Daniel K. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. WARD. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3611) for the relief 
of William E. Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD W. BARNES. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3612) for the relief 
of Richard W. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC PENDLETON. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3613) for the relief 
of Isaac Pendleton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOAN M. HEFFLEY. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3614) granting 
a pension to John M. Hefiley ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3615) to amend 
the homestead laws of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEONARD KING. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3616) for the relief of 
Leonard King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3617) to provide for 
the sale of certain portions of the Fort Leavenworth military reserva- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH ELKINS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3618) for the re- 
lief of Josiah Elkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KEIFER BILL. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I now propose to introduce for reference a bill 
which was before the last Congress, but which has not yet been in- 
troduced into this, known as the Keifer bill. It is a bill (H. R. No. 
3619) granting pensions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the 
late war of the rebellion who were confined in so-called confederate 
prisons. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the bill should 
be referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Very well; let it go to that committee, as the 
Chair suggests. 

The bill was referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. CRANDAL. 
_ Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3620) to rerate the pen- 
sion of George W. Crandal; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 


JAMES B. ANGLIN. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3621) to rerate 
the pension of James B. Anglin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH M’DONALD. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3622) for the relief 
of Sarah McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

L. F. WILLIAMS. 
_ Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3623) granting an 
increase of pension to L. F. Williams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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BAUGHMAN & WYATT. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3624) for the relief of 
Baughman & Wyatt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL MAY. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3625) for the relief of 
Samuel May; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. MAY. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3626) for the relief of 
William J. May; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS, ETC., KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WHITE. I submit the following resolution: : 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to investigate the accounts of 
the United States commissioners, clerks, marshal, and district attorney for the 
State of Kentucky from June 1, 187, to January 1, 1882. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not in order under this call. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it is under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as it does not call on any of 
the Departments for information but directs certain things to be done. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it is in order under the second section of 
Rule XXIV. 

The SPEAKER. It isin its character a direction to the Attorney- 
General and is not confined to an inquiry of one of the Executive 
Departments, and therefore, as the Chair understands the rule, it is 
not in order under this call. 

Mr. WHITE. It is simply a resolution introduced for reference to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

The SPEAKER. Ordinary resolutions of the House are not in 
order under this call. It will be in order at another time for refer- 
ence. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Amessage from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
announced that he had approved and signed, January 28, 1882, an 
act (H. R. No. 2775) making appropriations for the payment of the 
final expenses of the tenth census. 

DUTY ON CRUDE MINERAL AND BITUMINOUS SUBSTANCES. 


Mr. CARLISLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3627) to 
amend section 2504 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MARCUS L. BROADWELL. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3628) for the relief 
of Marcus L. Broadwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 8. FRIZZELL. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3629) for the re- 
lief of James S. Frizzell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. F. PEAK AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3630) for the benefit 
of W. F. Peak, W. J. Parker, and M. Alexander; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA A. SCOTT. 


Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3631) granting a 
pension to Eliza A. Scott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, aud ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA VAUGHN AND LOUISA JACKMAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3632) 
for the relief of Mrs. Martha Vaughn and Mrs. Louisa Jackman ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOLMASTERS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3633) to provide for the enlistment of schoolmasters in the regular 
Army for the post-schools; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN JINNETT. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3634) for the relief 
of John Jinnett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASBURY DAWSON. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3635) for the 
relief of Asbury Dawson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, ani ordered to be printed. 

: LOGAN DISHMAN. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3636) for the relief 
of Logan Dishman; which was read a first and second time, referred 

| to the Committee on War Claims, and odrered to be printed. 
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CIVIL SERVICE. 


Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3637) to enable the Presi- 
dent to execute the law for the promotion of efficiency in the civil 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES MINT AT LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3638) to provide for 
the establishment of a branch mint of the United States at the city 
of Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DRY-DOCK AT FALLS OF THE OHIO. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3639) to complete the 
dry-dock and other improvements at the Falls of the Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


MONTGOMERY HOWARD. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 3640) for the relief 
of Montgomery Howard; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to be heard upon that subject for a 
moment. The present Committee on Military Affairs have appointed 
a sub-committee to consider subjects relating to the rank and pay of 
officers for certain periods of service. This bill is of the class of cases 
embraced in the duties of that sub-committee. The rule, if the Chair 
pleases, refers to the Committee on Military Affairs subjects relating 
to the military establishment. This man was an officer of the Fed- 
eral Army, a part of the military establishment of the Government, 
and clearly this bill, referring as it does to his pay, comes within the 
provision of the rule. et ee ar the Committee on Military 
Affairs has jurisdiction of this class of cases. 

The facts in this case are that this officer, belonging to the mili- 
tary establishment, held a commission but did not receive the pay 
equivalent to his rank or to which he was by law entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled upon this subject on every 
Monday since the session commenced. It has also been several times 
passed upon by the House, and it has been invariably held that all 
such claims as this should go to the Committee on War Claims. 
This bill proposes to pay this officer for two horses lost in the serv- 
ice, and also to pay for services rendered by him in the Army; but 
it is not in an — to correct his military record. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ifthe Chair will notice the bill it provides (in ad- 
dition to the payment for horses lost in the service) for his pay as 
acting lieutenant-colonel of the Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteers for five months and twenty-two days, during which time he 
held that rank and performed its duties. 

The SPEAKER. It is —— the question which has been time 
and again presented here; and the Chair has held and the House held 
that the Committee on Military Affairs had no jurisdiction, by ex- 
press terms of the rule, of matters that related to appropriations for 
its support. This is an appropriation to pay an officer for services 
which he claimed he rendered under a certain rank and not to fix his 
rank in the Army. 

Mr. WILLIS. I was informed, and I think the REcorD will show, 
the Chair in a similar case to this has ruled differently this morn- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. That must have been by some inadvertence. 

Mr. WILLIS. I thought the Chair was right in that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has held that in all cases where the 
bill relates to the record of an officer it should go te the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. In the absence of a motion this bill will be 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY HOWARD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3641) granting a 
pension to Mary Howard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY 8. COHN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3642) for the relief 
of Henry 8. Cohn; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WILLIS. This is a case similar to that which has just been 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed 

COMMISSARY SERGEANT CORNELIUS HUNTINGTON. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3643) for the relief 
of Commissary Sergeant Cornelius Huntington; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. BLAKE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3644) for the 
relief of Charles M. Blake; which was read a first and second time, 
pene to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3645) to adjust 
the claims of the owners of lands within the limits of the Klamath 
Indian reservation in the State of Oregon; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNLAWFUL OCCUPATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3646) to prevent 
the unlawful occupation of the public lands; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREE LIST. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3647) to place 
certain raw material not produced in this country, but now imported, 
on the free list, and to encourage the production of native borax; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


RENI E. DE RUSSY. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3648) for the 


relief of Reni E, De Russy ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDRIA, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3649) to protect 
the town of Alexandria, Louisiana, against damage by the action of 
the current: of Red River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE OF RED RIVER VALLEY, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3650) to pro- 
mote the commerce of the Red River Valley, in Louisiana ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POWERS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION, ETC. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3651) defining the 
owers and jurisdiction of the Mississippi River Commission, author- 
_—— appropriation of land and material for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries, prescribing the 
manner of assessing damages for property so appropriated, and pro- 
viding penalties for acts in hinderance or injury of such improve- 
ments; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF BLACK RIVER, LOUISIANA, 


Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3652) for a survey of the 
Black River, Louisiana, looking to an improvement of the greater 
bends therein by means of cut-offs ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SURVEY OF TENSAS RIVER, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3653) for a survey of the 
Tensas River, in the State of Louisiana, looking to the improvement 
of the greater bends therein by means of cut-ofts ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF BAYOU MACON. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3654) for a survey of 
the Bayou Macon, in the State of Louisiana, looking to the improve- 
ment of the greater bends therein by means of cut-offs; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and-ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF LAKE PALMYRA, LOUISIANA, 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3655) authorizing a sur- 
vey to be made of Lake Palmyra, Davis’s Bend, Roundaway Bayon, 
and Bayou Vidal, in the State of Louisiana, for the improvement of 
the navigation thereof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS LEVEMBER. 

Mr. DARRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3656) for the payment 
of pension-money to Nicholas Levember; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN JEFFORDS. 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3657) granting a pen- 
sion to Susan Jeffords; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SANDY HOOK BAR. 


Mr. WALTER A. WOOD (by Mr. LinpsEy) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3658) to create a permanently deep, wide, and straight chan- 
nel through the Sandy Hook bar of the port of New York, for the 
purpose of forming an improved commercial outlet ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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MARGARET A. CASWELL. 


Mr. WALTER A. WOOD (by Mr. LinpsEy) also introduced a bill 
(CH. R. No. 3659) granting a pension to Margaret A. Caswell; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES JOHNSON. 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3660) granting a pension 
to James Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
:to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BROWN. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3661) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Brown; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
‘printed. 

JAMES E, PARKER. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3662) granting a pen- 
sion to James E. Parker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY H. HASKELL. 

Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3663) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry H. Haskell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAMBRIDGE, MARYLAND. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3664) making Cam- 
bridge, in the State of Maryland, a port of entry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA A. SHEALEY. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3665) granting a 
pension to Eliza A. Shealey ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. 8. UNDERHILL. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3666) for the relief 
of J. S. Underhill; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEROME E. PAMPEL. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3667) granting an increase 
-of pension to Jerome E. Pampel; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LEWIS RODRICK. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3668) to authorize a 
change of record in the case of Lewis Rodrick ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MENTGER. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3669) for the relief 
of John Mentger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. AND SARAH A. DE SELLUM. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3670) for the relief 
of John T. De Sellum and Sarah A. De Sellum; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL BEACHLEY. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3671) for the relief 
of the executors of Daniel Beachley, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES RESLEY. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3672) for the relief 
of James Resley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THEOPILUS BARNETT. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3673) for the relief 
of Theopilus Barnett; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. ELGIN. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3674) for the relief 
of James B. Elgin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH FE. SMITH. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3675) for the relief 
of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be priuted. 

SAMUEL DYSON. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3676) for the relief 
of Samuel Dyson, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

grinted. 
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JAMES M. ANDREWS. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3677) for the relief 
of James M. Andrews; which was read a first and second time, ro- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NATHANIEL BELL. 


Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3678) granting a pen- 
sion to Nathaniel Bell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID BLAIR. 
Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3679) for the relief 


of David Blair; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN G. TAYLOR. 


Mr. CHAPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3680) for the relief of 
John G. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL H. COLLINS. 


Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3681) for the relief of 
Michael H. Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES DWIGHT SIGSBEE. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 118) authorizing Lieutenant-Commander Charles Dwight Sigs- 
bee, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the Emperor of 
Germany; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GRORGE H. FULLERTON. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3682) for the relief of George H. Fullerton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM WOOD. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3683) for the relief of William Wood ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW BEDFORD, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3684) to provide for the 
purchase of additional land for the uses of the public building in the 
city of New Bedford, State of Massachusetts; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD F. SMITH. 


Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3685) authorizing an 
increase of pension to Edward F. Smith; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL FIDELITY GUARANTEE COMPANY. 


Mr. RUSSELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3686) to 
incorporate the National Fidelity Guarantee Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WALLACE ORTON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3687) for the relief of Wallace Orton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD W. LAWRENCE, 


Mr. SPAULDING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3688) for the relief 
of Richard W. Lawrence; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bo 
printed. 

JAY L. MUDGE. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3689) for the 
relief of Jay L. Mudge; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NANCY M. RICHMOND. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3690) for the 
relief of Nancy M. Richmond; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to bo 
printed. 

INSTRUCTION OF ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3691) to pro- 
vide for the instruction of enlisted men at recruiting depots; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK CASEY. 


Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3692) for the relief of 
Patrick Casey; which was read a first and second. time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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WATER ROUTE, LAKE MICHIGAN AND DETROIT RIVER. 

Mr. LORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3693) to provide for the sur- 
vey of a water route to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with 
the Detroit River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

LEMON T. M’KIBBEN. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3694) for the relief of 
Lemon T. McKibben; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MELEN M. HARRISON. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3695) granting a 
pension to Helen M. Harrison; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS UNDER TREE-CULTURE ACTS. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3696) for the relief 
of claimants of public lands under the tree-culture acts ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL P. WHITING. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3697) granting a 
pension to Daniel P. Whiting; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MAJOR P. WEBB. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3698) granting an 
increase of pension to Major P. Webb; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3699) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to grant additional rights to homestead settlers on 
public lands in railroad limits,” approved March 3, 1879; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FALSE SURVEYS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3700) to relieve per- 
sons who have made entries on the public lands under a mistake of 
fact arising from a false return of the Government surveyor; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. FENSCKE. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3701) granting a pen- 
sion to John C. Fenscke; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. TOWLE. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3702) for the relief 
of George W. Towle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS LEAMY. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3703) granting a 
pension to Dennis Leamy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES DALTON. 

Mr. VAN HORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3704) for the relief 
of James Dalton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

c LAKE BORGNE OUTLET. 

Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3705) to make 
the Lake Borgne outlet; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. VAN HORN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 119) 
fixing the time when the pay of certain clerks to committees of the 
House shall begin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF LIFE IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3706) for the better 
protection of the lives of persons in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered. to be printed. 

WILLIAM HENRY WARD. 
_ Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H.R. No. 3707) for the relief of Will- 
iam Henry Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
LIEUTENANT JOHN DIXON. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3708) for 
the relief of Lieutenant John Dixon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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REMOVAL OF DUTIES ON NEWSPAPERS, ETC. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3709) removin, 
the duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem on newspapers, periodicals, oa 
magazines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH also presented concurrent resolutions of the 
Legislature of New Jersey, for additional compensation for men en- 
gaged in the Life-Saving Service ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

JOHN J. COFFEY AND B, R. LEWIS. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3710) for the relief of John J. Coffey and Burge Rawle Lewis; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL M. OLIVER. 


Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3711) for the relief of Samuel 
M. Oliver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH C. HALL. 


Mr. ROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3712) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah C. Hall; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’ANNY. 


Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3713) granting a pen- 
sion to James McAnny; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

KEEPERS AND CREWS OF THE LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. BREWER also presented resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of New Jersey, for an increase in the pay of the keepers and 
crews of the Life-Saving Service; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

LAFAYETTE AXTELL. 

Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3714) to increase the 
pension of Lafayette Axtell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL L. WELLS. 

Mr. PRESCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3715) granting arrears 
of pension to Samuel L. Wells; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MICHAEL CLANCY. 

Mr. PRESCOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3716) for the 
relief of Michael Clancy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALVIN WALKER. 

Mr. FLOWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3717) granting a pension 
to Alvin Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STAMPS STOLEN FROM POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3718) to authorize the 
Postmaster-General to allow cee in the settlement of their 
accounts, for stolen stamps and other public property ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


HORACE HAMMOND. 


Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3719) to rerate the 
pension of Horace Hammond; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REVENUE CHECKS AND STAMPS. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3720) to 
authorize the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to issue checks and 
stamps in redemption of similar checks and stamps not used by the 
parties; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY BARTON, 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3721) 
for the relief of Henry Barton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, submitted the following resolution 
in regard to printed testimony taken by committees of this House ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the chairman of any standing or select committee which may 
have been authorized to print testimony or documents for its use, shall farnish one 
copy of all such testimony and documents to any member of this House who may 
request the same for his own use and not for publication, unless the chairman shall 
report to the House that the public interests will suffer thereby, and the House shall 
thereupon affirm the decision of the chairman. 
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JOHN M’DONALD. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3722) directing the pay- 
ment of a bounty to John McDonald; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CASEY. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3723) directing the 
payment of a bounty to Thomas Casey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT J. DOBSON. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3724) correcting the 
military record of Robert J. Dobson, and directing the payment to 
him of a bounty; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CAPE VINCENT, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3725) for a public build- 
ing at Cape Vincent, New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. PIPER. 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3726) for the relief 
of William J. Piper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVIN H. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3727) to rerate the 
pension of Alvin H. Reynolds; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON CIGARETTES. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3728) to reduce the internal- 
revenue tax on cigarettes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CREEK INDIAN ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3729) 
providing for the payment of awards made to Creek Indians who 
enlisted in the Federal Army, loyal refugees, and freedmen ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RETURN POSTAL CARDS. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3730) 
authorizing the preparation and use of return postal cards; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH RAMSEY. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3731) 
for the relief of the estate of Joseph Ramsey, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. BOND. 

Mr. LATHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3732) for the relief of 
William E. Bond; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY E. TAYLOR. 
Mr. HUBBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3733) granting a pension 


to Mary E. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE BRYANT. 
Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3734) to rerate the pen- 


sion of George Bryant; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MORSE AND GRAY. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill oe R. No. 3735) for the relief 
of Morse and Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE AT STEUBENVILLE, OHIO. ' 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3736) appro- 
priating money for the purchase of a site and erection of asuitable 
building for a post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Steubenville, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS M’CLAIN. 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3737) granting a 
pension to Thomas McClain; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DONATION OF BRONZE CANNON. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3738) to donate 
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bronze cannon to the township of Milan, Ohio; which was read a 

first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

and ordered to be printed. r 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN DAYTON, OHIO. 

Mr. SCHULTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3739) appropriating 
money for the purchase of asite and erection of a building for a post- 
office and other Government offices in the city of Dayton, State of 
Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS H. FOULDS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3740) for the 
relief of Thomas H. Foulds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD S. BULLOCK. 

Mr. LEEDOM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3741) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard 8. Bullock ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARVEY E. FOSTER. 

Mr. LEEDOM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3742) for the relief 
of Harvey E. Foster; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMANDA STOKES. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3743) granting a pension 
to Miss Amanda Stokes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HORMAN SAGEBIEL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3744) for the 
relief of Horman Sagebiel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JONAS CLINE. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3745) 
for the relief of Jonas Cline ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL JONES. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3746) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Jones; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FRANK S. SOWERS. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3747) granting a 
rerating of pension to Frank 8, Sowers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN REARK, 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3748) granting a pen- 
sion to John Reark ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PATTERSON. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3749) for the relief 
of James Patterson ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT PARIS L. REED. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3750) for the relief 
of Lieutenant Paris L. Reed; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3751) to protect 
the Yellowstone National Park; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS M’MAHON. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3752) 
for payment to Thomas McMahon for labor and services rendered 
under Peter McNamara, a contractor for the board of public works, 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3753) extending the 
operations of the Light-House Board over the Columbia and Willa- 
mette Rivers in Oregon, and making an appropriation therefor; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3754) providing for 
the organization of the district of Southeastern Alaska, and provid- 
ing for a civil government therefor; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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MILITARY WAGON-ROAD IN OREGON. 


Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Oregon, asking for a grant of land for a military wagon-road 
in Willamette Valley to Nestucca Bay, in said State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

ANN SAVAGE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3755) granting pensions 
to Ann Savage, Hester Savage, Margaret Savage, and Cardine Char- 
lotte Savage; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESSMEN IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3756) regulating the 
wages of pressmen employed in the Government Printing Office; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

WAGES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3757) for the restora- 
tion of wages in the Government Printing Office; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NEWS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3758) granting a 
pension to John News; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CALVIN DE WITT. 

Mr. BARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3759) for the relief of Cal- 
vin De Witt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. JACOB BASH. 


Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3760) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Jacob Bash; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWIS LEWIS. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3761) granting 
a pensiongo Lewis Lewis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUSAN SCHREEONGOST. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3762) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan Schreeongost; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to beprinted. 

JOSEPH M’CLURE. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3763) grantin 
a pension to Joseph McClure; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. K. LOWE. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3764) for the re- 
lief of J. K. Lowe, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LYSANDER BARRETT. 

Mr. MOSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3765) for the 
relief of Lysander Barrett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES W. FOULKE. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3766) for the relief of 
Charles W. Foulke; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALPHEUS DAVID. 


Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3767) granting a 
pension to Alpheus David; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUTENANT ROBERT J. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3768) for the relief 
of Lieutenant Robert J. Campbell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NELSON SUTTON. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3769) for the relief 
of Nelson Sutton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD HAILE. 


Mr. FISHER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3770) for the 
relief of-Edward Haile, surviving partner of Savage & Haile; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committce on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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JEREMIAH B. SHIFFER. 

Mr. SCRANTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3771) for the relief of 
Jeremiah B. Shiffer ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMY C. CAPWELL. 

_ Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3772) for the re- 
lief of Amy C. Capwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEWART PEARCE. 

Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3773) for the relief 
of Stewart Pearce; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS J. COULAN. 

Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3774) for the relief 
of Francis J. Coulan ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. COOK. 

Mr. SCRANTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3775) granting a 
pension to John H. Cook; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET M’CORMICK. 

Mr. WALKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3776) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret McCormick ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ABRAHAM LOVEISON. 

Mr. KLOTZ (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3777) to re- 
rate the pension of Abraham Loveison; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MATHIAS PABST. 

Mr. KLOTZ (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3778) 
for the relief of Mathias Pabst; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSEPH HENDERSON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3779) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Joseph Henderson, deceased ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VIOLATION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3780) to limit the 
time in which prosecutions for violation of the internal-revenue laws 
may be made; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. STILWELL. 

Mr. SIMONTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3781) for the relief of 
W. H. Stilwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTEMESIA TIDWELL. 

Mr. SIMONTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3782) granting a 
pension to Artemesia Tidwell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3783) to modify and 
extend the postal money-order system; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

x H. H. HIX. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3784) granting a pen- 
sion to H. H. Hix; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KNOXVILLE A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3785) declaring the city of 
Knoxville a _ of delivery ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE DELIVERY OF MAIL. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3786) to give cities con- 
taining a population of 16,000 free delivery of mail matter; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER P. RAMBO. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3787) for the relief of 
Alexander P. Rambo; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBUS BOGART. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3788) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Columbus Bogart, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 
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Cc. W. COKER. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3789) for the relief of 
C. W. Coker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH C. HODGES. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3790) for the relief of 
Joseph C. Hodges; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOCKS, ETC., CONSTRUCTED BY THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. REAGAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to inquire into and report to 
this House, at.the earliest time practicable, what persons or corporations are using 
water-power created by locks and dams constructed by the United States on rivers 
and canals, the States and places in which such water-power is being used, and by 
what authority it is being so used in each case. 


CURTIS & RICHMOND. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3791) for the relief 
of Curtis & Richmond; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. PURNELL. 


Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3792) for the relief 
of Mary E. Purnell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD B. PARKER. 


Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3793) granting a pension 
to Edward B. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. JOYCE submitted the following resolution ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules : 

Resolved, That part 1 of Rule XIII be amended so as to read as follows: 

1. There shall be four Calendars of business reported from committees, namely : 

First. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue, general appropriation bills, 
and bills of a public character directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 


erty; 
Secend. A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public char- 
acter not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 


erty ; 

Third. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, to which shall be re- 
ferred all bills of a private character, except bills granting pensions to soldiers 
and sailors; and 

Fourth. A Calendar of Committees of the Whole House, to which shall be referred 
all bills granting pensions to soldiers and sailors. 

FEES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3794) to increase the 
fees of examining surgeons of pensioners to $2 in each case; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 
on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to 
be printed, 


ACCOTINK, VIRGINIA, HOME GUARDS. 

Mr. JORGENSEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3801) for the 
relief of the Accotink Home Guards, Fairfax County, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES MUNROE. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3802) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of James Munroe; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NORTH CAROLINA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SCALES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3803) to refund 
to the North Carolina Railroad Company certain moneys illegally 
assessed against and unlawfully collected from it by the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. 8. BANKS. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3804) for the relief of 
William H. 8S. Banks; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS CHAPMAN. 


Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3805) for the relief of Amos 
Chapman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3806) to establish an assay 
office in the Territory of Arizona; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT IN ARIZONA TERRITORY. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3807) to establish a 
branch mint in the Territory of Arizona; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage; Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF ARIZONA AS A STATE. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3808) to enable the 
people of Arizona to form a constitution and State government, and 
for the admission of such State into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. 
























































ADMISSION OF IDAHO AS A STATE. 


Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3809) to enable the peo- 
ple of Idaho to form a constitution and State government, and for 
the admission of such State into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


IDAHO LAND AND IRRIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3810) relating to 
the Idaho Land and Irrigation Company, and providing for the rec- 
lamation of arid landsin Idaho Territory ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF WILD GAME. 

Mr. POST introduced a bill hee R. No. 3811) for the protection of 
wild game in the Territories of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PROCESSES OF TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


Mr. POST also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3812) to authorize the 
service of civil and criminal process issued by Territorial courts. 
within military and Indian reservations and the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ROSE M. WOOD. 


Mr. ROBESON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3813) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Rose M. Wood ; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CUSTOMS UNIONS WITH MEXICO AND HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. ROBESON. I desire to present for referrence to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means a resolution relative to the establishment of 
a customs union with the Republic of Mexico. I also desire to pre- 
sent for reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs a resolution 
in relation to the establishment of a customs union treaty with the 
government of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. PAGE. The latter resolution goes to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, does it not? 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire that it shall be sent to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, because that committee already has that subject 
before it. It relates to the question of a treaty. 

Mr. PAGE. The resolution, if it relates to a commercial treaty 
certainly, belongs to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


JOHN SCARBO. 

Mr. GROUT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3795) grant- 
ing a pension to John Scarbo; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 








JESSE A. WARREN. 

Mr. TYLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3796) for the 
relief of Jesse A. Warren; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 









HENRY A. STEPHENS. 


Mr. TYLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3797) for 
the relief of Henry A. Stephens; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES COURTS, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolution of inquiry ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and hereby is, directed to furnish this 
House with copies of all papers on file in his office touching the administration of 
the United States district attorney, marshal, commissioners, and clerks for the 


State of Kentucky, together with a statement of the accounts of said officers from 
January 1, 1870, to January 30, 1882. 


DELIA M’CcoY. 
Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3798) 
granting a pension to Delia McCoy; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
























LETITIA STROTHERS. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3799) for the relief 
of Letitia Strothers ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADELINA T. BLICK. 

Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3800) for the relief 
of Mrs. Adelina T. Blick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion the resolution is not in 
order under this call. It is simply a House resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then I withdraw it for the present, and also the 
resolution relative to a customs union with Mexico. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. ROBESON also presented a resolution of the Legislature of 
New Jersey in behalf of an increase of pay for officers and men of the 
Life-Saving Service; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

RATES OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3814) 
to provide that the same rate of pension shall be allowed to those who 
are pensioned on account of amputation of either leg above the knee- 
joint, and in consequence thereof are so disabled that they cannot 
use artificial limbs, and those who are pensioned on account of ampu- 
tation of either arm at the shoulder-joint as is allowed to those who 
are pensioned on account of amputation of either leg at the hip-joint; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BATTLES. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3815) to rerate the pen- 
sion of William H. Battles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3816) to indemnify the 
State of Arkansas for swamp and overflowed lands within said State 
sold by the United States since March 3, 1857, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3817) to extend 
the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘An act for 
the relief of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands, 
and for other purposes;” which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOMESTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION ENTRIES. 

Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3818) to repeal an act 
to provide additional regulations for homestead and pre-emption 
entries of public lands, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DELIA BRIGHT. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3819) granting a 
pension to Delia Bright; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

D. W. STEWART. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3820) for the relief 
of D. W. Stewart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. ABBOTT. 

Mr. HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3821) for the relief 
of Samuel W. Abbott; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HOY COOPER. 


Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3822) granting a pension 
to Hoy Cooper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF UNITED STATES MAILS. 


Mr. WEBBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3823) for the better 
protection of the mails of the United States, and to prevent their 
destrifction by fire in case of accident; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. BRADLEY. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3824) for the relief of John M. Bradley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PONTOON BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3825) to 
authorize the construction and maintainance of a railway pontoon 
bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near the mouth of the Upper 
Iowa River, in the State of Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANN JANE MACKEY. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3826 
granting a pension to Ann Jane Mackey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to, be printed. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3827) to fix the term of 
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office of collectors of internal revenue; which was read a first and’. 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 


MAIL-WEIGHING ON RAILROAD LINES. 


Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish the House with 


the correspondence in the Department relative to the mail-weighing ordered on the 


trunk lines of railroad between New York City and Chicago, and to communicate - 
¥ ~ House what necessity there may have been for incurring this expense at 
is time. 


CUSTOMS TREATIES WITH MEXICO AND THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. ROBESON introduced a joint resolution (H. R, No, 120) in re- 
lation to the establishment of a customs-union treaty with the Gov- 
ernment of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. R. No. 121) in relation to the establish- 
ment of a customs union with the republic of Mexico; which were - 
severally read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the joint resolutions. 

Mr. ROBESON. Iask that the first joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that the second be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. The reason I make the distinction 
is this: I ask that one be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means because it relates to the tariff; the other also relates to the 
tariff, but it provides for a treaty, and I am informed that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs already has that subject under considera- 
tion, and I therefore ask that it be referred to that committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. The Committee on Foreign Affairs 
already have before them the subject of a Mexican treaty, which 
they have referred to 2 sub-committee. lt seems to me that this 
joint resolution should follow the main question. It is true that any 
treaty will ultimately involve the question of revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not familiar with the practice in 
referring these subjects, but inclines to the opinion that both these 
joint resolutions should be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
eign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the last resolution shall 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means or not: 

Mr. BAYNE. Bothshould go to the Committee on Ways and Means 
for the simple reason that the treaty-making power has no right to 
negotiate tariff regulations with foreign countries. 

Mr. ROBESON. We already have a special treaty with the Ha- 
waiian Islands, 

Mr. BAYNE. 
tional compact. 
eign Affairs. 

‘The SPEAKER. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

The SPEAKER. 
in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the President be requested to open negotiations with the 
Government of the Hawaiian Islands looking to the formation of a customs union 
with that country by which the customs tariff of the United States shall be applied 
in those islands on all goods coming from countries other than the United States. 

Mr. PAGE. That resolution clearly belongs to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Sandwich Islands treaty was considered by 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not care to which committee it goes. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Is this debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HAZELTON. There was an understanding of that kind on 
another bill, I think. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. 
side of the question ? 

The SPEAKER, It is not debatable. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I know it is not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, before deciding such a question, has 
frequently permitted suggestions to be made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I desire to make a suggestion, 
that the Speaker will find upon examination that the reference of 
these subjects has been quite irregular in different Congresses. Some 
have gone to the Committee on Commerce on questions that involved 
commerce with foreign countries, and I think the Speaker will find 
that a majority of these propositions have been so referred. Some 
have been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, because 
they affected the question of revenue, and some have been referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. "‘here seems to have been no 
settled rule for the reference of these various propositions. These 
matters are already before the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House, and either the subject should be recalled from that committee 
and referred to another committee, or this proposition should take 
the same direction. 

One further suggestion. Our rule requires that all matters relat- 
ing to our foreign relations, except appropriations, shall be referred 


I object to the reference to the Committee on For- 


If there is such a treaty as that it is an unconstitu- 
I object to the reference to the Committee on Fer- 


The Chair is inclined to think—— 

Have the resolutions been read ? 

Neither of them has been read. 

Would it not be well to have them read ? 

The Chair will direct the Clerk to read the first 


May we not have a word on our 
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to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It will be found upon exami- 
nation that the whole drift of the debate on the question of the Ha- 
waiian treaty related to our foreign relations, in the occupation of 
those islands as a matter of defense. We therefore claim on our com- 
mittee that the controlling question of foreign relations overrides 
the incidental questions of revenue and commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that this question is 
not debatable. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Let us change the rule, then. 

TheSPEAKER. But the Chair wishesto say, before making a final 
ruling upon the question of reference, that in order to understand 
what these propositions contain suggestions have been allowed. On 
the motion to refer the Chair has held that the rule excludes debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. As a general ee the gentleman from 
‘Wisconsin [Mr. WILLIAMs ] may be right, that all matters that relate 
to the intercourse of this Government with foreign countries should 
go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. But here is a proposition 
that has direct reference to the revenue of the Government. The 
treaty to which allusion is made emanated from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and if that treaty is to be repealed or changed in 
any respect, then the question should be considered by that committee. 
It belongs nowhere e The Senate has occasionally undertaken to 
exercise the treaty-making power independently of the House on 
questions involving the commercial relations of the United States 
with other countries; but the House has always maintained that so 
far as any such question might affect the revenues of the Govern- 
ment, it belonged as much to the House as to the Senate to affirm 
the international action. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thereasons which have been given by my colleague 
{Mr. RANDALL] are substantially those which controlled my judg- 
ment in making Objection to the reference to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. If the treaty-making power can, without the assent of 
the House of Representatives, make compacts with foreign govern- 
ments in reference to the admission of imports the House of Repre- 
sentatives may be altogether deprived of the means of raising reve- 
nue. I deny that the Senate of the United States, under any authority 
conferred by the Constitution, has any right whatever to make a 
treaty affecting in any way the revenues of the country. I think 
that all such questions belong primarily to the House of Represent- 
atives; and as this proposition involves the question of revenue, it 
should go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Ifthere were any thing in this propo- 
sition affecting finally the revenue duties of the country I would 
agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it should go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. But such is not the fact. The 
duties upon imports cannot be affected by anything contained in this 
resolution, unless supplemented by further legislation. This is sim- 
ply an inquiry into our relations with a foreign power, in order to 
obtain information upon which possibly further legislation affecting 
the revenue may be based. But in the present posture of the ques- 
oo resolution should be referred to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

Mr. TUCKER. I would like to have the resolution read again. I 
did not catch the latter part of it. 

The SPEAKER. The first resolution will be read again. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Bpesker, it seems to be agreed on the other 
side that no treaty which could be made on the part of the United 
States with the Hawaiian Government would be binding upon this 
House, if it affected customs duties, unless we concurred in the rati- 
fication of the treaty. This was conceded in the case of the former 
Hawaiian treaty. It was made subject to ratification by this House, 
and I think the better opinion among constitutional lawyers, in the 
past as well as in the present, is that no treaty affecting the cus- 
toms duties of the country would be binding without the sanction 
of the House cf Representatives as well as of the Senate. There- 
fore, as this measure proposes a negotiation which is to affect the 
customs duties of the country in relation to the Hawaiian Islands, I 
suppose that prior to the recommendation or request to the Execu- 
tive to negotiate such a treaty the Committee on Ways and Means 
ought to pass upon the question to see whether such a treaty would 
not so interfere with the revenue system of the country as to be 
unadvisable. The question is whether we should advise the Presi- 
dent to open negotiations of this character, and as that question 
affects the revenues of the country it is proper that the Committee 
on Ways and Means should be consulted as to whether this advice 
should be given; hence I submit it is proper the resolution should 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. r. Speaker, I think that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] has presented his view of 
this question in its strongest possible light. But as has already been 
suggested, this is simply a question of opening negotiations with a 
foreign power as to whether we shall enter into treaty stipulations 
ornot. The first thing involved is our political relations with that 
power ; secondly, the commerce itself; and the commerce between 
these two powers is a greater and more important consideration than 
the mere revenue, which is the incident of commerce. So that if this 
‘subject be taken from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, having 
-charge primarily of the political relations of the country with foreign 
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nations, it ought to go first to the Committee on Commerce prior to 
the consideration of the question of revenue. 

This treaty is already before our committee. It is a question of 
public policy whether the present treaty should be abrogated and a 
new one entered into. Of course we all understand that the House 
of Representatives in the first instance has no power whatever to deal 
with a treaty; but this is simply a preliminary inquiry whether pub- 
lic policy dictates that we should enter into these relations. I desire 
to move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to inquire whether the Speaker had de- 
termined the question as to where the resolution should be sent ? 

The SPEAKER. He has not; and in the absence of objection has 
allowed this discussion, (although out of order under the rules,) in 
order to inform himself as to the appropriate reference. 

Mr. ROBESON. Since discussion has been entered upon, may I 
state my reasons for the reference which I proposed? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly, unless 
there be objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. This is a proposition, not tochange the American 
tariff, but to enter into a negotiation with the government of Hawaii 
to secure the admission of American goods into that country free of 
duty, while a tariff is imposed upon goods imported from other 
countries. That is the purport of the proposition. It is purely a 
political question, involving our political relations with those islands. 
While it involves also collaterally our commercial relations, the 
direct object is a political relation. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? I un- 
derstand the purpose is that all American goods shall be admitted 
free into the Hawaiian Islands; but how as to the products of Hawaii 
entering the United States? 

Mr. ROBESON, This resolution involves simply the question 
whether the President of the United States should be authorized to 
enter into a negotiation for the admission of our goods free into the 
Hawaiian Islands while those of other countries pay duty, so as to 
bring those islands into their proper relation to the United States 
without taking them into our Union. 

Mr. TUCKER. DoI understand my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
ROBESON] to say that the products of Hawaii are to be admitted into 
the United States free, as a compensation for the free admission of 
American goods into those islands ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I have not entered into the question what is to 
be done. The proposition simply suggests a negotiation on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. NEAL. I object to further debate. 

Mr. TUCKER. My friend from Kentucky has just handed me a 
volume of the Journal, showing four cases in which such propositions 
as this have been referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. I 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

May 5, 1879, House resolution 42, authorizing the appointment of commissioners 
to ascertain on what terms a mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with France 
can be arranged—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Joint resolution 44, authorizing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on 
what terms a mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with Brazil can be arranged— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Joint resolution authorizing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on 
what terms a mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with Mexico can be arranged— 
to the Committee on ‘Ways and Means. 

Joint resolution to give notice to terminate the convention of June 3, 1875, with 
= Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. . 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Now read the resolution for recip- 
rocal trade with Canada, which was the same year referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The question seems to be asomewhat mixed one. 
Reference in one view might be regarded as quite proper to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and the Chair is inclined to think both of 
the resolutions, the one relating to the Hawaiin Islands and the other 
relating to Mexico, if carried out, or either of them, would result in 
affecting the revenues of the United States. The question presented 
by the joint resolution is one of the propriety of entering into a treaty 
with these governments by which the customs dues or revenues of 
the United States might be affected. In that view the Chair is in- 
clined to think both resolutions should be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. The Chair will also state that there seems to 
be precedents for thisruling. In the absence of any motion the Chair 
will order the reference to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I have risen to submit a motion 
to refer them to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is now in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I make that motion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. ‘There have been precedents on both sides 
of this question. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin to refer the resolutions to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 75. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The joint resolutions were then referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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ISAAC N. WINKLER. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3828) to re- 
rate the pension of Isaac N. Winkler; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MARSH, FARIBAULT, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill cH. R. No. 3829) to authorize the 
draining of a marsh in the county of Faribault, State of Minnesota, 
and granting the bed of the marsh to the persons draining the same ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPRESS COMPANIES. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution ; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is hereby directed to inquire into 
the propriety of ing a law requiring express companies engaged in the busi- 
ness of aneporting, moneys from one State or Territory to or through one or more 
other States or Territories of the United States. to count all moneysso received for 
trans: tion and give a receipt for the full amount of the same, which said receipt 


shall be sufficient evidence of the receipt and liability of such express companies 
for the amount of money mentioned in such receipt. 


FOURTH VIRGINIA COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. JORGENSEN, by unanimous consent, moved that the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means be discharged from the further consider- 
ution of the bill (H. R. No. 1765) to amend section 2552 of the Revised 
Statutes, and to change the boundaries of the fourth collection dis- 
trict of Virginia, and the same be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, reported back the bill (H, R. No. 3540) to regulate 
limit, and nd the immigration of Chinese laborers to the nited. 
States; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
ovement report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAGE. I move by unanimous consent it be made the special 
order for aueeiay, February 7, after the morning hour. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I object. 

Mr. ATKINS. Subject to the appropriation bills. 

Mr. PAGE. I am willing to make that exception. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object, unless it is made subject to the apportion- 
ment bill. 

Mr. HUBBELL. It is too early to make special assignments. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will not object. This isan im- 
portant matter to our people, and we wish to get it out of the way. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I withdraw my ebjection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object, unless the apportionment bill can be 
excepted. 

Mr. PAGE. I will allow that. 
wine SPEAKER. Subject to the apportionment and appropriation 

ills 

Mr. PAGE. Certainly. 

There was no objection, and the bill was made the special order for 
Tuesday, February 7, 1882, after the morning hour. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to give notice that if we are going to get 
through with the calendars and with the public business before the 
House, we must not fix these special orders; otherwise the calen- 
dars will be so clogged up with unfinished business that we cannot 
get through with them at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear any objection to the 
request fixing a time for the consideration of this bill. 


RULES OF COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. . 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on War 
Claims to submit the following resolution, and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration: 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 

Resolved, That 3,000 copies of the rules adopted by the Committee on War 
Claims be printed for the use of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
reference to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of enlarging the sphere of the Department of Agricult- 
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ure with a view of making it one of the Departments of the Government with a sec- 
retary who shall be a member of the Cabinet, and that it report to the House by 
bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Retorm in the 
Civil Service. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. [call for the regular order. My object isto move 
ne the House shall proceed to consider the bills on the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HAZELTON. 
for reports ? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order will be the call of committees. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Then I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to offera privileged report. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3830) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
es, ordered to be printed. 

. RANDALL, pees of order are reserved. When is it pro- 
posed to take up this bill for consideration ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. We cannot fix a time yet. 

DECEASED _EMPLOYES OF LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. MARSH. I desire to present a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER, The roport will be read. 

Mr. MARSH. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions to re- 
port the following resolution and ask its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a list of those who have died ‘‘by reason ofany wound or injury 
received or disease contracted in the line of his duty in the Life-Saving Service 
since the origin of that service. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DECEASED OFFICERS OF INTERNAL REVENUE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MARSH. Iam directed also by the Committee on Pensions to 
wae the following privileged report and ask its immediate consider- 
ation. 

Mr. BERRY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is being proceeded with. The 
gentleman from Illinois rises to make a privileged report under in- 
structions from 2 committee. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the House 
of Representatives a list of the officers of the Internal Revenue Department and 
of the Department of Justice who have been killed or wounded in the execution 
of the revenue laws of the country since 1862. ~ 

* The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to recensider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INSPECTIONS BY LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 


Mr. WHITE. Irise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, in relation to the inspections made by the Light- 
House Board, &c., and ask its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this House 
with copies of all reports of inspections made by the secretaries of the Light-House 
Board since the ist day of January, 1875, and also ome of all reports of inspec- 
tions made by the Chief of the Bureau of Revenue Marine since the 1st day of 
January, 1875, that have not heretofore been furnished. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr, WHITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EMPLOYES IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. The committee have consid- 
ered the resolution referred to them requesting certain information 
of the Pestmaster-General, and have unanimously directed me to re- 
port a substitute, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General of the United States be, and is hereby, 
directed to report to this House, as soon as may be, a list of all resi, ions, re- 
mevals, promotions, and appointments under the grade of Assistant Postmaster- 


General made in his —— since the 4th day of March, 1881, of persons em- 
ployed in said service in the city of Washington excluding mail-carriers and invlud- 
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ing i tors, stating particularly in cases of res tions whether the same were 
vol paiticy or upon request, and if upon request, the reasons for such request; in 
removals the reasons therefor; in appointments the residence of each appointee, 
upon whose recommendation, and under what influence said —— were 
made, and the grade of each appointment; in promotions whether the persens 
promoted were next in order of promotion, and whether any board has been con- 
vened or any system of competitive examination been resorted to in either promo- 
tions or appointments. Also what appointments have been made upon the tempo- 
rary roll, and upon whose recommendations. 

The resolution reported as a substitute by the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service was agreed to. ‘ ; 

Mr. BRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the tabie. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND GRANT TO NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HAZELTON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads to report back with the recommendation that it be adopted 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to communicate to this 
House the decision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office declaring the 
land-grant made to the Northern Pacific Railroad lapsed under the operation of 
the law ting the same; and also the full text of the decision, order, or instruc- 
tions of Tis predecessor, Hon. Carl Schurz, overruling the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and restoring the grant of land to the Northern 
Pacific Railway without reference of the subject to the consideration of Congress. 
And that he be further requested to communicate all papers, orders, correspond- 
ence, and memoranda in his Department, touching or relating to the decision of the 
Commissioner of the’General d Office aforesaid, the order of the Secretary of 
the Interior overruling the same, and the decision of the Secretary of the Interior 
restoring and confirming to the aaid Northern Pacific Railroad Company the said 
grant of land to it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. May I ask what committee reports that resolu- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Itisaunanimousreport of the committee. The 
resolution merely calls for information. 

«Mr. DUNNELL. Is it a report back from that committee of ares- 
olution referred to it ? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object to its introduction at this time if it is 
not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order under the rules. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for the reading of the resolution again. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It seems to me to assume certain propositions 
we know nothing of. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The resolution assumes nothing. It asks for 
certain information. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It assumes that certain things have been done 
as to which there isno proof before this House that I know of. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask whether the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads reports back this resolution which had previously been 
referred to it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. When was that resolution referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads? 

Mr. HAZELTON. A long time ago. Look at the record. 

The CLERK stated that the date of the reference of the resolution 
was January 16. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. AsI heard the resolution read it certainly as- 
sumes that an officer of this Government had done certain things 
without consultation with Congress. Now I do not know that that 
is 80. 

The SPEAKER. It is a resolution of inquiry to find out the facts. 

Mr. HAZELTON. It is merely a resolution of inquiry. 

SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the resolution to be again 
read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HAZELTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. URNER. I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be allowed an assistant clerk for 

session. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to say, if debate is in order, that the Commit- 
tee on Commerce unanimously instructed me to offer this resolution, 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, and it is now re- 
ported back as the unanimous report of the Committee on Accounts. 

On Thursday of this week the Committee on Commerce take up 
the river and harbor bill. There are three hundred bills or more be- 
fore the committee awaiting consideration. The committee requires 
a clerk to give his attention strictly to the bills outside of the river 
and harbor bill. It is now meeting four days in the week, and it is 
necessary that this additional clerk should be appointed. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce unanimously instructed me to ask for thisclerk. 
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Mr. KENNA. You will have to meet every day in the week before 
you get through with the river and harbor bill. 

The question being taken, there were ayes 112, noes not counted. 

Mr. PAGE. Before the result of the vote is announced I ask unan- 
imous consent that the resolution be amended so that this additional 
clerk shall receive the ordinary compensation allowed to clerks. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is this a per diem clerk or an annual clerk. 

Mr. PAGE. A perdiem clerk, to be employed only during the ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. During this session ? 

Mr. PAGE. That is all. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
wasadopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR FEES. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the follow- 


ing resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to communicate to the House 
the amount of consular fees collected by consuls of the United States during each 
of the past five years, specifying, if practicable, the amount collected from ships 
sailing under the American Hag; also a list of the fees which consuls are author- 
ized by law to charge, and a comparison of the same with the fees charged in the 
English consular service. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSECUTION OF JEWS IN RUSSIA, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, from the same committee, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the following; which 
was read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
ublic service, be requested to communicate to this House all, correspondence be- 
ween the State Department and the United States ministef at St. Petersburg, 

relative to the expulsion of American Israelites from Russia and the persecution 
of the Jews in the Russian Empire. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the REcoRD a brief petition setting forth the grievances 
of employés of the Railway Postal Service, I donot ask for the pub- 
lication of the names, but simply of the body of the petition. 

i There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The petition is as 
ollows: 


PETITION TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES BY THE EMPLOYES OF THE 
UNITED STATES MAIL SERVICE FOR READJUSTMENT OF SALARIES. 


Whereas on the ist day of August, 1876, by a general order, the salaries of all 
head clerks were reduced from fourteen hun to thirteen hundred dollars per 
annum, and the salaries of all second clerks were reduced from twelve to eleven 
hundred aad fifty dollars per annum. 

Whereas on the Ist day of May, 1881, by a general order, there were four es 
of railway post-office clerks created, known as head clerks, with salaries of thir- 
teen hun ; second clerks, with salaries of eleven hundred and fifty; third 
clerks, with salaries of ten hundred ; fourth clerks, with salaries of nine hundred 
dollars per annum. 

That, under this regulation, clerks are called upon to stand side by side for the 
same number of hours and perform the same d of duty, with a difference in 
their salaries varying from one hundred and fifty to two hundred and fifty dollars 
per eam, causing unkindly feeling and tending to destroy the etliciency of the 
service. 

We call your attention to the fact. that there has been no reduction under the late 
order of the salaries of clerks on any light line where the work can be performed 
by two clerks, but that this last reduction falls upon all heavy lines where the 
work is the most severe. 

That on account of the rapid increase in the quantity of mail to be distributed 
on the cars, and the greater number of separations to be made in each State, it has 
become necessary to put — service on nearly all railway post-office routes. This 
causes many clerks to work all night. All heavy railway post-office lines either 
run on the Sabbath day or work in yards. Each clerk on such lines performs 
twenty-six days’ more service than oon 

This reduction falls upon those least able to bear it, by reason of the fact that 
all employés so reduced are compelled to pay a goedly portion of their salaries for 
maintenance while away from home on the road. That during storms we are called 
upon for extra duty, which greatly increases said expense. 

We are called upon for more rigid examinations than at any other time since the 
establishment of the service, postal clerks being called upon to commit to memory 
from four to six States. ‘These examinations have of late taken a great portion of 
the time heretofore allowed us for rest and recreation to fit us for our severe men- 
tal and physical duty on the cars. 

That all clerks so reduced have the extra hazardous task of performing their 
labor on the cars, thus putting in peril life and limbs. The numerous railroad acci- 
denis demonstrate that this is no small risk. 

That the hours of actual duty on the cars have been greatly increased on nearly 
all railway pe lines. Considering our hours of duty and the risk of life, 
the employés of the railway mail service are the poorest paid of any branch of the 
Government service. 

We call your attention to the rapid advance in the price of nearly all articles 
of food, clothing, also of house rents and fuel. In view of the foregoing facts, 
we humbly but most earnestly on your honorable pane te re-establish the 
former salaries of employés in this important branch of the Government service, 
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ely : Fourteen hundred dollars per annum for head clerks, and a uniform sal- 

ary of $1,200 for all second clerks who shall have passed the necessary examina- 

tions. Thatin the case of new fe nnn to the railway post-office service or 

transfers of rou its to the railway post-office service, said clerks shall receive 

not less than $1,000 for the first year that if said clerks shall have J Ss 
, an ’ 


necessary examinations they after the first year, receive not less 
r annum. 

Pwo submit to your honorable body this our humble petition, trusting that it will 
meet with your approval and that action will be taken at once. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit for consideration at this time the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have such 
pens done at the Government Printing Office as it may deem proper and may 
order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the use of the committee? 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to the introduction of that resolution, 
except for reference. 

Mr. WILSON. Allow me to say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that a similar resolution passed the House at 
the last session, when the gentleman himself was Speaker. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis avery broad resolution in its language. Let 
it go to the Committee on Printing ; that committee has the right to 
report at any time. 

r. WILSON. It is only for the use of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I will ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KASSON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no! . 

Mr. ROBESON. Those Irishmen are languishing in prison while 
the gentleman is seeking to prevent us from going on with the regu- 
lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] making the motion to adjourn that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] desires to make an announce- 
ment in relation to eulogies to be delivered in the House upon a de- 
ceased member. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will yield for that purpose. 


EULOGIES ON HON. M. P. O'CONNOR. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to give notice that it is proposed to call up 
the resolutions of respect to the memory of MICHAEL P. O’CONNOR, 
late a member of this House from the State of South Carolina, on 
Wednesday, February 8, at three o’clock p.m. Imove that the con- 
sideration of the same be made a special order for that time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I now insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

bes question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 47, 
noes 88, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. COX, of New York, said: I call for the yeas and nays. [Cries 
of ‘‘No!” “‘No!”] There will be no further business done here this 
afternoon. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 20, noes 113. 

So (one-fifth not voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays were 
not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 

r. BAYNE. Is it inorder to antagonize the regular order with a 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the ety considering a bill? — 

The SP R. That is not in order, unless the call of commit- 
tees is dispensed with by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to dispense with the call of committees for 
the purpose I have indicated. 

@ motion was not agreed to, two-thirds not voting in favor 
thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports, ; 

M. KENNEDY AND R. KING. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 111) authorizing the withdrawal from the Department of State 
of the certificate of indebtedness in favor of Mifflin Kennedy and 
Richard King against the Republic of Mexico; which was placed 
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upon the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 
SANTA ROSA SAVINGS-BANK. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1992) for 
the relief of the savings-bank of Santa Rosa, California; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


RECEIVERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 3370) to 
amend the act for the appointment of receivers of national banks; 
which was placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


HEAD OF NAVIGATION, MINNESOTA RIVER. 


Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 101) fixing the head of navigation of the Minnesota River in the 
State of Minnesota; which was Poe on the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF STEAM-BOILERS, ETC. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1280, a bill (H. R. No. 3831) to 
create a district for the ingpection of hulls and boilers of steam- 
vessels; which was read a first and second time, placed on the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CARRIAGE OF PASSENGERS BY SEA. 

Mr. GUENTHER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2744) to 


regulate the carriage of passengers by sea; which was placed on the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. KASSON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No. 1285, a bill (H. R. No. 3832) to provide 
for the restoration to citizenship of such citizens of the United States 
as have become naturalized as subjects of Great Britain; which was 
read a first and second time, placed on the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARIA B. CRAIG. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 3266, a bill (H. R. No. 3833) for the relief 
of Mrs. Maria B. Craig; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back adversely the joint resolution (H.R. No. 28) to 
reduce the postage on single letters to one cent; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 616) to amend section 3900 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 


| ordered to be printed. 


POSTAGE OF SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 859) regulati 
rates of postage on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices 
which was placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
repoft ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 714) to fix the com- 
pensation of postmasters of the fourth class; which was placed on 
the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. No. 3251) authorizing the Postmaster-General to adjust certain 
claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable 
casualty; which was placed on the House Calendar, and the accom- 

spanying report ordered to be printed. 
ANDREAS GUILLE. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1340) granting an increase 
of pension to Andreas Guille; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

J. T. PICKETT. RE aa 


Mr. PEELLE. By instruction of the Committee on Claims, I move 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
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the bill (H. R. No. 649) for the relief of J. T. Pickett, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT-COLONEL T. G. BAYLOR. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H.R. 
No. 3834) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel T. G. Baylor; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES AND WILLIAM VANCE. 


Mr. OATES. By instruction of the Committee on Claims, I move 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1695) for the relief of the estate of James Vance 
and William Vance, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


” NEW MEXICO PRIVATE LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. HAZBLTON, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill. No. 556, a bill (H. R. No. 
3835) to confirm a certain land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. PRESCOTT (when the Select Committee on the Census was 
called) said: Mr. Speaker, I ask that the apportionment bill be made 
the special order for next Thursday morning, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and that it be continued as such from day to 
day thereafter, not to antagonize necessary appropriation bills. As 
fifteen State islatures are now in session, and others have been 
called to e, and as we have resolutions now before the House 
asking for early action on the apportionment bill, I think the day I 
have named is the latest that should be set for the consideration of 
this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to inquire whether it does not require 
unanimous consent at this time to introduce that measure ? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York asked unanimous 
consent for it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object, for the reason there are many other 
measures of equal importance. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Claiming this is a question of the highest priv- 
ilege, I now make the motion that it be set down for Thursday morn- 
ing next. 

r. ANDERSON. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain the motion of the 
gentleman from New York to make it a special order on this call. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Ido not insist on my motion to adjourn under 
that ruling of the Speaker. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. DINGLEY, from the Special Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1720) providing for the ap- 
intment of a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traf- 
tic; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
JOHN TWEEDY. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 84) for the relief of John Tweedy ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HERBERT JOYCE. 


Mr. RAY also, from the same committee, reported back a bill (H. 
R. No. 1151) for the relief of Herbert Joyce, and moved that the same 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHIRIQUI COALING-STATION. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the other day a communicationand 
accompanying documents from the Secretary of the Navy, in refer- 
erence to the coaling-station at Chiriqui were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, under the supposition the matter kad been 
before that committee, whereas it had come from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I move now that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
be disc from the further consideration of these papers, and 
they be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. Lhope the gentleman will allow us to get through 
the unfinished business, so we may go to the Calendar to-morrow. If 
we leave rnc Reregee we get half way through with it we will 
never get along with the business of the House. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask the gentleman from Kansas to withdraw 
his motion so I may ask for a change of reference. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw the motion. 
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JAMES P. PECK AND REUBEN WOOD. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, before the adoption of the rule 
by the House the other day the bill (H. R. No. 2999) for the relief of 
James P. Peck and Reuben Wood was referred to the Committee on 


Claims. As it relates to Indian de tions, I now move that Com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration and it be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PEELLE. I understood, under the order of the House made 
the other day, that all these bills that had been referred to other com- 
mittees than the Committee on Indian Affairs were to be referred to 
the latter committee. 

The SPEAKER. Where reference has been improperly made it is 
necessary that the reference should be changed to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VALENTINE’S motion was agreed to. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL, 


Mr. PRESCOTT. I now renew my motion to make the apportion- 
ment bill the special order for Thursday morning, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. i 

Mr. ANDERSON. Pending that I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis inclined to think that the motion for 
a special order would be a change of the rules and a change of the 
order of business, and in that view it would require a two- vote 
or one day’s notice. The Chair, however, would like further time 
to consider the question. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I give notice that I will call it up to-morrow 
morning: 

Mr. ANDERSON. And I give notice that if it requires unanimous 
consent I will object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves the House 


ourn. 
Mr. ANDERSON. _Is the motion for a special order ruled out ? 
The SPEAKER. It is not pressed at this time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then I withdraw my motion to adjourn. 


CoNSULAR FEES. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Whereas in the act making appropriations for the consular andd tio serv- 
ice of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1880, the President is requested 
to revise the tariff of consular fees and prescribe such rates as will'‘make them con- 
form as nearly as may be to the fees charged by other commercial nations for sim- 
ilar service: Therefore, 

ResoWwed, That the President be pene to inform this House what action, if 
any, has been taken by the Executive Department of the Government in reference 
to the modification of the tariff of consular fees as requested in the above recited 
act. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIM OF CHARLES EWING. 


Mr. NEAL. I ask unanimous consent at this time to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution for immediate consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to furnish this 
House copies of all the- rs, accounts, contracts, ocgumente of counsel, opinions 
of the Commissioners of Indian Affairs, Secretaries of the Interior, Auditors, and 
Comptroliers of the Treasury relating to or concerning the claim of one Charles 
Ewing against the Osage Indian Nation, and also the amounts and dates of pay- 
ments made thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BUCHANAN to 
withdraw papers from the files of the House in the pension claim of 
the widow of M. R. Powell, there being no adverse report. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY AT HARPER’S FERRY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a resolution 
of the House of the 16th instant, relative to the sale or lease of cer- 
tain real estate and riparian rights at Harper's Ferry, West Virginia, 
and transmitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the as- 
ury and the draft of a bill to amend the act of June 16, 1878; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

SEARCH WARRANTS, NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury and accompanying papers 
from the collector of the port of New York, relative to the difhculty 
in obtaining search warrants for the discovery of smuggled goods at 
that port; which was referred to the Committee on Ways ant Means. 
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CLAIM OF WILLIAM JONSON. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting the peti- 
tion of Private William Jonson, Company I’, Eighteenth Infantry, 
for reimbursement for clothing destroyed by fire at McPherson bar- 
racks, Atlanta, Georgia, September 2, 1877; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 


Mr. NEAL. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. This is a unanimous report 
from that committee. They direct me to report back the following 
resolution and ask its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, requested, as soon as may 


be, to report to this House a list of all promotions, removals, and appointments 
made in the consular service of the United States since the 4th day of March, 1877, 
stating icularly the names and residences of each person, with the date of his 


promotion, removal, or appointment, upon whose recommendation, and for what 
reasons such Bpmotions, removals, and appointments were made. Also, what 
changes have m made by transfer from one consular position to another, the 
date thereof, and the reason therefor. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The aa memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of 300 citizens of the first Con- 
gressional district of Kansas, protesting against. the repeal of the 
arrears of pensions act, and for equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of James B. 
a and of Letitia Strothers—severally to the Commitee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BARR: Papers relating to alleged discrimination made in 
the improvement of streets in Washington, District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of Calvin De Witt, assistant surzeon United 
States Army, relating to promotions in the medical corps—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELFORD: The petition of John B. Wolf, relating to the 
revision of the laws appertaining to Indian Affairs—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of citizens of California, for legisla- 
tion to regulate charges of railroad transportation—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACK: The petition of the mayor and aldermen of the 
city of Brunswick, Georgia, in favor of granting right of way to the 
Atlantic and Mexican Gulf Canal Company—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 
at Darien, Georgia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens for the improvement of the 
harbor and river at Darien, Georgia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers relating to the claim of George 8. Tramel— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By ‘Mr. BRUMM: The petition of Daniel S. Mershon, jr., for com- 

ensation for services rendered in the construction of the steamer 

ingo—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

_By Mr. J.C. BURROWS: The petition of W. N. Gilbert and others, 
citizens of the State of Michigan, for legislation to regulate charges 
for railroad transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers relating to the claim of Francis Low— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB: Papers relating to the claim of John Calvert—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COLERICK: Papers relating to the claim of William P. 

Patrick, of Allen County, Indiana—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. COOK: The petition of James D. Russ and others, citizens 
of Alabama, for the establishinent of a postal route from Butler to 
Ellaville, Schley County, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Petition for the establishment of a post-office 
at or store, Wake County, North Carolina—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of John A. Hunter and others, citi- 
zens of Centre County, Pennsylvania, for legislation to prevent un- 
just discrimination by common carriers—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Centre County, Pennsylvania, pray- 


ing for the establishment of a post-route from Howard to Robb’s 
eee. in said cgunty—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads. 

By Mr. DARRELL: Bills for the improvement of the navigation 
of Bayou Black ; ofthe Bayou Plaquemine, and building locks at head 
of same; of Bayou Terrebonne; of Bayou Teche; of Calcasieu River; 
of Calcasieu Pass, and of the Charenton Canal—severally to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition and resolutions of the 
Chicago Law Institute, for the enactment of a law providing addi- 
tional facilities for disposition of appeals from United States circuit 
and district courts, and recommending plan of intermediate courts of 
appeals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of 31 citizens of Kearney, Nebraska, 
and of 36 citizens of Mississippi, alleging a combination between the 
Standard Oil Company and certain railroad companies, which does 
ee to shippers of oil, and praying for an investigation—sever- 
ally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Papers relating to the pension claim of Peter 
Forster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of citizens of De Kalb County, 
Tennessee, for larger appropriations to improve Caney Fork River— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of the Bath (Maine) Board of 
Trade, for relief of American shipping engaged in foreign carrying 
trade—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating to the claim of R. C. Chancy—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Papers relating to the pension claims of Henry 
Reems and of Major Alvin Walker—severally to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRISON: The petition of James McLaughlon, for a re- 
duction in improvement taxes—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, the petition of employés of the Life-Saving Service, for in- 
crease of compensation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEORGE: The petition of certain citizens of Georgia, for 
repeal of the law imposing tax on banks and bankers—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Dalles City, Oregon, for the dona- 
tion of certain lots of the Dalles military reservation to the German 
Evangelical Reformed Church—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, asking forfeiture of Astoria 
Railroad land grant—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the claim of John Black—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of newsdealers and import- 
ers of foreign newspapers, magazines, and periodicals, in Philadel- 
phia, Buffalo, Providence, San Francisco, Cincinnati, Grand Rapids, 
Denver, Saint Joseph, Saint Louis, Fredericksburgh, and other cities, 
to remove the duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem on newspapers, maga- 
zines, and periodicals, and place the same on the free list—severally 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of William Henry Arnoux, of similar import—to 
the same committee. . 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of Cornelius McHenry, for a pen- 
sion—to the Select Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. B. W. HARRIS: Memorial of D. D. White and 37 others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, in opposition tothe French metric system, 
praying that it shall not be made legal in any government trans- 
actions—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers meeps tothe claim of 8. Rosenfeld & 
Co.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: Two petitions of steamboatmen of Evansville, 
Indiana, praying for the reduction of taxes on their profession—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: A bill appropriating $100,000 for the im- 
provement of the navigation of Black Warrior River above Tusca- 
loosa, Alabama—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to the claim of Amos Chapman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Cynthia Miliken, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Milton Williams—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of B. H. Cobb, of N. B. Brice, of James E. Moses, 
deceased, by Frank A. Moses, administrator, and of F. A. R. Scott, 
for compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
Army during the late rebellion—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr.G. W. JONES: A bill appropriating $20,000 for the improve- 
ment of the channel across the bar at the mouth of Saint Mary’s Bayou, 
Texas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KASSON: The petition of D. O. Amos and others, remon- 
strating against the repeal of thearrears of pensions act—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Eden Baptist Association (Iowa) for the pro- 
hibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the United States—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
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By Mr. KLOTZ: Papers relating to the pension claim of John 
Keim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of Charles R. Hammond, John H. 
Jones, R. R. Twadell, and 38 others, citizens of Quincy, Michigan, for 
the repeal of the law imposing a tax on banks and bankers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of Wilbur H. Burnite and others, 
citizens of Delaware, for legislation regulating charges for freight 
and passenger traffic on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of M.S. Place and 94 others, citizens 
of Oswego County, New York, for legislation to prevent the use of 
alcoholic spirits in the manufacture of vinegar—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of J. M. Anderson and others, for 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River at Montrose, 
Iowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Byron C. Davis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of D. L. Kennedy, inventor of the 
spiral shearing punch, setting forth the advantages of his invention— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MCKENZIE: Memorial of Samuel N. Gaines and other cen- 
sus supervisors, praying for additional compensation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. 

. By Mr. McLANE: The petition of Walter Sorrell, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: Papers relating to the claim of Charles W. 
Foulk—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Martha G. 
Cole—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers relating to the pension claim of Amanda 
Stokes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOULTON: The petition of 200 citizens of Hutsonville, 
Illinois, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Wabash 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating to the claim of William F. Willis— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill to appropriate $75,000 to continue the work 
and complete the improvement of the Choctawhatchee River from 
the bay up to Newton in the State of Alabama—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Miles F. Wood, of Madison County, 
Indiana, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill to establish a post-route from Fullerville 
to Harrisville, in the State of New York—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papersrelating tothe claim of Sarah Hutch- 
ins, for compensation for property destroyed at the evacuation of 
Jacksonville, Florida, by United States troops in 1863—to the Com- 
H mittee on War Claims. 

} ao the petition of Delilah Kelley, for relief—to the same com- 
} mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Nancy Tipton—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Nancy Tipton—to the 
committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of R. H. Murrell, 
deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of Fairbanks & Duenroeg, distillers, 
of Terre Haute, Indiana, and others, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the bill recently introduced fixing the rate of duty on barley 
= at twenty-five cents per bushel—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: Papers relating tothe claim of Michael Clan- 
cy—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Samuel L. Wells—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of the Baptist clergymen of Phil- 
adelphia and vicinity, for the adoption of measures for the suppres- 
sion of polygamy in Utah—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. B. RICE: The petition of Calvin Gunn, for payment of 
money due him under decrees of United States district court at Saint 
Louis, Missouri—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. 8. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Sylvador Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of W. 8. Rosecrans, relating to 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W.S. Rosecrans, to place certain raw materials 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles M. Blake—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Memorial of J. H. Fillmore and others, asking 
that Congress define the rank of midshipman in the Navy—to the 
i Committee on Naval Affairs. 

i By Mr. SCALES: The petition of Charles W. Woollem, of High 

. Point, North Carolina, to have his sureties relieved from the penalt 
of his bond as internal-revenue collector of the third district of Nort 

Carolina—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Ways and Means. 


the same committee. 
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referred to the Committee on Claims. 






JANUARY 31, 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relatin 
lor, and of Cumming, Doyle & Co., and of 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 31, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read an 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Commissioner of Patents, transmitting a report 
of the transactions of that office, together with a detailed account 
of all moneys received for patents, &c.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of Crank & Hoffman, citi- 
zens of Washington, District of Columbia, praying compensation for 
property taken and used by the United States Army during the late 
rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of James H. Taylor, administrator 
of the estate of Thomas W. Taylor, deceased, late a citizen of Nel- 
son County, Kentucky, praying compensation for property taken and 
used by the United States Army during the late rebellion ; which was 


By Mr. SCHULTZ: The petition of W. H. Ainsworth and 60 others, 

one-armed and a inmates of the National Military Home for 

n, Ohio, praying for the pas- 

sage of Senate bill No. 733, introduced by Senator Ferry, of Michigan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: Papers relating to the claim of John M. Camp- 
bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. HYATT SMITH: The petition of H. K. & T. B. Thurber 
& Co. and 70 other firms of New York City and elsewhere, praying 
for a reduction of the tax imposed on trades, business, and profes- 
sions practiced or carried on in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 


By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of Nancey M. Richmond, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of Jacob Kyler, and 300 others, for 
legislation to prevent extortion and discrimination by railroad cor- 
porations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Petition for the establishment of a post- 
route from New Washington to Solon, Clarke County, Indiana—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of the Minnesota Temperance Union, 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffiic—to 
the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: Memorial of John C, Cook, asking 
that he be permitted to take further testimony in the contested-elec- 
tion case of Cook vs. Cutts—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Thomas Jones, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating tothe claim of William H. Deaver, 
of Cherokee County, North Carolina—to the same committee. 

Also, a bill to continue the work of improving the French Broad 
River, in North Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: The petition of Charles Ketchum, for an 
extension of a patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Ontario, New York, for the repeal 
of that portion of the Revised Statutes which prohibits the use of 
alcoholic spirits in the manufacture of vinegar—to the Committee on 


By Mr. WEBBER: The petition of Andrew Little and others, citi- 
zens of Michigan, for legislation to regulate charges of transporta- 
tion on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. ‘ 
Also, the petition of John Campbell and others, citizens of Michi- 


gan, for a more efficient organization of the Life-Saving Service—to 


to the claim of B. B. Tay- 
oyle & Co.—severally to 


By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Mary Howard, for a pension—to 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry S. Cohn and of Mont- 
gomery Howard—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers relating to the claim of H. W. Phillips 
for compensation for a five-eighths interest in the steamer Planter, 
which was seized and appropriated by the Government—to the same 


By Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania: A bill to provide for the improve- 
ment of the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. A. WOOD: Papers relating to the pension claim of Will- 
iam Beckett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 









d approved. 


Mr. McPHERSON presented concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of New Jersey, in favor of a bill to increase the compensation 





bok 


eo 1 


4! Do 
















of employés engaged in the Life-Saving Service ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present the petition of the pastor and offi- 
cers of the Presbyterian church of Phillipsburgh, New Jersey, repre- 
senting three hundred and eighty-five members, praying for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the petition lie upon the table, 
or be referred to the Committee on Finance ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know what disposition it has been 
the custom of the Senate to make of similar petitions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion for a select committee 
to consider the subject has not yet been passed upon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let the petition be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 8. A. Converse and others, 
citizens of Cresco, Iowa, praying for the passage of a law regulating 
railroad transportation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented a petition of letter-carriers of New Or- 
leans, praying for an increase of compensation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the memorial of L. J. N. Stark, president 
of Lake Champlain Navigation Company, and other citizens of 
New York, in favor of the passage of a joint resolution authorizing 
and requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the improvement 
of the Harlem River navigation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Ann C. Carroll and Maria 
C. Fitzhugh, legal representatives of Daniel Carroll, deceased, of 
Washington, District of Columbia, praying for the passage of an act 
authorizing and directing the Court of Claims to ascertain the amount 
of damage done to certain property of Daniel Carroll; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented additional papers to accompany the 
bill (S. No. 625) to amend section 1556 of the Revised Statutes, giving 
longevity pay to certain officers of the Navy ; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 672) for the relief of John M. McClintock, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 62) to provide for the erection of 
1 public building for the use of the post-office and Gcvernment offices 
at the city of Terre Haute, Indiana, reported it witLout amendment. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the Distric§ of Columbia, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1047) to pun- 
ish the selling and advertising of lottery tickets in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 526) for the relief of Louisa Bainbridge Hoff, 
ra it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 764) for the relief of Duncan M. V. Stuart, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

bose PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned? 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to make an inquiry. Where unfavorable 
reports are made are the reports, by rule, printed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir, all reports are printed, 
‘whether favorable or unfavorable. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask that the bill for the relief of Duncan M. V. 
Stuart be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator from 
Minnesota this bill will be placed upon the Calendar, with the ad- 
-verse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 699) granting an increase of pension to Saint 
Clair A. Mullholland, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
‘the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1048) to amend sec- 
tion 1682 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 90) to pay the creditors of the late Henry 
O. Waggoner, late consular clerk at Lyons, France, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 857) for the relief of the sufferers by loss of 
the Government steamer J. Don Cameron, reported it without amend- 
mers ae submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. . ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam directed by the same committee, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 557) for the relief of William C. Hemphill, 
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late a captain in the Fourth Regiment of United States Cavalry, 
to report it adversely. I ask that the report of the committee be 
adopted and the billindefinitely postponed. I think that is the best 
way to act finally on bills adversely reported. 
























(S. No. 156) for the relief of Major Jacob E. Burbank, re 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed, 























he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on adopting the 


report. 


The report was adopted and the bill 


tponed indefinitely. 
Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on 


ilitary Affairs, to whom was 


referred Executive Document No. 1, being a letter from the Secretary 
of War recommending an appropriation for the. building of a per- 
manent military post in Northern W 

Fort Colville, now in decay, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 


ashington Territory to replace old 


Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. No. 497) granting a pension to James S. Roby, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. No. 198) for the relief of Frances Anna Mc- 
Naughton, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
rted it 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. No. 389) for the relief of Austin Jayne and John 
K. Mathews, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 
agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. No. 101) for the relief of G. W. Thompson and 
others, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report there- 
on, which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1034) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Concord, in the State 
of New Hampshire, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 


subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1045) to accept and ratify 

an agreement with the Crow Indians for the sale of a portion of their 

reservation in the Territory of Montana required for the use of the 

Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the-necessary appropriations 

for carrying out the same; which wasread twice by its title, and, on 

nae ef Mr. Dawes, recommitted to the Committee on Indian 
airs. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which were re- 


ferred two petitions of citizens of New York praying for the publi- 


cation of the debates of Congress soas to be distributed gratuitously 
to every family in the United States, have instructed me to report 
back thesame. The petitions set forth that ‘whereas one of the pur- 
poses of the Constitution is to promote the general welfare and secure 
the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity,” and with 
many other whereases and reasons, they ask for the publication of 
the RECORD in sufficent quantities to supply every family in the 
United States with acopy. It seems the petitions must have been 
gotten up by some eminent ped maker. ‘The cost would exceed the 
charge pe the national debt, and approach the arrears of pensions. 
It would cost about seventy millions of dollars a year. ‘The com- 
mittee think the public welfare would not be promoted by such 
action, and therefore ask to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petitions. 

THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported it without amendment; and 
the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the usual number of the bill (S. No. 133) to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States be printed for the use of the Senate. 


LIBRARIAN’S REPORT. 
Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the ee resolution, reported it without amendment ; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress be printed, and 
that the usual number of 500 copies extra be printed, with paper covers, for dis- 
tribution by the Librarian. 


PRINTING OF EULOGIES. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 89) to print the 
eulogies in the House of Representatives upon the late Fernando 
Wood, to report it with a substitute by way of amendment, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Printing 
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with an amendment to strike out all after the resolving clause, and 
to insert: 
there be printed 12,000 copies respectively of the eulogies delivered in Con- 
ee the late Fernando Wood, a Representative from the State of New York, 
Tratthew H. mter, a Senator from the State of Wisconsin, and Ambrose E. 
Burnside, a Se from the State of Rhode Island, of each of which 4,000 shall 
be for the Senate, and 8,000 for the use of the House of Representatives ; and the 
Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have printed portraits 
of the above named, Wood, Carpenter, and Burnside, to accompany their 
ve eulogies; and for the purpose of defraying the expense of engraving 
ai eras the said portraits the sum of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. gi Abe 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution to print 
certain eulogies.” 


SHAWNEE INDIANS AT QUAPAW AGENCY. 


Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report at this time and to ask for the present consideration of a 
bill for the relief of the Eastern Shawnee Indians at the Quapaw 
agency. 

eThe bill (8. No. 1046) for the relief of the Eastern Shawnee Indians 
at the Quapaw agency, Indian Territory, was read the first time by 
its title. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to make a statement in regard to the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be very glad to hear the statement, but 
the bill ought to be printed. I think it is rather dangerous to pass 
bills in this way unless they are very urgent. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill is already in print. I will make the state- 
ment, and the Senate, of course, will do as they please about it. 

Sixty of the Shawnee Indians are upon the Indian Territory at the 
Quapaw agency. The great drought and the chinch-bugs together 
have swept away all their crops for the present year. They have 
$12,000 in the Treasury, not invested, but drawing interest from the 
United States, the proceeds of the sale of their land to the Ottawas. 
These sixty Indians have petitioned the Government that $2,000 of 
the money which is due them and in the Treasury may be distrib- 
uted per capita among them, amounting to $33.33. The bill comes 
from the Interior Department through a recommendation of the 
President of the United States that the Secretary of the Interior be 
authorized to take $2,000 of that money and distribute it per capita 
to these sixty Indians to relieve their immediate and pressing wants. 
That is the whole of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the communication with the bill? 

Mr. DAWES. The communication has been printed for the use of 
the Senate, and I have it here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause to be paid in cash, per capita, to the Eastern Shawnee In- 
dians, at Quapaw agency, Indian Territory, from their uninvested funds in the 
Treasury, the sum of $2,000, in order to relieve their pressing wants and necessi- 
ing occasioned by the failure of crops during the summer and fall of the year 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
hear the communication read that the Senator has. 

Mr. DAWES. The first communication in order is the petition 
of the sixty Indians themselves, addressed to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. Does the Senator desire that to be read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not care to have it read. The Senator has 
stated what it is, I suppose. 

Mr. DAWES. I have stated that in substance. The Indian Com- 
missioner communicates to the Secretary of the Interior this petition, 
with his recommendation that $2,000 of this fund be distributed 
among them as suggested. The Secretary of the Interior incloses the 
bill to the President of the United States, with the recommendation 
that it pass. The President of the United States communicates all 
these documents to the Senate of the United States for their consid- 
eration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the objection, Mr. President. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MEXICO AND GUATEMALA. 


Mr. WINDOM, fromthe Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
the following resolution ; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


_ Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested, 
if in his opinion it be not incompatible with the public interest, to transmit to the 
Senate all oe between the United States and its diplomatic agents ac- 
credited to the Republic of Mexico, and to the Republic of Guatemala since the 
ist day of January, A. D. 1881, and any other information in his possession touching 
= ¢ : = the United States with each and both said countries or their relations 
with each other. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1049) amending an act entitled “An act to 
eee the introduction of contagious or infectious diseases into the 

nited States;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the select committee to investigate and report the best means of pre- 
venting the introduction and spread of epidemic diseases. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1050) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi at Memphis, Tennessee ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1051) for the relief of William 
G. Ford, of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1052) for the reliefof A. 8. Bloom ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. No. 1053) for the relief of the estate of Miles H. 
Thomas, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1054) for a public building at Opelousas, 
Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VEST (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1055) for the relief of William Henry 
Ward; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1056) granting the right of way over the pub- 
lic lands in Alabama, and to grant lands to said State in aid of the 
Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1057) for the relief of George 
Milsom, Henry Spendelow, and George V. Watson; which was read 
twice by its title, and, together with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, (by request,) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1058) to prevent 
the unlawful occupation of the public lands; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred, together with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1059) to authorize Allexey W. Von 
Schmidt to bring suit in the Court of Claims; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1060) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Calais, Maine; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1061) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Augusta, Maine ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
tointroduce a bill (8. No, 1062) for the relief of Magnus 8. Thomp- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1063) providing for the pay- 
ment of awards made to Creek Indians who enlisted in the Federal 
Army, loyal refugees, and freedmen; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 31) authorizing and requiring 
the Secretary of War to contract for the improvement of the Harlem 
River navigation ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. MAXEY submitted the following resolution ; which was read: 

Resolved, That the usual number of the bill (S. No. 954) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in conjunction with the State of Texas, to run and mark 
the boun lines between apartof the territory of the United States and the Btate 
of Texas and to oooh the survey of said lines authorized to be surveyed, run, 
and marked under the act of Congress approved June 5, 1858, be printed for the use 
of the Senate. : 

Mr. MAXEY. The printed copy of the bill contains a misdescrip- 
tion of the lines to be surveyed, and the object of the resolution is to 
have the billreprinted in order tomake the correction. I send to the 
Clerk’s desk a corrected copy of the bill tobe printed. I ask for the 
immediate consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


APPOINTMENTS AT CINCINNATI POST-OFFICE. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I desire to make an inquiry of 
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one of the committees of this body, if I am not out of order. 
time ago, during the special session in October, I introduced a reso- 
lution, and it is to know what has become of it that I rise at this 


Some 


time. It was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and upon inquiry at the document-room I cannot find that it 
was printed, as it should have been and the reference made. I ask the 
Clerk to read the resolution, and I invite the attention of the com- 
mittee to it. t 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana calls the 
attention of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The Acting Secretary read the following resolution, which was sub- 
mitted by Mr. VOORHEES October 13, 1881, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post Roads: 

Whereas certain rules and regulations of the post-office at Cincinnati, Ohio, have 
becn approved by the Postmaster-General, among which occurs the following: 
‘5, New appointments will be made to the lowest grade in the class where vaean- 
cies may occur, and no application will be entertained from any person under 
twenty or over thirty years of age;” and 

‘Whereas this rule necessarily excludes from appointment all the Union soldiers 
who served in the war for the suppression of the rebellion: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and is 
hereby, instructed to inquire by what law or authority such a rule has been - 
roved by the Postmaster-General, and to report to the Senate the result of i 

vestigation. 


Mr. VOORHEES. NowlI ask the Secretary toread the correspond- 
ence I send to the desk, in relation to the same rule prevailing in the 
Boston post-office. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Boston, June 18, 1880. 

My Drak GENERAL: The bearer, Benjamin Eaton, one of my men, Company K, 
Forty-seventh Regiment, after we returned home enlisted in the Fifty-seventh 
Regiment, and was taken prisoner at North Anna River, Virginia, and was in An- 
dersonville prison three hundred and forty days. He came home all broken down 
in health. Fre went to California in 1867, with the hope that the climate would 
benefit his health, and has now returned to this city, partly to obtain proper evi- 
dence to obtain a pension. He desires employment. I am not on terms of inti- 
macy with ber’ collector. re can = > a oe to as Eaton to ao em- 

loyment ? you can, my dear general, it wi 0 6 yours, mos y; 
av ? Wenat sree“ LUCIUS B. MARSH, 
Late Colonel Forty-seventh Massachusetts Regiment. 
To Major-General N. P. BANKS. - 


Boston, June 18, 1880. 
My Dear Sir: Permit me to ask your attention to the letter (within) of Colonel 
Marsh. Mr. Eaton was a soldier of the Forty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteers, commanded by Colonel Marsh, and was of my command. I shall 
be ey if some employment can be found for Eaten. 
pectfully yours, 


Hon. E. 8. Tosry, Postmaster. 


P. §.—All ex-Union soldiers and sailors are ineligible to employment in my de- 
partment that are over thirty years of age. 3.8. TOREY 


Postmaster, Boston. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, my attention has been called to 
this subject and I feel it my duty to present it to the view of the 
Senate. I want to find out what mysterious agency has crept into 
the Post-Office Department and caused the promulgation of an order 
like this. I moved in this matter in October, at the special session 
of the Senate. Whether the resolution has reached the Post-Office 
committee or not, Ido not know. I would not call attention to it 
in this public manner, except for the fact that I find that the reso- 
lution was not on file in the document-room. 

I say to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, with the 
utmost sincerity, that I hope they will give this matter their atten- 
tion. Here is the most arbitrary, outrageous, and senseless rule that 
ever emanated .from a Department of this Government, in my judg- 
ment—-arbitrary, without reason, without sense—that men over thirty 
years of age shall not be eligible to appointment in the postal serv- 
ice of the United States, thus excluding necessarily every man who 
served the Government nearly twenty years ago, or less, during the 
war. 

I do not stand here to assert any love of the soldier superior to 
that which prevails in the heart of every Senator on this floor; but 
I do hope that principles of common sense, common justice, and com- 
mon decency may prevail in the administration of the civil service 
of this Government. We have heard a good deal about civil service 
reform. I do not know any better place for it to begin than here. 
Civil service reform! Anorder promulgated in the Department where 
most employment is given in the United. States, excluding those 
most meritorious! I think this is the place for civil service reform 
to begin—the Boston post-office deliberately promulgating over the 
name of the postmaster the edict that the ex-soldiers and sailors of 
the United States are ineligible, if they are over thirty years of age, 
to employment. I have brought before you the postmaster’s pro- 
mulgation of it with his name signed to it. 

If Ihave accomplished what I desire; that is, to arrest the attention 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and let them goto 
this great Department and find out why this discrimination is made 
against thif class of people, I have accomplished all I desire this 
morning. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, 1 suppose that the Senator from In- 
diana has now accomplished all he intended in calling the attention 
of the public, and especially the soldiers of Indiana—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Especially the Senator from Michigan as chair- 


N. P. BANKS. 


man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; and if he desires- 
toindulge in a retort of that kind on me, I will ask him very distinctly 
why his attention has not been given to the resolution passed in this. 
Senate on the 13th day of last October? 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator had not interrupted me before the 
a of my sentence, perhaps he would not have said what he 

as. 

Not only the soldiers of Indiana, but the soldiers of other States of 
the Union. The Senator from Indianaintroduced the resolution which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The 
committee at its first meeting, I think, invited to it the attention of 
the late Postmaster-General. His reply is before the committee, but 
reached it after the adjournment of the October session. At this. 
session other matters equally if not more important for immediate 
action have occupied the attention of the committee. They have, 
however, not neglected the matter the Senator from Indiana refers 
to. It is well known that that committee is burdened with a great 
many nominations ; a good deal of controversy attends more or less 
of them before the committee. Thus far the committee has met as 
usual, once a week. The members of that committee are occupied, to- 
more or less extent, on other commit and it has been impractica- 
ble to call special sessions of the committee. So far as pertains to 
the work before it, I think they have been as diligent as other com- 
mittees, at all events as industrious as other committees with which 
I am connected and of which I can properly speak. 

Now, as to the remarks of the Senator from Indiana, I think they 
are, if I may say, perhaps a little exceptional—I will not say out of 
place, because he has a right to submit such remarks as he thinks are 
proper in the Senate—but I think the committee are not deserving of 
the implied censure. They have partly considered the subject. The 
ruling referred to by the Senator from Indiana does not prevail gen- 
erally in the post-offices of the country. There may be exceptions in 
the two cases which he has named ; sthenwite there has been no such 
construction. The committee, if it be necessary, when they come to: 
finally consider the subject, may invite the attention of the present 
head of the Post-Office Department and learn what his instructions, 
if any, may be in the matter before making report, which I feel as- 
sured will be made without intentional and unnecessary delay. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I had not the slightest desire to censure the 
Senator’s committee. On the contrary I said expressly that I feared 
the resolution had not reached the committee, as I could not find it 
on file in the document room. The Senator from Michigan makes a 
worse case against the committee by far than I did or sought to do. 
I find by the Journal that this resolution was referred to the com- 
mittee on the 14th day of October; that is three months and a half 
ago; and I submit now in all candor—and I speak it especially for the 
Senator from Michigan and not for the soldiers of the country or for 
the outside world—that three months and a half should be ample 
time to get an understanding of that order, and that it is quite as im- 
portant to get an understanding of that order and decide whether it 
should be maintained as it is of any other business that comes before 
that committee. 

Mr. FERRY. Now, Mr. President, I desire to say that when a com- 
mittee, in discharge of its duties, invites the head of any Depart- 
ment to give information, its duty ceases until a proper time is given 
that Department to make reply. Inthe departure of the predecessor 
of the present Postmaster-General there was necessarily forced upon 
his attention a great deal of labor, and there was unavoidable delay 
in the reply. All I have to say to the Senator from Indiana, and to 
the Senate, is that the committee are doing their duty, and intend 
to do it, and if that be not satisfactory the Senator has his remedy 
if he sees fit, to ask the Senate to discharge the committee from the 
further consideration of the subject whenever in his judgment their 
duties are neglected. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The morning business has been disposed of; and 
I wish to call up Senate bill No. 17. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President—— r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
rise to morning business ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to call up a resolution 
‘ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has the: 

oor, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I dislike to interfere with the Senator from. 
Nebraska. . 

Mr. SAUNDERS. This bill will not take two minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill proposed to be taken up by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the title of the bill (8. No. 17) toextend 
the northern boundary of the State of Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks: 
to call up the bill the title of which has just been read. The bill 
will be read at length for information. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. This bill is the same exactly that passed the 
Senate unanimously at the last session of Congress after having been 
thoroughly canvassed, and it has been reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Territories again. The hurry we have in this matter is. 
that it cannot take effect, according to one of the conditions, until the 
Legislature of the State of Nebraska shall have acted on it, and the 
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‘Legislature expects to be called togetherearly this spring. As the bill 

wilcees to go through the elie House, and then notice must be 
given to the governor of Nebraska, I desire very much that the bill 
shall be allowed to go through this morning. I think there is no 
objection to it. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a pretty serious business to enlarge or di- 
minish the boundaries of a sovereign State, and it is still more seri- 
ous if, as I have been told, this enlargement of the boundaries of 
Nebraska is to take in both an Indian reservation and a military res- 
ervation; and before I vote to take it up, I should be glad to have 
the Senator from Nebraska tell us whether I am correctly informed 
that this is to bring within the jurisdictional territory of Nebraska 
a reservation already set apart for some Indians along that border. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It provides that it shall not take effect until the 
Indian title shall have been extinguished. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was not precisely the question. I asked 
whether this change of boundary does not bring into the State. of 
Nebraska an Indian reservation already established, on which the 
Indians are living in peace and quiet. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It is called the Indian reservation, though it is 
that part which was held by the Poncas, and some mistakes were 
made, they claim, when it was turned over to the Sioux; but callit a 
reservation or what you please, it is no doubt a part of the Indian 
weservation, and in that regard it is provided that the bill shall not 
take effect until the Indian title shall have been extinguished. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the object of this enlargement of the 
‘boundaries of the State of Nebraska? What good does it do? Why 
is it necessary ? 


Mr. SAUNDERS. It is merely to straighten the line and bring in 
‘a very irregularly formed piece of land. 
tory of Nebraska particularly. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is very important that all States should have 
— lines, rectangular frontiers ; but I am advised that this pro- 


It will not help the Terni- 


' change takes in the capital of the Territory of Dakota. Is 
that the case? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The capital of Dakota is on the east side of the 
Missouri River, and this all lies west of the Missouri River, so that 
it does not touch it or come within a long distance of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 
‘The Chair lays before the Senate its unfinished business. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I ask unanimous consent to take a vote on this 
dill this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator cannot get it this morning. 
present boundary line of Nebraska follows the stream 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The billis just to straighten that line. 
eating on a map. ] 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to inquire of the Chair if I have lost my 
—— now, the morning hour having expired, to call up a res- 
elution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to say that I yielded as a matter of cour- 
tesy to my good-natured friend from Nebraska, and I hope he will 
not ask me to do so again. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I only want to rectify this boundary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is Senate 
bill No. 46. 


The 
[Indi- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
3181) authorizing and directing the Architect of the Capitol to make 
certain changes and repairs in the House wing of the Capitol, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
‘tion of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, ] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEsT.] The Senator from Con- 
necticut is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator from Missouri to say to 
me privately that he desired to suggest some modifications of his 
amendment before I proceeded, but I do not see him here at this mo- 
ment. -I will yield to him whenever he comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has just 
ome in. 

Mr. VEST. I propose to modify the amendment I have offered by 
substituting what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mover has a right to modify 
‘his amendment before a vote istaken. The amendment will be read 
as modified. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. 
-additional section : 

Sec. 2. From and after the Ist day of July, 1882, the 3 cent. i 
by this act shall be the only bonds Teonvel le as seontity te ete 
lation from national banks organized after said date, or from national banks there- 
after appiying for an increase of their capital to the extent of such increase, or as 

: security for the safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public money deposited 


It is proposed to add to the bill as an 
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with such banks : Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shaH not have issued 
all the bonds herein authorized, or shall have issued so many thereof as to make it 
impossible for him to issue the amount of bonds required : And provided further, 
‘That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, entitled ‘‘ An act fixing the amount of 
United States notes, providing for a redistribution of the oitemt banks currency, 
and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am glad to see these successive 
modifications of what I consider a bad measure. The Senator from 
Missouri by successively changing what was known as the Carlisle 
amendment has followed the example of the late President of the 
United States in condemning the measure in that veto for which the 
latter has been so much censured. The Senatornow leaves, in what we 
have for convenience sake called the Vest amendment, simply a pro- 
vision that hereafter there shall be received as a basis of circulation 
3 per cent. bonds only, and a repeal of section 4 of the act of June 20, 
1874. That is all that is left of what was originally called the Car- 
lisle amendment, lately the Vest amendment. The modifications elim- 
inate very much from the discussion. The target at which I was 
about to aim has been in considerable part removed. I am obliged 
to the Senator, for it shortens my remarks somewhat. I a with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] in what he said yester- 
day, that if we are going on with this general discussion of all that 
pertains to the national banks it would be well to have an under- 
standing on that subject. I agree also that it would not be unprof- 
itable. I have not regarded the time thus far expended as by any 
means wasted, because before this Congress are the very gravest prob- 
lems connected with our currency and our banking. We shall in 
large measure decide the question whether or not the national-bank 
system shall continue, or, if it shall not continue, what shall take its 
place; whether we shall restrict ourselves to the issue of greenbacks 
solely or whether we shall reinstate the State-bank system. To do 
that it is only necessary to repeal some half a dozen lines or less in 
the statute-book, namely, the lines imposing a tax of 10 per cent. on 
State-bank circulation, which would bring back to us all the enor- 
mous vices and incalculable losses of the worst system or lack of sys- 
tem with which any country was ever afflicted. 

I have no objection, if it be the understanding, that we shall enter 
on that discussion. So far as the past is concerned, I think the Re- 
publican party stands ready and more than ready to justify itself as 
having furnished for the first time to the nation anything that could 
be called a system, and, secondly, for having furnished the best system 
ever known to any country. I[ am not about to open the whole sub- 
jeet; it is illimitable; but I shall make two or three points and 
leave it. 

In the first place, our system furnished an absolute security to the 
bill-holder. Not one dollar or dime has ever been lost to any human 
being by reason of the bills of the national banks. That everybody 
knows. We have given to those bills a universal value throughout 
this country. For the first time a safe bill, for the first time a bill 
that was good in all sections, no matter where it was issued. There 
is probably not a person in this audience who, having more or less of 
bills in his pocket, can tell me, without taking them out and exam- 
ining them, what they are ; whether they are legal tenders or whether 
they are bank bills; or, if they are bank bills, from what banks they 
come. I do not believe there is a person in this Chamber, if he may 
have $100 of national-bank bills in his pocket, who can tell me 
whether they are issued by banks in Maine, or Vermont, or Ken- 
tucky, or Oregon, or California, or Louisiana; and nobody cares. 
Nobody cares whether they are bills of any particular bank, because 
they are equally good all over the country. Everybody is familiar 
with the losses under the old system; everybody is familiar with 
the fact that in old times every grocer kept upon his table Thomp- 
son’s old bank-note detecter, and would not take pay for the morn- 
ing’s groceries until he had hauled that down and examined the bills 
presented to see what the discount on them was, which discount ran 
from 99 per cent. up or down, and in the old times one scarcely ever 
carried $100 to a bank without having to submit to a shave because 
of the depreciation of some bills. 

All that is done away with, and we have, secondly, given almost 
perfect security to depositors, though that was not one of the pri- 
mary objects of the national-bank act. Its primary objects were to 
furnish a place to put United States bonds, and to give an absolutely 
secure circulation; but we have by the wisdom of the system fur- 
nished an almost equal safety to the depositors. The statistics of the 
banks show, Mr. President—and I am very glad to see you occupy 
that chair, [Mr. VoorHEEs in the chair]—that the loss to depositors 
has been only about one-twentieth of 1 per cent. of the deposits per 
year. Indeed, Iask the gentleman who said yesterday that the State 
banks were the safer to make any comparison between those figures 
and the figures of the ancient State banks. It is apace. nothing, 
for one-twentieth of 1 per cent. ina year can hardly enter into a man’s 
calculation as to the value of a whole system. 

Thereis another respect in which that system is excellent, the extent 
of governmental supervision and publicity, the severity of discipline. 
Nothing like that had been known. Before the national system was 
adopted no two States legislated alike. Some had asafety-fund sys- 
tem, some had other provisions for securing circulation; but I think 
the majority of the States had next to nosystem at all, substantially 
confining themselves to chartering a corporation with power to issue 
bills. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does not the Senator think that in view of the 
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recent experienee in Newark and Boston the present system needs 
some amendment ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. So does human nature. In view of the crimes of 
Guiteau and others, I think human nature needs amendment; but 
we will take the percentage of the whole and conclude that humanity 
isnot sobad. If the percentage is only one-twentieth of 1 per cent., 
that will answer. We are trying to make it better; but I have the 
authority of the Comptroller of the Currency for saying that if we 
ainelude the national banks referred to, the loss does not exceed that 
ratio this very year. I am sorry there was any failure; I am sorry 
the Republican party cannot say that it did not save even that one- 
twentieth of one one-hundredth. 

The fifth advantage of this system is the revenue that is yielded by 
taxation. Some Senator the other day, perhaps it was the Senator 
from Missouri, gave figures in general resembling these ; any figures 
will serve to illustrate. He supposed that $12,000,000 was paid to 
the banks as interest upon the bonds they had deposited, and then 
that we had collected from the banks $3,000,000 of taxes. He put 
down the $9,000,000 as a profittothe banks. But suppose we had no 
national-bank system to get the $3,000,000 ont of, the expenditure 
would have been $12,000,000, for we should have had the interest to 
pay and none of it to get back by way of taxation. It would be quite 
as fair, and a great deal fairer, for me to claim that what we got out of 
the national banks, our own creatures, by taxation was so much clear 

ain, because our bonds would have been in somebody’s hands any- 

ow. The banks were an advantage to us because they furnished 
us a market for our bonds and also a very considerable revenue from 
taxation. 

The total taxes paid by the national banks since their organiza- 
tion are $108,856,640.90, one hundred and eight million dollars in 
round numbers. The total cost of that system from the beginning 
has been only $5,148,649.01. 

To give another figure of interest to those gentlemen who are de- 
nouncing the burden of these institutions, the loss upon bills that 
will never appear again has been more than sufficient, that one sin- 
gle comparatively insignificant and overlooked item has been suffi- 
cient to pay the entire expenses of the national-bank system from the 
beginning—all the expenses, not the expense of redeeming cir- 
eulatien alone, but the entire expense of the system, for the calcula- 
tion is, I believe, that it is 14 per cent. on the average circulation, 
which is now $360,000,000. Suppose it to have been an average of 
$350,000,000, and gentlemen will see that it does about make the 
-$5,000,000 of total expenses. 

But I must give a few words to some criticisms of our friend from 
Missouri. I did not take them as anything very severe. They did 
not affect me materially. He was offended by my using the word 
“communistic,” parliamentarily offended, not otherwise, think, by 
my using the word ‘‘communistic” with reference to the second pro- 
viso of the original Carlisle amendment. Well, sir, he has vetoed 
that, following the example of President Hayes; but his comments 
on me were such that I will say just a word or two about that defunct 
pet, which was this: 


That no bond upon which interest has ceased shall be accepted or shall be con- 


tinued on deposit as security for circulation or for the safe-keeping of the ee F 


money; and in case bonds so deposited shall not be withdrawn, as provi 

law, within a days after the interest has ceased thereon, the banking associa- 

tion depositing the same shall be subject to the liabilities and proceedings on the 

i te 2 rene provided for in section 5234 of the Revised Statutes of the 
S. 


ed by 


I will follow the processes pointed out for a few minutes, and then I 
will leave it to honorable, fair, judicialiy-minded men to say whether 
? 


the word “communistic” is severe enough for that transaction. I 
will apply no words to it; I will leave the good sense of all fair- 
minded business men to characterize it. And this is noreflection on 
the motives, purposes, desires, or character of the gentlemen who 
offered it, or who may have sustained that amendment. Itis a criti- 
cism upon the inevitable bearings of it, and if I can show to them 
that it deserved the epithet ‘‘ communistic,” of course they will con- 
demn it. The Senator from Missouri has withdrawn it for some 
ood reason. 

This is the working of it. I will suppose a bank having $200,000 
of bonds pledged to secure 90 per cent., that is to say $180,000 of its 
bills. These $200,000 of pledged bonds are composed of the reduced 
sixes, or Windoms, or the three-and-a-halfs. It has acallsentto it by 
the comptroller for $100,000 of these’ bonds, and it brings them to 
the comptroller. The ordinary process is that the bank shall either 
substitute some other bonds or receive 10 per cent. margin upon it 
in cash, and leave the rest with the comptroller to redeem the bills 
as they come in. 

But under this second proviso of the Carlisle amendment the bank 
presents itself to the comptroller and says: ‘‘Mr. Comptroller, we 
have here the $100,000 of 3} per cent. bonds which you have called 
for; we will be glad to take 10 per cent. cash and leave the other 90 
with you to redeem our bills.” ‘‘No,” says the comptroller, ‘under 
the Carlisle amendment you are requested to take 3 per cent. bonds 
in place of the three-and-a-halfs ; the option is not open to you,” (as it 
was under the proceedings of our distinguished colleague now, Sec- 
retary Windom, ) “to take your choice between cash and a continu- 
ance at 3} per cent., but you must take the three percents.” ‘‘But,” 
says the bank, “we cannot afford to do banking business on that 
basis ; we would rather go out of circulation so far as this $100,000 


security for $90,000 of our bills is concerned.” The comptroller turns 
about then under this provision andsays: ‘Sir, I give you notice that 

ou are to go to work and within thirty days collect your whole 

90,000 of bills and bring them here ; otherwise we shall put you into 
bankruptcy.” ‘ But,” says the bank,’ “do you not know, Mr. Comp- 
troller?”—— ‘‘ Ah,” says the comptroller, ‘‘I know nothing; I know 
only the law.” ‘‘ However, Mr. Comptroller, don’t you know that no 
bank in the world can ever collect all its bills within thirty days ; and 
least of all can the national banks do it, because by reason of the 
great merit of these bills and the universality of their circulation, 
they are scattered all over this land, and because no citizen knows 
what bank it is that issued the bills he has in his pocket, and though 
we may even offer a premium of 1 or 2 or 3 per cent. in the market 
for bringing our bills in, we cannot get them, because not one person 
in a hundred, not one person in a thousand of the people reads such 
notices or know what is going on at the clearing-house or among New 
York brokers, aud people will carry around most of that $100,000 of 
our bills months before they will ever hear that there is a 3 per cent. 
premium offered for them. Do you not know,” says the banker, 
“that I positively cannot get those bills into my hands within thirty 
days? I might, if I offered a heavy premium, get 80 per cent. of 
them; will you let me off then?” ‘ No, there is absolutely no lost 
motion (as the mechanics call it) in the amendment. It is absolute! 
rigid. You are required to bring them back, every dollar of them.” 
“But,” says the banker, ‘‘do you not know that there is from 4 to 14 
percent. of the bills of every bank that never do come back ; they are 
burned and destroyed, lost in every way so that even no evidence of 
their loss can be presented?” “Yes, I know that, but the law has 
not one particle of elasticity or mercy in it ; you are required to bring 
back those $90,000 of your bills and do it within thirty days or you 
will be put into bankruptcy.” ‘‘Why?”saysthebank. ‘ Because,” 
says the comptroller, ‘‘the Congress of the United States determined 
to compel fyou in that way to take 3 per cent. bonds; they deter- 
mined to put you to a heavy penalty in the shape of a premium for 
your bills, the alternative being putting you in bankruptey.” That 
is the law of Congress, and a man is blamed for calling it ‘‘ commu- 
nistic!” It takes away some of my property without any show of 
reason or justice. The bank says ‘‘ We are ready to pay our bills.” 
“Yes, I know it,” says the comptroller. ‘Our credit is good in 
every respect.” ‘‘Yes.” ‘‘We have 25 per cent. surplus above our 
capital, ready to meet all obligations.” ‘Yes, I know it.” ‘‘ What 
is the matter then?” The comptroller says, ‘‘ The Government was 
doubtful of its power to negotiate 3 per cent bonds, and therefore 
it said we will put you into bankruptcy unless you take the 3 per 
cent. bonds or comply with an impossible condition.” That fairly 
illustrates and describes the second proviso of the Carlisle amend- 
ment. 

The Senator from Missouri, I said, had done away with the neces- 

sity of a large portion of my remarks by omitting from the close of 
his amendment these words: 


And sections 5159 and 5160 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
the same are hereby, re-enacted. 


Therefore he does not insist upon requiring all the banks to hold one- 
third of their capital in Government bonds, any deficiency in their 
— supply to be supplied from the three percents. He confines 

imself now solely to two points which I have mentioned, but will 
mention again, the requiring that all banks hereafter organized shall 
take 3 per cent. bonds, and repealing section 4 of the act of June 20, 
1874. 

Now, there is no moral objection, if I may so characterize it, to be 
urged against his requirement that hereafter banks shall take 3 per 
cent. bonds; banks organized anew or increasing their capital. As I 
said the other day, the Government has a right to declare to the 
world that it is able to sell bonds at 3 per cent., and beiag able to 
do 80, it of necessity legitimately and preperly requires that the basis 
of banking and security for bills hereafter shall be 3 per cent. bonds. 

Gentlemen find it very difficult to apply this to banks already in 
existence, and I think they are right in saying that they will not do 
so; that it would be a gross inequality and very great injustice. Butif 
the Senate should adopt this amendment and require all new banks 
or banks increasing circulation te take these three percents as a basis, 
what would result? An extraordinary inequality still among the 
banks. The old banks not required to substitute threes would be 
charged upon the stump and elsewhere—happily the Democratic party 
would take its share of the charge in that case—with being monopolies 
and having certain favored privileges. They hold fours and four- 
and-a-halfs and three-and-a-laifs. They get 4, 44, and 3} per cent. 
on the bonds they have put up to secure circulation, while another 
class of banks get only 3 per cent. ‘The inevitable result would fol- 
low that I before pointed out, and there would be no more new banks 
formed in the western’ or extreme western or southern portions of 
the United States, where capital is less abundant and where the 
rates of interest rule higher. The new banks would all be formed in 
the eastern section of the country and we should have still more said 
against the grasping character of the East and the wickedness of this 
great monopoly! 

There were some very interesting figures on that subject given in 
the various returns; I call attention to some more of them again for 
amoment. I want to read the figures concerning the State banks 
and private banks on the one hand, and the national banks on 
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the other, of the State of Missouri—I will give them accurately this 
time—and those of the State of Kentucky also, for the consideration 
of the two Senators from those two States who have discussed these 
topics. , 

n Missouri there are one hundred and twenty State banks and 
ninety-two private bankers, though weare informed thatthe national 
banking system offers such extraordinary advantage for private capi- 
tal. The total capital of those two hundred and twelve State ban 
and private bankers is $10,129,000; the deposits $46,772,000, and they 
hold only $447,362 of United States bonds. That is the course taken 
by banks and bankers who are absolutely at liberty, without any of 
these restrictions, to do as they please about the investment of their 
capital. I think they are mistaken; I think they would do well to 
hold more of United States bonds, which are a better reserve by 
reason of being nearly absolute cash any day in case of astringency, 
but the bonds that are relieved from our system do not do us the 
honor or the credit or the benefit to hold our bonds to any greater 
extent than this. With over $10,000,000 capital in Missouri they 
hold but $447,362 of United States bonds. What is the condition of 
the national banks of Missouri? With a capital of only $4,655,000 
they have deposits of $10,255,000, showing that as to capital they 
are considerably less than half of the State and private banks; as to 
deposits, they hold less than one-quarter, but as to United States 
bonds the national banks of Missouri hold $3,554,000, against the 
$447,362 held by the State banks and private bankers. 

The Senator from Kentucky gave us to understand, I think at 
least he would give asuperficial and careless listener to understand, 
that we had practically destroyed all the advantages of State and 
private bankers, and that we had gathered together here in the 
eastern section of the country a great monopoly, making enormous 
profits. Now the system is free; absolutely free. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] said the other day that to be sure, oh, yes, 
it was free likerailroads, but very few people had the capital to build a 
railroad. Theanalogy willnot work exactly. saaiaeere dollars 
would make a very small railroad, perhaps it would build one a couple 
of miles long, but it could not furnish it an engine or a coach; but 
$50,000 can start a national bank, and five men can do it and five 
men canrunit. If there be any capital for any kind of banking 
there is almost anywhere capital enough for a United States bank, 
and yet in the State of Kentucky, notwithstanding what that Senator 
says about the ruin of all others than national banks, there are 
sixty-four State banks and there are twenty-six private bankers doing 
a business so large as to be brought within the purview of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. The ninety State banks and private 
bankers with a capital of $11,197,000 have deposits of $15,633,000 
and hold United States bonds to the extent of $421,000. These are 
wholly outside of our system, and yet they are at perfect liberty— 
the holders of that $10,000,000 capital in State banks and private 
banks are perfectly at liberty in a day, upon the association, in any 
case, of five men, to organize new national banks. In that State 
there are fifty national banks, with a capital of $10,434,000, with 
deposits of $10,674,000, holding United States bonds to the extent of 
$11,357,000. They benefit the Government by furnishing holders 
for its bonds and by paying very considerable taxes. 

The last clause of the present form of the Vest amendment repeals 
section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874; that is to say, it would require 
that banks desiring to deposit lawful money in order to reduce circu- 
lation and take up bonds shall ng longer be allowed to do so, but be 
required to deposit only their o bills for that purpose. The ob- 
jection to the course allowed since 1874 is that it is liable to abuse, and 
alleged abuses have been cited. They occurred last spring under the 
possibility that the Carlisle amendment would be adopted—I have 
referred to that perhaps sufficiently before—when the banks without 
combination, from twenty-four States, one hundred and forty-one of 
them, impelled by the instinct of self-preservation, desiring to make 
a change favorable to themselves before this amendment should lock 
the door, came in with $18,000,000 of legal-tenders to be deposited 
against so much of their own circulation. That, and the prospect of 
the then pending bill, afterward vetoed, made some little commotion 
in the market. I think it was our own fault. Nor are they to be 
charged with unlawful combinations or undue hostility to the Gov- 
ernment or to the banking system. It was inevitable that they 
should do it. 

I said last week that if the banks desired to create any disturbance 
whatever in the finances of the country, it would be quite easy for 
them to call, in New York alone, $20,000,000 of the $95,000,000 of call 
loans they have out in that city. They have a perfect legal right to 
doit; and yet every man knows that such call would shake the busi- 
ness interests of the country from center tocircumference. ‘The Sena- 
tor from Missouri and the Senator from Kentucky both quoted that 
innocent paragraph as if I had confessed some great enormity of this 
system. Why, sir, would it not be so if we were relegated to State 
banks? Would not the State banks located in the State of New 
York have on hand heavy deposits and heavy call loans? Immedi- 
ately upon the restoration of the State banks, those very same figures— 
ninety or a hundred millions of call loans—would be repeated. The 
statements would be purely voluntary, however, for when you shall 
have abolished your national system you will no longer send inspec- 
tors to officially investigate, you will no longer require frequent 
sworn returns, you will not be able to tell how much they have out on 
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call loans and how much on time loans, how much they have to secure 
circulation, how much they have to secure deposits. © State banks. 
would have the same power to shake the market, but would be out, 
of your reach. If it were ible for you to go still further in hos- 
tility to the odious name of “‘ bank” and abolish banking under State 
laws, what then? Next would follow the organization of private 
banks, for there must be banking. 

The Senate of the United States, I am sure, is not about to give 
itself up to any sort of Jack Cade notion that because there is $100,000. 
together anywhere there is anenemy underit. Banking of some sort 
is an absolute necessity, as necessary as a wheelbarrow, or a cart, or 
a train of freight-cars, or a canal-boat. It is a method of transport- 
ing property. It is the spiritual transportation of the beef, pork, 
wheat, cotton, and corn, and for every bushel of that moving, money 
moves, money corresponding to it, through the banks. Banking will 
be done, real banking, without laws to incorporate and regulate it, 
and aggregated capital would be able to excite tumults in the market ; 

et every man knows that the most conservative and timid interests 
in the world are those of capital, and that there is no possible dan- 
ger—it is barely imaginable—that the banks would ever think of call- 
ing in 20 per cent. of call loans in a day, or taking any other violent. 
step with a purpose to injure public or private capital. 

This provision in the law of 1874 was put in, I might say, as a mat- 
ter of necessity, because of what I have previously pointed out. It 
is impossible for the banks to bring in their own bills under years. 
really, and they never do it perfectly. There are banks in my State 
that were created fifty, sixty, seventy, eighty years ago. Itis a well- 
understood thing that one of the small and constant items of their 
profit arises from bills that never appear, burnt or lost, nobody knows. 
when or how. Therefore, we said in the law of 1874 that when a 
bank desired to reduce its circulation, or to wind up its business, it 
might deposit the greenbacks or any lawful money to meet those bills.. 
Is there any loss in that? Who loses? The bill-holder is secure. 
Does anybody lose? If anybody, it is the bank, because it fails to 
get into its own hands that profit from wasted bills that never appear. 
That is turned over to and always has been claimed by and taken by 
the United States Government. The Government takes $90,000 of the: 
$100,000, takes it in lawful money, and keeps a reserve against all 
called circulation. It is a reserve of $20,000,000, more or less, now 
waiting for bills to be presented for redemption, old bills of banks of 
reduced circulation or the bills of suspended banks. It pays no inter- 
est on that money so deposited. It holds, I will say now, $20,000,000. 
It is something like that. Nota cent of interest does it pay on that ;, 
yet that is money which the banks parted with and put there., It 
is held to meet these bills. They straggle in; they will be strag- 
gling in for twenty or thirty or fifty years if we shall maintain that: 
reserve so long. Every now and again somebody in my State finds: 
an old Hartford bank-note tucked away in some family Bible or old 
cupboard, bearing the names of the president and cashier of 1810 or 
1830, and brings it in and the bank redeems it. So there is no pos- 
sible harm, no possible injustice to anybody in leaving the money 
there and leaving the Government to fulfill the obligation to redeem 
the circulation, the Government having the use of the deposit and 
waiting, and waiting for those bills to come in. 

Gentlemen ask, who pays the expenses of redeeming circulation of 
that sort? These banks, they say, go out and leave it to be paid by 
the other banks continuing circulation. Yes; perhaps there is some: 
truth, but the Government does not pay it, and if it did, waste on 
these bills itself repays the expenses of it, as I have shown. Not 
only is this true, but I have shown you that it has paid since national 
banking started just about the entire net expenses of the whole sys- 
tem. 

There is simply a facility for doing business in this section 4 of the 
act of June 20, 1874, nothing else. Theysayitmaybeabused. Very 
well; I have proposed an amendment which would put beyond pos- 
sibility any serious abuse of that section. The amendment I pre- 
sented is one that provides that if a bank desires to withdraw cireu- 
lation it shall give thirty days’ notice of itsintention todoso. Then 
any large amount could not take instant effect to the alarm and dis- 
turbance of the market. The whole market would see what was. 
coming and would discount any unfavorable effect. 

I provide also in my amendment that not more than $5,000,000 shall 
be taken up in any one month; perhaps I might bet*er put it in any 
consecutive period of thirty days. That distributes it along, gives 
notice of it, and will supply any natural demand of the market for a 
reduction of circulation, and prevent any possible combination, or in 
the absence of censurable combination, any sudden stampede of the 
market that might disturb it. I see no objection whatever to it. 

But, Mr. President, I think I will withdraw it now and leave the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to stand just asitis. If it 
should be voted down, I may offer my amendment as an independent 
section, or I may ask .to have it referred to the Finance Committee 
to be brought in as a separate bill or in connection with some other 
measures there pending. I shall hold myself at liberty when the bill 
is reported to the Senate to offer my amendment either as an inde- 
pendent section or as a substitute for a part of the Senator's section, 
if that should be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND inthe chair.) The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut withdraws his amendment ; and the question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 












































Mr. PLUMB. I do not design to enter into an argument of the 
merits of the financial question, but I desire to say a few words in 
regard to the denunciation which the Senator from Connecticut heaps 
on this amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to offer 
my amendment now ¢ 

Mr. PLUMB. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN. I now offer the amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri, which I sent to the Clerk’s desk yester- 


day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama offers 
an amendment tothe amendment of the Senator from Missouri, which 
will be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
made by the Senator from Missouri. 
not applicable now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama does 
not offer his amendment; and the question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as modified. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Connecticut on reflection seems 
to think that the term “communistic” which he used here the other 
day was rather more moderate than the circumstances would war- 
rant. He thinks he ought to have said something more severe in 
reference to that portion of the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri which provided that circulation shall not hereafter be based 
upon bonds the interest on which has ceased, for a reason which he 
has proceeded to state. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me beg the Senator to state me exactly right. 
That was not the point at all, begging the Senator's pardon. My 
criticism was based upon the second proviso of the Carlisle amend- 
ment, or of the original Vest amendment. Pardon me for using 
these names. The second proviso of the original Vest amendment 
provided that interest should stop on called bonds after thirty days; 
and in substance, in case the holder would not take the 3 per cent. 
bonds in place of those called in, that he should then go out and 

ather in all his circulation within thirty days, under the penalty of 

ing thrown into rg when he is perfectly good, perfectly 
able to pay every cent. That is what I said I might apply bad 
words to, but I leave the dictionary to the Senator. 
words after having described the thing. 

Mr. PLUMB. . President, I have some little familiarity with 
the national banking act, and I say that it is a misuse of terms, it 
is an entire misunderstanding of the effect of this amendment, to 
attach to itthat construction which the Senator from Connecticut has 
done; but I might go further. He has Pama imputed motives, 
because he assumes that an effect which is remote and not apparent 
upon the face of an amendment was intended by its mover, and not 
to be corrected by some friendly hand upon a eempEEN, but to be 
made use of as the basis of denunciation. Now I want to call his 
attention as an argumentum ad hominem to the fact that the national 
banking act as it now stands on the statute-book is even worse than 
the amendment under consideration as characterized by him. It does 
not provide any way whereby a national bank at the expiration of 
its term can go into liquidation and take up its notes at all. So the 
same consequence which the Senator from Connecticut attaches to 
this amendmeut in its operation is to be found in the terms of the 
original national banking act, and I suppose that must be commu- 
nistic to the same degree. In other words the mere matter of con- 
venience which the framers of the law originally omitted to provide 
for subjects them tothat imputation necessarily which is now placed 
upon the mover of what is known as the Carlisle amendment. 

But, Mr. President, there is no foundation for the construction 
which the Senator puts upon the amendment. The law provides 
two ways of redeeming the notes of national banks, whereby not 
only may the holder of their notes be paid, but also in orderthat the 
banks may not suffer by having their bills protested; and it is be- 
cause these banks may be forced to protest that the Senator from 
Connecticut says it is an arbitrary and communistic redistribution of 
the property of the banks. In the first place, that is a florid use of 
language without any warrant in the facts, even if the effects were 
as he states them to be, because many a man goes to protest on ac- 
count, not of the lack of money, but on account of circumstances 
over which he has no control, and the law which permits the protest 
of his paper is not communistic. Suppose he is in Philadelphia‘and 
his note is due in New York, his money is not at New York, and he 
has no means of conveying it there, the telegraph wires are down, 
and he goes to protest. The law which provided that the man who 
held his note might protest it is communistic, according to the lan- 
guage and meaning of the Senator from Connecticut. 

But the national banking law has provided two ways of redeem- 
ing the notes of the banks. It provides for keeping perpetually a 

emption fund of 5 per cent. in the Treasury of the United States, 
and that can be kept up just as well when a bank is in liquidation 
as when not, and that is the fund relied upon, and the sole reliance 
for the redemption of these notes. The presentation of notes over 
the counter of banks for redemption is a thing almost, if not entirely, 
unknown. A bank in New York collects together $500, $1,000, or 
$10,000 of the notes of the various banks which it desires to have 
redeemed, either for the purpese of getting greenbacks for them or 
because the notes are worn out. Itdoes not send around its messen- 


I beg pardon; I was not aware of the modification 
My amendment, perhaps, is 


will omit the 
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ger witha five-dollar note to its neighboring bank ; it does not send 
the notes out into the country to the banks which emitted them, but 
it puts them together in a package in multiples of $500 and sends 
them to the Treasurer of the United States, who redeems them out 
of the redemption fund, and that isthe process going on all the time, 
which this amendment does not in any way interrupt. So that there 
is no more chance of a bank going to protest under the operation of 
this proviso, if adopted, than there would be under the law as it 
now stands. 










tem; but a 
to the national-bank note he might just as well have applied to the 
greenback note. It is just as secure; it presents the same face to 
the holder everywhere, that is, the same denominations do. 

more liable to be counterfeited 

asin Connecticut, and just as good in Connecticut asin New Orleans, 
and the Government gets the benefit of the destruction of every one 
of them. Up to this point the benefits of these two classes of cur- 
reney — precisely the same, with this difference, that the one costs 
somethin 




































from Connecticut does. 
or something of that sort. I say they did it simply to realize the 









I am not Foing to either defend or assail the national banking sys- 
the cncomiums which the Senator from Connecticut gives 


It is no 
. Itis just as good in New Orleans 


and the other does not. 


Mr. HAWLEY. MayI add one single additional benefit of the na- 


tional-bank bill? It does not require an act of Congress to pay it. 
There is the bond in the Treasury right there to pay it. 
ernment cannot misappropriate it without stealing it. A legal-ten- 
der requires a bill to 
cannot 


The Gov- 
passed through Congress to pay it, and you 
The 


et one. 
Mr. PLUMB. That is a distinction without a difference. 


Government is back of both of them, and if you can suppose that the 
Government is not going to pay the greenback note, then you can 
suppose the Government will go back of its obligation on the bond 
which is the basis of the bank-note. It takes an act of Congress to 
pay the bond deposited as security for the bank-note. 
repudiation to refuse to pay the bond just as much as it would to 
re to pay the greenback, and the Congress that would do one 
would not 


It would be 


esitate to do the other. 
One merit of the national banking system has been its comparative 


flexibility—that it yielded to the demands of business, expandin 
and contracting the currency according as that business requi 
more or less circulation. 


Another is, that this flexibility was secured 
without the constant intervention of Congress, and that it. therefore 
went on without being made the bone of political contention. 

I put myself, with not so many adjectives, substantially the same 
construction on the act of the banks of last year that the Senator 
He says they did it to prevent confiscation, 


premium on their bonds, because they felt thatif the act was passed 
and became a law they would not be able to realize the premium on 
those bonds so soon. They would have had to gather up their notes 
from time to time, and in the mean while the premium on the bonds 
might disappear, and they wanted—a perfectly legitimate want—to 
get that premiuin then, for it would be more valuable to them than 
at a later period. 

But what is the result of that on the system? It shows that the 
system is not flexible in the way heretofore supposed; it shows that 
it does not accommodate itself fully to the business of the country, 


| because the demand of the business of the country on the day that 


$18,000,000 or $19,000,000 of currency was retired was just as great 
as it was the day before. So you find that the apprehension of the 
banks in regard to the premium nie bonds, and not the business 
interests of the country, was the controlling circumstance which pro- 
duced the retirement of $18,000,000 or $19,000,000 of the currency of 
the country when the funding bill was pending last year. 

I say that showed a weakness in the system. It was not a crime 
according to the views of the Senator from Connecticut; and although 
that act might have diminished the value of the manufactures of 
his.State as well as those of the productions of my State, the wheat, 
corn, and oats, it was not communisticat all, By no means, because 
it was the banks that did it! That isthe difference, I suppose. They 
may upset the business of the mee for the purpose of realizing a 
premium on their bonds; that is perfectly legitimate; that does not 
call for any condemnation; but if Congress, in the exercise of its 
sovereign power and for the purpose of preventing occurrences of 
that kind in the future, propose to pass a measure which interferes 
with the convenience of the banks in this respect, thatis communism ! 

As I stated, the system has merits. The occurrence of last year 
was not contemplated by the Congress which passed the act or by the 
Congress which amended it subsequently ; and itis not to be charged 
against the system as a whole. It is not necessarily a reflection upon 
the patriotism or the judgment of the men who passed it. It is some- 
thing that was not anticipated, something which future Congresses, 
if this is to remain part of the permanent financial system of the 
country, ought to remedy. 

Now, awordaboutthe qneaiian ofthe banking system with reference 
to deposits. We have had asort of good-natured fast and loose system 
of examination of national banks under the purview of the Comptroller 
of theCurrency. It has not been as good as it ought to have been, and 
it has not been as bad as it might have been. It proves that care- 
lessness and inefficiency may prevent the operations of a good law. 
The question of percentage is not a fair test as to the merits of the 
system in reference to losses of depositors, and why? Because in 
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tem have been no greater than t 


Comptroller of the Currency, but is due to the clearing-house system. 


ment which has characterized the agencies put in motion under t 


quickening, and that many things are yet to be done to bring the 
system to a state of perfection which would warrant the eulogium 
pronounced on it by the Senator from Connecticut. : 

There is nothing in any portion of this amendment which can be 
the subject of any just complaint upon the part of the banks. Sup- 
pose the Union Pacific Railroad Company were to-day to ask permis- 
sion to build five hundred miles of new line, a privilege which it can- 
not have except by act of Congress, and Congress should say, ‘‘ We 
will give you this privilege, but, whereas now you are authorized to 
charge five cents a mile for fares, we will only permit you to charge 
three cents a mile over the new line,” and the company should reply, 
“‘You have given other corporations the privilege of charging five 
cents a mile, and you gave us the same privilege on our main line; 
why do you not allow us to charge five cents per mile over the new 
line as well?” The answer would be, ‘‘ Circumstances have changed ; 
the sovereign power of this country has got new ideas about the privi- 
leges which ought to be granted to railroads; it has new ideas about 
the interests, the necessities, and the well-being of the people of the 
United States. Those interests are different from what they were 
twenty years ago, when you got your charter, and we propose now 
to bring you within proper limits, according to our present under- 
standing of what is required by the interests of the people.” If the 
charter is not wanted on these terms, all right. There is no right in 
any set of men to demand a charter from the Federal Government 
for any purpose whatever, and in making a grant of these charters 
the primary interest to be consulted is the interest of the people out 
of whose power the charter comes. 

At the same time, while the banks have no right to complain, Iam 
perfectly willing to say that I would much prefer that there should 
be no requirement that they should keep any bonds whatever on hand 
with reference to their deposits. I would rather give to the banks 
the power to issue a dollar in circulation for a dollar in bonds than 
even keep the 10 per cent. margin now required, adding some tax or 
other burden to equal this benefit. If 10 per cent. is a measure of 
security; if one-third of the capital is an additional measure of secur- 
ity, why limit it to that? Why not say that “for every dollar of 
deposits you shall have a dollar of bonds?’’ That, of course, would 
be absurd; not that it is one of those things which Congress may not 
do, and not that it is one of those things that the banks would have 
aright to complain of if Congress did do, but it is better to leave the 
question of the security of deposits to be adjusted between the banks 
and the depositors wholly, except that the Government should rig- 
idly enforce the law in such a way that unwise and improper uses of 
funds leading to losses should not be made. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. od 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McPHERSON and others. Let the amendment be reported 
as it now stands. 

Mr. VEST. I have changed one word in the amendment since it 
was last read, to correct a verbal inaccuracy. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

At the end of the bill insert as an additional section: 

“SEc. 2. From and after the Ist day of July, 1882, the 3 per cent. bonds author- 
ized by this act shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national bank 
circulation from national banks organized after said date, or from national banks 
ee applying | - panes ass ee eee to > areet . such in- 

Tease, ‘or the safe- an 

deposited with cock banks: ‘dad , That SS ieee iulecy of the ‘Treas ao ys shall 
not have issued all the bonds herein authorized, or shall have issued so many 
thereof as to make it im ible for him to issue the amount of bonds required: 
And provided further, That section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, entitled ‘An act 
fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of the 
a currency, and for other purposes,’ be, and the same is hereby, re- 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Missouri 
what would be the state of the law, if his amendment should be 
adopted, as to the amount of money the national banks might retire ? 
Section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, may not be a repealing statute, 
or it may be. I confess that I am not able precisely to determine in 





















































































order to make an absolute test you must apply it to failures in the 
same community, and I say that the losses in the city of New York 
during the last fifteen or twenty ro under the State banking sys- 

ey have been under the national- 
bank system. If you were to talk to the bankers of the city of New 
York about the perfection of the examination they would laugh in 
your face. They will say, and without exception, that the protec- 
tion of the national banks of that city against the unauthorized use 
of funds and the wild and reckless speculation which leads to loss to 
both depositors and stockholders is net due to the examination which 
in a formal way these banks get at the hands of the agents of the 














The failure of the Mechanics’ National Bank at Newark recently 
is of itself a compendium of comment upon the looseness of mee oe 
8 








law for the protection of depositors and stockholders; for year after 
year, while this process of depletion was going on, the examiners of 
that bank went there at stated periods, accepted the balances shown 
them by the cashier, took them to their correspondent, the comp- 
troller, and said “everything is all right.” That was going on for 
years, and it illustrates that the administration of the law needs 












ator from Missouri as he now has it. 


to withdraw their circulation before I vote for this amendment. 


Mr. VEST. I understand that section 4 of the act of June 20, 1874, 


did not repeal any law at all. It was simply an affirmative enact- 


ment, cumulative in its character, andif it isrepealed it simply leaves. 


the statutes as they were before. My impression has always been 
that that section did not repeal any other law. 


Mr. MORGAN. Then, if the Senator be right, after we have 


adopted this amendment, if the bill should become a law, no national 
bank would have the right to withdraw its circulation except by 


depositing its own notes, and on a failure to do so going into liqui- 


dation ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VESsT,] on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON, (when his name was called.) On this amendment 
Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BRown.] If he 
were here, I should vote against it. 

Mr. RANSOM, (when the name of Mr. BROwN was called.) As 
already stated by the Senator from Iowa, the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Brown] is paired with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON. ] 
If the Senator from Georgia were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 


Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] If he were present, I 
should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILt. ] 

Mr. PUGH, (when his name was called.) Onthis amendment I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD.] I would 
vote “‘ yea” and the Senator from Delaware would vote ‘‘nay,” if he 
were present. 

Mr. RANSOM, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. LoGan.] If he were 
here, he would vote “nay” and I “yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 28, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Beck, Garland, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Cc George, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Cockrell, Grover, McPherson, Vance, 
Coke, Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 
Davis of Illinois, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Fair, Jakson, Pendleton, Walker, 
Farley, Johnston, Plumb, Williams. 

NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Kellogg, Rollins, 
Anthony, Ferry, Lapham, Saunders, 
Blair, Groome, MeDill, Sawyer, 
Camden, Hale, McMillan, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis. Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Conger, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Teller, 
Davis of W. Va. Hill of Colorado, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, Windom. 

ABSENT—16. 

Allison, Cameron of Pa. Ingalls, Mahone, 
Bayard, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, 
Brown, Gorman, Lamar, Pugh, 
Butler, Hill of Georgia, Logan, Ranso 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment is one offered 
by the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, ] which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to 
insert : 


That whenever the volume of the national-bank circulation is diminished by the 
failure or ep meen of any national bank, or otherwise, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall issue an amount of Treasury notes equal to the amount of such 
diminution of volume in the national-bank circulation, which shall be repeated 
from time to time; and such Treasury notes shall be printed in the similitude of 
the existing Treasury notes, and shall be receivable for all debts due the Govern- 
ment, including customs dues: Provided, That the amount of national-bank cur- 
<—- as existing at the date of each such diminution shall never be increased. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, pay. in discharge of 
the debt of the United States drawing 3} cent. interest all ds in the Treas- 
ury save $100,000,000 held for the redemption of United States notes, such moneys 
as are held for special purposes, and such as may be n to meet the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government, including interest on the public debt; and he 
shall, so far as may be practicable for the purposes of calls for the permens of 
bonds, anticipate the revenues of the Government: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held in the Treasury for the re- 
demption of United States notes in excess ef $100,000,000 in the redemption of the 


JANUARY 31, 


my own mind whether the enactment of section 4 of the act of June 
20, 1874, repealed any pre-existing law. If it had that effect, it is 
very clear under the provisions of the Revised Statutes, chapter 2, 
that the repeal of that repealing clause does not re-enact the original 
law. What I desire to know is whether we are to be left without 
any law on the subject in case we adopt the amendment of the Sen- 
hen the Senator first offered 
his amendment it included the re-enactment of two sections of the 
Revised Statutes which had been theretofore repealed. As the amend- 
ment now stands it does not include the re-enactment of any law 
whatsoever, so that it must turn out, if section 4 of the act to 
which I have referred was a repealing statute, the repeal of that re- 
pealing statute does not revive any pre-existing law. I desire to be 
informed as to the actual state of the law upon the right of the banks 
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ponds of the United States drawing 3} per cent. interest, such redemption to be 
made in not less than three installments; and the said sum of $100,000,000 so left 
in the Treasury shall not be increased or diminished except in the redemption of 
United States notes. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas whether 
the provision in the first part of the amendment for the issue of Treas- 
ury notes designs to issue what are known as Cope cree notes, and 
whether, if so, that would not be a new issue of legal-tender notes? 

Mr.PLUMB. The Senator will see by reading the amendment that 
there is no such provision contained in it. It is simply a provision 
for the issue of bills which the Government receives in payment of 
debts to it, to wit, customs dues. There is no question of their being 
a legal tender whatever. My amendments are in print not in the 
order in which they were presented. My first amendment as modi- 
fied is contained in the proviso. There has been some confusion in 
the printing. ‘They were not printed as presented. As that was the 
first amendment offered I now move its adoption as contained in the 
last proviso and as a separate section to the bill. It ie in these 
words: 

Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held 
in the Treasury for the redemption of United States notes, in excess of $100,000,000, 
in the redemption of the bonds of the United States drawing 34 per cent. interest, 
such redemption to be made in not less than three installments; and the said sum 
of $100,000,000 so left in the Treasury shall not be increased or diminished except 
in the redemption of United States notes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I propose to vote for this amend- 
ment as I understand it, but I wish to ask my friend whether he had 
not better strike out the provision as to 34 per cent. bonds and let 
it apply to any bonds that may beredeemed. In three or four years 
we may have exhausted the 3} per cent. bonds, and the amendment 
would confine the redemption to those bonds. I suggest to him not 
to name the bonds, but to let it apply to whatever bonds are payable. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was about to say that I am not at all wedded to 
the language of this amendment. I wanted to explain the idea I 
have in view and I am entirely willing to accept any form of words 
that will better accomplish what I desire to do. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does it not strike the Senator that 
what I have suggested is proper? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Ohio, in some comments that he 
made on this amendment, attempted to show that it was of no con- 
sequence, because there was not very much in the Treasury over 
$100,000,000. That does not touch the merits of this amendment at 
all. If it is but a million it is something, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury says that it has never been less than 36 per cent., and never 
over 40 per cent., and the Treasurer of the United States says it is 40 
per cent. It is simply a question of calculation. The amount of 
greenback notes outstanding is $346,000,000 and a little over, and 
that would make a surplus, as I make it by mental calculation, of 
about $40,000,000 now in the Treasury above the $100,000,000; but 
suppose it isnot. The prime idea of this amendment is that there 
shall be an absolute sum for the-redemption of United States notes 
fixed by law, that the Treasury of the United States shall not be in 
condition of threatening the business interests of this country by the 
possession of a fund which is under the control of the Treasury. 

The Senator from Ohio seemed to look upon this amendment as an 
act of temerity. Hesaidit came from a single individual as though 
an amendment was in the habit of coming from a combination of 
individuals that it had not received the concurrence or discussion 
of the Finance Committee. I might perhaps retort by saying that 
the resumption act of 1875 provided that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury should provide, by the sale of bonds and by the setting apart of 
certain funds in the Treasury, all the amount he thought necpuety 
and that the sum fixed therein is the sum which an individual, with- 
out any occurrence either of Congress or of a Finance Committee, 
established for the purpose of redeeming United States notes. 

The illustration of what.:might be done with the surplus fund in the 
Treasury is in the panic of 1873. I donot speak of it for the purpose 
of condemning it. I do not say that on the whole it was not wise at 
the time. I refer to the transaction of Secretary Boutwell, who dis- 
bursed $25,000,000 of legal-tender notes in excess of the current ex- 
penses and demands on the Government of the United States for the 
purpose of easing the money market. That example will remain as 
a reminder of what may be done and of the shield that the Treasury 
of the United States may put over the circulation. I wantevery man 
who does business in this country to do it on hisown footing. I want 
him to take his own note and account of the money market, of the 
crops, and of foreign trade, for all these elements enter into the calcu- 
lations of the business he is doing, and I do not want him to consider 
the Treasury of the United States asa factor at all. I want the 
Treasury divorced from the business of the country, from its gam- 
bling, and from all its legitimate. business as well; and until we have 
fixed a limit which the Secretary of the Treasury is bound to observe 
we shall have the daily markets in the times of merest quiet moved 
up and moved down by the suggestion or hint ormore or less authori- 
tative statement of what the Secretary is going to do. “We there- 
fore need to haveit fixed, and if as the Senator from Ohio says there 
is but a small amount in the Treasury above $100,000,000, of course 
it will do no hurt to limit it to $100,000,000; but if it is only $100,- 
000,000 now, what does it show? It shows that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has himself, by his own act, diminished that fund from the 
amount at which it has been during the last twelve months at least 
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$45,000,000, and that is the very thing I want to prevent. It isreally- 
about $56,000,000, I think, in excess of $100,000,000. I therefore want’ 
this money taken, because I want that much of the debt paid off. . 
And at the risk now of detaining the Senate at the close of a long 
discussion, in which I have taken up more than my part, I desire to 
suggest one or two other considerations. I say this with a great deal ! 
of deference. 

There has been a good deal of talk about the foreign trade of this 
country and we have had talk about free ships and about tariffs as 
entering into the consideration of this subject. It may be, as no doubt ’ 
it is, an assumption on the part of some one who does not live within 
the sound of the roar of salt water to talk about matters of this kind. 
We have been in the habit of leaving to those who live on the shores 
of our great ocean the discussion of these questions, those of us who 
live in the interior limiting ourselves to voting appropriations and 
following the suggestions they make. 

I say for wayoolt that the foreign trade of this country, the ship- 
ping interest of this country, will never be revived until we have com- 
pletely reversed our policy of internal improvements, until we have 
filled up this great nation with railroads. Contemporaneous with . 
the sweeping of our shipping from the ocean, as a consequence of the 
rebellion, came the national debt, and Boston and New York and all 
the money centers of this country, in place of putting their money 
back in shipping, put it into the national debt, representing not new 
enterprises, not new creations, not new schemes for the development 
of the country, but representing property that was destroyed, houses : 
burnt, powder burnt, cannon, muskets, munitions of war generally, 
everything that was destructive; and the national debt to-day rep- 
resents a hole in the ground; it represents nothing on top of the 
earth and nothing created, except the union of these States, good’. 
enough it is true for what it cost, but entirely apart from the purpose 
for which I am discussing this question. 

As an incident of the war came the Pacific Railroad, justified in 
its bounty of money only on the ground that it was necessary to bind 
by iron bands two remote sections of the country liable to be severed 
as one of the contingencies of civilwar. That opened up a new field 
all at once for investment. All at once Boston discovered she could ‘ 
make more money by building railroads in the then unoccupied 
prairies of Kansas and Nebraska than she could by putting ships upon 
the sea, and Boston has made three for one. , 

I speak of Boston only as a sample of the spirit that has animated | 
all the investing people in the eastern portion of the country. They 
found they could make more money by investing in railroads in the 
extreme western country which had not been opened to them than 
they could by building ships and putting afloat vessels to go to for- 
eign harbors; and as long as this condition of thing exists the money 
of Boston will never go elsewhere ; and until we build these railroads, . 
until the insatiable demand of this country for new railroads is sup- 
plied, and until, what is a great deal worse, the demand of capital 
for resources of that kind for their investment is supplied, we shall 
never have a dollar of money invested in the foreign trade of this « 
country. 

This has taken hold of the investing public, of the public mind ; 
and wherever there is a place that a railroad can be built, they seek 
to build it, not because necessarily the railroad is needed for the pur- 
poses of a trade already existing, nor even in the hope of an impor- 
tant trade to be realized, but because it makes a basis for the issu- 
ance of bonds and stock; and pertinent to that I recall a remark 
made a few days ago by a gentleman in my presence to a friend: 
“You have got the old-fogy notion about vailroads; you think a rail- 
Why, the mod- 


road is built to carry passengers and carry freight. 
ern idea of a railroad is entirely apart from that ; it issométhing that 
can be mortgaged, and a new mortgage put on it upon top of that, . 


and stock on top of that.” And justas long as there is a place where 
a railroad can be built and this a nye of bonding and rebonding ; 
and stocking can go on money will be put there, and it must go on, 
and we must fill up these places with railroads. Let this capital 
have its full way for this office, and when that is done we shall find : 
plenty of money for the purchase of ships, for supplying them with 
cargoes, for establishing means of trade with foreign shores; and . 
when American enterprise and American capital go full handed into 
that competition it will be as successful as it has been elsewhere. 

Now, we want to get rid of the national debt, because the national 
debt is in the way of this. It represents the dead capital of this - 
country. It isin the way of internal sovelenrae which must pre- 
cede the external development; and until that is out of the way it 
will lock up $1,500,000,000 of the money of this country that ought 
to be invested in something that makes business, that gives scope to 
enterprise, and effect and force to that competition which we ought 
to have now but have not; and for that reason I hold it to be a duty 
on every occasion and always to vote to get rid of just as much of 
the public debt as possible. 

I believe this amendment ought to be adopted for this second reason, 
that it will dispose of $50,000,000 of the debt, and as compound interest 
accumulates, so by taking this much money out of the Treasury and 
paying the debt it will compound it the other way, and accelerate 
the time within which the debt will be entirely disposed of. 

The effect of that $50,000,000 payment now will be found in the fact 
that in five years we shall have saved $10,000,000 in interest by that . 
one investment. I think, therefore, we ought to do it; and this is an: 
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-addition to what I have said heretofore upon this question as to the 
necessity of keeping this money in the Treasury. There is no ne- 
-cessity for keeping it there. The Secretary of the Treasury, besides 
this fund, is armed with the power to put aside all the revenue that he 
may deem necessary from time to time, and besides to sell the bonds 
f the country for the purpose of maintaining resumption. Why, then, 
keep the money there when you have got the power to set aside the 
ublic revenues from time to time for that purpose and to offer to sell 
nds if needed for that purpose? For these reasons, Mr. President, 
-this amendment or some one which answers the same purpose ought 
to be adopted. It is more important in my judgment than any other 
feature, or all of the bill put together. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, when the resumption act of 1875 
was passed by the votes of one political party in this body and against, 
I think, all the votes but two or three of another political party, each 

-acting no doubt from a perfectly correct sentiment of what they 
thought to be the public good, no provision had been made for the 
redemption of the demand notes of the United States that were a 
legal tender. We made it and provided that after the first of Janu- 

ary, 1879, the $350,000,000 of legal-tender notes—I use round num- 
bers for convenience—should be redeemable in coin on presentation 

-at the Treasury. 

A great many people thought and thought sincerely that it could 

not be done and that we must follow the example of some other na- 
tions who after great troubles and forced loans—for a legal-tender 
‘note is nothing else than a forced loan—so that a great many years 
.must go by before we could resume. We took the risk and provided 
for resumption, and when the time forresumptien came the ‘Treasury 
was armed with the means of resumption, and.ef course the people 
who held these notes did not bring them forward.for gold or for silver 
because the people who held them knew absolutely that if they did 
they would get the coin. It was just like the case of a private bank 
‘that has a run upon it: as soon as the public know that it has in its 
~vaults coin enough of its own to meet all demands the run stops as a 
matter of course. 

That was the policy. Its result has been beneficent in the highest 
-degree, because since the first of January, 1879, the legal-tender notes 
of the United States have been the equivalent of coin all the time 
vevery where, and their credit isso good now that in foreign countries, 

no matter where you go over the face of the world wherever there is 

civilization, the legal-tender notes of the United States pass just as 
the notes of the Bank of papier have passed heretofore. 

Is it not extremely desirable to be sure that that state of things 
.shall be kept up? Is it notextremely desirable,—for we know that 

poe do occur every few years, and no human legislation, no human 

oresight can prevent them—is it not desirable that when a panic 

-does occur, as it certainly will in a few years, that a run for coin 
then on the Treasury of the United States may be instantly met, and 

.stopped by the certainty that there are funds enough in coin in the 
Treasury of the United States to meet every demand? We lose the 
interest, it is true, but we lose the interest just as every private 
banker and private business man loses the interest on his accumu- 
lated capital, by keeping enough of that accumulated capital in his 

-own hands ready to meet every draft that can be made upon him. 

Now the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] proposes that we shall 
break in upon this act of 1875 and reduce the maximum of the coin 
that can be kept in the Treasury for the purposes of this redemption 
to $100,000,000 against $350,000,000 in round numbers of the outstand- 
ing notes. Isthatwise? Wedonot wish to hasten a panic. When 
a panic comes, of course we all wish that the panic shall have its 

-evils diminished to the lowest possible degree. They will be dimin- 
ished to the lowest possible degree if these United States legal-tender 
notes that stand at the bottom of everything are known by every- 
body to be redeemable in coin on presentation at the Treasury 
without any delay of putting out new bonds or renewing the credit 

-of the United States. That will uphold certainly, and everybody 
‘must know it, whatever other currency, supposing it to be national- 
bank note currency or whatever it may be, that is outstanding, that 
is redeemable in United States notes. So that these United States 
notes stand at the very bottom and basis of the whole business of the 
United States, and they rest upon the secure foundation of the coin 
in the Treasury sufficient to meet all runs. 

Now it is proposed by my friend from Kansas to diminish that by 
- one-third. ill that do? Is that safe? We could well afford to 

lose $10,000,000 a year or $20,000,000 a year, for the benefit of the 
ople of the United States, of what is called interest, rather than to 
incur the least ibility in a time of panic and distrust of the United 
States notes going below par and the notes of the banks that are 
founded upon them going still further below par, in trying to retrieve 
ourselves from the distress of a panic that might happen. 

I su, t to my friend from Kansas that it is 4:r better for us to 
leave all this money to the extent of $150,000,000 in the Treasury 
without interest and bear it, than it is to expose ourselves in the least 

-degree to the risk (and it will be a risk) when a panic comes—and a 
panic will certainly come, we all know that—of having a run upon 
the Treasury that cannot be instantly met, which ane reduce the 
value of the United States notes to a discount and which would re- 
~duce the value of a national-bank note to a still lower discount, and 
then the misery and the misfortune of it runs into every small busi- 
«ness man and every laborer in the United States. The loss of this 
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interest, in my opinion, therefore, is an economy rather than an 
injury to the public interest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have already stated in the re- 
marks I made the other day the very grave objections to the propo- 
sitions of the Senator from Kansas. This bill contains nothing except 
what relates to the proposed issue of 3 per cent. bonds. It is now 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas to introduce into this bill the 
most difficult financial problem that can be stated by any mortal 
man. There isnothing inthe bill that has any connection at all with 
the amount of reserve that shall be maintained for the redemption of 
United States notes. The question itself has been referred to the 
Committee on Finance in at least two important bills; one of them 
introduced the other day by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, 
calling upon Congress to legislate as to the future character an 
extent of this reserve for the redemption of United States notes. 

Now the Senator from Kansas, by a mere proviso, not connected 
with any subject-matter in the bill, proposes, without the considera- 
tion of anycommittee, without the matter having been discussed in 
its general bearings, without the matter having been considered by 
the public at large, to fix the limits and bounds of the reserve for the 
redemption of United States notes. 

This argument, although not conclusive, ought, it seems to me, to 
have great weight in acting on a measure so important as this; but 
let us go a little further. I say to the Senator from Kansas that if 
this proviso is adopted it would introduce the gravest doubt and con- 
fusion and uncertainty in regard to the balance in the Treasury of 
the United States. What does hemean by areserve? Doeshe count 
in the reserve now held in the Treasury the $26,000,000 of fractional 
currency, that is not even a legal tender for general transactions, and 
cannot be used for redemption ? 

Mr. TELLER. Fractional currency ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Small silver coin, fractional silver. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator said “currency.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is currency in that sense. Is that countedas 
part of the $100,000,000? I showed him from the figures introduced 
the other day that the fund necessarily varies from day today. On 
the 3ist of December it was one sum; on the Ist of January it had 
been reduced $11,000,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. What reserve? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole balance in the Treasury. There is 
no reserve set apart for the redemption of United States notes. It is 
the balance in the Treasury, and this would only make complication 
and difficulty and doubt and uncertainty in regard to the balance. 
There is now by law no specific sum set aside for the redemption of 
United States notes. There isa balance in the Treasury which varies 
from day to day. On the 3lst of December it was $156,000,000; on 
the 1st of January it was $145,000,000 by the maturing of $11,000,000 
of interest on the public debt, and within a short time after that the 
Secretary of the Treasury called for $20,000,000 of 3} per cent. bonds, 
Then in that balance on hand there is a sum of $26,000,000 of frac- 
tional silver counted, though it is something that is not money at all, 
that is not a legal tender except to a very limited extent. In thet 
balance in the Treasury is also included a large amount of unayail- 
able assets, some of them old debts lost and gone. So it is difficult 
to state precisely the amount of money available for the redemption 
of United States notes. 

This is a question that heretofore has been left to the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. That discretion has never been abused ; 
it is not likely to be abused. The Secretary, on the other hand, is con- 
stantly induced to call for bonds as he thinks it is safe to do so, and 
that depends upon many considerations which cannot be fixed by 
precise law. 

Now, sir, I say that nothing will alarm the people of this country 
and the business men engaged in great operations so much as for 
Congress by this sudden movement to attempt to define what shall 
be the balance in the Treasury. Youcannot doit. I% must be done, 
if at all, by careful legislation defining, limiting, restraining, point- 
ing out how much shall be maintained for one purpose, how much 
foranother. Itcan only he done after wise and careful consideration. 

Now, sir, it cannot be said that the Committee on Finance will not 
act on this question, because they are acting upon it; and that com- 
mittee is composed of the representatives of all the opposing opinions 
on the financial question. In due time they no doubt will make 
their report, Why not leave this proposition to that time? Why 
attach it as an amendment-to this bill, which is confined to a single 
object and intended for an entirely different purpose? 

I might go on and discuss the matter at considerable length, as I did 
the other day, to show you the dangers that may come from this at- 
tempt to limit the balance in the Treasury. If that amount be 
now fixed at $100,000,000 by the operation of law, and that is made 
to include also the fractional coin held in the Treasury, the Secre- 
tary, even in the face of an impending panic or under different cir- 
cumstances from those now existing, might be at once compelled to 
meet a grave responsibility. 

Sir, the condition of affairs m Europe is not favorable for us to 
weaken the strength ofour present system. Wehave seen now within 
ten days one of the most aoreen institutions of France, a country 
that is rich in varied wealth and great industry, suddenly called to 
a halt, and at this day there is a panic in that great country extend- 
ing itself into other countries, into Germany and into England. To-day 
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the rate of interest of the Bank of England has been raised to 7 per 
cent. to meet the difficulty caused by the panic in France. It may 
extend here. Above all times, this is not the time for the United 
States to lower in the slightest degree the safety or security of her 
financial system, which rests upon the large amount of coin we have 
on hand and the ability we now have to redeem all our obligations 
or all that are likely to be presented to us. ? 

I beg the Senate, therefore, without a full knowledge of the cir- 
cumstances, without full examination and great care, not to embark 
in this useless legislation at this time upon a bill for a totally differ- 
ent purpose. It can wait. The amount on hand now is far from 
being as great as is suggested by the Senator from Kansas. It is 
not wise for us to disturb it. We have confidence in the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and we can fairly leave it to him, at least until Con- 
gress can legislate carefully and define the extent and nature and 
quality of this reserve. , , 

The balance on hand represents many things besides the gold or 
even the silver dollars the Government has. It represents old and 
unliquidated liabilities, and my friend from West Virginia [Mr. 
Davis] explored that matter long ago. In this balance are nominal 
sums—not even nominal sums; they are debts lost and gone. In this 
balance are a great amount of unavailable funds that are not even 
a legal tender. In this balance are many items that would not 
answer in a time of trouble. 

Besides that, it is shown by experience that even in the absence of 
United States notes it is necessary to maintain in the Treasury some 
twenty or thirty million dollars of money to meet the current wants 
of the Treasury. There are moneys in the hands of disbursing 
officers in the process of payment, necessarily so, and which cannot 
be counted as money on hand because it is money in the course of 
distribution. Large sums are in the hands of disbursing officers 
which are only available for the purpose of expenditures to be here- 
after incurred. . 

Unless you examine and analyze the nature and character of this 
reserve, it is not safe or wise to tamper with it in the least. It is 
far better, in my judgment, to leave it to the just discretion of an 
executive officer who in this matter always acts under the eye of the 
public, to whom every dollar in the Treasury is known every day in 
the year. 

I Seuaty therefore, that the hopeful prospect we now have to try the 
experiment of the sale of 3 per cent. bonds may not be embarrassed 
by a measure that will excite profound distrust, not only in this 
country but in Europe, because we must not only maintain our posi- 
tion so strong as to satisfy the granger of the West, the man of hopeful 
imagination in our bountiful fields of the West, but we must be so 
strong as to answer the captious onenetion of the money-kings of 
Europe; if you please, of all the world; so that with our strong con- 
dition we may satisfy those who are always doubtful of our ability 
and of our purpose to stand by the public obligations. The great 
fulcrum upon which all our financial operations now rest is that mass 
of idle gold piled away in the Treasury of the United States. Let that 
be dissipated and scattered, and we should be like a flower in the 
wind; no man could tell what would come. Thestrength, the firm- 
ness of our position isin maintaining a reserve so strong that we need 
not fear even a panic. 

Sir, I trust the Senate will not ingraft this amendment on the bill 
without graver consideration than can be given toit here at the end 
of a long debate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Did I understand the Senator from Ohio to say 
that there was absolutely no sum whatever held in the Treasury 
specifically for the resumption of specie payments and the redemp- 
tion of legal-tender notes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There is no specific sum set aside for that specific 
purpose, but the fund for the redemption of United States notes is a 
part of the balance in the Treasury of the United States called the 
available balance. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Ohio, I believe, was Secretary 
ef the Treasury when this act of January, 1875, went into effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was a member of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have always understood that there was a sum 
nearly amounting to $100,000,000 of bonds, $95,500,000, I think, sold 
expressly for the purpose of providing a fund for carrying this act 
into operation. Has that fund been disposed of, the fund derived 
from the sales of those bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a part of the balance of funds in the Treas- 
ury available for that purpose. 

Mr. INGALLS. The act of January 14, 1875, declares: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the re- 
demption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus 
revenues from time to time in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and to 
issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either oF the descriptions of 
bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress ene July 14, 1870, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” with like qual- 
ities, privileges, and exemptions to the extent necessary to ot this act into full 
effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 

That is to redeem the legal-tender notes outstanding and provide 
for the resumption of specie payments. Now, in pursuance of that 
authority so contained I have always understood that $95,500,000 of 
bonds were sold and the proceeds of them placed in gold in the 
‘Treasury to be held for that purpose. But now we are told for the 
first time that there is absolutely no fund whatever in the Treasury 
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held specifically tothisend. That is certainly a most amazing state- 
ment, and the country will be surprised to hear from the Senator 
from Ohio, who was then the Secretary of the Treasury, who en- 
deavored to carry this act into effect, and who sold nearly $100,000,000 
of bonds in gold for that purpose, that there is not one cent now 
available to that end. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator seems purposely to misunderstand 
me. I said that there was no fund specifically set aside from the 
mass of money in the Treasury of the United States for this particu- 
lar resumption fund; and that istrue. It is true that to supplement 
and add to the balance of money on hand in the Treasury there were 
sold under the provisions of the law cited $95,000,000 of bonds. The 
law itself, which the Senator has read, shows that these bonds were 
sold merely to supplement the balance on hand. All the resources 
of the United States are pledged for the redemption of United States 
notes. I will read again, to emphasize the language of this act: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepere and provide for the re- 
demption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus reve- 
nues, from time to time, in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to issue, 
sell, and dispose of, at not less than par— 
certain classes of bonds of the United States. At the time these 
bonds were sold there was probably over and above other liabilities 
some thirty or forty million dollars of surplus revenue, and then the 
powers of this law were carried into effect to increase that balance. 
At that time, when there were only thirty or forty or fifty million 
dollars in the Treasury, the notes of the United States were worth 
only ninety-one cents on the dollar, and it was by the gradual ac- 
cumulation of gold coin in the Treasury, heaped up as money 
=eprer to be idle in the Treasury vaults, it was by the additions 
made to it by the sale of the bonds increasing the balance to about 
one hundred and fifty-four or one hundred and fifty-five million dollars 
above other liabilities, that we were enabled to resume specie pay- 
ments and draw our notes up to the standard of par in gold. And 
that was the beginning of all the prosperity we now enjoy. There 
was no boundary line drawn in this mass of money; there was no 
express setting aside of $95,000,000, or $100,000,000, or $120,000,000 
for the redemption of United States notes, but the money was piled 
in the Treasury until the amount was so large that all the world 
could see that we had the means not only to pay our current liabili- 
ties, but that we had the means to redeem any notes that’ any fearful 
note-holders might present for redemption. 

Now, the Senator from Kansas for the first time wishes to set aside 
a specific, particular sum of money, $100,000,000 of money. Would 
he set aside gold coin only for that purpose? Would he set aside 
silver coin for that pepeses The silver dollars are pledged for a 
different purpose and are specifically set aside and held in the Treas- 
ury to redeem the silver certificates. 

The whole of this mass is subject to such drafts as may be made 
upon the Treasury for the current expenditures and also for the re- 
demption fund, and I think it is much wiser to leave the whole sur- 
plus revenue, all the available money in the Treasury, to secure the 
note-holder and to secure and maintain resumption, than to set aside 
any particular sum; and especially it is not wise to attempt to set 
aside any sum unless you define what shall be the amount, the nature 
of it, whether the minor silver coin shall be considered as part of the 
reserve, &c. f 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from Ohio 
now to say that there is no fund in the Treasury held specifically 
available for the redemption of the legal-tender notes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Except the whole mass. 

Mr. INGALLS. But that the whole available balance in the Treas- 
ury is to be appropriated in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for that purpose in case, in his opinion, the necessity arises. 
Now, sir, when doctors disagree who shall decide? Let me read a 
paragraph from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
lasf fiscal year: 

Previously to the resumption of specie payments a reserve was accumulated in 
the Treasury by the sale of $95,500,000 of bonds and by the retention of an addi- 
tional amount of about $40,000,000 from surplus revenues. 

I am now quoting from the report of the present Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The policy pursued by this Department, as repeatedly announced to Congress, 
has been to retain as reserve for the redemption of United States notes about 40 
per cent. of the notes outstanding, and in addition thereto to have sufficient money 
in the Treasury to meet all other demand obligations outstanding. This policy has 
been adhered to as rigidly as practicable. The reserve has never fallen below 36 
per cent. nor been above 45 per cent. of outstanding notes. 

And now the author of the plan adopted under the act of January, 
1875, announces that there never has been a dollar held in the ‘Treas- 
ury of the United States for redemption purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said nosuch thing, and nobody can understand 
me so. I say to the Senator from Kansas that he cannot misunder- 
stand whatI said. Isaidthe whole amount of the money in the Treas- 
ury is held——— 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Ohio said, and said repeatedly, 
iterum iterumque, that there was no specific sum held in the Treasury 
of the United States as a fund for reserve purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that I say now. 

Mr. INGALLS. And he repeats it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what is said by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, that no specific sum is held—— 
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Mr. INGALLS. The Secretary of the Treasury says that there is, 
and has been from the beginning, a specific sum derived from the sale 
of $95,500,000 in bonds, and the reservation of $40,000,000 derived 
from the surplus revenues of the country, amounting never to less than 
36 per cent. and never to more than 45 per cent. of the volume of 
outstanding notes, held apart as a specific sum above enough to meet 
all outstanding obligations, for the purposes of the redemption of 
legal-tender notes. 3 j 

Mtr. SHERMAN. I have said the same thing over and over again, 
that the whole mass of this is held for various purposes, but there 
has been no boundary line drawn between them. The Secretary of 
the Treasury says it has varied from 36 to 40 per cent.; thatis a dif- 
ference of $10,000,000. 3 

Mr. INGALLS. Then doI understand the Senator from Ohio to 
say that it depends on the caprice of the person that may occupy the 
Secretaryship of the Treasury to run the fund in the Treasury down 
as low as he pleases and leave no sum for the redemption of these 
notes ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the inevitable logic of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa matter of course the amount would vary 
from time to time depending upon the demands on the Treasury. 
For instance every six months an indebtedness occurs of ten, eleven, 
or twelve million dollars for interest. That varies the amount to a 
considerable extent. The whole mass of this treasure is held not 
only for the redemption of United States notes, but for the payment 
of current liabilities. I know the Senator from Kansas is sagacious 
enough and able enough to see that there is no difference between 
what is stated by the Secretary of the Treasury and the statement 
that I make. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it appears to me as diametrically 
opposed as black and white, and I believe the Senator from Ohio is 
the only Senator in this Chamber who does not see that there is a 
positive, absolute contradiction between his statement and that made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury now acting; and in addition to 
what the Senator has said he informs us that forming this reserve 
fund for the redemption of the legal-tender notes and the resumption 
of specie payments is net only the amount in available funds derived 
from the sale of bonds, and from the reservation of a certain portion 
of the revenues of the Government, but there is a vast sum of worth- 
less outlawed accounts, suspended debts, and financial trash of every 
description that he calls an available balance for the purpose of pro- 
viding a fund for the redemption of these notes. Now, Mr. President, 
if the Senator from Ohio is right, if this financial system of ours has 
been standing upon such a tottering and precarious basis as this, then, 
sir, it is the part of wisdom without delay to say there shall be held 
in the Treasury a sum of not less than $100,000,000 that shall be 
sacredly held and devoted to this purpose, and to it alone. 

I recollect during the discussion that has occurred on these sub- 
jects heretofore the Senator from Ohio, then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was examined before a committee either of the House or the 
Senate in regard to the practical operations of the resumption act, 
and I think i can find—I am very sure that I read—that he stated 
that the experience of mankind had shown that it was never safe to 
hold as a redemption fund less than 40 per cent. in coin of the out- 
standing notes; and I venture to say, and I believe the records will 
support me, that in establishing the sum to be held in January, 1879, 
to make the act of 1875 effectual the Treasury officials computed 40 
per cent. of the amount of outstanding notes, and then calculating 
what they could reserve from the revenues of the country sold $95,500,- 
000 in bonds to secure coin enough to make exactly that per cent. 
For the first time the business community and the financial world 
is told that there is not one single dollar in gold coin held in our 
Treasury that is specifically available to redeem a single note. 

Mr. President, so far as the practical operation of this amendment 
is concerned, I believe that $100,000,000 is ample. The experience 
of the last three years, since this law has been in operation, shows 
that there has been more gold taken to the Treasury to be exchanged 
for the legal-tender notes of this Government than there have been 
legal-tender notes taken to it to be exchanged for gold; and it is a 
preposterous proposition, speaking of it economically, to hold there 
idly a sum amounting to 40 per cent. of these notes, the interest on 
which in one single year would haye amounted to more than the 
entire amount of legal-tender notes that have been taken there dur- 
ing the entire three years for redemption. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to supplement what my colleague had said 
by referring to Cesar in office as against Cesar out of office. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 

Mr. PLUMB. I holdin my hand the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for 1879, from which I read on page 9, under the head of 
‘‘the resumption of specie payments:” 

Previous to that time, in view of resumption, United States notes and coin were 
freely received and paid in private businessas equivalents. * * * The aggregate 
gold and silver coin and bullion in the Treasury increased, during that pebae 
a is, from the ist day of January to the 1st day of November, 


from $167,558,734.19 to $225,133,558.72, and the net balance available for resumption 
increased from $133,508,804.50 to $152,737,155.48. , 
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From the report made by the same official for 1880, I read the fol- 
lowing on page 13: 

The total coin in the Treasury, at the close of business, November 1, was $218,- 
710,154, of which— 


That is to say, of the total amount in the Treasury— 


$141,597,013.61 constituted the reserve fund for the redemption of United States 
notes, as above stated. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me there isno need of arguing that 
question any more as to the existence of a specific fand to which this 
amendment is applicable. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend will allow me a word. 

Mr. BECK. I only rose to ask a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One word. The statements made by me as Sec- 
retary of the Treasury are entirely consistent with what I have said 
now, that there never has been a boundary line drawn between the 
general balance in the Treasury and the amount held for the sae 
tion of United States notes. It is all held as available money in the 
Treasury of the United States. As a matter of course, I have always 
contended and contend now that about 40 per cent., as shown by the 


axperience of all nations, is the proper basis of a redemption fund. 


Sometimes, it is true, a less amount is sufficient; but we cannot always 
weaken that redemption fund without weakening our public credit. 
Forty per cent., in my judgement, is as little as should be retained to 
make the country absolutely safe in all cireumstances and times; and 
all that is entirely consistent with what I have said here to-day and 
with what the law expressly provides. The law says that in addi- 


tion to the surplus revenue in the Treasury there shall be added to 
that sum an amount which in the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Treasury will be sufficient to maintain resumption. For that purpose 
the $95,000,000 of bonds were sold and the proceeds added to the 
amounts of money in the Treasury, making the amount $135,000,000, 
or $140,000,000, sometimes a little more because sometimes on a given 
day the amount of demands against the Treasury would be greater 
and sometimes less by the accruing or by the payment of interest on 
the public debt. So there is not a thing at all inconsistent in what 
I said then and in what I say now. What I say now is the truth, 
that the whole mass in the Treasury of the United States is held as 
a security for the redemption of the United States notes and also for 
the payment of the current liabilities that may be presented from 
time to time. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rose in the first instance merely to ask 
a question, but I do not care about doing it now, as the two Senators 
from Kansas have pretty much answered or explained what I pro- 
posed toask. I first rose to ask the former Secretary of the Treasury, 
now the Senator from Ohio, who seems to think it a terrible thing 
for the Congress of the United States to undertake to determine that 
$100,000,000 of the reserve is enough to hold, and who argues that all 
public confidence will be overthrown, that everything will be at sea 
unless the measure proposed goes to a committee to be carefully ex- 
amined—I desired to know who fixed the coin reserve at its present 
amount. What chance had any representative either of the States 
or of the people to determine either the amount or what was the neces- 
sity for holding the large sum now lying idle, to guard the green- 
backs? It was fixed arbitrarily by himself and $95,500,000 of 44 per 
cent. bonds were sold by him on his own responsibility, costing us 
four and a quarter millions per annum in order to furnish him the 
amount he desired. Everybody must agree that it is folly to keep 
money lying idle beyond what is necessary, and we are to assume that 
what the then Secretary said was necessary is necessary still, and he 
contends that it will be violative of all proper considerations for the 
public welfare if the Congress of the United States ventures to over- 
throw or change, even under altered circumstances, anything that he 
hasdone. That is the sum and substance of the argument of the Sena- 
tor as I understand it. Forty per cent. may have been very needful 
or prudent then; but times have changed; nobody is now demand- 
ing gold, and nobody is likely to ; the power is reserved to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell bonds of the United States to any extent 
necessary to prevent a run on the Treasury for the payment of green- 
backs or to stop a panic, if he sees any sign of one, at any time in the 
future, in order to maintain resumption, and he has the silver coin 
that our officials have been so anxious to get clear of at the Treasury, 
and against which war has been made both by the late Secretary, now 
the Senator from Ohio, and the present Secretary, both of them 
having refused to pay it although the law requires them to pay it to 
the persons who hold the bonds of the United States as interest when 
they collect it at the custom-houses. 

War has been kept up on that-coin for the purpose of getting clear 
of silver; they have refused to utilize it even for the purposes for 
which the law said it should be specially set apart; and to-day, in 

lain violation of law, by executive authority, the greenbacks of the 
United States were directed to be received at the custom-houses b 
the Senator from Ohio while he was Secretary of the Treasury, an 
he has resisted from that day to this Congress making it legal to 
receive them there. Why? Because the Secretary of the Treasury 
wants to retain arbitrary authority over this reserve fund to do as 
he pleases with it in order to bull or bear the markets in New York 
and elsewhere, and to refuse to receive greenbacks whenever it suits 
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him not to receive them, and thus hold them, playing fast and loose, 
receivable for customs dues or not at the will of t cretary of the 
Treasury. 

In other words, all power is to remain in the hands of that official ; 
whatever he says should be reserved is toremain; Congress is not to 
be aHowed to interfere. If he had said $500,000,000 should be the 
reserve, although there are only $340,000,000 in greenbacks outstand- 
ing, Con must not touch it. Congress was not consulted as to 
the amount. It must submit now to executive dictation. Congress 
it seems is not to be allowed to interfere now, even in the changed 
condition of things. The silver received at the custom-houses is not 
paid as interest to the bondholders, though the law requires it. 
Greenbacks are received as a matter of executive convenience, and 
yet these officers deny the right of Congress to make them receivable 
by law. Secretary or executive clerks must determine all great 
questions of this sort, and the representatives of the people must 
submit to their orders. 7H 

Sir, all this clamor is a war on the greenbacks of the country ; it isa 
war on the silver coin of the country. It is all in the interest of the 
men who hold the bonds, who want to be paid in gold, and in gold 
alone, and make gold, and gold alone, the money of standard value. 
That is at the bottom of much of the trouble that we have to contend 
with now, and always have had, But when the late Secretary tells 
us to-day, and seeks to alarm the country about this proposition, 
telling of the amount of money unavailable, and other things that are 
part of the $157,000,000 we seek to reduce, let me say that the monthly 
debt statement before me shows every item of the unavailables to be 
embraced in the debt on which interest has ceased since maturity, 
the old Mexican indemnity stock, and the old Oregon war debt, and 
everything else, amounting to $11,000,000, specifically set out, and 
then among the balanges in the Treasury is the $11,000,000 of un- 
availables, deducting it again before any statement is made as to the 
$156,000,000 which the present Secretary puts down as the cash avail- 
able on the 1st of January, 1882. Every one of these unavailable 
items is deducted before that balance is reached—unavailable items 
that the Senator from Ohio now uses as diminishing the fund, and 
that he says my friend from West Virginia has been investigating 
and looking into—each one of those items is here on the very face of 
the debt statement, and a balance of $156,000,000 is left after deduct- 
ing them all. The Department carried for years $15,000,000 of frac- 
tional currency when there was hardly any outstanding, and we are 
carrying now from $7,000,000 to $7,500,000 of fractional currency, 
which the Department officials are holding money to redeem, while 
last year, with all the effort made, only $80,000 of it could be found; 
and they are claiming to-day, as to the legal-tenders, that the whole 


$346,000,000 are in existence, when they have gone through war, fire, 
and flood for over twenty years and at least 10 per cent. of them are 


surely gone, one-half of 1 percent. per annum. The 40 or 45 per 
cent. is kept up on all as though all were in existence. I have not a 
doubt to-day that there are out of existence $15,000,000 of the $45,- 
000,000 of fractional currency. We know that is gone almost to an 
absolute certainty 33 per cent., and it is fair to assume that 10 per 
cent. of the other is. 

Surely with the power to make greenbacks receivable for customs 
dues, as Congress ought to do and do speedily and take it out of ex- 
ecutive control, with $200,000,000 of customs dues collectible yearly, 
with $135,000. 600 of internal revenue collectible, with more money 
collected by the Government for taxes this year than there are green- 
backs in existence, itis absurd to contend that the Government, col- 
lecting taxes to that extent, enough to absorb all the greenback cur- 
rency of the country in the payment of taxes alone annually, (and 
they are good for all taxes,) with the right to issue bonds to any ex- 
tent, occupies the same relation in regard to the reserve it enahe to 
hold that a banker of doubtful credit does. One hundred million dol- 
lars is not only ample, but more than —_ to meet any possible con- 
tingency. Certainly with the power that the Secretary has to sell 
other bonds, we are safe enough, especially if we make the greenbacks 
good for customs dues. 

We are losing $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 a year by letting this large 
amount of money lie idle in the Treasury. There never has been a 
doubt—and the country understands it now—that the greenbacks 
would have been as good as gold eight years ago if they had not been 
persistently refused at the custom-houses; and it was the fact that 
they were received at the custom-houses, although received in viola- 
tion of law, that did more to prevent. any run on the Treasury than 
all other acts the Secretary of th e Treasury, now Senator from Ohio, 
ever did. I never blamed him for receiving them. What I blame 
Congress for is that it does not make them receivable for customs by 
law, and not let them stand merely on executive orders. If they had 
been received in 1875, before you passed your resumption law, at 
the custom-houses as they were received in 1879, they would have 
been as good as gold then, and there would have been no necessity 
for selling a dollar of the $95,500,000 of bonds, for which the Secre- 
pee paid 4} per cent., in order to lay away gold to pay them with; 
and the very moment we got the silver dollar again restored as a fall 
legal tender, and put it in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that moment the mback was safe, and the bondholders could not 
make itbad. Their struggle has been to get clearof silver ever since, 
because it did make the greenback good the-very moment it could be 
tendered as payment in full when redemption of the greenback was 


demanded. Hence the effort to — the coinage or circulation of sil- 
ver; hence the effort to get clear of itin every form. The country has 
been made to believe that such was the redundancy of the silver dol- 
lar, now that the Secretary could not get it out, that there was no 
way of getting it into the circulation of the country, and they tried 
to frighten us by demanding houses to be built to hold it. When the 
facts came to be ascertained there were less than $2,000,000 of silver 
in the Treasury which belonged to us; indeed, less than $1,000,000 of 
it is there to-day that is not represented by silver certificates, and 
yet every Senator here and everyman in the country has had it ding- 
donged into his ears for months and years that there was so much of it 
and it was so useless that the country was sick of it and did not want 
it, that we ought to stop the coinage of it; and the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury repeats the same statements while we know 
that less than $1,000,000 of it is in the Treasury which belongs to 
the United States and is not represented by certificates. 

The people want these silver certificates; the people take them 
gladly, and every one that is issued is backed by a silver dollar; and 
yet when our officials come to state the amount in the debt state- 
ment they put in the gold and silver certificates together as $73,000,000, 
and itis stated in such a way as to make us believe there is an im- 
mense accumulation of silver lying idle. It is only when the facts 
are developed that it is found there is not any considerable amount 
in cireulation. 


It seems to me the most important partof this bill, and the one that 
will save the most interest, and by no possibility can do any harm, is 
to take the Secretary of the Treasury and this business of specula- 
tion out of the stock and bond market. Do not give him the discre- 
tion he has had, but limit him to agivenamount. Let the people of 
the country manage their own business without his being either a 
bull or a bear in the markets of New York or elsewhere. Pass laws 
that he shall and must obey. This would be far better than relying 
upon executive discretion. The present reserve was fixed by execu- 
tive discretion ; it is sought to be maintained by executive discre- 
tion. It ought to have been established by legislative order, and the 
proper amount should be maintained by legislative order, and the 
power to put it up or down, or gamble, or affect the business of the 
country ought to be taken away from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and he ought not to be allowed to interfere either one way or the 
other with the business of the people, which he always will do as 
long as he has the power. He issimply our servant, not our master. 
Think of it! What a terrific power you are now giving to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to allow him to say whether he will receive 
the legal-tender notes at the custom-houses or not. The law did not 
allow him to take them, but he has done it for three years. He may 
stop taking them to-morrow, and he can almost bankrupt the coun- 
try, or create a panic at least, by reversing his own order. Ought 
not that power to stop the receipt of greenbacks at the custom- 
house be ordered by law and be taken from him? Ought we not 
to have a law to define his duty, and not leave it to executive dis- 
cretion? We ought to fix the limit of the reserve now at $100,000,000, 
as @ maximum, so that he shall know that he has to come to us and 
not resort to his own caprice to determine his action. Let him know 
that he is our agent, and nothing more, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose we made a maximum, as the Senator 
from Kentucky says, of what money should be held and used for the 
redemption of United States notes, at $100,000,000. Then if more 
than $100,000,000 are presented, what is the Secretary of the Treasury 
todo? He must refuse payment, and he must wait for Congress to 
provide the means. 

Mr. BECK. We can issue bonds to the extent of a thousand mill- 
ions if necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you have not got any maximum on that 
point ; you have still to leave to the Secretary of the Treasury this 
same wicked and terrible discretion that the Senator from Kentucky 
haé been talking about. You have got to be on one side or the other 
of this horizontal line. You have either got to keep money enough 
in the Treasury, dollar for dollar, to redeem every dollar of the green- 
backs, to wit, $340,000,000, or whatever the amount is, and the 
$360,000,000 of national-bank notes that are redeemable in those also, 
and that runs you up to $700,000,000 ; or else you must provide, if you 
do not do that, an authority somewhere to raise money as a bank 
would do, or a private man would do, to meet the obligations of the 
United States as they are presented. Which are you going to do? 

The Senator from Kentucky says we must have an absolute limit 
by law beyond which the Secretary of the Treasury shall not go in 
pledgi g the resources of the United States by borrowing money as 
well as by keeping money on-hand for the redemption of our obliga- 
tions. If you are to have that you must have it to the full extent of 
our outstanding demand obligations, to wit, the United States notes 
and the national-bank notes that are redeemable in them, or else you 
must have it below. If you have it below, what are you to do when 
a panic occurs, and everybody is frightened and runs for his gold or 
ahaa as the case may be, and the sum exceeds this maximum, what 
is my friend from Kentucky going to do then? I wishhe would tell 
me. Of course he cannot tell me. You are going to protest, your 
notes are dishonored. It may be that there is still a body of men in 
this country somewhere, though I cannot sup the Senator from 
Kentucky is one of them, who would be glad to have the United States 
notes below par again in coin, who believe in the idea that a paper 
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promise to pay another piece of paper is a great deal better than a 
promise to pay in coin or in potatoes or in iron or in beef or in any 
other thing; but I am sure the Senator from Kentucky is not one of 
those. If he be not, then what ishe todo? If you fixthemaximum 
below every dollar of your outstanding obligations and the panic 
comes and runs above that maximum, then you are dishonored, and 
your notes are not redeemed at all. 

What next, Mr. President? The Senator from Kentucky says that 
the resources of the United States in money by taxation are so enor- 
mous that we need not be afraid of arun at any time. What kind of 
resources do we get by taxation internally? We get currency; we 
get national-bank notes and we get greenbacks, and we get nothing 
else. Everyman who pays a tax upon tobacco or whisky or patent 
medicines or whatever it is in the whole class of internal-revenue 
taxation, is not obliged to pay in coin. He has a right to payin the 
paper currency of the Government and he has a right to pay in the 
national-bank notes also, I believe, _— I am not quite so sure 
about that; but it does not interfere with what I have tosay. Sup- 

this enormous sum of money is paid into the Treasury, how does 
that enable you to redeem unless you are to redeem one United States 
note or greenback with another United States greenback, which is the 
quintescence of the greenback Soar that paper which promises to 
do nothing is better than paper which promises to do something. 

If that is the doctrine, very good, let us have it out ; let some party 
or body of men in this Chamber and the other pass a law for that 
thing, and let themtry the experiment, as the French did within one 
hundred years, and as our States did when they were colonies within 
just about one hundred years, of doing that thing, and see the in- 
finite disaster and suffering that they ee: upon the whole body 
of their community by a performance of that kind, and then let them 
repent at their leisure, and let somebody who is wiser than they take 
their places. It seems to me, Mr. President, that the time for that 
‘sort of argument has gone by. Where are we, then? The resources 
of the United States for the purpose of redeeming its legal-tender 
motes that we are obliged to take up are the coin in the Treasury of 
the United States and nothing else. How do you get coin into the 
‘Treasury ? You do not get it by internal taxation, you get it by 
‘customs and you get it by employing the resources of the act of 1875 
tte borrow coin. at is the only way. 

Mr. BECK. We get $200,000,000 a year by customs, the Senator 
will remember. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisall very fine ; but if you will have a pros- 
perous state of the country all the time so that everybody is willing 
to buy imported goods and importers’ therefore are willing to im- 
port them and pay coin into the Treasury to pay the duties upon 
them, then you have got a constant fund; but I have always been 
taught to suppose—I assume I must be wrong—that the provision 
that we make for the redemption of United States notes, just as every 
banker made provision, in the good old times of Thomas H. Benton, 
when things stood on coin to redeem the bank notes, was to make 
provision for a time when you could not raise money out of taxation, 
by customs, when you could not raise money for a bank out of re- 
discounting paper, and when you had got to rely upon what you had 
in hand that very day to meet the run that comes upon you, and 
what is that? It is coin and nothing else. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senatorfrom Kentucky wants the$200,000,000 
paid in paper. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know my friend from Kentucky wants that 
paid in paper; but I take him at his sober second thought and treat 
it ascoin. The trouble isthat when panic comes and you want your 
coin, the importations stop and you do not get it; and if you are to 
redeem without dishonor you must have the coin then and there. 
You cannot wait to turn around and run to your neighbors to borrow 
or implore somebody to import merchandise that he cannot sell in a 
time of panic to pay duties in coin upon it. You must have the coin 
in the Treasury. The experience of the centuries of civilization and 
the commonsense of mankind have believed that proposition to be one 
almost of absolute self-evident truth. Certainly it is a proposition of 
demonstration. 

Where do we stand, then? The time that we are looking out for 
is not to-day, when nobody wishes to have a greenback redeemed at 
all; itis the day when distress arises, when trouble comes, when busi- 
ness stops, when the manufacturer cannot sell what he has made, 
when the farmer cannot sell what he has produced, when the debtor 
cannot pay his debt. Then is the time that the value of positive 
money comes into play. How are you going to get your positive 
money then? You are to get it by the faith that the people of the 
United States have put into their Treasury, real money, coin, gold or 
silverand both,enough to meet every run that can possibly be imagined 
tohappen. Itdoes not do to wait toshingle your house until after the 
storm begins. It does not do to get in your hay and cover it up, if 
you are a farmer or a granger, after the tempests and snows have 
fallen; you must do it before. You must be ready for the evil day, and 
being ready for the evil day, the evil day almost never comes. Not 
bein eeey for the evil day, it is certain to come, and to come very 
speedily. ° 

It is a question of expediency besides this ruin. Are you willing 
to bear the loss of the use of money that you thus pile up in the Treas- 
ury to the extent of $150,000,000 rather than to run the risk of the 
infinite mischief that you produce to every citizen of the United States 
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by not doing that, and when the future time comes when a panic and 
a disturbance do occur, as they are certain to occur—every body knows 
that—not to be ready for them? That is the question. 

I think it is economical that the people of the United States should 
bear this loss of interest, bearing it as a profitable investment of 
money lying idle in the Treasury to make the promises of the United 
States in the hands of every man in a time o _ (for that is the 
thing we are looking to) absolutely good for what it says it is upon 
its face. That is the key to this whole matter, that my friend from 
Kansas wishes to run down to but $10,000,000 which represents a 
redemption really, when you take the national-bank notes in also, of 
$700,000,000. Human experience has proved that that will not do. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not redeem the national-bank notes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, we do not redeem the national-bank notes, 
as my friend from Colorado says; but the national banks are bound 
to redeem their notes and are bound to redeem them in greenbacks 
or in coin, and we are bound to redeem the nbacks in coin; so 
that we stand still at the very bottom of that whole system of 
redemption. It is the credit of the United States and nothing else 
that is to make the national-bank notes in the hands of the people, 
and the greenbacks as well in the hands of the people, good dollar 
for dollar, equal to coin. A panic comes and the credit of the United 
States depends, as it does with everybody else, upon its capacity to 
meet every demand that is made upon it to turn in a time of panic 
these notes into coin. Now, for the sake of saving the interest on 
$50,000,000 in round numbers, it is proposed to run this infinite risk. 
I certainly hope, Mr. President, that we shall not do it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the same ar ents that have been 
made to-day were made a year ago specifically when the same ques- 
tion was presented to the Senate on the bill that ultimately passed 
the Senate for the refunding of the public debt. We were told then, 
as we are told now, that the judgment of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury which he then exercised was so invaluable, that it was so im- 
possible he could have made a mistake, that Congress would do a 
very dangerous thing if it flew in the face of that opinion of his and 
undertook to say that a less amount of money would answer the pur- 
pose for which that money was accumulated. Under the — 
act there was no particular sum of money set apart, as everybody 
understands. Suppose the judgment of the Secretary had been 
$50,000,000, the Senators who are insisting now that the judgment of 
the Secretary must not be disturbed would have been satisfied with 
that; and I have no doubt they would have been equally satisfied if 
the amount of paper money to be redeemed had been $350,000,000. 

The honorable Senators from Ohio and Vermont both say that this 
is a question of good faith in keeping up the credit of the nation. 
Every man on this floor is in favor of that. I do not suppose there 
is reason for anybody to infer that the Senator from Ohio or the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has the honor and cvedit of the nation in his keep- 
ing any more than the rest of us. It is a question of judgment sim- 
ply. Inmy judgment it is criminal to keep $150,000,000 unless there 
is an absolute, positive necessity for it. The people are paying im- 
mense taxes in this country; they are paying an immense debt, and 
they want to pay it off, and they believe that it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to pay it off as fast asitsrevenuescomein. But a Secretary 
of the Treasury sets himself up and says ‘‘I do not think that I can 
get along safely with less than $150,000,000 of reserve.” A Senator 
comes here and says that for eighteen months you have had no call 
for greenbacks for gold. You have had the gold brought to your 
door, and the holders of it begged you to exchange it for greenbacks. 
The gold has been brought here and exchanged for the despised silver 
certificate, it has been exchanged for a silver dollar; and why should 
we as business men suppose that there is any danger that this article 
of less value, forthe use to which it is to be put as a circulating me- 
dium, is to be brought to the Treasury and that the holders will 
demand from us gold for their greenbacks ? Why should they do that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend, if he will pardon me, does not 
misunderstand me. Ihave made no suggestion tothe Senate that this 
amount of available funds should be kept in gold rather than silver. 
There is no doubt whatever that the silver dollar is a legal tender for 
the United States notes, and in my opinion just as much as gold. I 
was speaking of coin, not of a particular metal. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that; but practically it is kept in 
gold. When the last debt statement was made out there were 
$160,000,000 of gold in the Treasury ; there were $165,500,000 of gold 
coin and gold bullion ; and against that there were $5,000,000 of cer- 
tificates ; so that $160,000,000 of gold is held in the Treasury practi- 
cally for the purpose of redeeming these notes of ours, not the national- 
bank notes, but the greenbacks. I speak of the practical treatment 
of this question by the present Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Secretary who preceded him. I find that on the 7th day of this month 
there were $160,000,000 of gold, net, in the Treasury, and that did not 
include the $26,000,000 of fractional minor coins. That amount was 
not included in it at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There were demands against it. 

Mr. TELLER. There were demands against it reducing it to 
$137,000,000, and to reduce it to $137,000,000 they charged up against 
that fund every dollar that the Government would ever be expected 
to pay, including this debt that has been outlawed. I admit that 
a debt against the Government cannot be outlawed, but time has 
rendered it almost impossible that it should ever be presented. 
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Every claim that could be made at any time against the Government 
is put against that fund to reduce the reserve down to $137,000,000, 
although practically there is much more than $160,000,000 of coin in 
the Treasury of the United States. Does any Senator believe that 

that is necessary for the protection of the credit of the Government 

of the United States with reference to its notes? Does anybody 

believe that the people who own these notes, which they prefer to 

carry to gold, are going to walk up to the Treasury and demand gold? 

Why should they? What object would they have? What purpose? 

In 1879, and prior to that time, when greenbacks were at a discount, 

it might have been supposed that they would do it, because there was 

a speculation in gold. That time has passed. Itis not possible now 

that it will be done; they do not want the gold, and they do not 

bring greenbacks to the Treasury to exchange for it, as experience 

has taught us. 

Suppose we should reduce the amount to $50,000,000, and I believe 
that $25,000,000 is all that is necessary, should we have gold enough 
coming into our Treasury to meet the demands if in a flurry men 
should get together some of this greenback money and take it to the 
Treasury to be exchanged for gold? How much greenback money 
could any set of men get together and take to the Treasury in a week 
. oramonth? Does any body suppose that more than five or six or 
eight or ten millions at the utmost would be so taken to the Treas- 
ury? It is preposterous to say that they could gather up $50,000,000 
of greenbacks and take them to the Treasury of the United States. 
No business man supposes that that could be done; it would not be 
expected. 

What would be the result if a demand were made for a large sum 
of money? We had a statement from the Treasurer that more than 
half the customs duties were paid in gold. The statement of the 
Treasurer preceding the one received very recently asserts that 57 

per cent. of the customs are paid in gold. Why was that done? 
ecause the people paid in the money that they considered the least 
desirable to hold. That is the reason why they paid gold. Then 
they paid 37 per cent. in silver certificates, and they paid only 11 per 
cent. in greenbacks, and why? Because the greenback is the money 
that the people of this country prefer over gold or silver or silver 
certificates, or any othér money that has ever been in use. 

Mr. President, there is no reason to suppose that so large an arhount 
of money is needed in the Treasury. I said the other day thatit had 
been kept there in the interest of dear money. I say so again. I 
believe that that money for three years ought to have been doing 
the business for which the Almighty intended money to be used when 
he created the metals—used to encourage, stimulate, and urge on the 
activities and the energies of the people, and not lie there dormant 
under the supposition that some time somebody might walk up and 
demand it for the Goverment obligations. 

The old banks never kept up 40 per cent. reserve; the best banks 
in this country never kept 40 per cent. reserve. They depended upon 
the faith that the people had, not in the amount of money in their 
coffers, but in the assets that they had, in the mortgages, in the notes, 
in the securities of all kinds that they held; and when the people 
knew that, they took the bank bills, though they knew there was not 
5 per cent. in coin in the coffers of the bank to pay those notes. So 
the people of the United States take our notes, because back of every 
one of those notes is the entire wealth of this nation ; back of itis the 
energy of every single citizen of this great Republic. Dothe people 
ever doubt our ability to make good and to pay these notes? Would 
it be a great disaster even if we had reduced our reserve and if men 
should walk up to the Treasury for the purpose of creating a panic 
(and it would be only for that purpose that they ever hail get to- 

ether greenbacks and walk up there and demand gold) if they should 

e told that they could retire without receiving the gold ? 

When the Government of the United States is prepared and ready 
to pay gold for its greenbacks, when every man in the legitimate pur- 
suit of business demands it, then the credit of the United States is as 
geod as it ought to be, and it is not necessary that we should go to 
work and prepare ourselves against the great capitalists who may 
undertake at some time to cause a panic. It is not necessary, be- 
cause the great capitalists of the East, who might accumulate with 
great labor one-fifth of this reserve probably, not more than that, 
might go there and demand gold for greenbacks, that we should keep 
this immense reserve in the Treasury. What we want to do is to pre- 
pare to meet the exigencies of an honest and legitimate business. 
That is all the Government is required to do. It is not required to 
do that any more than an individualis required to do it. No banker 
would expect to keep in his vaults a large amount of money for fear 
that his enemies might step up and demand of him at an unseemly 
hour that he should pay gold for his paper outstanding. The busi- 
ness community would justify him if he said, ‘No, sir; I shall not 
pay you to-day; you come here not as a business man but to ruin 
my business, to distract the business of the country.” He would re- 
fuse to pay, and the Treasurer should say to the men who would 
accumulate greenbacks and tome to the Treasury and demand gold 
for the purpose of creating a panic, ‘‘We are unable to pay to-day ; 
come to-morrow.” 

There is no more probability that $1,000,000 of greenbacks will be 
resented at the Treasury in the next two years than there is that 
150,000,000 of greenbacks will be sxemanid inan hour. It isamere 

_sentiment that you are to amass a great pile of money, so that any- 
body may look on with wonder at the fact that the people of the 


United States are able to carry such a great reserve. In the mean 
time the business of the country is taxed to support this useless and 
idle reserve. I do not care whether the Senator from Ohio is correct 
when he says it is a reserve for redemption, or whether it isa reserve 
for any purpose. The money is there, counting nothing, earning 
nothing, and representing a Government obligation bearing interest, 
upon which the people are paying interest in the shape of taxes. 

A year ago we heard about a panic. We heard then that the busi- 
ness of the country had been overdone, and that there was danger 
that the people would walk up to the Treasury and demand this gold. 
The gold coin in the country has doubled since the resumption act 
was passed—it has more than doubled; and the people everywhere 
are refusing to receive gold at the counters of the business houses if 
they can get greenbacks or national-bank notes or silver certificates. 

If we propose to exercise the same degree of common sense in ref- 
erence to national affairs that we exercise in reference to our own, we 
shall not cut this fund down to $100,000,000, we shall cut it down to 
$50,000,000, and then we shall go on, and if under, any cireumstances 
more is needed it will be coming in day by day through the col- 
lections of the Government made at its ports of entry and made at 
the points where it collects its internal revenue. As I said before, 
no man has any reason at this time to anticipate specially a disaster. 
With abundance of money, with business proceeding upon a gold and 
silver basis, there is no reason to anticipate that there will be a finan- 
cial disaster within the next year, or two years, or three years, or five 
years. Ifthe national business of the country is managed with as 
much judgment as it ought to be,.if we reduce the debt and econo- 
mize in the administration of public affairs, we shall have, so far as 
the nation is concerned, no damage to fear at all. 

I am in favor of the amendment as it stands, but it would please 
me much more if the amount could be reduced to $50,000,000, and in 
my judgment that is much more than any financial officer of this 
Government, without a positive enactment to the contrary, is justi- 
fied in keeping. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB,] which is 
in +he nature of a second section to the bill. It will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Sec.2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held in 
the Treasury for the redemption of United States notes, in excess of $100,000,000, 
in the redemption of the bonds of the United States drawing 34 per cent. interest, 
such redemption to be made in not less than three installments; and the said sum 


of $100,000,000 so left in the Treasury shall not be increased or diminished except 
in the redemption of United States notes. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. L-rose to offer an amendment to the first para- 
graph of the amendment as originally offered by the Senator from 
Kansas, but I understand from the Senator from West Virginia that 
the pending question is upon the latter part of the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I believe lam correct. The amend- 
ment now to be voted on commences in line 21 of the print? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 21, and the word ‘“ pro- 
vided” is stricken out and ‘section 2” inserted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to the mover of the 
amendment that in line 24, after the word ‘‘States,” he strike out 
the words ‘‘drawing 34 per cent. interest,” so as not to name what 
bonds shall be redeemed. As I understand the amendment it is not 
made any stronger by that clause, and if all the 34 per cent. bonds 
are redeemed the question would come up what bonds should be re- 
deemed. If we do not name the particular bonds they will go on 
with the payment of whatever bonds may bedue. If the 3} per cent. 
bonds were named it might bring about inconvenience. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think that the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia is necessary, or will add to the force of the lan- 
guage as it nowstands; but to avoid further trouble I will accept the 
amendment, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It strikes me that that change 
should be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified will be 
read. 

The Acting Secretary read the amendment as modified, as follows : 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held in 
the Treasury for the redemption of United States notes, in excess of $100,000,000, in. 
the redemption of the bonds of the United States, such redemption to be made in not 
less than ‘res installments; and the said sum of $100,000, so left in the Treas- 
ury shall not be increased or diminished except in the redemption of United States 
notes. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I had not intended to take any part 
in this debate, but I notice that the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas includes all funds in the Treasury, which would include $26,- 
000,000 of the fractional silver coin as well as all the silver dollars and 
all the gold, leaving in the Treasury, if that were to be adopted, only 
about $120,000,000. I shall vote against the amendment, and I should: 
vote against it even if the amendment excepted the fractional silver 
coin ; but certainly I do not propose to vote so as to allow the frac- 
tional silver to be a reserve fund when by law it is only a legal ten- 
der for $5. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Ishall also vote against the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas, but not for the reasons that have 
been given by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Sen- 
ator om Vermont, [Mr. MorRILL.] I believe that some law ought 
to be passed providing a special reserve fund for the redemption of 
United States notes. I understand the Senator from Ohio to state 
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Pendleton, Saulsbury, Vance, Williams. 
Plumb, Saunders, Vest, 
Pugh, Slater, Voorhees, 
Ransom, Teller, Walker, 

NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Hale, MeMillan, Rollins, 
Allison, Harrison, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Hill of Colorado, Mahone, Sewell, 
Blair, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Jonesof Florida, Millerof N. Y., Windom. 
Conger, Lapham, Mitchell, 
Edmunds, Logan, Morrill, 
Ferry, MceDill, Platt, 

ABSENT—14. 

Bayard, Dawes, Hawley, Lamar, 
Brown, Frye, Hill of Georgia, Van Wyck. 
Butler, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Kellogg, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks the Senator from 
Kansas, in regard to the remaining portion of his original amend- 
ment, where he designs it to come in? 

Mr. PLUMB. With the consent of the Senate, I withdraw the 
other amendments which I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The additional amendments are 
withdrawn. The next amendment, then, will be the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MorGAN, } to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert what will be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not offered that amendment. I wilt now 
present part of that amendment in the shape of an additional section 
to the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 37, noes not counted. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senate to do one act of charity before 
we actually go into executive session. A bill has passed the House 
allowing emigrants in Kansas to receive some gifts free of duty, and 
it has received the unanimous assent of the Committee on Finance. 
I ask that this very short bill may be passed, and I take it every 
member of the Senate will be in favor of it except my colleague. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not put it right on to the pending bill? 
We have everything else on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
object? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to hear it; but it is not the thing to do. 
It had better be put on the bill we have up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] reports from the Committee on Finance a bill for which 
he asks immediate consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be considered to-morrow. My colleague 
can report it from the Committee on Finance to-morrow. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask for the adoption of the following resolu- 
tion—— 

Mr. BUTLER, I thought we were in executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly, if there is any objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is only a request for information. 
the Senator will not object. 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Regular order! 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will, by the indulgence 
of the Senate, present a House bill for reference, 

The bill (H. R. No. 3181) authorizing and directing the Architect 
of the Capitol to make certain changes and repairs in the House 
wing of the Capitol was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After fifteen minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at four o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


Does the Senator from Vermont 


Tam sure 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 31, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
Rey. F. D. PowEr. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the read- 


ing of so much of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings as relates 
to the introduction of bills be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and approved. 
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CHANGE OF TITLE. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question. Last 
evening my attention was called to a mistake in the printing of a 
resolution reported by myself from the Committee on Claims the 
27th instant, recommending the reference of certain claims for a re- 
fund of taxes arising within the former thirty-second internal-reve- 
nue collection district of New York to the Court of Claims. By the 
RECORD, now, the resolution reported appears to be a joint resolu- 
tion. Such was not the fact. I was instructed to report, and did re- 
port, the resolution, but not in the form of a joint resolution. By 
some mistake or inadvertence, however, it has been printed in that 
form, and for the purpose of correcting the error I desire to submit 
the following motion: 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the joint resolution of the House (H. R. No. 115) to refer certain 
claims to the Court of Claims be withdrawn from the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and the resolution as reported from the Committee 
on Claims be substituted therefor. 


The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. NEAL. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. McCOOK. I was not in the House yesterday when my State 
was called, and I desire to introduce now a bill for reference. 

Mr. NEAL. I yield for that purpose. 

WAREHOUSING LAWS. 

Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3836) to amend the warehousing laws, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. NEAL. I now insist on the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 

J. D. MORRISON. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1786) for the relief of 
J.D. Morrison, surviving partner of C. M. & J: D. Morrison; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. MARTIN. 

Mr. HUBBELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 3837) for the relief of William D. Martin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER DE SOTO. 

Mr. REED, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 2447) granting jurisdiction and authority to the 
Court of Claims in the case of the steamer De Soto; and moved that 
the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Navgl Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. B, CORNELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. REED also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 3016) for the relief of J. B. Cornell and others; and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

STEAM-BARGE TECUMSEH. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
°793) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an American 
— to the steam-barge Tecumseh ; and the same was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bili (H. R. No. 72) to 
increase the efficiency of the Marine-Hospital Service ; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. No. 1052) in relation to the Japanese indemnity fund; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION FUND FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported, as a substitute for House bill No, 677, a bill (H. 
R. No. 3838) to provide a permanent construction fund for the Navy, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. DEZENDORFI, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1742) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary ef the Navy to contract for 
the purchase of a lot of land opposite to the Gosport navy-yard ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SUPPRESSING INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. UPSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as 
2 substitute for House bills Nos. 422, 1688, 1908, 1909, and 1936, and 
House joint resolutions Nos. 27 and 34, a bill (H. R. No. 3839) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to ascertain and report to Congress 
the claims, respectively, of the States of Kansas, Nevada, Oregon, 
and Texas, and the Territories of Idaho and Washington for repelling 
invasions and suppressing hostilities; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. or , 

Mr. BAYNE. I give notice that a minority of the Committee on 
Military Affairs desire to present their views in regard to the subject 
embraced in the bill just reported by the gentleman from Texas, 
[Mr. Upson. ] 

The SPEAKER. Is the minority ready to report? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir. I ask that we may have an opportunity of 
filing a minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The leave will be given. 


SAMUEL CHASE BARNEY. 


Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 660) for 
the relief of Samuel Chase Barney ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


MAJOR JACOB E. BURBANK. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 269) for 
the relief of Major Jacob E. Burbank; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


ACTION WITH THE MERRIMAC. 


Mr. THOMAS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Admiral John L. Worden in 
behalf of the officers and crew of the steamer Monitor, to report a 
bill for their relief. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3840) for the relief of the officers and crew of 
the United States steamer Monitor who participated in the action 
with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 1862, 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN NATIONAL LIBRARY ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 
as a substit@te for House bill No. 1964, a bill (H. R. No. 3841) donating 
lots 11 and 12 in block 127, in the town of Hot Springs, Arkansas, 
tothe Woman’s Christian National Library Association; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 





sion to Cornelia A. Schultz; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 






RICHARD M. BAKER. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2258) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard M. Baker; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. STOVER. 

Mr. CABELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3106) 
restoring the name of Mary J. Stover to the pension-roll; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE HILGEMANN, 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ré- 
ported back with a tavorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
1359) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Hilgemann; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY JOYCE. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1303) granting 
a pension to Mary Joyce; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered-to be printed. 



























WILLIAM R. PERDUE. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
adversely on the bill (H. R. No. 1468) granting a pension to William 
R. Perdue; which was laid on the téble, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 










ANDREW J. MORRISON. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported adversely on 
the bill (H. R. No. 2142) granting arrearages of pension to Andrew 
J. Morrison. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection the bill will be laid upon 
the table and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOOK. I understand there are some peculiar features in 
this case. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole and placed on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the gentleman has 
a right to make that demand. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying adverse report or- 
dered to be printed. 














WILLIAM DOWNS. 


Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
adversely on the bill (H. R. No. 1114) granting a pension to William 


Downs; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 













W. E. HAZEL. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1980) granting a pension to W. E. Hazel, 
and moved that the committee be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that the same be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the fol- 
lowing bill and petition; when the committee was discharged from 
the further consideration thereof, and the same were referred to the 
Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1707) for the relief of Charles Eichlitz; and 

Petition for the relief of Eliza Ann Da Camara. 

Mr. MILLS, from the same committee, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 1700) for the relief of C. M. Terrell; when the committee was. 
discharged from the further consideration of the same, and it was. 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


JOHN F. SEVERANCE. 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 694) for the 
relief of John F. Severance; which was referred to the Committee 


of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 












EDGAR HUSON. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2416) for the relief of 
Edgar Huson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 








N. H. RICHTER. 

Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2268) for 
the relief of N. H. Richter; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 









AUGUSTUS LEMPP. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1241) 
granting an increase of pension to Augustus Lempp; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ALMIRA FARNSWORTH. Mr. TAYLOR. from th beac a , resi eabinitine 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported ° a se a peeege ie teaphety acreage Mee “geet tae ye 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 244) for Sere eee = aa Nigro wnat hg a —— 
the relief of Mrs. Almira Farnsworth; which was referred to the | House on the’ Sulente Ce Jer or nd Sins comeiane “ a 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- an a mien cael eed, OS ee, ae accompany eS ae 

pavying report ordered to be printed. Ee SS ees 


CORNELIA A. SCHULTZ. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the same committce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1430) granting a pen- 













CAREY B. PEPPER. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. No. 2525) to reimburse Carey B. Pepper, 
postmaster at Oneonta, New York, for postage-stamps and postal 
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funds stolen from his office; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on Claims, reported back bills of 
the following titles; when the committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and they were referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1709) for the relief of Daniel Murphy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1697) for the relief of John C. French; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1696) for the relief of the heirs of Francis Guil- 
beau. 

Mr. OATES, from the same committee, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 2984) for the relief of P. F. Lonergan; when the committee 
was discharged from the further consideration of the same, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


CHARLES W. BUTTON. 


Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3842) to pay Charles W. Button the costs of advertising property 
levied on by the collector of United States internal revenue in the 
fifth district of the State of Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CLARK. The Committee on Claims have also directed me to 
report back certain petitions with the recommendation that they be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that where petitions or 
memorials (not bills) have been referred, the reference, if in the 
opinion of the committee it ds improper, can be changed, and the 
petitions or memorials rereferred through the box. 


GERMAN PROTESTANT ORPHAN ASYLUM. 


Mr. HEILMAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
3246) changing the name of the German Protestant Orphan Asylum 
Association; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. MOSES. 


Mr. HEILMAN, from the same committee, oop back adversely 
the petition of William B. Moses; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SIGNAL SERVICE, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am directed by the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service to report back a resolution which was 
originally referred to the Committee on Commerce, and on being 
reported back from that committee was referred to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. It relates to the Signal Service, not 
the civil service, and it properly belongs to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. Hence I move that the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to; and the following resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs : 

Whereas the Signal Service of the United States has in its practical operation 
er of great value to the agricultural and commercial interests of the country ; 
an 

Whereas it is desirable that ye es facilities be provided for yenains the effi- 
ciency and seas Se sphere of usefulness of said service: ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on Commerce 
be, and they are hereby, instructed to ascertain by proper inquiry the condition 
of the Si: Service of the United States, and report to the House what other and 
legislation, if any, is necessary to render said service more efficient and 
enlarge the sphere of its operations; and that said committee report by bill or 
otherwise. 

APPOINTMENTS, ETC., IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, to which was referred a resolution offered by Mr. NEAL, with 
reference to appointments, &c., in the War Department, reported as 
a substitute therefor the following ; which was read, considered, and 
adopted : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report to this House, as soon 
as may be, a list of all the changes, details, transfers, promotions, appointments, 
and dismissals made in his Department, other than those in the Army TP the United 
States, between December 1, 1879, and January 1, 1882, with the date thereof, 
the ere of the law under which they have been made, upon whose recom- 
mendation, and the reasons therefor; and whether the system of competitive exam- 
inations has been resorted to; if so, to what extent, and what has been the effect 
thereof in securing a superior clerical force. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

_ Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, from the Joint Committee on Addi- 
tional Accommodations for Congressional Library, reported a bill 
(H. R. No, 3843) authorizing the construction of a building for the 
accommodation of the Congressional Library ; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM J. POLLOCK. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported. 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1408) for the relief of William J. Pollock ;. 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

7 USE OF WATER-POWER. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back a 
resolution referred to that committee relating to water-power formed 
by locks and dams, with a substitute. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to inquire into and report to 
this House, at the earliest time practicable, what persons or corporations are using 
water-power created by locks and dams constructed by the United States on rivers 
and canals for running mills, manufacturing or other establishments; the States 
and places in which such water-power is being so used, and by what authority it 
is being so used in each case. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
then adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EMPLOYES OF THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. McCLURE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 69) authorizing the Public Printer to pay 
the employés of the Government Printing Office the pay deducted 
from them during the obsequies of the late President Garfield; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MAIL WEIGHING. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back the following resolution with the recommen- 
dation that it be agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish the House with all 
correspondence in the Department relative to the mail weighing ordered on the 
trunk lines of railroads between New York City and Chicago, and to communicate 
to the House what necessity there may have been for incurring this expense at 
this time. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


On motion by Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Claims was granted leave, during the month of February, to sit 
during the sessions of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. NEAL. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. The regular order. is called for and it is now 
insisted upon. Unless it is insisted upon we will not be able to 
reach the House Calendar. 

Mr. PAGE. I only wish to ask an order on the part of the House 
for the reprinting of some bills reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, as the print heretofore ordered is now exhausted. 

Mr. RANDALL. That can be done later in the day. 

AMERICAN CITIZENS IN BRITISH PRISONS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order having been called for, the 
House now resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 
coming over from last week, and the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, now pending, will be read by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to obtain a list of all American citi- 
zens, naturalized or native born, under arrest or imprisonment by authority of the 
British Government, with a statement of the cause or causes of such arrest and 
po pm and especially such of said citizens as may have been thus arrested 
and imprisoned under the suspension of the habeas corpus in Ireland; and, if not 
incompatible with the — interest, that he communicate such information, 
when received, to this House, together with all correspondence now on file in the 
Department of State relating to any existing arrest and imprisonment of citizens 
as aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrrH] who 
reported the resolution is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ORTH. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Forty-three minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman from Indiana when he pro- 
poses to call for the vote on this proposition ? 

Mr. ORTH. At the end of forty-three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered, and at 
the conclusion of the closing hour of the gentleman from Indiana 
the vote must be taken. 

Mr. ORTH. I have agreed to yield some of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CuRTIN] whom I do not see in his. 
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. seat, and tothe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HasELTINE] whom I 
do not see inhisseat. Ihave also agreed to yield for three minutes to 
the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL, ] and as he is present 
I will now give him the floor for that length of time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have not desired to enter into this 
discussion or to follow up that which was begun by the gentleman from 
New York a few days ago, but rather to ask the attention of the House 
for a moment that I might have the privilege of expressing my sur- 
prise at the speeches made by gentlemen last week upon this subject. 

‘ They were not complimentary to our Government or to our tradi- 
tional history. I do not understand that the Government of the 
United States has ever been remiss in protecting the rights of Ameri- 

. ean citizens, whether native or naturalized. But the gentlemen from 
New York seemed to imply by their remarks that some one or more 
of the departments of this Government had been direlict in its duty 
toward citizens of the United States. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs unanimously reported this reso- 
lution asking the Government for all information touching the im- 
prisonment of American citizens in ie prisons; and, foraught I 

~¢an discover in the committee and in this House, there is a disposition 
to protect and defend every American citizen, native or foreign born, 

earnestly, faithfully, and fully, and according to all the immunities, 
honors, and privileges conferred by American statesmanship. 

The gentlemen who addressed the House on this subject last week 
seemed to imply not only that the Government had neglected its duty 
in the past, but that somehow just now there is an unwillingness to 
approach and discharge this duty fully. Some things were said that 

are not in harmony with our friendly relations with foreign powers. 
It is not for us here now to attempt to frighten any foreign power 
or assume the attitude of a bully in our dealings with a friendly 

ower in such matters. We have it in our power, and it is our priv- 
ilege, to approach a question of this kind squarely and in a dignified 
and statesmanlike manner. The Committee on Foreign Affairs pro- 
poses to represent the popular sentiment of America. That commit- 
tee is the proper organ of this House ; and this House, each side of it, 
I trust, is ready to respond to a popular demand that every American 

-citizen, native or otherwise, shall be protected, when they are called 
upon to adopt that report from the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
me. 

When that report comes in, Mr. Speaker, I trust we shall demon- 
strate to the country that, as a committee, and as a House, we are 

‘ready to do our whole duty, and to do it promptly, cheerfully, and 
faithfully. 

Bir. ROBINSON, of New York. May I now ask the gentleman a 
question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr, ORTH rose. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I shall not ask any favor from the 
gentleman [Mr. OrTH] who now occupies the floor. I suppose I 
would get very little favor from that side. 

Mr. ORTH. There is such a thing as exhausting courtesies, espe- 

- cially when not appreciated by the recipient. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will perceive that this is a report from the 

» Committee on Foreign Affairs, which requires little explanation for 
its presentation here. It is a resolution simply of inquiry, calling 
upon the State Department to furnish to the House such information 
as may be accessible in reference toalleged wrongs committed against 
certain American citizens within the jurisdiction ofthe British Gov- 

sernment. Sundry petitions and memorials emanating directly from 
the people, some from associations, and others coming to us directly 
from the House, constitute the origin and basis of this resolution. 

‘ The Committee on Foreign Affairs has embodied the whole of them 
into the resolution now pending, and which it instructed me to re- 

»port to the House some ten or twelve daysago. It is not a resolution 
that ordinarily calls for any discussion, but follows the customary 
mode of calling upon some one of the departments of the Government 
for certain official information, and when that information has been 

«communicated the House can act, and act intelligently. This House 
cannot act upon mere rumor. When the American Congress speaks 
it should speak with authority, and when it speaks after investiga- 
tion and deliberation, its voice will be respected throughout the whole 
civilized world; hence the American Congress should never speak 
until it is ready to say carefully and accurately what it means; and 
when it does so speak it should reflect the voice and the sentiment of 
‘the people it represents. 

Nor can we act, Mr. Speaker, upon mere newspaper reports; nor 
upon the ebullition of private feeling, whether that ebullition have 
cause or no cause, but we can act only upon official information such 
as this House should require in every matter before it is called upon 
to act. 

Thatis precisely the situation of affairs presented by this resolution. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Roprnson] has seen fit to char- 
acterize it upon the records of this House as a “humbug resolution.” 
That is, sir, a question of taste, and it is not polite to question the 
taste of any gentleman. Itis responsive to a large public sentiment 

of this country, and whether it is a “humbug resolution” or not I 
will leave to be settled between that gentleman and his constituents, 


I cannot, out of the three minutes’ time allotted 


‘shall base our future action. 
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many of whom are native Irishmen, or of Irish descent, and who feel 
a the wrongs of Ireland. 

. ROBINSON, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to 
say a word? ; 

Mr. ORTH. I do not yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I presume the gentleman will not 
ield when he chooses to misrepresent me. I do denounce it as a 
umbug in its present shape, and I will denounce by a worse word 

what the gentleman is now saying about me. 

Mr. ORTH. I do not yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Ido not ask the gentleman to yield. 

Mr. ORTH. The gentleman from New York interrupts me, and I 
claim the privilege of proceeding in order. Whether this resolution, 
embodying the sentiment not only of the Irish element of this nation 
but the honest sentiment of intelligent Americans everywhere, is to 
be characterized on the floor of this House as a humbug or not, I remit 
as I have said to that gentleman and his constituents. 

We desire this information, as to whether any of our citizens are 
wrongly arrested or imprisoned—whether the British Government is 
proceeding against them in a manner different from that by which 
she proceeds against her own subjects, or whether she is unnecessa- 
rily and wrongfully postponing a trial of alleged offenses. Ina word, 
we want to know the facts, not rumors, and upon these facts we 
Ifit should be found that Great Britain 
is acting as has been charged in certain quarters, I can assure this 
House and the country that prompt and energetic measures will be 
recommended by your Committee on Foreign Affairs for the redress 
not only of individual wrongs but also for the complete vindication 
of the honor and dignity of the American Government. 

So much for thisresolution. But for my courtesy to the gentleman 
from New York, upon his urgent solicitation, there would not have 
been one minute’s debate upon this proposition. 

What, then, is American citizenship? This resolution calls upon the 
President for information with regard to American citizens, and hence 
it is well to inquire who are citizens. American citizenship consists 
either in being native-born or naturalized, according to the laws of 
Congress; not merely filing a declaration of intention, not merely 
taking the first step, but going through the successive steps required 
by the laws of naturalization; and when those steps are completed the 
naturalized citizen stands under the protection and the authority of 
this Government with all the rights and all the privileges of a native- 
born citizen. Upon those steps being completed, if the naturalized 
citizen desires the passport of this Government to follow him and 
protect him ina journey to a foreign land, he is entitled to it as much 
as a native-born citizen. Passports are only granted and can only 
be granted lawfully to citizens, native-born or naturalized. 

Let us bear in mind these positions as I proceed tvith the few re- 
marks I shall submit to the House this morning, that American citi- 
zenship consists of birth in the country, or full and complete natu- 
ralization according to the laws providing therefor. A mere domicile, 
even followed by the first step of a declaration or intention or taking 
out your first letters as they are called, does not confer upon such 
person the right to claim the authority of this Government and its 
passport which shields and protects him in any portion of the world. 

It may be well to glance briefly at some of the leading and element- 
ary principles of international and common law with regard to this 
question of citizenship; the right of a citizen to go from one nation 
to another, and what right he has to call upon his government for 
protection when domiciled permanently or temporarily in a foreign 
country. In the first place, each nation has a right to enact its own 
municipal laws, and in doing so the description of crime, the denounce- 
ment of penalties for the violation of those laws and the process of 
trial, are matters belonging peculiarly to each individual nation, and 
about which no other nation can complain or interfere. Then each 
nation having the right to pass its own municipal laws is equally 
clothed with the power of enforcing those laws alike against the 
stranger and the citizen for their infraction. 

However harsh those laws may seem to our civilization or in the 
light of our own jurisprudence, in whatever nation they may be 
enacted, their character when brought to bear upon one of our own 
citizens is not the subject of interference, mediation, or interposi- 
tion on the part of this Government. Where the American citizen 
with his eyes open subjects himself to the jurisdiction of another na- 
tion, he cannot as a just ground of complaint ask for the redress of this 
Government because those laws are harsh or harshly administered, 
provided they are similarly administered upon the stranger and the 
citizen of that foreign government. When American citizens go toa 
foreign state or nation they are amenable to the laws of that nation 
to the same extent as the citizens of that nation themselves ; but in 
case they are charged with an infraction of the laws of another nation, 
they are entitled to the same course of yrocedure and to the same 
mode of trial in all respects as the citizens belonging to that nation ; 
and it is equally clear when that principle is departed from, when 
one principle of action is applied to the stranger and a different one 
to their citizens, this Government then has a right and it is its duty 
to interfere and claim for its citizens that they shall be treated no 
more harshly and in no different manner than that in which such 
foreign government treats its own citizens. 

Bearing in mind these plain, well-known principles and their ap- 
plication and adaptability to this question of citizenship, and the 
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removal of a citizen from one nationality to another will leave us 
very little difficulty or doubt in reference to what we are to do when 
complaint is made by any one of our citizens. Hence we call upon 
the State Department to inform us whether any American citizen has 
been arrested in Great Britain; and, if so, the cause of such arrest, 
and what has been done with him since such arrest. When that 
report comes to us, if we find that Great Britain has trespassed 
against these plain principles of international law, or has dealt more 
harshly with the American citizen than with its own subjects, we 
have a right to demand that our citizens shall receive the same re- 
dress, the same treatment in Great Britain that she accords to her 
own subjects. If the American Government finds that the humblest 
of its citizens, wherever he may be, is thus deprived of his privileges, 
even to the most limited extent, I trust it willever have the disposi- 
tion to go to the rescue of such citizen and protect him, using, if 
need be, the full power, military or naval, and without reference to 
the cost necessary to the enforcement of its authority. 

But until that is done there is no necessity for us here to say, as 
was most indiscreetly said the other day, that we intend to send a 
fleet across the ocean and batter down Liverpool or to set fire to Lon- 
don; not at all. Why, sir, if that was our intention, how indisereet 
it would be in a member of Congress thus to publish to the world 
that such was our purpose. Being thus forewarned by a member of 
Congress, Great Britain in the mean time might take some steps to 
srotect herself against such an invasion. If we had any purpose of 
S cmanting Liverpool or setting fire to the town of London, we ought 
to go about it quietly, and not to give notice publicly of our inten- 
tion of doing such a thing. 

The time has not come for anything of that sort, nor for any mere 
bravado and bluster. But I could imagine (though I do not often 
deal in imagination) that if such ever should be our intention the 
gentleman from New York would probably get a war steamer, armed 
with many guns, and prepare for the great emergency. Of course 
he would eall that vessel the Bombastes Furioso, and, crossing the 
Atlantic and entering the mouth of the Thames—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ORTH. Ido not yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I never said any such thing. 

Mr. ORTH. Ido not yield. : 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I protest against the gentleman’s 
misrepresentations. 

Mr. ORTH. I have said that I do not yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The gentleman has referred tome, 
and I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. ORTH. I take it all back, if that will soothe the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Irise toa point of order, and I will 
be heard. 

Mr. ORTH. I will say “the gentleman from New York,” and when 
I do that my other friend from New York (Mr. Cox] will understand 
that I do not mean him. 

® Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I rise to a point of order, and insist 
upon being heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Hawk.) The gentleman will state 
his point of order, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. When a gentleman is speaking on 


this floor and intentionally misrepresents the person to whom he refers 
and refuses to yield for that gentleman to correct his misrepresenta- 
tions, he ought not to refer to that gentleman in any way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not consider that any 
point of order. (Laughter. ] 


Mr. ORTH. I was stopped by the gentleman from New York mid- 
way in the ocean, carefully watching the vessel Bombastes Furioso 
going across under the command of some gallant member of Con 
as commodore. That vessel reaches the mouth of the Thames and 
sails up that stream to the consternation of the good people inhabit- 
ing its peaceful shores. 

n the mean time the speech of the gentleman from New York may 
have reached there, and the London Times by publishing it may have 
informed the British weese of the danger to which her realm will be 
exposed by this formidable invasion. Hearing of the arrival of the 
Bombastes Furioso that is prepared to destroy her kingdom, that 
it is already sailing up the Thames, the Queen in all probability would 
naturally place herself on London Bridge, and with anxious eyes, one 
upon the Parliament House so soon to be in flames, and with the other 
looking down the river until at last she sees the vessel approaching, 
observing the commodore in the bow breathing destruction and 
menace in those grand old tones which we have heard during this 
‘debate—how natural for her to say in the depth of her agony, “Shake 
not thy ‘hoary’ locks at me.” [Laughter. ] 

But we have no desire to rush into war about this matter. We 
want, calmly and deliberately, as becomes a great nation, to examine 
the facts to be furnished us in each individual case of alleged wrong, 
and then to act honorably and promptly. Ifinterposition and redress 
be needed, my word for it, they will be furnished. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret the partisan tone which has been given to 
this discussion. When we speak to foreign nations we must forget 
party. The Democratic party is as helpless for good in Great Britain 
to-day as it isin Americh. The Democratic party cannot protect a 

‘single citizen who is now imprisoned there. te one of our citizens has 


been injured in his rights, he can be protected and ‘saved by the 
authority of the flag that floats over your head, Mr. Speaker, and no 
mere party flag can shield him. 

The case of Boyton has been referred to by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] and a great deal has been said about him and 
the treatment he has received. What are the facts in that case as 
they appear in the official records which have been transmitted to the 
Senate? The facts are that Boyton did not know whether he was a 
naturalized or a native-born citizen of this country. When he went 
to the State Department in 1866 to obtain a passport, he swore that 
he was born in this country. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. That is good authority. 

Mr. ORTH. I do not desire to be interrupted. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Of course not. 

Mr. ORTH. When he applied for his passport in 1866, he swore 
that he was a native-born citizen of the United States. Afterward, 
when he got into trouble and tried to have that passport renewed, 
for under the rules and regulations of the State Department a pass- 
port loses its force and validity at the end of two years and must be 
viséed to have further efficacy, upon being questioned by our author- 
ities he stated that instead of being a native-born citizen of the 
United States he was born in Ireland, and came to this country when 
he was a very little boy. 

He then claimed citizenship on the ground that his father was a 
naturalized citizen. The records of the court at Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, were examined, and it turned out that his father filed a 
declaration of intent to become a citizen of the United States, but 
before he received his final certificate he died. Hence that claim of 
citizenship was untenable. 

Boyton then claimed citizenship by reason of having enlisted in 
the Navy of the United States during the war for the suppression of 
the rebellion. The law of Congress on that subject applies only to 
the Army and not to the Navy. He was informed furthermore that 
even if it had applied to persons volunteering in the Navy, it sim- 
ply provided that in such a case the person could go into a court of 
record and be naturalized without reference to the prescribed term 
of residence in this country. Hence, after most thorough investiga- 
tion on the part of American officials, both in Ireland, in England, 
and here, it was ascertained that Boyton was not entitled to the pro- 
tection of the American Government. Why not? I hold inmy hand 
the treaty defining the rights and privileges of American citizens in 
Great Britain; and it declares that only naturalized or native-born 
citizens shall be entitled to such privileges. 

I am as much in favor of protecting American citizens as any gen- 
tleman on this floor, but I do not desire to see that great privilege 
abused by anybody. , . 

Again, the gentleman who first spoke upon this resolution told us 
a good deal about the celebrated Koszta case, and its supposed ap- 
plication to naturalized citizenship; and in the exuberance of his 
feelings he exclaimed, ‘‘ Oh, for an hour of Marcy now!” Sir, we do 
not want ‘‘one hour of Marcy now.” Marcy wasa representative of 
the era of Bourbonism in American politics. The world, and espe- 
cially the American world, thank God, has progressed since Marcy’s 
time. But the Koszta case is misapprehended, as I find, very gén- 
erally ; I will therefore refer to it briefly in order to point out some 
of the misapprehensions that exist with regard to the legal princi- 
ples involved in the arrest and surrender of Koszta. He never was 
an American citizen; he was a Hungarian by birth, and engaged in 
the revolution of Hungary against Austria in 1848, After the dis- 
asters of that revolution he sought refuge in the Turkish dominions, 
together with quite a number of other Hungarian refugees. The 
Austrian Emperor protested against the Turkish Government furn- 
ishing an asylum for his insurrectionary subjects, and demanded 
that they should be expelled from the Turkish dominions. Koszta, 
ferced by the pressure of Austria upon Turkey, came to this country, 
and in 1852 filed his declaration of intention to become a citizen. 
This was his only step toward citizenship. Two years afterward, in 
1854, he returned to Smyrna, in the dominions of Turkey, and there 
went to the American consul and claimed protection, not under his 
naturalization, which was inchoate, but he claimed that protection 
which has for hundreds of years been ‘accorded to subjects of Christ- 
ian nations by their representatives, accredited to the Turkish Gov- 
ernment, and with the full consent ofthat government. He received 
from the consul akind of safe conduct, called in the Turkish language 
a ‘*Tezkereh.” 

Let me explain the operation and effect of this. For hundreds of 
years all the Christian nationsof the world have had this regulation 
and understanding with the Turkish powers: that whenever a Chris- 
tian goes to Turkey he can claim the protection of the consul repre- 
senting any Christian nation, whether it be English, American, 
German, or any other; and so long as he has that ‘‘‘Tezkereh” in his 
possession he is authorized by it to remain there for any indefinite 
time, for one year, or five years, or ten years; he is for the time 
being regarded as belonging to the nationality of the consul which 
granted him this authority. A Hollander may thus claim the protec- 
tion of the American consul, and for the time being he has the national 
character of an American. It was this long-continued usage, now 
grown up into law, that Koszta availed himself of when he went to 
Smyrna in 1854 and claimed the protection of the American consul. 























































































































































































1882. 


Sec. 2001. Whenever it is made known to the President that any citizen of the 
United States has been 7 deprived of his liberty by or under the authorit; 
of any Sone government, it shall be the duty of the President forthwith to de- 
mand of tha a e reasons of such imprisonment; and if it appears to be 
wrongful and in violation of the rights of American citi zenship, the President shall 
forthwith demand the release of such citizen, and if the release so demanded is 
unreasonably delayed or refused, the President,shall use such means, not amount- 
ing to acts of war, as he may think mecessary and proper to obtain or effectuate 
the release; and all the facts and proceedings relative thereto shall,as soon as 
practicable, be communicated by the President to Congress. 


Mr. ORTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion—— 

Mr. McLANE. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ORTH. I cannot yield for a question. 
as. 

Mr.McLANE. I want the gentleman from Indiana to repeat the 
inquiry he addressed to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ORTH. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes. 

Mr.ORTH. Mr. Speaker, I have no time, then, to yield for questions. 
I will, however, give the gentleman from Maryland an opportunity, 
if he can point to any statute covering this ground that emanated 
from a Democratic administration, to have it printed in the Recorp 
side by side with my remarks and question. 

Mr. McLANE. But I want to answer the gentleman’s question 
now. I want to show him—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. 
House of Congress. 

Mr. McLA I will answer the gentleman’s question if he will 
repeat it. 

Mr. ORTH. I cannot yield to the gentleman from Maryland, as 
amy time has nearly expired. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then let the gentleman withdraw his challenge. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Indiana has been 
frequently interrupted, and has courteously yielded a great deal of 
his time. I hope he will have an opportunity of responding to the 
request of the gentleman from Maryland. I ask that the House grant 
the gentleman ten minutes longer. I hope there will be no objec- 


My time is about 


I introduced that very bill in this 


tion, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I, of course, object. I will with- 
draw the objection, however, if I am allowed five minutes to reply. 

Mr. ORT Now, Mr. Speaker, a word in conclusion. It was not 
my purpose, in introducing this proposition, to engender a partisan 
discussion here. I think the older members of this House will bear 
me out in the assertion that in all my service here I have been free 
from partisanship in matters of public and especially foreign impor- 
tance. 

Mr. McLANE. Then let the gentleman repeat his challenge and 

ive me a minute to reply. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. ORTH. The House will permit me to repeat, and it is due to 
myself and to the party of which I am an humble member to say to 
the House and to the country, that I am ready and willing, on behalf 
of the Republican party, to compare records with any party in this 
country in efforts and acts for the protection of American citizens, 
native or naturalized, at home or abroad. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I yield the two minutes I have left to the 
gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. } 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have not withdrawn my objec- 
ti 


ion. 
The SPEAKER. It is too late now to object. 
Mr. ROBESON. The member from New York [Mr. RoBInson] 
took occasion the other day to call me to account—— 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. ROBESON. Idonot yield. The gentleman from New York 
took occasion to call me to account because I objected -—— 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 
. i SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will himself be 
in order. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I am. 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The point of order is that the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey is not entitled to the floor morethan my- 
self or any other gentleman here. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled. 
from New Jersey will proceed. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I appeal from the decision of the 


The gentleman 


Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. RoBinson] 


sought to make the point that he was entitled to the floor. 
Chair holds that he is not. The Chair will state that there is noth- 
ing to appeal from. It is not a point of order in any proper sense of 
the word. And the Chair must say that in order that the House may 
conduct business in an orderly way, and in accordance with the rules, 
the Chair will be obliged to enforce by proper authority the observ- 


The 


d 


ance of the ordinary rules of the House. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I suppose misrepresentation can- 
not be corrected here, and I will let it go. 
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Mr. ROBESON. I say again, though the member seems to wish 
to prevent me, that on the day of this month, more than one week 
ago, the gentleman from New York called me to account for object- 
ing to his consuming the time which was then being occupied in the 
organization of the House, because he said that by so doing I inter- 
fered with the release of the Irish patriots abroad. I remember that 
on the evening of the 23d, when this resolution was brought up, the 
Speaker appealed to the gentleman from New York, asking him if 
he would give way and yield his right to speak, for the immediate 
passage of the resolution. This he declined to do, and insisted upon 
continuing his speech upon a future day. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. A parliamentary question. 

Mr. ROBESON. The result has been that he, for the purpose of 
making his ridiculous speech, has postponed —— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. <A parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER rapped to order. 

Mr. ROBESON. Has postponed the pee of the resolution for 
eight days, thus delaying for that time himself the application of the 
remedy which he thought so efficacious for the wrongs of the impris- 
oned Irishmen. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I rise fora parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to do 
his duty, unless gentlemen will preserve order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Which gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York will address the 
Chair, and make his point of order, the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Irise toa parliamentary question. 
Am I in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot, pending the debate and 
while a gentleman is on the floor, rise to a mere abstract parliament- 
ary inquiry. If he makes the point of order that the gentleman 
from New Jersey is out of order or if he makes any other point of 
that character, the Chair will, of course, entertain it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Then will the Speaker take this 
point of order from me, that the previous question has been ordered 
and that the gentleman from New Jersey has been speaking out of 
time and out of place and has no right to the floor? I raise that 
point of order that the previous question is ordered, but everybody 
seems to be allowed to violate the rule. , 

The SPEAKER. The point of orderis not welltaken. The Chair 
will state the gentleman from New Jersey took the floor on its being 
yielded to him by the gentleman from Indiana, and he had three 
minutes. One minute and a half have been taken up by the unneces- 
sary interruptions of the gentleman from New York, and the time 
has not yet expired. The gentleman from New Jersey is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will then resume, and will say to the gentleman 
from New York that he misconceives the true spirit of our govern- 
ment; that the secret of American success and power is to be found 
in the spirit of American government, which he does not seem to un- 
derstand is that the spirit of American government is not liberty 
alone, but the union of liberty andlaw. Liberty is scarcely valuable 
unless peace waits upon her and prosperity follows in her train. It 
has been said most fitly that liberty with law is fire upon the hearth, 
and liberty without law fire upon the floor, bringing with it not 
peace, security, and prosperity, but general ruin and conflagration. 
Let the gentleman look to the lesson—— 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. What about a fire in the the rear? 

Mr. ROBESON. Who would be free themselves must deserve as 
well as achieve it. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. ORTH. } 

he resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the 
remaining unfinished business coming over from a previous day. It 
relates to the reference of a joint resolution introduced by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

Mr. ROBESON. Since that resolution was offered and laid up as 
unfinished business two Mondays have elapsed. Various resolutions 
and laws have been introduced which take most of the meaning out 
of it. I find that all the effect of this resolution so far as it relates to 
Pacific railroads has already been referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. I have also been informed that by the schedule 
which I attached to my resolution I did not include all railroads. 
I certainly meant to acieia allrailroads. With this statement I de- 
sire to modify the original resolution to the form of the resolution 
which I now send to the desk. It isthe same resolution as the other 
except that it strikes out the limiting schedule and applies to all rail- 
roads except Pacific railroads, bills and resolutions in regard to which 
have already been introduced and referred to the Pacific Railroad 
Committee. With that change I substitute this for the originial 
resolution and ask its reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the joint resolution sent 
up by the gentleman from New Jersey. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution to declare certain lands heretofore granted to railroad componicn 


forfeited to the United States, and to restore the same to thepublic domain and 
open the same to settlers. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I make the point the gentleman has no right to 
introduce a new resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is a modification of the resolution heretofore 
introduced. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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The SPEAKER, 
bill for reference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the rule of the House be read. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will indicate the rulehe desires 
to have read, the Chair will direct the Cierk to read it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is the last portion of the first clause of Rule 
XVIil. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It shall be in order, poofing the motion for or after the previous question shall 
have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion 
to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select committee; and a 
— to lay upon the table shall be in order on the second and third reading of a 


It is not in order on the first introduction of a 
































































The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have any other rule 
read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The portion of the rule to which I desire the atten- 
tion of the Chair is this: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question shall 


have been ordered, * for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to 
commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select committee. 


My motion is to instruct the committee to which this resolution 
shall be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the motion is out of order ; 
there is no proposition now before the House to consider this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is not much doubt that the portion of Rule 
XVII which has been read applies to a matter under consideration. 
But in this case I do not think that the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. RoBESON] has a right to introduce a subject by unanimous 
consent for reference, the question of reference coming over now as 
unfinished business, and at this time undertake to change the char- 
acter of the original proposition, and deny to any other member the 
right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that the character of 
the proposition is not changed. The gentleman has modified his 
proposition, and the Chair thinks he has the right to modify hisown 
resolution before the question of reference is determined. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman introduced this proposition by 
unanimous consent. That consent was given to the original propo- 
sition; it was not given to this proposition at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that consent was given to 
the gentleman from New Jersey to introduce a resolution for refer- 
ence, which resolution he introduced, 

Mr. RANDALL. And which resolution was read for the informa- 
tion of the House before the consent was given. After it was read it 
was not objected to. If the gentleman is going to bring in at this 
time a substitute for his original proposition, then the original right 
of objection remains to every member. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects that the gentleman from 
New Jersey obtained leave to introduce a resolution for reference. 
The resolution was read only when we came to the question of its 
reference. It was important to know to which committee it should 
be referred, and it was then read, not for the purpose of objection, 


Be it resolved, &c., That the grants of public lands heretofore made to certain 

railroad companies and to certain States to aid in the construction of roads and 

other than those known as Pacific railroads, so long as the said grants 

have not been earned by the fulfillment of the conditions thereof, be, and the same 

are hereby, declared forfeited and shall revert to the United States and be open to 
settlers as are other publiclands. __ 

Sec. 2. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, within days 
from and after the passage of this act, to cause public notice to be given 
advertisement that the reservations made for the benefit of said companies be, an 
the same are, vacated, withdrawn, and annulled, and that said lands are open to 
settlement, and that entries thereof and therefor will be received at the land offices 
in the several districts in which said lands are located, on the terms and conditions 
prescribed by law. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that this resolution 
is of the same character, at least, as the bill referred on yesterday by 
order of the House to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

"Mr. HOOKER. 1 object to the substitution of this resolution for 
the original resolution. 

Mr. ROBESON. I have a right to modify my own motion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The objection of the gentleman is not valid. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is this a question of consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. It is for reference solely, and comes before the 
House at this time as unfinished business. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is this: the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 
ROBESON, | on a former day of the session, offered a resolution the 
purport of which was to restore to the public domain all lands here- 
tofore granted by Congress to railroads. He now, by his own mo- 
tion, proposes to substitute another and a different resolution, one in 
its terms excepting from the operation of the proposed legislation 
one particular class of railroads. I object to that as not within the 
power of the gentleman at this time, because it is a new resolution, 
not the one he offered before, but a different one, and he has no right 
to make the substitution without the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the proposed substitute is 
merely a modification of the former resolution, which modification 
the gentleman has a right to make at any time before the reference 
is completed. 

Mr. HOOKER. As one objection carried the original resolution 
over without reference, would not this resolution be subject to ob- 

















































































































































































jection ? but to enable the House to judge what was the proper reference. 
TheSPEAKER. The question before the House is simply one of | The Chair will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
reference. 


DALL] that upon the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. HoLMAN, ] which is that he has the right now by vir- 
tue of the rules of the House to move an amendment, the Chair does 
not understand that the rules give any such right. 

Mr. RANDALL. I quite agree with the Chair on that point; but 
I do not agree with the Chairif he holdsthat amember, r having 
a proposition read and obtaining unanimous consent for its intro- 
duction, and nothing else, can subsequently, when that proposition 
has gone over as unfinished business, come in and change it without 
giving each member the same right to object which he had when the 
original proposition was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must be understood in reference to 
this. He does not understand that the gentleman from New Jersey 
in this case obtained the consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion or a given proposition, but simply obtained leave to introduce 
a resolution for reference—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Which was read. 

The SPEAKER. And having obtained leave, he introduced a res- 
olution, which he now, as the Chair thinks properly, modifies, as the 
modification relates to the same subject-matter. The only question 
left is the question of reference. 

Mr. McLANE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 
from the Chair whether the resolution of the gentleman from New 
Jersey was not read for the information of the House that objection 
might follow? [Cries of “Yes!” “Yes!” “No!” “No!”] 

veral members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. The Chair can 
only hear one gentleman at a time, and can answer but one at a time. 
The Chair has already stated that the resolution was not read on the 
request to introduce it, but was subsequently read to enable the 
House to judge where it should be referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. The ce is always reserved in such cases 
until the proposition has been read. 


Mr. ROBESON. I will explain tothe gentleman in a moment. I 
have only made this modification because on Monday of last week 
there was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads a resolu- 
tion, a copy of which I hold in my hand, which covers all the Pacific 
railroads. Therefore, if I left the Pacific railroads in this resolution, 
I would interfere with action already taken by the House and mix it 
up with the reference to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this resolution come before the House on a 
call of States for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions on a 
Monday? If not, then I desire to offer an amendment, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose to amend a joint 
resolution on its reference ? 

Mr.RANDALL. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RoBESON] 
himself proposes to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey is not in the character of an amendment. The gentleman, while 
controlling his own resolution, can amend it or change it up to the 
point which the proceedings have now reached. 

Mr. RANDALL. The question is whether the resolution was in- 
troduced on Monday or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My question is whether this resolution came be- 
fore the House on a Monday on the call of States. 

The SPEAKER. It came in by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I desire to offer an amendment. 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asked leave to 
introduce a resolution for reference, as has been done in many cases, 
and it is now too late to object. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object. I want to offer the following 
instructions to go with the resolution. 
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Mr. McLANE. The Chair will find that the resolution was read for 
information, that it might be ascertained whether there was objec- 
tion. Objection was not made because the House was content to 
receive that resolution. 

Several MEMBERS. Read the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Ropeson. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a joint resolution for ref- 
erence to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows : 

“ Joint resolution to declare certain lands heretofore granted to railroad compa- 
nies forfeited to the United States, and to restore the same to the public domain 
and open the same to settlers.” 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this joint resolution will be considered 
as read a first and second time, will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBESON and other members. Read on! 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was read afterward on the ques- 
tion of reference. 

Mr. CALKINS. May I have the attention of the House just a 
moment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state, so that we may proceed 
in order, that he is willing to entertain points of order when made, 
but that these points must not run off into a general discussion. If 
any gentleman desires to make a point of order the Chair will dis- 

ose of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make a point of order on this substitute. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi made the same 
point of order, which the Chair overruled. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair does not know what point I am going 
to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to make the 
point that the substitute could not be introduced at this time in lieu 
of the original resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. My point is this: that the original paper having 
been read subject to objection, and there being no objection except 
an issue raised in the House as to the reference, the gentleman from 
New Jersey cannot now come in with a substitute, unless the same 
right of objection be allowed as to the substitute which existed as to 
the original proposition when it is presented. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already overruled that point of 
order when made by the gentleman from Mississippi. The question 
is upon the reference of this resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that the rule allowing 
instructions to be offered upon the reference of a proposition applies 
to any proposition not introduced regularly under the call of States 
on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Indiana, and will state that the rule read in sup- 
port of that point relates to bills or resolutions when under consid- 
eration under the previous question or pending a demand for the 
previous question, and has no possible application to the introduction 
of a bill or joint resolution for reference only. The question is upon 
the reference of this resolution ; and the Chair will state that in the 
absence of a motion he will hold, following the decision of the House 
yesterday on a matter similar in character, that this resolution should 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mové that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. ROBESON. I make the motion that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I move to amend the motion so as to 
send the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALKINS. The Chair has already decided that it should go 
to that committee. 

Mr. CAMP. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Will nota negative 
vote on the motion of the gentleman from New Jersey send this resolu- 
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary under the decision of the 
Chair? 

The SPEAKER. It is sufficient to say that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] moves to amend the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey so as to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. CALKINS. But if the motion of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey is voted down, will not the resolution go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would so direct in the absence of any 
contrary action by the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Suppose after the motion of the gentleman from New Jersey has been 
voted down, some one should take issue as to the reference, could 
there be another vote upon it ? 

Several MemBers. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. 
the question on one vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, which is to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from New Jersey so as to refer the joint resolution to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The amendment of Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, was agreed to, and 
the motion of Mr. ROBESON as thus amended was adopted. 


I desire, by my motion, to decide 
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So the joint resolution was referred to the Committee.on the Judi- 
ciary and was orderd to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it re 

Mr. CALKINS. Is there any other unfinished business pending ? 
If not I shall move to go to the business upon the House Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ROBESON. That is the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know it is. 

sa Pee os Isnotthe regular order the business upon the Speaker’s 
table 

The SPEAKER. There is no other unfinished business before the 
House, 

Mr. CALKINS. 
dar, 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I propose to submit a motion that will 
take precedence. 

The SPEAKER. What is it? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, That the House now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to con- 
sider the business on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does that not raise the question of considera- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. 
takes precedence, 


Mr. CALKINS. 


I move to goto the business upon the House Calen- 


The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


CHANGES IN HOUSE WING. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. BROWNE in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the Clerk will read the first business 
upon its Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No, 3181) authorizing and directing the Architect of 
the Capitol to make certain changes and repairs in the House wing 
of the Capitol. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 


Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no! Let us have the bill read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America, That the Architect of the Capitol be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to remove the bath-rooms from their present position adjoining the House 
restaurant to the rooms in the southeast corner of the basement, at the foot of the 
elevator, and to make needful alterations and repairs necessitated by such removal, 
and the space now used as bath-rooms shall be added to the restaurant and reserved 
exclusively for the use of membersof Congress. The necessary expense attending 
the same shall not exceed in the aggregate $3,000. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Nowread the report I had the honor to 
make from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, having agreed to report a bill 
(H. R. No. 3181) entitled ‘A bill authorizing and directing the Architect of the 
Capitol to make certain changes and repairs in the House wing of the Capitol,” 
submit the following report: 

The present bath-rooms adjoin and connect with the House refectory by 
doors, which are closed temporarily. The rooms are without proper light and vent- 
ilation, being wholly interior. They communicate with the corridors, and when 
filed with steam become more or less offensive. Since the elevator has been placed 
in the southeast corner of the House wing near the bath-rooms, their location is 
more public and more objectionable. Besides, the space now used as bath-rooms 
is generally needed for additional accommodations to the refectory to be reserved 
for members of the House, who must have prompt service during the sittings of 
Congress. The location of the elevator has rendered available in the basement very 
desirable space for bath-rooms, having light and ventilation on two sides, and being 
easy of access at the foot of the elevator. The Architect of the Capitol has fully 
considered the change proposed, and has, ont the recess of Congress, made a 
close estimate of the expense attending it, and has recommended in his printed 
report the location proposed as the most eligible and suitable for bath-rooms. He 
states that the entire work can be concluded within sixty days, and without inter- 
fering with the use of the present bath-rooms until the new are fi Theold 
tubs, being of marble, more or less porous and cracked, should, for sanitary reasons, 
give place to others, the cost of which would be less than the expense of weet 
the ye ones. The entire work. including fittings and repairs, can be comp! . 
in the judgment of the architect, for assum not exceeding $3,000, and can proceed 
without disturbance or annoyance to the House or to any of its committees. 

The committee unanimonsly report the bill favorably to the House, and ask its 
passage. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr, Chairman, I do not propose to de- 
tain the committee with any extended remarks on this proposition. 
I think it has sufficiently commended itself to a majority of members 
during the past two weeks. I shall therefore reserve whatever re- 
marks I have to make until after gentlemen opposed to the bill have 
been heard. But before yielding the floor I ask the Clerk to read a 
paragraph from the report of the Architect of the Capitol. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 


Congress having removed the restrictions relating to the elevator in the south 
wing, referred to in my last, the work of constructing the elevator is now nearly 
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-completed. It is located at the south end of the eastern corridor. This position 
was chosen because it was considered more convenient of access to those who are 
compelled to use the elevator, being near the main carriage entrance ; besides it con- 
nects with both the ladies’ retiring room in the gallery and the rooms in the base- 
ment, where it is likely the bathing rooms may be placed. Itis also more conven- 
ientof approach to the post-office and refectory. Itis recommended that the bathing 
rooms be moved from their present location to the rooms just mentioned at the foot 
of the elevator, which are comparatively light and can be well ventilated, while 
the rooms now used for that purpose are dark interior rooms, with no windows or 
other means of adequate ventilation. If this change should be made, the refec- 
tory could be extended so as to give a private room for members, as is the case in 
the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. When is this work to be commenced ? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The architect assures us he can begin 
the work at once, and prosecute it without disturbance of the busi- 
ness of the House, and that he can conclude it within sixty days 
without interfering with the present use of the bath-rooms to any 
-extent whatever. The bath-rooms, as they now exist, are interior 
rooms, without light, without ventilation, and illy adapted to the 
purpose, and for sanitary reasons alone the present bath-tubs should 
be removed, and give place to others. In view of the fact that these 
changes are made necessary for sanitary reasons, and the occupancy 
of the present bath-rooms can continue until after we shail have had 
better accommodations provided for the use of members, I trust the 
opposition to the passage of this bill will be waived, and that it will 
‘be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House. My object is to dispose of this bill and then to go to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. PAGE. I wish to say a word in opposition to the bill. I am 
against the proposed change as recommended by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. Ido not believe it will be conducive 
to the health of members of this House to compel them to go down 
into the basement to bathe. I do not believe that the basement of 
this building is a proper place for a bath-room. If there is anything 
about this House that many members appreciate it is this bath-room. 

‘The bath-room is convenient and is well fitted up. The tubs are good, 
itisa pst location, dry, and the ventilation I never heard com- 
plained of before. The object in making this change, at an expense 
of $3,000, is simply to give the restaurant-keeper an opportunity of 
extending his accommodations, and allowing more men to come 
here and take their meals. When that is done, and this expense is 
incurred, the members of this House will be no better accommodated 
than they are now. It is generally full when you go down there. 
:Outsiders occupy the tables and the members are compelled to wait 
and take their turn. The whole object of this bill is to give addi- 
tional room to the restaurant-keeper. He has privileges enough 
already, and I hope the House will not agree to this bill. 

Mr.RANDALL. Ifully agree with the gentleman from California, 
and my only object in making the motion is to get the House to 
come to a vote without debate. 

Mr. PAGE. I move—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman from California makes a mo- 
tion I desire to say a word. I entirely agree with him in all that he 
says on this subject. So far as I know individually, and I have been 

‘here for several years, I have never heard suggested a complaint on 
the part of members of this House in reference to the ventilation or 
inconvenience of the bath-room. Nor have lever heard a suggestion 
that it should be removed because of sanitary reasons. But I have 
heard, from the Forty-fourth Congress down, suggestions that the 
._keeper of the restaurant wanted more room; and applications for 
that purpose have been presented by himself or friends constantly. 

Mr. CALKINS. [rise to a point of order. I do not want to cut 
the gentleman from Georgia off; but every member knows whether 
he wants this change made or not, and can exhibit this fact by his 

‘wote. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made objection to the 
billin committee. Underthe rules we must go back in the House and 
report to the House without any further discussion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood when I obtained the floor that I was 
proceeding by consent. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then, of course, I withdraw the point for the 
present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was proceeding to state that 
we have not, and I know from others who preceded me here that 
there has been no urgency in the matter of the wants and the con- 
venience of the members of this House, that this change should be 

smade. All recognize the fact that that bath-room is convenient. 
The restaurant is convenient, and I donot see, as the gentleman from 
California has stated, why that change should take place, and the 
members remanded to the basement of the building when they want 
to take a bath. Itrustit willnot be done. I am notaware thatthe 
Architect of the Capitol has ever before made this suggestion or 
intimated the importance of it. But the gentleman from Indiana 
, (Mr. HOLMAN] will bear me out in the assertion that all through the 
Forty-fourth Congress persistent efforts were made to enlarge the 
restaurant by making the change that is now asked. There is no 


necessity for the change, and I trust the House will not agree to 
‘this proposition. 
“The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
~ yas Penusylvania, that the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House. 
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Mr. SHALLENBERGER. With a favorable recommendation, 
Mr. NEAL. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that the bill be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. PAGE. Without recommendation. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Then I move to amend by inserting the 
words, ‘‘ with a favorable recommendation.” 

Mr. PAGE. Then I offer an amendment to the amendment: that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the Chair permit me to suggest that we let 
the bill come into the House, and then a motion to lay it on the table 
will test the sense of the House. 

Mr. PAGE. Without recommendation? 

Mr. RANDALL. Either way will test the sense of the House. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. Is that in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinksitisinorder. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] moves that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
on the left [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] moves to amend that motion by 
adding that it be reported to the House with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion and 
let it come before he House without recommendation ; otherwise I 
shall move to strike out ‘ favorable” and insert “ unfavorable.” I 
make that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. The sense of the House can be tested on the 
motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Just one word, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. The motion is 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
SHALLENBERGER. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes, 59; noes, 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The motion as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee now rise. 


Mr. BAYNE. I hope that motion will not prevail. Why not goon 
with the Calendar? 
The CHAIRMAN. The motion has been already agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BRowNE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration a 
bill (H. R. No. 3181) authorizing and directing the Architect of the 
Capitol to make certain changes and repairs in the House wing of 
the Capitol, had instructed him to report the bill to the House favor- 
ably and recommend its passage. 

Mr. CAMP. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

_ RANDALL. Pending that, Imove that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to know whether we are in the Committee of 
the Whole, or inthe House? No motion was made that the commit- 
tee rise. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the 
New York is mistaken. 
tee rise. 

Mr. CAMP. It was not submitted to the committee. 

Mr. HAWK. It was submitted to the committee when the motion 
was made to report the bill to the House, and was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on the right 
[Mr. RANDALL] made his motion. That motion was amended on 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left, [Mr. SHALL- 
ENBERGER.] As amended it was adopted by the committee, and in 
pursuance of the adoption of that motion the committee rose. : 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I move the previous question on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to lay the bill on the table. 
unnecessary expenditure of money. 

Mr. HAWK. Is debate in order? 

_ SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the table is not debat- 
able. 


entleman from 
There was a motion made thatthe commit- 


This is an 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that.the Senate had agreed to the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 89) to print the eulogies delivered in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the late Fernando Wood, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. No. 1046) for the relief of the Eastern Shawnee Indians at the 
Quapaw agency, Indian Territory ; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


CHANGES IN HOUSE WING OF. CAPITOL. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. RANDALL, } to lay the bill on the table. 
Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 103, nays 112, not 
voting 77; as follows: 


Aiken, 
Aldrich, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Camp, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 


‘Cornell, 
Cox, William R. 
Cravens, 


Anderson, 
Atkins, 


Calkins, 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
oe 
Jarpenter, 
Caswell, 


Davis, George R. 
Dawes, 

Deering, 

De Motte, 
Dingley, 

Dunnell, 

Dwight, 

Farwell, Sewell S. 


Allen, 


Butterworth, 
‘Cannon, 
Chapman, 
Clark, 
Converse, 
Cox, Samuel S. 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 


YEAS—103. 


Culberson, 
Davidson, 

Davis, Lowndes H. 
Deuster, 

Dibrel!, 

Dowd, 


Dugro, 

Dunn, 

Ellis, 

Errett, 

Evins, 

Finley, 
Fisher, 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Geddes, 
Godshalk, 
Gunter, 
Hammond, N. J. 
Hardenbergh, 
Haseltine, 
Hatch, 
Hazelton, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 


Holman, 
Hooker, 
Humphrey, 
Jones, James K. 
Klotz, 
Latham, 
Manning, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
MeMillin, 
Mills, 
Mouey, 
Mosgrove, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Neal, 
Oates, 
Pacheco, 
Page, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Reagan, 
Robertson, 


NAYS—112. 


Ford, 

Grout, 
Guenther, 

Hall, 
Hammond, John 
Harris, Benj. W. 
Hawk, 

Heilman, 
Henderson, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 

Hill, 

Horr, 

Houk, 

House, 

Hubbs, 

Jacobs, 

Jones, George W. 
Jones, Phineas 
Jorgensen, 
Joyce, 

Ladd, 

Lewis, 

Lindsey, 

Lord, 


Miles, 


Miller, 
Moore, 
Morey, 
Moulton. 
Norcross, 
O'Neill, 
Orth, 
Payson, 
Pierce, 
Pettibone, 
Pound, 
Prescott, 
Ray, 


Reel, 

Rice, William W. 
Rich, 

Ritchie, 

Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, James 8S. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 

Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 

Shuitz, 

Skinner, 

Smith, Dietrich C. 


NOT VOTING—77. 


Dezendorf, 
Dibble, 
Ermentrout, 
Farwell, Chas. B. 
Frost, 
Fulkerson, 
Garrison, 
George, 

Gibson, 

Hardy, 

Harmer, 

Harris, Henry S. 
Haskell, 

Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hiscock, 

Hoge, 

Hubbell, 
Hutchins, 
Jadwin, 

Kasson, 


Kelley, 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Knott, 
Lacey, 
Leedom, 
Le Fevre, 
Marsh, 
Mason, 
McKenzie, 
McKinley, 
McLane, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Murch, 
Nolan, 
Parker, 
Paul, 
Peelle, 


‘Phe following pairs were announced : 
Mr. MARSH with Mr. MCKENZIE. 

Mr. MCLANE with Mr. URNER. 
Mr. Lorp with Mr. HoGe. 
Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, with Mr. TOwNSHEND of Illinois. 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. DEZENDORF with Mr. GARRISON. 


Mr. CurRTIN with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. KETCHAM. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, with Mr. PacHEco. 
Mr. JADWIN with Mr. Wisk, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WEsT with Mr. Harris, of New Jersey. 
Mr. KELLEY with Mr. Harpy. 
Mr. Wart with Mr. KENNA. 
Mr. SCOVILLE with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. RIcHARDSON, of New York, with Mr. RicHarpson, of South 


Carolina. 


Mr. SPARKS with Mr. McKINLey. 


Robinson, Wm. E. 
Ryan, 
Scales, 
Shackelford, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, ihe R. 
Smith, A. rr 
Speer,. 
Stockslager, 
— “ 
Thompson, P. B. 
Padme 
Turner, Henry G. 
egraff, J. T. 
Updegraff, Thomas 
Valentine, 
Vance, 
Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 


Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, 
‘Thomas, 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 

Upson, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 

Van Voorbis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Ward, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 
Webber, 


White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willis, 

Willits, 

Wilson, 

Young. 


Rice, John B. 
Rice, Theron M. 
Richardson, D. P. 
Richardson, Jno. S. 
Ross, 

Scoville, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Sparks? 

Steele, 

Stephens, 
‘Townshend, R. W. 
Urner, 

Wait, 

West, 

Williams, Thomas 
Wood, Benjamin 
Wood, Walter A. 


Mr. SPARKS is confined to his 


residence by reason of sickness, and has. been absent by leave from 
the sittings of the House for several days on that account. 
Mr. LORD. I am paired with Mr. Hoax, of West Virginia, on 


sy acre questions, 
ave voted ‘‘no.” 


“my vote. 


XITI——49 


but not recognizing this as a political question I 
If it is a political question I desire to withdraw 


‘Aiken, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman must decide that question for him- 


self. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Let me say to the gentleman this is not a polit- 
ical question. How did he vote? 

The SPEAKER. He voted ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

The list of names of members voting was then read, and the result 
of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the demand made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania on the left [Mr. SHALLENBERGER ] for 
the previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, 
bejng engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

r. SHALLENBERGER. I move the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. NEAL called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 98, not 
voting 78; as follows: 

YEAS—116. 
McCook, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Moore, 
Morey, 
Morse, 
Norcross, 
O'Neill, 
Orth, 
Pacheco, 
Parker, 
Peelle, 
Pierce, 
Pound, 
Prescott, 
Ranney, 
Rice, John B. 
Rice, William W. 
Rich, 
Ritchie, 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, James 5. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 

lis, Shallenberger, 
Farwell, Sewell S. Sherwin, 


NAYS—98. 


Hooker, 
Jones, James K. 
Klotz, 
Latham, 
Leedom, 
Lindsey, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McClure, 
MeMillin, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Neal, 
Oates, 
Page, 
Payson, 
Phelps, 
Phister, 
Randall, 


Ford, 
George, 


Shultz, 

Skinner, 

Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 

Stone, 

Strait, 

Taylor, 

Thomas, 

Tillman, 
Townsend, Amos 
Tyler, 

Upson, 
Valentine, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Horn, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Washburn, 
Watson, 

Webber, 

White, 

Williams, Chas. G. 
Willis, 

Willits, 

Weod, Walter A. 


Anderson, 

Atkins, 

Bayne, Gibson, 

Beach, Grout, 

Belford, Guenther, 

Bingham, Hall, 

Bliss, Hammond, John, 

Bowman, Harris, Benj. W. 

Browne, Hawk, 

Brumm, Heilman, 

Buck, Henderson, 

Burraews, Julius C. Hapoesn, 

Calkins, Hill, 

Campbell, 

— er, 
Jarpenter, 

Chace, 

Cook, 

Crapo, 

Cullen, 

Darrell, 

Davis, George R. 

Dawes, 

Deering, 

De Motte, 

Deuster, 


Humphrey, 
Jacobs, 

Jones, George W. 
Jones, Phineas 
Jorgensen, 


Aldrich, 
Armfield, 
Atherton, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 


Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dowd, 
Dugrow, 
Ermentrout, 
Errett, 

Evins, 

Finley, 
Fisher, 
Forney, 
Geddes, 
Godshalk, 
Gunter, 
Hammond, N. 
Hardenbergh, 
Haseltine, 
Haskell, 
Hatch, 
Hazelton, 
Herbert, 
Herndon, 
Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 


Ross, 

Scales, 
Shackelford, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Smith, A. Herr 
Steele, 
Stockslager, 
Talbott, 
Thompson, P. B. 
Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Updegraff, J. T. 
Updegraff, Thomas 
Vance, 

Warner, 
Wellborn, 
Whitthorne, 
Wise, George D. 
Wise, Morgan R. 
Young. 


Clements, 

Gobb, 

Colerick, 

Cornell, 

Cox, W. R. 
Cravens, 
Culberson, 
Davidson, 

Davis Lowndes H. 


NOT VOTING—78. 


Kelley, 
Kenna, 
Ketcham, 
Knott, 
Dibble, Ladd, 
Dunn, Le Fevre, 
Dunpell, 
Farwell, Chas. B. 


Rice, Theron M. 
Richardson, D. P. 
Richardson, Jno. 8. 
Scoville, 

Singleton, Jas. W. 
Soames, 

Stophens, 
Thompson, Wm. G. 
Townshend, R. W. 


Allen, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Belmont, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Bragg, 
Brewer, 


Briggs, 
Butterworth, 
Camp, 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Caswell, 
Chalmers, 
Chapman, 
Converse, 
Cox, Samuel S. 
Covington, 


So the bill was passed, 


Harris, 
Hiscock 
Hoge, 
House, 


Henry 8, 


ul, 
Pettibone, 
Hutchins, Ray, 
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‘The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DUNNELL with Mr. SPEER, on this vote. 

Mr. DARRELL with Mr. Kina. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. WARD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. LE FEVRE. 

Mr. CRAVENS. I desire tostate that my colleague, Mr. GUNTER, 
has been compelled to leave the Hall on account of indisposition. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAYNE. I move that the House again resolve itself in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of further considering the bills on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. UppEGRarFrF, of Iowa, in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of further considering the 
bills on the Calendar. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AT ERIE, PENNSYLVANIA. 


The first bill upon the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1440) to 
authorize the Government of the United States to accept title to cer- 
tain lands in the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, and to establish a home 
for indigent soldiers and sailors. j 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is the owner of about sixty-five 
acres of land situate within the corporate limits of the city of Erie, in said Com- 
monwealth, and known as Garrison Hill, being the place of the death and burial 
of General Anthony Wayne, upon which premises there has been erected a large 
and commodious brick building by said Commonwealth, ata cost of about one hun- 
dred and ten thousand dollars, fer a marine hospital; and 

Whereas it is represented that the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania will cede title 
to and jurisdiction over said lands and buildings to the Government of the United 
States upon condition that said Government shall, upon acquiring title to and ju- 
risdiction over the same, as soon thereafter as practicable, establish thereon a home 
for such of the honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the United States as 
shall have served in the late or any war, and who are now or may hereafter be in 
destitute or oe circumstances and unable to earn a livelihood, or who may 
now or hereafter be inmates of poor-houses or other eleemosynary institutions, or 
in any manner dependent upon public or private charity for support, and who are 
excluded from the benefits of the national soldiers and sailors homes or asylums 
now established by law, by reason of their not having been discharged from the 
military or naval service of the United States for wounds received or disabilities 
incurred while in actual service: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, éc., That upon condition that the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
cede to the Government of the United States the lands, buildings, and property 
aforesaid, with jurisdiction thereover, for the objects and purposes hereinbefore 
mentioned, the Government of the United States shall thereupon establish and 
maintain upon said grounds a national home for such of the honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors of the United States as shall have served in the late or any 
war, and are now or may hereafter be in destitute or indigent circumstances and 
unable to earn a livelihood, or who may now or hereafter be inmates of poor-houses 
er other eleemosynary institutions, or in any manner dependent upon public or pri- 
vate charity for support, and who are excluded from the benefits of the national 
soldiers’ and sailors’ homes or asylums now established by law, by reason of their 
not having been discharged from the naval or military service of the United States 
for wounds received or disabilities incurred in actual service. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1440) to authorize the United States to accept title to certain lands in the city of 
Erie, Pennsylvania, and to establish a home for indigent soldiers and sailors, having 
had the same under consideration, respectfully report: 

Thata similar bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty- 
sixth Comgpent. and the report of that committee states so succinctly and well the 
reasons why the bill should become a law that your committee deems it air 

e fol- 


“ This is a proposition of the State of Pennsylvania to donate to the United States 
one hundred and two acres of land in the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, known as Gar- 
rison Hill, upon which is a large and commodious building erected by said State at 
a reputed cost of $110,000 for a marine hospital, upon condition that the United 
States shall convert the same into a ational oundbene’ home, and maintain the same 
for the benefit of such soldiers and sailors as are now or may hereafter be in desti- 
tute or indigent circumstances, so as to make them wholly dependent upon public 
charity for support, and who are excluded from other national soldiers’ homes under 
the rules and regulations governing the same. 

**Your committee are advised that there are of this class of soldiers now in the 
State of Pennsylvania about seven hundred, and in other States probably a like 

rtion, thus increasing the number that would be entitled to the benefits of 

is home, if established, several thousand, and as age and infirmities grow upon 

the — the number may reasonably be expec to increase for a number of 
come. 

“The largeand commodious building already erected has ample room foras many 
as may be admitted for some time to come, and when necessary to enlarge them 
there is ample room in the one hundred and twenty acres of land donated. 

“The building on the grounds is three stories high, 186 feet long by 55 feet wide, 
with all necessary a ents for the comfort and convenience of the inmates. 

“Tt is es' t it will require $5,000 to finish up and repair the buildings 
ready for use and occupation. 

a. Your committee are of opinion that the ein of the State of Pennsylvania 
is both liberal and praiseworthy, and as the United States Government has ex- 
large sums of money for soldiers’ homes for the care and protection of sol- 
not included in the class intended to be benefited by this bill, they think it 
would be both wise and proper for the Government to accept the proposition, and 
recommend the ee of the bill as amended in the preamble, in the first pre- 
amblo by inserting 102 acres instead of 65 acres, and in the second preamble by 
striking ont ‘or private.’” 
In addition to what has been said in the Sengeing report, it may be proper to say 
_ that the soldiers of Pennsylvania take a very deep interest in the establishment of 


y 
— and adopt that report in support of the bill now referred to it. 
2" the report: 
ni 
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this home, as they testify by numerously-si; petitions from all sections of the 
State. It has also been brought to the knowledge of Ce committee that there are 
now many soldiers who are compelled b: poly undergo the humiliation of 
seeking protection and ee the ordinary institutions provided for the poor. 

Itis that such a condition of 2 s for immediate relief, and that the 
offer of or should be met by the national Government in the same gen- 
erous spirit. 

Your olaniiltées therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the amend- 
ments to the preamble suggested. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendments reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] be good enough to inform the House whether 
this bill has been submitted at any time to the managers of the 
National Soldiers’ Home, and whether there is any recommendation 
of the managers of the existing Soldiers’ Home as to the necessity 
for the establishment of an additional home ? 

Mr. BAYNE. This bill has never been submitted to the managers 
of the Soldiers’ Home. It contemplates a different condition of 
things from that contemplated by the present Soldiers’ Home. The 

resent home only takes care of such soldiers and sailors as received 
injuries or wounds while in the line of duty in the service of the 
United States. This bill is intended to provide a home for those 
soldiers and sailors of the late war, or of the Mexican war, or of any 
other war in which this country may have been engaged, when they 
shall have become indigent or poor,and compelled by necessity to 
depend upon charity for their support. 

In consequence of that fact ra was no consultation with the 
managers of the present Soldiers’ Home, because the object in organ- 
izing this home is to provide for a different class, or one equally 
worthy. Imyself hope that it will extend sooner or later to all 
soldiers and sailors, whether they may have fought on the side of the 
Union or against it, whether in the Mexican war or any other war. 
I desire that it shall reach that class. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the bill provide for that? 

Mr. BAYNE. It does not in hee verba; but it does not exclude 
that idea. That will be left to the board organized for the control 
of this home. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Is not this the first institution of 
this kind ever established? Is not this a new departure in the estab- 
lishment of soldiers’ homes, establishing one oy for the support 
of indigent soldiers who are dependent upon State charity? In other 
_—— is not this the establishment of a poor-house in aid of the 

tate 

Mr. BAYNE. It is not in aid of any particular State, I will say in 
reply to one branch of the gentleman’s inquiry; because the idea of 
the bill is to include soldiers from all sections of the Union without 
regard to the State from which they may come. 

ir. MAGINNIS. Just the same as any other soldiers’ home. 

Mr. BAYNE. Just the same. 

: Mr. MAGINNIS. Except that it is not confined to soldiers of the 
ate war. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to say that this institution is not intended, as are the 
Soldiers’ Homes, for those who have suffered wounds or contracted 
disease in the service, but is designed to be a poor-house supported 
by the General Government for such persons as the State of Penn- 
ants and other States do not want to support by their private 
charity. It has no claim on the Government on accou. 4 of wounds. 
suffered or disease contracted in the service of the Government by 
the beneficiaries. 

Mr. BAYNE. In reply to that I wish to say that the bill contem- 
plates provision for all who are honorably discharged from the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Of course none can be admitted except those- 
who have rendered service as soldiers of the United States. 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. Moreover, it contemplates provision for 
that class of soldiers and sailors who by misfortune have become 
indigent and are unable to provide for themselves. Allow me to 
illustrate the condition of things. There are now in the State of 
Pennsylvania about seven hundred men who have served as soldiers. 
and who are now supported in the ordinary poor-houses of the State. 
There are perhaps in other States an equal number. In the State of 
New York there are perhaps more than that number. In various. 
States of the Union there are a gréat many men, formerly soldiers of the 
United States, who are now in the ee poor-houses of the coun- 
try. It is in order to provide for men of this class, men who served 
their country when their services were needed and who now hold 
honorable discharges, that this bill contemplates the establishment 
of this soldiers’ home. 

a HEWITT, of New York. Willthe gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to inquire whether the com- 
mittee have ascertained how many States of this Union have pro-- 
vided soldiers’ homes for the relief of soldiers who cannot be admitted: 
to the national homes. The ey refers to the State of New 
York. I beg to inform him that the State of New York has estab-- 


Will the gentleman allow me to 
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lished such a home, which it supports at its own expense. If this is 
a proposition to relieve the State of Pennsylvania from the care of 
its indigent citizens who have rendered service as soldiers, then it is 
a proposition which does not commend itself to my judgment, and I 
think cannot commend itself to the judgment of any gentleman rep- 
resenting a State which has done this simple justice to soldiers not 
admitted to the national home by providing for them in their old 
age at the cost of the State from which they were enlisted. 

Mr. BAYNE. One word in reply to the gentleman from New York. 
The object of this bill is not to relieve the State of Pennsylvania 
from the duty of caring for her soldiers. Pennsylvania is abundantly 
able to take care of her soldiers. The object is to relieve indigent 
soldiers of the whole country and to provide for them a home which 
shall be somewhat in keeping with the services they rendered to the 
country. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But has any State besides Pennsyl- 
vania made a request of the committee for the passage of this bill? 
Is there any petition from any other State? 

Mr. BAYNE. This is not a local request of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; it is a request made by the soldiers and people all over the 
country to provide a home for this class of people. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. How does it come before the House 
and before the committee except as a proposition from the State of 
Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. BAYNE. It comes inthis way: a bill was introduced into the 
House providing for the acceptance by the Government of this build- 
ing and 102 acres of land—beautiful land, by the way, overlooking 
Lake Erie. On this site is a very large building, a picture of which 
Thave here. This building, which is in a very good state of preser- 
vation, and this large quantity of land belong to the State of Penn- 
sylvania. That State now tenders to the national Government the 
building, which cost $110,000 in far cheaper times than the present, 
and these 102 acres of very valuable land. She tenders the building 
and the land to the national Government for the purpose of provid- 
ing a home for indigent soldiers and sailors of the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To get the Government to take care of those 700 
men in the poor-houses in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well; the Government ought to do it. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And men from Tennessee, as well as Pennsyl- 
vania, can go into this institution. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to say one word more. There has been ex- 
hibited on the other side of the House a marvelous sympathy with 
the soldiers of the Mexican war; and it has been undertaken over 
and over again to pass a bill pensioning every one of them, but it 
has never been done. Now, this bill contemplates making provision 
for that class all over the country. If gentlemen on the other side 
wish to show their sympathy in a practical and effective way, let 
them vote for this bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman’s State justified the action of 
this side of the House by pensioning, by her own laws, those of her 
citizens who fought in the Mexican war. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Has the 
committee made any estimate of the probable cost, present and pros- 
pective, of this measure to the Government ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; I think not. That matter will come up for 
subsequent consideration. The institution will accommodate, I 
understand, over 2,000 persons. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
under the provisions of the bill? 

‘Mr. BAYNE. If 50,000 indigent soldiers and sailors are unable to 
take care of themselves they certainly ought to be taken care of by 
this Government. You only aggravate the necessity for the accept- 
ance of this offer from the State of Pennsylvania when you aggravate 
the evil which is to be remedied by it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether this may not lead to another monstrosity like the bill 

aksed by a recent Congress giving hundreds of millions under the 
idea of equalizing bounties ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not know anything about monstrosity. To be 
sure I heard that in the Guiteau trial, but that was the last I heard 
of it. With due deference to the gentleman from Texas, I do not 
know what monstrosity he refers to. 

Mr. BROWNE. He refers to the river and harbor appropriation 
bill. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to know whether this may not lead to the 
expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars, as in the case to which 
I have referred? And in the present uncertainty of what provision 
is really made, the gentleman must excuse me if I do not vote for it. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend from Indiana suggests that it may be the 
river and harbor bill which he refers to as a monstrosity. I never 
regarded it as a monstrosity, however. 

tr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question in regard to this bill. I see in the preamble 
that all soldiers and sailors of the United States ‘‘who have served 
in the late or any war, and who are now or may hereafter be in des- 
titute or indigent circumstances, and unable to earn a livelihood, or 
who may now or hereafter be inmates of poor-houses or other elee- 
mosynary institutions, or in any manner dependent upon public or 
private charity for support, and who are excluded from the benefits 
of the national soldiers’ and sailors’. homes or asylums now estab- 


May there not be over 50,000 men entitled to relief | P 


lished by law by reason of their not having been discharged from 
the military or naval service of the United States for wounds received 
or disabilities incurred while in actual service,” are to be entitled to 
support at this institution. 

Now, sir, by what means are we to ascertain who these parties are? 
Are we only to take those now in poor-houses and carry them tothis 
institution? How are we to ascertain who is entitled to this charity 
and to what extent it is to be allowed? By what method are we to 
tell who are dependent on public or private charity so as to be enti- 
tled to the benefits of this institution? It seems to me the phraseol- 
ogy of the bill is very broad. It is a very expensive charity as pro- 
vided for here; and now, as it is the establishment of a new principle 
in our legislation, it seems to me it ought to receive more than a 
casual consideration at the hands of the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. There will, of course, be competent management of 
the institution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
oughly and open to amendment. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I hope, now that the gentlemen have got through 
with their private conversation, that they will address themselves to 
the House and allow us to hear what is going on. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I was trying to address what 
little I had to say to the House itself. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. This proposition, Mr. Chairman, was made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania during the last Congress and was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SparKs] then being its chairman, and of which com- 
mittee I was at that time alsoa member. The bill was favorably 
reported to the House, I think unanimously, but it was not reached 
in that Congress. It was brought forward again by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, referred again to the Military Committee, and 
again reported back to the House favorably. There can be no ben- 
eficiaries under the bill now pending except honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors of the United States, and consequently no un- 
worthy person can come in under it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the first amendment of 
the committee, which the Clerk will report. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “sixty-five” and insert ‘‘one hundred and two?’ so it will read: 
‘“Whereas the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is the owner of about one hun- 
dred and two acres of land situate within the corporate limits of the city of 
Erie,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the remaining 
amendment reported from the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘or private ;” so it will read: ‘‘or in any manner dependent on pub- 
lic charity for support.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. If this is to be made a precedent 
for the purpose of establishing and maintaining poor-houses for the 
benefit of indigent soldiers and sailors, instead of pensioning them, 
then I wish to offer an amendment providing that a similar lot of 
two hundred acres of land now owned by the soldiers’ home at Har- 
rodsburgh, Kentucky, be included, They have there two hundred 
acres of the handsomest land in the State of Kentucky, now the prop- 
erty of the Government, and which ought to be applied toa like pur- 
ose. 

Mr. BAYNE. Has the gentleman got the authority of Kentucky 
to deed this property to the United States ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. It is already deeded and belongs 
to it as asoldiers’ home, but unfortunately the buildings were burned 
down during the war. If this institution be all that is claimed for 
it, then I wish to establish another in Kentucky, so all can be pro- 
yided for. If this one in Pennsylvania is the only one established, 
it will not accommodate 10 per cent. of those who, under the pro- 
visions of the preamble and bill, are entitled to be taken care of I 
now move the following amendment, to come as an additional sec- 
tion : 

A similar home be established and maintained upon two hundred acres of ground 
now owned by the soldiers’ home at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move an amendment by inserting at the end of 
the section proposed the following : 

Provided, The State of Kentucky donate to the United States buildings suitable 
in kind and character to accommodate 2,000 soldiers. 

If that be agreed to, then I will vote for the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The property already belongs to 
the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BAYNE. But put buildings like there are upon this property 
in Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will send up his: 
amendment in writing. The rules require it. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not antago- 
nize the proposition of my colleague. He may rest assured that Ken- 
tucky will do her duty in the matter without being dictated to by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I hope. my friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, will not object to the proposi- 
tion to do something for the State of Kentucky. This is simply, as 
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of pensions, equalization of bounties, and we have provided soldiers’ 
homes, at the doors of which all who are unable to gain a livelihood 
in the ordinary pursuits of life may knock and find admission. 

Does the gentleman know the cost of these soldiers’ homes willingly 
borne by the people of this country? Nine hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars were appropriated last year for the maintenance of four 
soldiers’ homes in addition to two hundred thousand dollars’ worth 
of clothing taken out of the reserved Army stores; and the Book ot 
Estimates for the coming year asked for $1,122,088.63. Now, let us 
begin the establishment Of thess national poor-houses in every State 
of this Union, and, taking the cost of the soldiers’ homes as a standard, 
we will have a cost of $250,000 a year for every soldiers’ home estab- 
lished in each one of the States; and one State has as good a right 
to this benefaction as any other. It is safe to say that the total cost 
of these national poor-houses will soon run into millions, and will lead 
to as great abuses as the arrears of pensions legislation. 

How does it happen that the State of Pennsylvania comes here ask- 
ing the United States to take off her hands—I beg pardon of the State 
of Pensylvania if she does not ask it, but on the face of these papers 
it seems as if she comes here and asks the United States to relieve 
her of the care of her sick and aged poor? Has she got an elephant 
on her hands? Will some gentleman from the State of Pennsylvania 
enlighten this House as to the history of this establishment at Erie 
with its beautiful one hundred acres overlooking the broad expanse 
of the magnificent lake? Is it an expensive attachment to the State 
of Pennsylvania which she wishes to transfer to the broader shoulders 
of the people of the United States ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Does my friend want an answer? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. I want to know what is 
the fact. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
vania, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Has it been? 

Mr. BAYNE. It was an expense in the erection of the building. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Canthe gentleman tell me how much 
that cost? 

Mr. BAYNE. The building cost $110,000. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And how much does the State of 
Pennsylvania expend on this institution ? 

Mr. BAYNE. It has expended almost nothing. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am told that the State of Pennsyl- 
vania has expended, first and last, a half million of dollars on this 
institution. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is a mistake. What was the cost of the land 
I do not know; but the building itself cost $110,000. Some appro- 
priations were made by the State of Pennsylvania for the purpose of 
establishing a hospital which was intended as a marine hospital. 
There soon ceased to be any inmates, and the building has been lying 
there idle and unoccupied. It is in a good state of preservation, and 
well adapted for the purpose to which we now desire to devote it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him why the State of Pennsylvania, having this building adapted to 
the comfort of these aged and indigent soldiers, and, as I understand, 
having within its borders seven hundred persons seeking some ref- 
uge and asylum, does not imitate the State of New York 

Mr. MORSE. And Massachusetts. 

Mr. HEWITTS of New York. And Massachusetts, and other States 
which have established proper homes for those who have been soldiers, 
and whom they desire to separate from the great mass of the poor in 
the community. 

Mr. BAYNE. In the first place, I donot know what provision has 
been made by the State of New York for this class of its soldiers, nor 
do I know what has been done by the State of Massachusetts. But 
in my judgment it falls within the power and the duty of the national 
Government to take care of its soldiers. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 

* wounded more than others? 

Mr. BAYNE. Andif the State of New York has done that thing it 
is entitled to credit for it, and I will not quarrel with her about it. 
But while she has done that it does not relieve the national Govern- 
ment from its duty in this regard. 

In addition, I will say that this building is intended to acecommo- 
date far more soldiers than Pennsylvania has of this class. It is in- 
tended to accommodate soldiers of all the States; to reach into all 
the States for such as may come from any and every State and make 
ample provision for them. As I said before, it is not a local matter 
at all, nor intended to be a local matter, but it is a matter of national 
importance. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, I will answer the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] by saying that each State of this great 
Union is bound to take care of its own aged and its own poor. The 
fact that a man has been a soldier, or that he has been reduced to 
poverty not by reason of his having been a soldier, is no argument 
why national poor-houses should be established throughout the 
length and breadth of this land. If he had been reduced to poverty 
by the chances of war, by honorable wounds, ample provision is now 
made for him. . 

But if he has returned to the ordinary business of life and become 
impoverished, so that in his old age he is compelled to ask for assist- 
ance, his case does not differ from that of others in poverty, and it is 


It is not an expense at all to the State of Pennsyl- 
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the duty of his own State to make provision for him. Other States 
have done so; yet here is a State with a fine building and broad lands. 
shrinking from the duty which is imposed upon it and coming here 
and asking to be relieved from that duty. I am opposed te commit- 
ting the United States to the new business of caring for the poor, 
whether soldiers or otherwise, but if it is to do so, all the States 
should be placed on an equality, and therefore I desire to give notice 
that at the proper time I shall move to amend this bill by adding the 
following: 


Provided, That the United States shall accept from any State that may have es- 
tablished, or may hereafter establish a soldiers’ home, or soldiers’ orphans’ home, 
a conveyance for the same, and thereafter shall support and maintain the same. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I now yield to the gentleman 
from _—— (Mr. Hawk.] How much time does the gentleman 
want 

Mr. HAWK. Five or ten minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman for 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HAWK. Thisis a subject upon which I apprehend we may 
be able to expend considerable eloquence, but I do not think it is 
necessary to do so, nor do I believe it is proper to treat the —— 
in any other than a business way. It seems to me that this is a plain 
business proposition. Shall we, asa nation, adopt a system of caring 
for our deserving indigent soldiers, or shall we permit the matter to 
remain with each State to care for those within its borders? It is 
unfair and unjust to treat them as common paupers if their poverty 
be the result of faithful service to the country. 

If this be a nucleus, about which is to gather a great system, it 
seems to me it is worthy the most careful and thorough considera- 
tion. I believe that eventually it must result in the expenditure by 
the country of a considerable sum of money. To that I do not ob- 
ject if it be necessary. I believe in pursuing the most liberal policy 
toward the defenders of this nation. But these expenditures should 
be properly guarded and systematically made, 

Standing here as a representative, to some extent, of the ex-soldiers 
of the Republic, I do not believe in inaugurating a crude, undigested 
system inthis regard. I believe in accepting these donations, if they 
be made in a spirit of patriotism and of nationality, with a desire to 
do that which will be of the greatest benefit to.these national de- 
fenders. I would like to ask the great Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania why it proposes to part with this valuable property? Is it 
from a spirit of pure generosity ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Purely so. 

Mr. HAWK. Then, it seems to me that we should accept it in the 
same spirit manifested in the tender here made. If tendered in that 
spirit we should accept it for the country. And if it shall become 
necessary that each State make similar contributions to the national 
Government, and in this way establish a great system for the care 
and protection of these worthy and, through no fault of their own, 
indigent ex-soldiers and sailors, so that they may be taken from the 
class of common paupers and sustained in a manner fitting their great 
sacrifice, it seems to me it is right and proper for us to do so. 

Iremember there were hours in the history of this great country 
when appeals were made which sounded all over the land to these men 
to bare their bosoms to the storm of battle that this nation might live. 
And now if it be necessary to care for and protect such as are broken 
down in health by reason of service, and who are poor; if it be neces- 
sary to raise thém up above the level of common paupers, and this is 
not only an act of justice but one which they have a right to demand, I 
believe it is due from the nation that some such plan as this should be 
adopted, and all should be proud of the opportunity to discharge such 
a duty. I speak thus in no spirit of fault-finding or complaining, for 
the nation has been actuated by a spirit of liberality to its worthy 
unfortunate defenders, but in a business point of view; becanse it 
meant business a few years ago when their services were demanded 
for the preservation of the Union. Now, it seems to me that if the 
State of Pennsylvania, in good faith, not having become tired of ear- 
ing for her soldiers who fought for the Union and the honor of the 
State, tenders this property for the purpose of commencing this kind 
of movement, it is well enough to accept it in the spirit of generosity 
in which it is offered, and then consider to what extent we will favor 
the development and growth of the system thus inaugurated. I be- 
lieve that the Congress of the United States will be able in some way 
to manage an institution of this kind. We are all aware there is a 
soldiers’ home here for the benefit of soldiers of the regular Army ; and 
I do not see why there may not be a similar institution, with rules 
established to meet its peculiar requirements, for the benefit of the 
volunteer soldiers who periled their lives and lessened their powers 
of self-sustenance for the preservation of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take further time; but I have felt 
it due not only myself but my constituents that I present my views 
in this matter in a spirit of justice and fairness. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Inow yield to my colleague, [ Mr. 
WHITE. ] 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat. This bill proposes to establish ‘‘ a national home 
for such of the honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the United 
States as shall have served in the late or any war, and who now are, 
or may hereafter be, in destitute or indigent circumstances and una- 
ble to earn a livelihood. or who may now or hereafter be inmates of 
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poor-houses or other eleemosynary institutions, or in any manner 
dependent upon public or private charity for support, and who are 
excluded from the benefits of the national soldiers’ and sailors’ liomes 
or asylums now established by law.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have it here laid down that there is a class 
of soldiers and sailors not provided for. This bill proposes to provide 
for that class of men. Suppose a man fought gallantly through the 
war and was not wounded at all, but is now in needy circumstances ; 
this bill proposes to provide.a home for such a soldier or sailor. 

My colleague [Mr. THompson, of Kentucky] moves to amend by 
adding to the bill a section declaring that such an institution as 
this shall be provided for soldiers and sailors in the State of Kentucky 
on apiece of property at Harrodsburgh, now belonging to the national 
Government. The gentleman from Indiana.[Mr. BROWNE] proposes 
to add the proviso that the State of Kentucky shall make this prop- 
ertysuitable for the accommodation of 2,000 soldiers—a most unkind 
proposition to come from that gentleman. This property at Harrods- 
burgh, embracing two hundred acres of land, was in the possession of 
the Government at the time the buildings on that ground were de- 
stroyed. My colleague now proposes that the Government, which 
owns that piece of land, shall put up suitable buildingsthere. Does 
not the gentleman from Indiana know that the State of Kentucky 
could not, even if she were so disposed, put up buildings on a piece 
of property belonging to the Government of the United States? 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, then, do you propose to put a proposition of 
that sort upon this bill, when you have nothing to give, when you do 
not even tender the land? And yet you undertake to compare your 

roposition with the act of Pennsylvania, which proposes to give both 

and and building. 

Mr. WHITE. Now the gentleman from Pennsylvania is simply 
trying to destroy his own bill. The bill proceeds upon the condition 
that the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania chall cede this property to 
the Government. Now, suppose Pennsylvania cedes this property, 
the Government then has only the ground and the buildings. We 
do not have to go throngh with that formality. I desire to say to 
the gentleman that that is not a part of the principle involved here 
at all. The question is whether this great Government of ours that 
now has homes for soldiers and sailors who were wounded in battle 
shall not provide for those who were not wounded in battle? That 
isthe question ; and for the gentleman to attempt to inject into this 
discussion a hypothetical case is simply striking down his own argu- 
ment made a few moments ago. 

Now, there are good reasons why the State of Kentucky should have 
an ‘institution of this kind. There were 90,000 Union men in Ken- 
tucky who went into the Army to save this Government. It is a 
lamentable fact that of those who were wounded in battle but few 
are provided for in any eleemosynary institution; nor is there any 
sufficient attention given to their applications for pensions. I 
received a letter the other day from a poor widow whose husband I 
happened to know six years ago—a poor man who could not move 
either hand or foot. That man has been in a dying condition for the 
last six years. The other day his widow wrote tome that I need not 
trouble myself any more about his application for a pension, that he 
was dead, There is this tardiness at the Department in allowing 
pensions to soldiers from my State who were wounded in battle. Yet, 
sir, a soldier who went into the Union Army from the State of Ken- 
tucky deserved more credit for it than any soldier who enlisted north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, because in Kentucky-all the prejudices 
of the community were against such a course. 

My colleague proposes to provide for that class of soldiers and 
sailors who were not wounded on sea or land, but who are in indigent 
circumstances. I cited one case to show there was a necessity for 
such provision, and that there should be relief granted by the Gov- 
ernment, not only to those who were wounded in battle but to those 
also who were not wounded but who are in indigent circumstances. 
And the gentleman from Indiana in taunting the State of Kentucky 
has not only done my Stateinjustice, but has done himself injustice, 
and has added nothing to the glory of the State of Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE. Iwishthe gentleman would state in what manner 
I have taunted the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE. If I misunderstood the gentleman I am glad to know 
it, but I understood him to say that he would be for such an institu- 
tion in the State of Kentucky if that State would agree to the con- 
dition it would put up buildings suitable to take care of two thousand 
soldiers. I would like him to interpret that for me if it was not in 
the nature of a taunt. What did he mean by it? 

Mr. BROWNE. I meant that in considering this bill it ought not 
to be considered with a proposition not equal in merit to that pro- 
posed by the bill itself. That is the point. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman not consider it equally meri- 
toriousto take care of a Kentucky soldieras of any other soldier from 
any other State? 

Mr. BROWNE. No; that is not the question. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman mean to say that he doubts 
whether there were two thousand soldiers in Kentucky ? 

‘Mr. BROWNE. I did not think of any such thing. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a 
question for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield ? 
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Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr.MAGINNIS. Doesthislandin Kentucky belong tothe Federal 
Government? 

Mr. WHITE. It does. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Iunderstand itis a Regular Army soldiers’ home ; 
that it belongs to the soldiers of the Regular Army just as the Sol- 
diers’ Home in the District of Columbia does, and the Government 
has no right whatever over it except asa trustee. . Now, in this case 
is that so or not? Is the gentleman informed on that subject? 

Mr. WHITE. I must say I am not informed on that subject. 

Mr. McCOOK. Ithink the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. THoMPson] 
can explain it. 

Mr.MAGINNIS. If Iam not misinformed such is the case. 
like to have the facts. 

Mr. WHITE. Thegentleman from Montanamay becorrect. About 
that Icannot answer. ~ 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Nobody has authority on the part of the Govern- 
ment to give this land away, as it does not belong to the Government, 
but to the Regular Army soldiers as a home. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to add but one word more to what I have 
already said, and that is this: if this bill aims at what it pretends, 
if there is nothing init which peculiarly applies to Pennsylvania, and 
is not just as applicable to the soldiers of other States, if it is really 
a good thing for Union soldiers and sailors who are in indigent cir- 
cumstancesand who are not provided forin soldiers and sailors’ homes 
already established, or by liberal pensions, then it seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, there can be no good reason why a similar institution should 
not be supported in the State of Kentucky. Every reason, it seems 
tome, which can be urged for establishing an institution in Pennsyl- 
vania is all the stronger when urged for the establishment of a like 
institution in the State of Kentucky. Thatisall I mean tosay except 
that I hope the amendment moved by my colleague will be adopted, 
and that a provision forthe Harrodsburgh institution will be included 
in the pending bill if it should pass. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. How much time have I left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has about twenty minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Then I will yield next to the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Cops. ] 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, this bill establishes, if it should pass, 
an important principle, and therefore it ought to be very carefully 
considered. For one, I am willing thisGovernment should do every- 
thing that is right and proper to support and maintain its indigent 
soldiers and sailors. This Government has done, as has been already 
stated, more than any other ever did in taking care of its soldiers 
and sailors. We have provided by law for paying a pension to every 
one who was wounded or injured or contracted disease in the service 
during the war. We have provided for officers to take the matter of 
paying pensions to these soldiers in charge. The law already upon 
the statute-book provides amply and liberally for taking care of the 
soldiers who were wounded or contracted disease ‘in the service. If 
now we have another class of soldiers all over this country who do 
not come within the provisions of the law, then we. ought to care- 
fully consider the proposition and to determine whether it is the 
duty .of the Government to take charge of them. I agree with my 
distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Hewitt] on that subject, 
that a man who did not contract disease in the service and was not 
wounded in any battle, but from other causes growing out of ‘civil 
life lias fallen into indigent circumstances, it.seems to me he should 
be remitted to the same rules governing other individuals in civil 
life. As in Indiana, the local authorities in the seyeral States take 
eare of such individuals who may be in indigent circumstances. 
They take care of this class of soldiers and sailors as they.do of other 
good people in . ‘vil life who may have unfortunately become unable 
to provide for themselves. ' 

Now, I say this thing of talking about poor-houses has no terror for 
me. When an individual or citizen of this great Republic needs,at- 
tention let. him have it. You may-call it poor-house, alms-house, or 
eleemosynary institution, but let him go there; it is a cretit to him 
and it is a credit to the public for furnishing such places of relief. 
Now, then, if this bill is to pass I want this privilege to extend to my 
State and I want to extend it to other States in this Union where the 
recipients of such charity as this bill contemplates may be found; 
and I offer the following amendment to the bill to be inserted in, its 
proper place. But I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in the first place, 
that I offer this amendment in good faith. If this principle is to, be 
adopted I submit that its provisions should be incorporated in that 
amendment. It may want some verbal changes, but the spirit of 
that amendment is. right and.proper. If this provision is to be ex- 
tended to Pennsylvania let.it be extended to the State of Indiana and 
protect its indigent soldiers inthe same way. Letit be extended to 
embrace all the States that have come within the provisions of that 
amendment. But Indiana, I hold, is entitled to this by reason of its 
position among the States. She is the sixth State in the way of rev- 
enue to the national Treasury, and our people are as much entitled 
to these provisions as the people of Pennsylvania. Therefore, m 
amendment will carry out the principle which I think will meet wit 
universal commendation, as it gives to each State which is entitled 
to it in the way of population or otherwise, and which shall contrib- 
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ute property of equal value, the same awe that is to be given to 
Pennsylvania. If the Government is to build its soldiers’ homes, then 
I hold that they should be erected wherever indigent soldiers are to 
be found. I offer the amendment in good faith, and ask if this bill 
pass that it be passed with my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from 
Indiana that his amendment would not now be in order. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Then I ask that it be read as a part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read as a part of the 
gentleman’s remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

That upon the donation of a like quantity of and of equal value, with buildings 
equal in value and fitness to those in this bill, by any other State in the Union, the 

nited States shall establish and maintain a like soldiers’ home therein. 

Mr. COBB. I ask the gentleman to accept that as an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BowMAN. } 

Mr. BOWMAN. [Irise, Mr. Chairman, with an honest desire for 
information from the committee. This, I think, is a very important 
bill. Westruck into the arrears of pensions bill without due consid- 
eration, and we do not now want to open up a new and untried line 
of policy without a full and fair understanding ; a policy which may 
lead to the expenditure of millions of dollars. 

Now, I wish to ask if the committee desire to establish a new prin- 
ciple? The principle in this great and expensive—worthily expen- 
sive—pension law (and the principle has only gone to this extent, 
that it provides for the relief of soldiers who have been disabled by 
disease contracted in the service or by wounds received in the war) 
has never gone to the extent of saying that if a soldier is disabled 
by poverty he shall be taken care of, no matter if he got out of the 
war well and strong. 

Now, shall we say—for that is the principle, and I am not prepared 
to say that I will vote against it—but shall we establish this as a 
principle, that every soldier who is poor, no matter what the cause, 
shall be supported by the State or by the United States? Andif so, 
Mr. Chairman, why should not the same privileges be extended to the 
State of Tennessee and to the State of Massachusetts ? 

Mr. MORSE. We have one of our own. 

Mr. BOWMAN. We have one of our own in Massachusetts, but I 
ask why not extend the principle that this bill seeks to inaugurate 
to Massachusetts, to Tennessee, to Kentucky, and toevery other State, 
that you propose to extend to the soldiers of Pennsylvania? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is time, it seems to me, to act carefully and 
with proper consideration. Let us not beinduced by fear of public 
opinion to vote for a measure that our consciences don’t approve of. 
But if this measure shall prove to be such as will commend itself 
to the mature judgment of the House, and it shall be determined to 
establish this principle, are we prepared to carry it out to its remote 
conclusion? ‘Therefore I want the committee to say if they are will- 
ing to stand upon this as a principle. Are they willing to establish 
such a principle to be applicable to all soldiers all over this United 
States? And if they are unwilling to establish that, how else can 
they report this bill? Because what is fair for one soldier is fair for 
another. What is fair for one State is fairforanother. What is fair 
for Pennsylvania is fair for Tennessee and Massachusetts, and what 
is fair to-the poor soldier of Pennsylvania is fair to the poor soldier 
of Massachusetts as well, who comes and says, ‘‘I have suffered from 
no wound, have suffered from no disease contracted in the service; I 
came out of the war well and strong and hearty, but to-day Iam poor, 
to-day I have to seek an asylum in the poor-house, and I demand, on 
this principle established by the Congress of the United States, I de- 
mand, simply on account of my poverty, simply because I am ina 
poor-house, that I shall be taken in hand and supported in just the 
same way that the pensioners of the Government are supported.” 
Are you prepared for this? 

« Mr. DAWES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I yield now to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. Davipson] for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope that motion will be voted 
down. Ample time has been given for the discussion of this bill, 
and I hope we can come to a vote upon it. ‘ 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the motion that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 117, noes 23. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. UppEGRAFF, of Iowa, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 1440) to authorize the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to accept title to certain lands in the 
city of Erie, Pennsylvania, and to establish a home for indigent 
soldiers and sailors, had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. CALKINS. 
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Mr. PRESCOTT. The gentleman from Indiana yields to me for a 

suggestion. 
veral members called for the regular order. 

Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I renew the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PRESCOTT] will be heard for a moment. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Will the gentleman from Florida suspend his 
motion for a moment while I make a statement with regard to the 
apportionment bill? 

fr. DAVIDSON. 






Yes, sir. 
APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. I desire, that there may be no surprise, to give 
notice that I intend on Thursday morning to call up the apportion- 
ment bill at the proper hour, and to press its consideration at that 
time, unless some gentleman shall give a good reason why it should 
be postponed till a later day. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. I should like to suggest an amend- 
ment that the consideration of the bill beset for the 9th of February. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York simply gives no- 
tice that on Thursday he will call up the bill for consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the report as printed in the RECORD the state- 
ments C and D are omitted. I had supposed, as others did, that the 
House had ordered those tables to be printed, but they did not ap- 
pear. It occurs to me that those statements from the Census Bureau 
marked C and D, with a g@rtion of the accompanying Table E, which 
give clearly and in detail the process by which the result was reached, 
and or are referred to in the body of the report, ought to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I will suggest that in the report of the Census 
Office, two copies of which have been forwarded to each member, 
they appear. If members will only look at that report they will find 
those tables. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the number of the report? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. It has no number; it is the report of the Super- 
intendent of the Census Bureau. 

Mr. MILLS. Would it not be best, any way, to have those tables 
published in the Recorp? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Ido not know that there is any objection to hav- 
ing them published in the REcorD. 

r. RANDALL. That is what I supposed was ordered to be done 
the other day. 

Mr. ANDERSON. LI hope the gentleman from New York will not 
call up that bill till some day next week. The committee bring in 
an entirely new method. Let us have time to see how big the rat is 
in that New York meal-tub. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I hope the House will give an order as to the 
publication of the tables which have been referred to. 

The SPEAKER. No order has yet been given. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. If the House would indicate another day for 
the consideration of the bill with which it would be better satisfied 
I would be entirely willing. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have an understanding about the printing of 
the tables in the RecorpD. I ask that they be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] asks 
that certain tables which have been indicated in the report of the 
Superintendent of the Census shall be printed in the Recorp. Is 
there objection ? - 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. I want to have them printed in a 
pamphlet form for the use of the House. They will be in a very un- 
wieldy shape in the ReEcorD. The tables are already stereotyped in 
the Government Printing Office and can be more readily printed in 
pamphlet form. I ask unanimous consent that the usual number be 
printed in pamphlet form for the use of members of the House. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. In that case I suggest they would not be ready 
before Thursday. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think I have the floor on my request to the 
gentleman from New York to postpone the bringing up this bill for 
consideration by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York gave notice as to 
the day when he would bring up the bill and yielded the floor, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then I move that the time when the bill shall 
be called up for consideration shall be Thursday. week. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has made no mo- 
tion himself, but simply gave a notice. : 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘I think the House, when they come, to reflect, 
will agree to having the tables C, D, and E printed in the Recorp. 
They cannot be printed in pamphlet form to-morrow, while every 
gentleman can see them in the Recorp. If you undertake to print 
a pamphlet and wait for it from the Printing Office, it cannot be got 
within a week. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. lL would suggest that the tables 
cannot be printed by to-morrow morning in the RECORD, unless some 
one wakes up to greater vigilance in the production of the Recorp 
than has existed heretofore. There has been some fault somewhere 
in the delivery of the REcorD. We do not now receive it in our mail 
in the morning as we ought to receive it. If the fault is with the 
Public Printer this House should know it. 
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the tables in pamphlet form. 


The SPE. R. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to recall my suggestion as to printing | mous consent that the tables he has indicated be printed in the 


RECORD. Is there objection ? 






There was no objection. The tables are as follows: 





JANUARY 31, 


TABLE C—Showing number of inhabitants per Representative under each possible allotment of Representatives to each State for any number of Repre- 




















ALABAMA. 
1 Representative. -.--- cbnsene 1, 262, 505 
2 Representatives. ...-.------ 631, 252 
3 Representatives. ........-- 420, 835 | 
4 Representatives......-..-- 315, 626 
5 Representatives. ..-..-.....- 252, 501 | 
6 Representatives.......-.-- 210, 417 | 
7 Representatives. .-.....-..- 180, 357 
8 Representatives.......-.... 157, 813 
9 Representatives. .......-... 140, 278 
ARKANSAS. 
1 Representative. ........... 802, 525 
2 Representatives -..-....---- 401, 262 
3 Representatives. --...-...--- 267, 508 
4 Representatives....-....-.- 200, 631 
5 Representatives........-.. 160, 505 
CALIFORNIA. 
1 Representative. -.- - . -. 864,694 
2 Representatives - 
3 Representatives. ...-..-.-. 288, 231 
4 Representatives........-.. 216,173 | 
5 Representatives........-.. 172, 938 | 
6 Representatives.........-- 144, 115 
COLORADO. 
i Representative.........-.- 194, 
CONNECTICUT. 
1 Representative..-........--. 622, 700 
2 Representatives. --..--. s 
3 Representatives... - . - - -- 207,566 
4 Representatives. .-........- 155, 675 
DELAWARE. 
1 Representative.........-.- 146, 608 | 
FLORIDA. 
1 Representative. ....-.-- - 269,493 | 
2 Representatives 
GEORGIA. 
1 Representative. ........-.- 1, 542 
2 Representatives. . --. ~ ae 
3 Representatives. ....-- -- 514, 060 
4 Representatives. .....-..-.- 385, 545 
5 Representatives........-..- 308, 436 
6 Representatives.......--.. 257, 030 
7 Representatives.........-- 22 
8 Representatives. .......-..- 192, 772 
9 Representatives. .......... 171, 353 
10 Representatives. .......-.- 154, 218 
11 Representatives. ......-.... 140, 198 
ILLINOIS. 
1 Representative. -.....---... 3 
2 Representatives. .......-.. 1, 538, 935 
3 Representatives. .........- 1 
4 Representatives. --..--- : 
5 Representatives. ------ - . 615, 574 
6 Representatives. .....-..-- 512, 978 
7 Representatives. .........- 439, 695 | 
8 Representatives. .......-..- 384, 733 | 
9 Representatives. .......... 341, 985 | 
10 Representatives. ...-....-. 307, 787 
11 Representatives. ...-...--. 279, 
12 Representatives. .......-... 256, 489 
13 Representatives ..........- 236, 759 
14 Representatives. ........ -. 219,847 
15 Representatives. -.---- ‘ 
16 Representatives... ...- 
17 Representatives........... 
18 Representatives. .....-.--. 170, 992 
19 Representatives. ...-...... 161, 993 
20 Representatives. .......... 153, 893 | 
21 Representatives. -.......-. 146, 565 | 
22 Representatives. .......... 139, 903 
INDIANA. 
1 Representative............ 1, 978, 301 
2 Representatives. .......... 989, 150 | 
3 Representatives. .......-.-. 659, 433 | 
4 Representatives ........... 494, 57! 


5 Representatives. ........-. 
G Representatives. - - 
7 Representatives. . . 
8 Representatives. .........- 


9 Representatives... ......-.. 219, 811 
10 Representatives... .......- 197, 830 
11 Representatives. .......... 179, 845 
12 Representatives........... 164, 858 
13 Representatives........-.. 152, 177 
14 Representatives........... 141, 307 

IOWA. 

1 Representative............ 1, 624, 615 

2 Representatives........... 812, 30 

3 Representatives. -.......... 541, 538 

4 Representatives. .......... 406, 153 

5 Representatives. .......... 324, 923 

6 Representatives. .......... 270, 769 

7 Representatives........... 232, 087 

8 Representatives. .......... 203, 076 

9 Representatives........... 180, 512 
10 Representatives. .......... 162, 

11 Representatives. .......... 147, 692 
12 Representatives. .......... 135, 384 


1 Representative 
| 2 Representatives........... 
3 Representatives........... 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives 
6 Representatives 
7 Representatives... 





1 Representative 
2 Representative 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives 
6 Representatives 
7 Representatives 
8 Representatives 
| 9 Representatives 
| 10 Representatives 
| 11 Representatives 
12 Representatives. .......... 


432, 347 


1 Representative 
| 2 Representatives 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives. .......... 
5 Representatives. 
6 Representatives. 


311, 350 | 7 Representatives. .......... 





| 1 Representative 

2 Representatives. 
3 Representatives. ........-- 
| 4 Representatives. .......... 


134,746 | 1 Representative 
2 Representatives. 
3 Representatives........... 
| 4 Representatives 
5 Representatives 
6 Representatives 








MASSACHUSETTS. 


1 Representative 
2 Representatives 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives........... 
6 Representatives 
7 Representatives. . . 
8 Representatives. - - 
9 Representatives. .. 
0 Representatives 
1 Representatives........... 
| 12 Representatives. .......... 
3 Representatives. .......... 


3, 077, 871 





"025, 957 
769, 467 


1 Representative 
2 Representatives 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives. . . 
6 Representatives. . . 
7 Representatives 
8 Representatives 
9 Representatives........... 
10 Representatives. .......... 
11 Representatives........... 
2 Representatives........... 


205, 191 
192, 366 
181, 051 


1 Representative 
2 Representatives........... 
3 Representatives........... 
4 Representatives. .......... 
5 Representatives........... 





1 Representative............ 1, 151, 597 
2 Representatives. -........-.. 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives. - - 
6 Representatives. ; 
7 Representatives........... 
8 Representatives. .......... 


1 Representative............ 2, 168, 380 
2 Representatives........... 1, 084, 190 
3 Representatives........... 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives 
6 Representatives 
7 Representatives 
8 Representatives 
9 Representatives. .......... 
0 Representatives 
1 Representatives 
2 Representatives........... 








sentatives for the United States up to and including 350, arranged by States. 
[See letter of C. W. Seaton, chief clerk, to Superintendent of Census, October 25, 1881, page 16.] 
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13 Representatives. .........-. 166, 798 
| 14 Representatives........... 154, 884 | 
15 Representatives. .......... 144, 558 
| 16 Representatives. .......... 135, 523 | 
NEBRASKA. 
| 1 Representative. ........... 452, 402 
| 2 Representatives........-.- 226, 201 | 
| 3 Representatives. ........-- 150, 800 
NEVADA. 

1 Representative...........- 62, 266 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

| 1 Representative...........- 346, 991 

| 2 Representatives. .......... 173, 495 

NEW JERSEY. 

| 1 Representative..........-. 1, 131, 116 
2 Representatives. ........-.- , 558 | 

| 3 Representatives. ......-..- 377, 038 

| 4 Representatives........... 282, 779 | 

| 5 Representatives. .........- 226, 223 

| 6 Representatives........... 188, 519 

| 7 Representatives........... 161, 588 | 

| 8 Representatives........... 141, 389 


NEW YORK. 


1 Representative. ........... 
2 Representatives. .......... 


5, 082, 871 
2 
3 Representatives. .......... 1, 694, 290 
] 
1 


4 Representatives........... , 270, 717 
















5 Representatives. ........-.. , 016, 574 
6 Representatives.......-... 847, 145 
7 Representatives. ........--. 726, 124 
| 8 Representatives........... 635, 358 
| 9 Representatives........... 564, 763 | 
| 10 Representatives........... 508, 287 | 
| 11 Representatives........... 462, 07 
| 12 Representatives. .........-. 423, 572 | 
| 13 Representatives. .........- 390, 990 
5 | 14 Representatives........... 363, 062 
| 15 Representatives........... 338, 858 
| 16 Representatives........... 317, 679 
| 17 Representatives. .......-... 298, 992 | 
18 Representatives. ........-. 282, 381 
19 Representatives. .......... 267, 519 | 
20 Representatives. .......... 254, 143 
| 21 Representatives........... 242, 041 | 
22 Representatives........... 231, 039 
| 23 Representatives........... 220, 994 
| 24 Representatives. .......... 211, 786 
25 Representatives........... 203, 314 
26 Representatives........... 195, 495 
27 Representatives........... 188, 254 
28 Representatives. .......... 181, 531 
29 Representatives 175, 271 
| 30 Representatives. . 169, 429 
31 Representatives . 163, 963 
| 32 Representatives. 158, 839 
| 33 Representatives. . 154, 026 
34 Representatives 149, 496 
35 Representatives 145, 224 
36 Representatives. . 141, 190 
| 37 Representatives 187, 374 
re NORTH CAROLINA. 
| 1 Representative............ 1, 399, 750 
| 2 Representatives. 699, 875 
| 3 Representatives. 466, 583 
3 | 4 Representatives. 349, 937 
| 5 Representatives. 279, 950 | 
7 | 6 Representatives. 233, 291 | 
| 7 Representatives 199, 964 | 
| 8 Representatives........... 174, 968 | 
9 Representatives. ........-.. 155, 527 
10 Representatives. .......... 139. 975 | 
OHIO. 
1 Representative............ 3, 198, 062 
2 Representatives. .......... 1, 599, 031 
3 Representatives. .......... 1, 066, 020 
4 Representatives. .......... 799, 515 
5 Representatives. .......... 639, 612 
6 Representatives........... 533, 010 | 
| 7 Representatives........... 456, 866 
8 sxtepresentatives........... 399, 757 
9 Representatives. .......- .. 855, 340 
10 Representatives........... 319, 806 
| 11 Representatives 290, 732 
| 12 Representatives 266, 505 
| 13 Representatives 246, 004 
| 14 Representatives. . . 228, 433 | 
| 15 Representatives. - . 213, 204 
| 16 Representatives. -. 109, 878 
17 Representatives. . . 188, 121 
18 Representatives. .. 177, 670 
| 19 Representatives. .. 168, 319 
96 | 20 Representatives... 159, 903 
| 21 Representatives. . . 152, 288 
| 22 Representatives 145, 366 
| 23 Representatives 139, 046 
OREGON. 
' 1 Representative. ........... 174, 768 


PENNSYLVANIA 
1 Representative 


3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
| 5 Representatives 

6 Representatives 

7 Representatives. . 

8 Representatives. . 

9 Representatives 
10 Representatives 
11 Representatives 
12 Representatives 
13 Representatives 
14 Representatives 
15 Representatives 
16 Representatives 
| 17 Representatives 
| 18 Representatives. - 
| 19 Representatives. - 
20 Representatives 
21 Representatives 
22 Representatives 
23 Representatives 
| 24 Representatives 

25 Representatives 

26 Representatives 
| 27 Representatives 
28 Representatives. . 
| 29 Representatives. . 

30 Representatives 
| 31 Representatives........... 


RHODE ISLAND. 

1 Representative 
2 Representatives 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

1 Representative 
2 Representatives 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives 
6 Representatives 
7 Representatives 


2, 541, 435 | 


1 Representative 
2 Representatives........... 
3 Representatives. ... é 
4 Representatives. ... 
5 Representatives 
6 Representatives 
7 Representatives 
presentatives 
9 Representatives 
10 Representatives 
|11 Representatives 


1 Representative 
| 2 Representatives. . 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
| 5 Representatives 








| 6 Representatives........... 
7 Representatives 
8 Representatives 
9 Representatives 
| 10 Representatives 
| 11 Representatives 


1 Representative. . 
2 Representatives 


| 1 Representative 
2 Representatives 
3 Representatives 
4 Representatives 
5 Representatives 
6 Representatives. .......... 
7 Representatives. - 
8 Representatives. . 
| 9 Representatives 

10 Representatives 
| 11 Representatives 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


1 Representative 
2 Representatives. ........ ee 
3 Representatives 
Representatives 


Representative 
Representatives. -.. 
Representatives 

tepresentatives........... 
Representatives 
Representatives 
Representatives. . 
Representatives 
Representatives. .........- 





Crave one 


4, 282, 891 


2 Representatives. .......... 2, 141, 445 
1, 427, 630 





138, 265- 


1, 542, 359 


771, 179 


795, 874 
590" 68: 


618, 457 
309, 228 
206, 152 
154, 614 


1, 315, 497 


657, 748 
499 


146, 166 
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TABLE D—Showing number of inhabitants per 


Rank. 


Number of Representatives. 


[See letter of C. W. Seaton, chief clerk, to Superintendent of Census, October 25, 1881, page 16.] 
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Number of inhabitants to each 
Representative. 





Connecticut. 
Delaware ... 


~ 
SEDONA heweHe 


Michigan 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 


New Jersey... 
New York .. 


Ohio 


Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 


| Tennessee 


| Wisconsin 

New York 
Pennsylvania. ues 
New York 

Ohio 

Illinois 
Pennsylvania 
New York 





| Pennsylvania 
New York 


Pennsylvania 
North Carolina. 


Wisconsin 
Ohio 


Pennsylvania 
Massachusetts 
Mississippi 
New Jersey 


Kentucky. 


Michigan ... 
Missouri . . 


Illinois 





New Hampshire ../ 


North Carolina . q 


2 | South Carolina. ...| 
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sentatives for the United States up to and including 350, arranged by rank. 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| States. 


New York 
| Virginia 
Kansas 
South Carolina. ... 
Indiana 
| Pennsylvania 
| Louisiana 
| Maryland 
| North Carolina. . . .| 


| Ohio 
| Massachusetts . ...| 


Wisconsin 


| California 
Pennsylvania 


| Kentucky 
qeatenn 


Arkansas ......... | 


| Virginia 
Mississippi 
New Jersey 
New York 
Missouri 
Pennsylvania 
Massachusetts . - .. 
Ohio 
North Carolina. ... 
Illinois | 


127 
|} 128 
129 
130 
131 
132 
133 
| 134 | 


2 || 135 | 


1, 016, 574 | 
989, 150 | 


891, 542 


856, 578 

847, 145 | 
824, 845 | 
818, 468 | 
812, 307 | 
799, 515 | 


795, 874 | 


771,179 
771, 090 
769, 467 


756, 282 | 


726, 124 


722, 793 | 
713, 815 | 


699, 875 
659, 433 
657, 7 

639, 612 
635, 358 
631, 252 


615, 574 || 
611, 841 || 
594, 361 | 
565, 798 | 
565, 558 | 
564, 763 | 
549, 563 | 


545, 645 
542, 095 


136 | Pennsylvania 
137 | Wisconsin 
138 | Michigan 
139 | I 
140 | 
141 | 
142 
143 
144 
145 
146 | Maryland 
147 | Connecticut 
148 | Missouri 
149 | West Virginia ....| 
150 | Tennessee ....... | 
151 | Georgia | 
152 | Illinois......... 
153 
154 
155 
156 | 
| 157 | 
158 | 
159 | Pennsylvania 
160 | Mississippi .... 
161 | New Jersey.... 
162 | Indiana 
163 | New York 
164 | North Carolina. 
165 
166 
167 
168 
169 
| 170 | Pennsylvania 
| 171 | New York 
172 Arkansas .... 


Kentucky. -.. 
Michigan 
Missouri 


8 || 173 Ohio 


174 
175 | Wisconsin 
176 Minnesota 
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Number of inhabitants to each 
Representative. 
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States. 


Massachusetts . ... 
New York 
Alabama. ... 
Virginia 
Pennsylvania 
TEMMOMD S 5 ic0ss--s- 
South Carolina. ... 
Indiana 

Ohio 

New York 
Missouri 
Pennsylvania 
Illinois 

Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Michigan .-. 
Maryland 

North Carolina. . .. 


Pennsylvania 


Massachusetts -. ..| 


Georgia 
Illinois 


Wisconsin 
Missouri 


California 
Virginia 
Pennsylvania 
Ohio 

New York 
Alabama 


Connecticut. ...... | 
West Virginia ....| 


Kentucky 
Illinois 


Pennsylvania 
New York 


Arkansas 
North Carolina 


South Carolina. . ..| 


Massachusetts . . ..' 


Minnesota 
Pennsylvania 
Tennessee 
Georgia 
Illinois. . 
Virginia 
Mississippi 
New Jersey 
New York 
Ohio 
Louisiana 
Wisconsin 
Maryland 
Pennsylvania 
Kentucky. ... 
Michigan .... 


Pennsylvania 


Massachusetts . . ..| 
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Number of inhabitants to each 
| Representative. 


257, 959 
257, 030 
256, 489 


177, 670 

















| Rank. 


States. 


Texas 


North Carolina - 
New Hampshire 
California 


| Pennsylvania ... 
| Dlinois ......... 
| New York . 


Missouri 


| Kansas ......-... 
South Carolina. . 


| Pennsylvania .. - 
Wisconsin 
| New York 


| Massachusetts. - 
Illinois ..... Wee 
Mississippi 

New Jersey 
Arkansas. ...... 
Ohio 


Pennsylvania - - . 





Alabama 
Louisiana 


| Maryland 
Connecticut - ... 
| North Carolina. . 
Missouri 

West Virginia .. 
Tennessee 

| Georgia 

| New York 
ON sss saass 
Pennsylvania - . - 
Ohio 

Indiana 
Virginia 

| Nebraska 
Kentucky 

New York 
Michigan 
Massachusetts. . 


| Pennsylvania ... 
Illinois 
Wisconsin 


California 
Pennsylvania - . - 
Kansas 

South Carolina. . 
Mississippi 
New Jersey. 
Indiana 





New York .. 

| Alabama.... 
Tennessee .. 
Georgia 

North Carolina. . 


0 

Rhode Island ... 
Pennsylvani . ... 
Virginia .. < 
Kentucky 

New York 
Massachusetts -. 
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Representative under each possible allotment of Representatives to cach State for any number of Repre- 


| 
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| Numberof inhabitants to each | 
Representative 


52, 177 
151, 256 
150, 800 
149, 880 
149, 496 
148, 812 
148, 590 
147, 692 
147, 685 
146, 565 
146, 166: 
145, 366. 
145, 224 
144, 704 
144, 558 
144, 115 
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"TABLE E.—Comparatire table showing the number of members under census of 1880, from 275 to 323, inclusive, as computed by the method heretofore 
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TABLE E.—Comparative table showing the number of members under census of 1880, from 275 to 323, inclusive, as computed by the method heretofore 
employed and by the proposed method—Continued. 
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. POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I gave notice on Thursday that, by direction of 
the.Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, I would offer to- 
«lay the post-route bill. I offer this bill to-day, not as the only bill of 
this session, but because the Post-Office Department have requested 
the adoption of a large number of routes. I therefore ask for the 
immediate consideration and passage of the bill, stating to the House 
that it contains nothing but post-routes indicated through the peti- 
tion-box or by members to the clerk of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is there any legislation in the bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. None whatever. 

Mr. WILLITS. Therefore it will not need to be read at length. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads a bill (H. R. No. 3844) 
to establish post-routes; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pissed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the sub-committee of the Committee on Naval Affairs have leave 
to sit during the sessions of the House until February 22, 1882. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
tto reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

Marsh, for this day, on account of sickness. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Brents, of 


peaeenegien Territory, as a member of the Committee on the Public 
ands. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I move that the House now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 7 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of L. E. Stone and 26 others, 
citizens of Wisconsin, for legislation to regulate charges for railroad 
transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM R. COX: The petition of T. W. Taylor and 
others, for the establishment of a post-office at Woodsworth, Vance 
County, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of S. A. Converse and others, 
citizens of Iowa, for legislation to regulate charges for freight and 
passenger traffic on railroads—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mason City, of Winnebago County; 
of members of the bar and residents of Hancock County; and of 

,members of the bar of Worth County, Iowa, praying for the passage 
of the Carpenter bill for dividing Iowa into two judicial districts— 
severally to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: Papers relating to the claim of Mr. Ward— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARRISON: The petition of L. T. Harding and others, for 
dredging and deepening the Great Wicomico River, in the State of 
Virginia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Memorial praying for the removal of 
duties on newspapers, magazines, periodicals, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of Hon. D. 8. Efner, relating to the 
terminus of the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HAZELTON: The petition of E. M. Wright and others, 
ptaying that pensions be granted to certain disabled soldiers who 
served during the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: The petition of citizens of Hazleton, Indiana, 
for the. improvement of White River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce.’ . 

Also, the petition of citizens of Harmony, Indiana, for the improve- 
ment of the White and Wabash Rivers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of James and William 
White; for compensation for cotton illegally held by an agent of the 
Government—to the Committee on War Claims. 




























the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

field—to the Committee on Claims. 

trand, for relief—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
extension of a patent—to the Committee on Patents. 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


mittee on Commerce. 


tion—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


construct a harbor at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 


to the Committee on Claims. 


try—to the Committee on Commerce. 















bers of the bar of Calhoun County, Iowa, askin 
House bill No. 332 substituting Algona for Fort 


ciary. 


Peck, Reuben Wood, and Joseph W. Paddock—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


additional compensation—to the Committee on the Census. 


S. French—to the Committee on War Claims. 
















SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 1, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BuLLock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the 14th ultimo, a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue in relation to the sale of farms or plan- 
tations in the State of South Carolina, under the act of June 7, 1862, 
for the collection of direct taxes in insurrectionary districts within 


the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 






























































PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McDILL presented the petition of Jonathan Roberts, a guide 
and scout in the late war of the rebellion, praying for arrears of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented the petition of the Immigra- 
tion Association of San Francisco, California, praying for the early 
passage of an act to carry into effect the provisions of the Chinese 
immigration treaty ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of California, representing 17,500 members, praying for a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying 
for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. Ipresent memorial signed by Charlotte A. Cleve- 
land, president; Rebecca N. Hazard, vice-president; J. P. Fuller, 
corresponding secretary ; Berenice Morrison, secretary, who are the 
officers of the Woman’sSutfrage Association of the State of Missouri, 
reciting that ‘‘ whereas certain bills are pending in Congress for the 
unconditional disfranchisement of women in Utah,” they desire to 
‘protest against such measures as being subversive of the best inter- 
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Also, the petition of William Royston, for arrears of pension—to 


By Mr. LADD: Papers relating to the claim of George A. Fair- 






By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Charles W. Torrey and E, Nos- 






By Mr. McLANE: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Linton, for an 





Also, the petition of Jane Dulany, for increase of pension—to the 







By Mr. MILES: The petition of citizens of Connecticut, for legis- 
lation to control charges for railroad transportation—to the Com- 







By Mr. O’NEILL: The resolutions of the executive committee of 
the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, urging such an appropriation 
for the United States court and post-office building in that city as will 
enable the architect to enter into contracts for its immediate comple- 









By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of citizens of Lake City, Minnesota, 
praying for an appropriation of money sufficient to enable them to 






By Mr. THOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Mollie B. Waldo— 







By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of 412 citizens of Wa- 
bash County, Dlinois, that Congress enact such laws as will allevi- 
ate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation 
monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the coun- 










y Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of the members of 
the bar of Clayton County; of 13 members of the bar and county 
officers of Orange City, Sioux County; of the officers of Palo Alto 
County ; of the county officers and bar of Dickinson County; of the 
bar, bankers, and officers of O’Brien County ; of the members of the 
bar of Kossuth County ; of 3 representatives of Iowa Legislature; of 
John N. Weaver, A. P. Hudson, and George E. Clarke; of the super- 
visors and other officers of Emmet County; of citizens of Emmet 
County; of members of the bar of Palo Alto County, and of the mem- 
an amendment to 
odge, and the pas- 
sage of the bill as amended—severally to the Committee on the Judi- 















By Mr. VALENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of James P. 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of census supervisors, for 
By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relating to the claim of Henry 


FEBRUARY 1, 


ests of the people of Utah and contrary to natural justice and the 
principles of American liberty.” They further recite “that a large 
body of earnest women in Utah, who are nowise implicated in polyg- 
amy, but who, on the contrary, are, in conjunction with others 
throughout the United States, actively engaged in forming public 
opinion against it, would suffer ;” and ‘whereas it is as false in 
morals as it is short-sighted and inexpedient in Government to do 
evil that good may come,” they urge upon Congress “that the dis- 
franchisement of any American citizen under the plea of punishing 
others for crime is a grievous wrong.” They also set forth “ that 
the institution of polygamy is subversive of both government and 
morals,” and they urge upon Congress the speedy passage of laws to 
extirpate polygamy, and remonstrate against any law which shall 
deprive women in the Territory of Utah of the ballot. I understand 
that the bill reported by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMUNDs, ] 
who is to some extent a convert to the doctrine set forth by these 
memorialists, isupon the Calendar; and I suppose, therefore, that the 
memorial should lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A portion of the memorial will 
properly lie on the table and the residue should be referred. 

r. HOAR. The remainder of the memorial should properly go to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That portion of it will be referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SLATER. I present an address from the people of Oregon and 
Washington Territory, adopted also by the Board of Trade and city, 
council of Portland, Oregon, containing many statistics and facts 
addressed to the Congress of the United States. I deem it important 
that the paper should go before the Committee on Commerce. There- 
fore I present it as a memorial, and move that it lie upon the table 
until such time as I may call it up, in order that I may submit some 
remarks upon it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present the remonstrance of Arnold, Consta- 
ble & Co., and other merchants of the city of New York, represent- 
ing an aggregate capital of over $30,000,000, being among the chief 
importing houses in that city, remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 630, the design of which is to take away from them 
entirely the right of trial by jury on questions as to the rates of duty 
under the tariff laws. They are very earnest in their remonstrance. 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition signed by a large number of 
citizens along the shore of Lake Superior, praying for an appropria- 
tion for building a harbor of refuge at Beaver Bay, Lake County, 
Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Henry A. Barton and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying for legislation regulating charges 
for railroad transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the ‘State Temperance Alliance of 
Massachusetts, representing over 3,000 members, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traftic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Eden Regular Baptist 
Association of Iowa, praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit the manufacture of all intoxicating liquors as a beverage ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of J. W. Lockwood and 
others, citizens of Ohio, praying for the enactment of a Federal 
statute to compel railroad corporations and other agents to perform 
certain duties; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented the petition of A. Caldwell and others, 
citizens of Felton, Delaware, praying for such legislation as will 
regulate charges for railroad transportation and prevent unjust dis- 
criminations by common earriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present the petition of Noah Porter, president 
of Yale College, and 598 others, 400 of whom are professors and stu- 
dents of that university, prayin for a reform of the civil service, a 
subject to which many of them I know have devoted very much at- 
tention. I move the reference of this petition to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of the Reform Club of Dover, 
New Hampshire, representing 3,000 members, praying for a commis- , 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traftic; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented fesolutions of the city authorities of Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, praying for the completion of the breakwater con- 
necting Goat Island with Neweastle, in Portsmouth Harbor ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. No. 887) granting a pension to Jonsthin R. Spencer; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Herbert E. Henry and others, 
of Sturgis, Michigan, praying for such legislation as will prevent 
unjust discriminations by common carriers; whieh was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 554) to refund a duplicate tax to Boehm 
Brothers, of New York, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom the sub- 
ject. was referred, reported a bill (8. No. 1064) to amend section 3066 
‘of chapter 10, title 34 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 838) to grant the right of way for rail- 
road purposes through the lands of the United States powder depot 
near Dover, New Jersey, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 614) granting a pension to Samuel Pollock, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. No. 276) granting a pension to John C. Hargraye, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the select committee to investigate and report 
the best means of preventing the introduction and spread of epi- 
demic diseases, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 1004) for the 
distribution of pure vaccine virus to the people, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No, 1024) for the relief of Sidney 
P. Luther, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Guy V. Henry, major Ninth Cavalry, praying compensation 
for losses by fire, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 172) to authorize the auditing of certain unpaid ac- 
counts of the Indian Bureau by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury, reported it without umendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 52) for the relief of M. P. Jones, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 391) referring the claim of George E. Payne to 
the Court of Claims, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE MESSENGERS. 


Mr. PLATT. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report the following 
resolution : 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed 
to appoint a messenger for each of the following-named committees, to wit, Fi- 
nance, Post-Offices and Post-Roads, Pensions, Claims, Judiciary, and Engrossed 
Bills, whose services shall be devoted exclusively to the business of said commit- 
tees ; and that the messengers to be so appointed shall be selected by the said com- 


mittees, respectively. 

This matter was brought to the attention of the committee by a 
communication of the Sergeant-at-Arms, which, as it is very short, 
I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


. SERGEANT-AT-ARMS UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, January 23, 1882. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit letters from the chairmen of the Committees 
on Finance, Post-Offices and Post-Roads, Pensions, Claims, and the Judiciary, sug- 
gesting the necessity of providing messengers whose duties shall be confined to 
the business of said committees, respectively. I respectfully recommend that the 
sppointments designated be e; and, in view of the fact thattheir services will 


mited to the business of the committees, I suggest and request that each com- 
mittee be authorized to select the person to be appointed 


I further recommend that a messenger be provided for the Committee on En- 
grossed Bills, to be selected by the committee. 
Respectfully, 
R. J. BRIGHT, 
i Sergeant-at-Arms United States Senate. 
Hon. Joun P. Jonus, 
Chairman of Committee to Audit and Control _ 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
ask for the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let that go over. 

Mr.PLATT. Accompanying the communication from the Sergeant- 
at-Arms are the letters referred to from the chairmen of the several 
committees named, which I wish placed on file; and I give notice 
that I shall ask to take up the resolution to-morrow: 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the letters be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be so ordered. All the 
communications will be printed ; and the resolution will lie over. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KELLOGG (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1065) to compel the pay- 
ment by the Kansas Pacific Railway Company of the cost of survey- 
ing, selecting, and conveying certain lands granted to it, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1066) for the relief of Mrs, Almira Farns- 
worth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1067) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a breakwater and harbor of refuge at Port Orford, in the 
State of Oregon; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GROVER. [ask that the bill lie on the table. I may submit 
some remarks upon it hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1068) for the relief of certain citizens of Ten- 
nessee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1069) to provide for the investigation and 
settlement of claims against the United States which in justice and 
good conscience ought to be paid by them; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1070) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulaney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent,obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1071) for the manufacture of salt in 
the Indian Territory ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1072) for the reliefof Nathaniel McKay, George M. 
Clapp, and the heirs of Donald MeKay; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1073) to fix the salary of the judge of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Massachusetts ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1074) for the relief of the Madison Female 
Academy, located at Richmond, Kentucky ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1075) amendatory of the act entitled ‘‘ An 
act for the relief of the heirs and nextof kin of James B, Armstrong, 
deceased,” approved March 3, 1873; which was read twice by itstitle,, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1076) establishing a certain post-road in the State. 
of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam requested by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. CAMERON,] the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
in his absence to ask for the following order : 


Ordered, That the papers now on the files relative to the case of Greenleaf Cilley 
be taken therefrom and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


*The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted, subject 
to the rules. 
On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of F. X. Coinson, on the files of the Sen- 
ate, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the popens in the office of the Secretary of the Senate touching the 
construction of a public building at Jefferson City, Missouri, be taken therefrom 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to accompany the 
bill now before said committee. 


CONGRESS OF AMERICAN NATIONS. 


Mr. WINDOM submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, if not in 
his judgment incompatible with the public interest, all correspondence between 
the executive department and the diplomatic agents of the Uni' States relating 
to a proposed congress of American nations, or any of them, in 1882. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTION IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. VANCE. On the 16th of January, on my motion, the Senate 
passed a resolution requiring certain information from the Resretany 
of the Treasury. To that resolution there has been no response. 
ask leaye now to introduce the following resolution, and I ask for 
its immediate consideration : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be ognin directed to transmit te 


the Senate copies of all charges, complaints, or other information concernin; 
any misconduct or irregularities of officials charged with the colleetion of inte 











revenue in the sixth collection district of North Carolina which may have been 
received or be on file in any office in his Department; and also copies of any order 
or orders issued by the collector of said district forbidding the arrest of offenders 
against the revenue laws, or the issuing of warrants against such persons. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that should lie over; it seems to convey an 
implied censure on the Department. d ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over on objec- 
tion being made. 
































IRRELEVANT AMENDMENTS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to consider and report upon 
the expediency of amending the rules as follows : . 

- enever an amendment shall be moved to any pending measure which is not 
germane thereto, a vote to lay such amendment on the table shall not carry the 
measure with it.” 


FOREIGN TARIFF ON AMERICAN MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. BECK. I wish to call up the resolution offered by me on the 
6th day of January, 1882, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
to give us certain information relative to the tariff duties imposed on 
English and Americn goods by France, Germany, and Mexico, merely 
for the purpose of having it indefinitely postponed so that it may be 
taken off the Calendar. The information has been given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution is before the Senate. 

The following resolution submitted on the 6th of January was 
postponed indefinitely : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
at once what reason, if any, he has for failing to comply with the resolution of the 


Senate of Wednesday, December 21, 1881, relative to the tariff duties imposed on 
English and American goods by France, Germany, and Mexico. 


ORDNANCE BOARD REPORT. 


Mr.MORGAN. Day before yesterday I offered resolutions relating 
to ordnance, which I ask to call up at this time. ; 

The Acting Secretary read the resolutions, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate a full 
report of the action of the mixed board on ordnance, selected to ‘‘examine inven- 
tions in relation to ordnance, and to report what inventions are worthy of test, as 
well as the estimated cost of such tests,” up to the present time; also, a full report 
of the results of all trials and proofs of all guns, whether breech or muzzle loaders, 
and of all projectiles tested or approved from 1872 to the present time; and what 
guns and projectiles of these kinds, with their cost, are now on hand and untested 
or — and what officers or agents of the Government are or have been 
personally interested in inventions or patents for the same. 

Resolved, That the evidence taken by the Committee on Appropriations on and 
after the 7th day of January, 1881, touching the condition of the heavy ordnance 
of the United States and the trial of guns and projectiles, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the reso- 
lutions are before the Senate. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the consideration of the reso- 
lutions, but I desire to make an inquiry. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to modify the first resolution so as to insert, 
after the words ‘‘ estimated cost of such tests,” the words ‘‘ under the 
act of March 3, 1881.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willstate to the Senator from Iowa that one pur- 
pose I have in view in offering the resolutions is to bring before the 
Senate in print the testimony that was taken before the Committee 
on Appropriations, with which the Senator is entirely familiar, at 
the last session of Congress, on the subject of heavy ordnance and 
projectiles, and the teststo which they have beensubjected. Another 
are is to get from the War Department an authentic statement 
of the tests that have been made by the mixed commission in refer- 
ence to the 12-inch guns which are being built by the Government of 
the United States at an enormous cost. The information is sought 
merely for the purpose of getting before the Senate the facts relating 
to this controverted subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot desire to interfere with the purpose of the 
Senator from Alabama. My understanding is that the resolutions, 
among other things, propose to ascertain what has been done under 
the act of March 3, 1881. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That I think is a very proper thing todo. The 
only purpose I had in calling attention to the resolutions was to inquire 
of the Senator from Alabama whether he wishes to have printed all 
the papers and documents that were presented to the Committee on 
Appropriations in connection with the testimony. I will say to the 
Senator that the testimony proper taken by the committee was printed 
at the last session. Ido not know how many copies were printed, 
but there was a print of the testimony. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was printed only for the use of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it would be very well to print the testi- 
mony for the use of the Senate ; but I want to say to the Senator that 
in connection with the testimony there was a large amount of docu- 
mentary matter, various papers, old reports, reproduced, and also a 
large number of drawings of guns, the printing of which would cost 
a considerable sum of money. I only suggest to the Senator that in 
my judgment it is not wise to print these drawings, because the 
printing will be expensive. I think the testimony proper taken be- 
fore the committee ought to be reprinted, but I think it unwise to 
print all the drawings and statements of various kinds that were 
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presented to the committee, not exactly in the form of evidence, but 
as exhibits with reference to competing guns. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to make a suggestion in that connection, 
My recollection is that the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, ] the 
then Senator from California, (Mr. Booth, ) and myself went over the 
whole mass of testimony and had printed for the use of the commit- 
tee all that we thought bore upon the question. There were some 
personal matters, some criminations and recriminations, that none of 
us wanted put in print; and I think if the Senator from Alabama 
will have reprinted for the use of the Senate what the committee had 
printed for the use of the committee, then it will accomplish his 
object. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is precisely what I propose to do. I do not 
propose to have anything reprinted except what the committee itself 
caused to be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I suggest to the Senator that he modify the 
secondresolution so asto read: ‘‘ The evidence taken by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and printed for the use of the committee, be 
reprinted for the use of the Senate.” 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution reads: ‘‘ That the evidence taken 
by the Committee on Appropriations” shall be printed. I thought 
that quite sufficient, as the committee took the testimony and had it 
printed for its use. However, I have no objection to the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggest that it shouldread: ‘‘ That the evidence 
taken by the Committee on Appropriations, and printed for the use 
of the.committee, be reprinted for the use of the Senate.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objectionto that. Let the words ‘‘and 
printed for the use of the committee” be inserted after the word 
‘¢ appropriations” in the first line of the second resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The amendment is accepted by the 
Senator from Alabama, and the question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lutions as modified. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from Alabama has given seri- 
ous consideration to this matter. I notice that the first branch of 
the first resolution is not so very serious. It calls for “a full report 
of the action of the mixed board on ordnance, selected to examine 
inventions in relation to ordnance, and to report what inventions 
are worthy of test, as well as the estimated cost of such tests, under 
the act of March 3, 1581.” That cannot be a matter of very consid- 
erable bulk, nor could it be very expensive to print it, but I call his. 
attention to the latter part of the first resolution, which reads : 


Also, a full report of the results of all trials and proofs of all guns, whether 
breech or muzzle loaders, and of all projectiles— 


It does not say whether for heavy guns or for small arms— 


tested or approved from 1872 to the present time; and what guns and projectiles 
of these kinds, with their cost, are now on hand and untested or unexpended, and 
what officers or agents of the Government are or have been personally interested 
in inventions or patents for the same. 

That last line of itself involves a very large inquiry. And ever 
since 1872 the Ordnance Bureau has been conducting a prolonged 
and almost continuous series of expensive experiments, at Sandy 
Hook and elsewhere, involving the whole subject of heavy guns and 
small arms, with reports of page after page and volume after vol- 
ume of the most uninteresting figures possible, which it would be 
extremely expensive to print. It is the most expensive matter 
printed, being rule-and-figure work, and I venture to say that unless 
the Senator from Alabama has looked at this subject with consid- 
erable care he is not aware how large a library he is ordering to be 
printed, and, with the drawings, how expensive a library. I should 
be afraid to make a guess that these resolutions would cost not less 
than several hundred thousand dollars. I suggest that they be re- 
ferred to the Military Committee, to make an inquiry in connection 
with the suggestion as to what can be sifted out of this mass and 
may prove of use to us. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There may be something that ought not to be 
made public. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There may be some things, as the Senator from Ver- 
mont properly suggests, that ought not. to be made public. Ido 
not know about that, but I am sure that a great sum may be saved 
by winnowing out what is really needed for present use. 

Let meremind the Senator from Alabama that the Ordnance Bureau 
has from year to year published some very expensive books, called 
“Ordnance Memoranda,” in which they have given us what they 
thought was necessary for each current year upon that subject. 
Now, the reprinting of that would be very expensive. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it would be proper, after what has been 
said by the Senator from Connecticut, to insert in the first resolu- 
tion a provision that’ the Secretary of War shall furnish to the Senate 
those tests of ordnance and projectiles and materials which have not 
heretofore been published. Of course I do not wish to duplicate any 
print that is in existence and available, but there is great necessity 
for our understanding something about the practical experiments 
which have been made with these guns and projectiles, so that we 
may understané why it is and for what public good it is that we are 
spending $400,000 every year in building guns which have not been 
tested, and some of which, we are informed by interviews in the 
newspapers held with the men who themselves constructed the 
uns, have proved totally inefficient within the last few morths. 
Ve are spending $300,000 or $400,000 a year without any tests of the 


1882. 


ordnance, and it is from time to time made an objection, when tests 
are required to be made, that it takes so long to make the gun that 

ou cannot delay in order to have the tests made, but you must go 
ahead and build the gun whether it is worth anything or not. Mr. 
Hunt, who was one of the chief constructors of some of this heavy 
ordnance, in an interview furnished some of the northern news- 
papers, comes out and informs the country that tests have been 
made with reference to some guns and they are totally inefficient. 
I desire to get the information, and I am willing to amend that part 
of the first resolution by making it read, ‘‘all tests, &c., not hereto- 
fore published.” : 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I suggest that, if the Senator does that, he 
will call for the printing of the very things that the Ordnance Bureau 
has revised and thought it useless and too expensive to print? May 
I venture to ask the Senator whether he has examined the handsome 
books published yearly by the Ordnance Bureau upon this identical 
question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They contain what was supposed to be a full 
report of all that it was necessary to make public. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Ordnance Bureau, I may say without any 
apprehension of violating the rules of propriety, is under the charge 
of men who compose a ring to impose upon this Government inven- 
tions which are patented by ordnance and artillery officers of the 
United States; and if the Ordnance Bureau has seen proper to sup- 
press some of those tests, that is the best reason I know of why they 
should be brought to light. 

The people of this country who are interested in inventions—and 
I have great respect forthat class of men—are not at all satisfied with 
the conduct of what they consider a close corporation on the subject 

‘of the manufacture of heavy ordnance for the service of the United 
States Government; and it is exactly my purpose, without requiring 
the republication of anything that has heretofore been published, to 
investigate this subject to the bottom, and to find out whether these 
allegations against a department of our Government so very impor- 
tant as this bureau are made without reference to the facts, made 
maliciously, or whether they are based upon the truth. If they are 
founded upon the truth, then it is time that the Senate inform itself 
of the actual situation of things. Iam unwilling forone to goon and 
vote for a bill appropriating money from year to year, drawn almost 
in the same phraseology, when the very men who manufacture the 
guns come out before the country and say that from experiments made 
they have proved to be of no value whatever. 

I therefore desire to amend my resolutions by inserting at the proper 
place thé words ‘not heretofore published.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand, then, and I am sorry to understand, 
from the Senator, that he charges the Ordnance Bureau with being 
composed of a ring of men unfavorable to improvements, or to cer- 
tain improvements. It would seem, from his remarks, that he has in 
view some dissatisfied inventors who have not received the awards 
that they expected, and who make charges of one sort and another 
against the bureau. 

If the Senator desires to investigate the justice of complaints that 
are always made by men whose inventions are unsuccessful, I sub- 
mit that it would be much better, and much less expensive, to select 
any tribunal that he pleases, a special committee of the Senate, or 
the Military Committee, or a sub-committee thereof, and direct them 
to investigate forthwith as speedily as he desires, and to ascertain 
whether there have been any reports omitted that ought to have 
been printed, and what the — condition of the subject is, and 
to report as to the amount of matter that ought to be printed for the 
information of the Senate. I suggest that it looks too much now as 
if he desired to have coe all the unprinted matter of the Ordnance 
Bureau, which I tell him is illimitable, in order to base upon it an 
inquiry into the errors of judgment or misbehavior of that bureau. 
I am not willing to assent to any attack upon the character of those 
géntlemen, because I believe that bureau like the other staff depart- 
ments of the Army has been conducted by honorable men; but I am 
quite willing, and am curious myself also, to see a full inquiry into 
these inventions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
move to refer the resolution ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will move to refer it to the Military Committee, 
and I assure the gentleman, as one member of that committee, that 
I shall try to have this matter fairly and properly inquired into. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not in the habit of making charges against 
any person, or any bureau, or any department of this Government 
from my own personal information or knowledge, for I have such 
sources of information only as are open to the country at large, and 
to the Senate ; but when a committee of the Senate has investigated 
a matter of this kind, and it appears that one of the chief ordnance 
officers, intimately connected with the selection of the kind of heavy 
ordnance to be used in our sea-coast defenses, is the owner of twenty 
or twenty-two patents upon such inventions, and when men come 
forward who seem to be responsible, intelligent, and honest men, and 
testify hefore. that committee that they are willing to do the work 
for one-fourth the money that the Government of the United States 
pays for it, and when I tind the officers of the mixed board comin 
up and attempting to sustain that line of action on the part of this 
bureau, itis my duty to speak out plainly; to call things by their 


Does the Senator from Connecticut 
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right names, and denominate them upon the testimony presented to 
that committee as a ring; and I do not hesitate to do it. 

I should be derelict in my duty to the country, upon being advised 
by a committee of this body of the facts that have been before it, 
and which they thought of sufficient importance to print for their 
own consideration, if I should decline to bring this matter forward. 
It makes no difference what gentlemen may be involved in it; I have 
as much respect for the Army and Navy of the United States as any 
one has or ought to have; but I think the best way that we can pre- 
serve respect for the Army and Navy is to remove the officers from 
temptation in matters of this kind; and when allegations are made 
against them before a committee of this body, where they are face 
to face with the men who make the charges against them, it seems: 
to me that the friends of these gentlemen ought not to shrink from 
an investigation. 

I assure the Senator from Connecticut that no amount of resistance 
will prevent this matter from being fully exposed. I intend to press. 
it until the truth may be brought before the American people, for 
when men make charges of this kind against Government officers the 
very first and highest duty we owe to this country is to show to the 
world that our officers are not to be found implicated, not by sitting 
down and refusing to hear, but by hearing and then judging. 

I hope that the resolutions will not be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. If they should be so referred by the judgment 
of the Senate, then I beg leave now to say to the honorable com- 
mittee that it will be expected of them that they shall make a care- 
ful examination, and that there shall be no covering up of this. 
business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Iowa that the morning hour is about to expire. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot wish to interfere with the disposal of the 
resolutions. I only wish to make a few remarks upon them, and I 
shall be very brief. I wish, first, to make a suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama with reference to the second resolution. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations took a considerable amount of testimony 
last year. That testimony I think ought to be printed, especially 
after the statement made by the Senator from Alabama. 

In the appropriation bill passed at the last session: of the last Con- 
gress we provided for a board of independent officers who should take 
up this subject. The committee furnished the Secretary of War with 
a copy of the testimony taken, and I have reason to know that the 
Secretary of War was exceedingly careful in the selection of this. 
board. I do not know the personnel of the board. Now, I suggest to 
the Senator from Alabama that he ask first for the report of that 
board in detail, and then for the reprint of the testimony, and let 
his resolutions of inquiry be adopted to that extent now; and if he 
wishes further investigation or further reports from the Secretary of 
War, let that question be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I suggest that he modify his resolutions so as to cover the 
two points I iw indicated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isuppose the report would come before the Senate 
anyhow in the usual course of business. I havenotany doubt about 
that, and therefore it is that I am willing to modify my resolutions 
so as to avoid the reprinting of any matter that has been heretofore 
or may hereafter be printed by order of the Government. My pur- 
pose, as I will state again, is to get at those matters which the offi- 
cers of the Ordnance Bureau heretofore have not seen ee to lay 
before the country, matters which they have suppressed and which 
when brought to light I think will convince us that we are pursuing 
a very unwise policy of extravagant expenditure from year to year 
without knowing what we are doing, and then to wind up by having 
a man who makes the guns make a statement like this : 


Have you not made some large breech-loading rifled cannon ? 
« We made a 12-inch breech-loading cannon and an 8-inch one. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isit the pleasure of the Senate that 
this subject be continued beyond the morning hour? 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senate just allow me to read this extract ; 
it is very short: 

We made a 12-inch breech-loading cannon and an 8-inch one. 
after what is known as the Crispin design. 


That is the design we use now in the manufacture of all our breech- 
loading guns of large caliber. 


A breech of steel was screwed into the cast-iron gun. We used the best im- 
ported steel for the work that was obtainable. The rifled tube was made of wrought 
iron. And yet, when the 12-inch gun was taken to the proving grounds at Sandy 
Hook, after the firing of only a few rounds, the steel breech broke off at its thickest 
= and blew out. The 8-inch gun made in the same way also broke, and its. 

reech blew out after firing a few rounds. ‘This method of gun-making is a very 
expensive one, the steel-breech costing enormously. 


I ask the Senator from Iowa what these guns cost ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The 12-inch gun described there I suppose is a 

in that was made several years ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; this does not say so. 
it was made. 


They were made 


It does not say when 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand it was made some years ago. The 
12-inch guns now being made by the South Boston Iron Company 
cost about fifty thousand dollars apiece, but I would say to the Sen- 
ator that the Crispin gun, so called,is nothing more nor Jess than 
the Krupp gun which is in general use in Europe. 
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before the Senate of very great im nce on which I propose to 

, the bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission to inveeranr® the question of the tariff and internal-revenue 
laws. To that bill I wish to offer an amendment, and I give notice 
that on Monday next, after the morning hour, I shall ask to bring up 
that bill with my amendment for the purpose of submitting some 
remarks. 

SAINT CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move toreconsider the vote by which the bill 
(8. No. 699) granting an increase of pension to Saint Clair A. Mul- 
holland was indefinitely postponed yesterday. Itis mere informal 
matter, a pension bill in which my colleague is interested. 

The SIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the recon- 
sideration? The Chair hears none, and the bill will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. 


bonds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN, ] which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to 
insert as an additional section the following: 

Suc. —. That the agreement made with the holders of bonds of the United States 
since the adjournment ef the Forty-sixth Congress, by which the rate of interest 
en such bonds is reduced to 34 per cent. per annum, is hereby fully ratified and 
confirmed according to the terms and intent of said agreement. 

Mr. MORGAN. When I first oo to offer the amendment to 
the Senate it was intended to be a substitute for the entire bill. 
Since, however, the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Davis] has been adopted, and the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB,] I am content with the bill as it stands, 
provided we make the addition that is proposed in the amendment 
which is now offered. That addition is simply to ratify the act of 
the late Secretary of the Treasury, now a member of this body, in re- 
spect to the transaction which he completed for the continuance of 
the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds at 3} per cent. 

Some oot en has been made, particularly by the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. H1L1,] as to the lawful or constitutional right of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to have made that arrangement. In some 
aspects of his argument I agree with him. Ido not think there was 
any constitutional objection or difficulty in the way; but I think 
that there was some lawful objection in the way. This contract, as 
it now stands, has been entirely novated; it has been made anew. 
Before the change was made in it by the action of the Secretary and 
by the consent of the holders of the bonds the contract was for the 
immediate payment of the whole amount of those 5 and 6 per cent. 
bonds which had become due. That was the engagement of the 
Government of the United States, and it wasthe duty of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, under the law as it stood, immediately 
to pay those bonds. The holders of the bonds, however, consented 
that they would waive that condition on the part of the Govern- 
ment, and that instead of requiring immediate payment by us they 
would accept any payment to be made at any future time that the 
Government of the United States might see proper to make. That 
was an alteration of one of the terms of the contract in a most 
material sense. At the same time it is obligatory on the bond-hold- 
ers and by consequence must be considered as obligatory equally on 
the Government of the United States; I mean in foro conscientia; I 
do not mean as a strict legal obligation. 

Now it seems to me to be necessary, in this attitude of the case, that 
this renewed or novated contract should be confirmed by the action 
of the Congress of the United States, necessarily for several purposes. 
There was another feature which was entirely changed by the con- 
current action of the Secretary of the Treasury and of the holders of 
the bonds, and that was that this debt, postponed at our pleasure to 
be paid whenever the Government of the United States might see 
proper to pay it, is subject to be called in also at any time that we 
may see proper to call it in, giving to us the remakable advantage 
of having the debt mature whenever we see proper to have it mature. 
That is the attitude in which the matter is presented now to the con- 
sideration of Congress and other persons who are much interested in 
this question. 

I have felt some apprehension as to what might be the judgment 
of some courts in the country upon legal questions that might arise 
upon the action of the Government as it has been taken, in the ab- 
sence of some confirmatory act or some act of ratification by Con- 
gress. Those persons who hold bonds in a fiduciary character, such 
as guardians of lunatics, guardians of infants, and trustees, may not 
have had either the advantages of a local law in the places where 
they hold the bonds, or of the order or direction of any court to change 
the investment from one where money was presently due from the 
United States to an investment which continued the debt for a period 
entirely indefinite, at the option of the Government to pay it, with 
the privilege on the part of the Government to call it when it might 
please. I can understand how persons having a strict view of their 
own rights in matters of this kind might be induced to go into the 
courts of the country to hold trustees responsible forhaving declined 
to receive the money at the hands of the Government of the United 
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States when it was proffered, witha view to its investment in some 
other higher interest bearing security, and having accepted in an act 
of concurrent agreement with the Secretary of the Treasury a con- 
tract by which they reduced the interest of the same 14 to 2} per cent. 
per annum. 

It is to avoid these difficulties and to make the supreme law of the 
land stand for the defense of persons holding such fiduciary relations 
that I think it becomes the duty of Congress to enact the section 
which I now propose to add to the bill. 

So far as that section expresses any approbation on the part of the 
Congress of the United States of the act of any of the officers of this 
Government, in violation of or in disregard of the laws of the United 
States, I would not present it but for the condition of things in which 
we find ourselves. If the Senator from Minnesota, who was then 
Secretary of the Treasury and who, I think, rendered a patriotic serv- 
ice to his country in the arrangement that he made, had concluded 
that it was his duty to have put the rate per cent. of these bonds at 
4 instead of 34 ag? cent. per annum, we should have found that this 
country would be in arms against the ratification of the arrangement, 
and from almost every part of the land there would have come freely 
and powerfully forth the argument that the Secretary of the Treasury 
had no such power under the laws of the United States. 

I think that the Secretary of the Sears, also has proved himself 
to be a very useful and devoted friend of his own party. He took 
the middle ground between 6 and 3 per cent. as nearly as he could 
arrive at it. After the Congress of the United States by a vote which 
was more than four-fifths of it Democratic in each House had passed 
a law to fund the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds at 3 per cent. interest, with 
a little addition for printing, services, and rewards to syndicates for 
placing the loan, the Secretary of the Treasury found that the veto 
of that bill had aroused and excited the people of the United States 
to that extent that his party could not dare to face it. Doubtless 
he was also made aware of the fact that the banks themselves, who 
really controlled the hand that wrote the lines of immortal shame in 
that veto message, were willing and anxious that he should adopt 
some intermediate ground with a view of saving them from public 
clamor and prejudice. 

So the Secretary of the Treasury rendered a valuable service to his 
country and also to his party by saving it from its own inconsiderate 
conduct in compelling the veto of the funding bill of the last Con- 

ss. I willnot, of course, support him merely for that reason, nor 
will I allow such considerations to enter into my vote to any extent. 
But there are other grounds upon which I place my vote upon this 
amendment. There are grounds upon which I think the amendment 
should be adopted, having reference to the preservation of the rights 
of ~~ people, and therefore I have deemed it proper to bring it for- 
ward. 

I am not willing to leave this matter entirely to the construction of 
the courts; I am not willing, while we take the advantages of what 
the late Secretary of the Treasury has accomplished for the country, 
and in availing ourselves of that, predicate a new system of legisla- 
tion upon those advantages, that after all this our ratification of his 
act shall be only argumentative and inferential. I desire that it 
shall be substantial and direct. I therefore think we have good 
ground on this occasion for waiving any objection we might other- 
wise feel disposed to make in order to define with absolute certainty 
and clearness what is the position of the Government on the question 
of the transaction by which these bonds were changed from their 
original import and tenor. I therefore have submitted the amend- 


ment, 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. Do I understand that this amendment is 
offered as a substitute for the pending bill? 


Mr. MORGAN. No; I offer the second of the sections of my pro- 
posed amendment as printed as an additional section to the bill. It 
is a section that relates only to the ratification of the arrangement 
made by the late Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. EpmunpDs in the chair.) The 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama will be again reported for 
the information of the Senate. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to 
insert as a new section ; 

Sec.—. That the agreement made with the holders of bonds of the United States 
since the adjournment of the Forty-sixth Congress, by which the rate of interest 
on such bonds is reduced to 34 per cent., is hereby fully ratified and confirmed 
according to the terms and intent of said agreement. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Iam not authorized to accept any amendment 
to this bill; as a matter of course I cannot do that; but I have con- 
sulted three or four members of the Committee on Finance who sit 
near me, and I have also spoken to the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. 
WINDoM, ] who is more familiar with the subject than any one else 
can be, and I do not see any objection to the amendment myself; and 
as it relates to the subject-matter of the bill, I feel inclined to vote 
for it, but that I think I would insert instead of the word ‘‘ agree- 
ment” the word “arrangement.” The word “agreement” is a legal 
term that seems to import a contract entered into between parties. 
I do not think there was a contract in that legal sense entered into 
between the Secretary of the Treasury and the creditors; but there 
was an arrangement made by which the interest was reduced. I do 
not know that that is very material, however. 















































Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if it be 
not an agreement between the bondholders and the Government 
whether our act ratifying an arrangement that did not rise to the 
dignity of an agreement or contract would give it vitality as a legal 
contract between the parties to take a lower rate of interest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it was such an arrangement as 
needs ratification. I believe that it was complete, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury had the undoubted power to cal! the old bonds for 
payment; he had the undoubted power to regulate the mode and 
manner of payment; and if the holders came forward and said to him, 
“if you do not insist on your call for our payment we will surrender 
in writing by a formal release a portion of the interest upon these 
bonds,” I think it was an arrangement that he might properly make 
under his powers as Secretary of the Treasury. But, as many Sena- 
tors think that was not within his power, or that there was a doubt 
about it, and as none contest the benefit we derive from the arrange- 
ment, if itis desirable to remove any doubt of that kind by a declara- 
tory proposition of this sort, I should feel inclined to vote for it in 
order to relieve the subject from any question hereafter. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to ask a question before the Senator from 
Minnesota proceeds. If the Senator from Ohio will give me his at- 
tention Ishall beobligedtohim. I understood him tosay that, under 
existing laws, since we were in session during the last Congress, the 
Secretary of the Treasury had authority to do what he has done— 
that is, refund the debt at a rate that he thought best. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I said that he had a right to make calls. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That he had a right to do what he has done; 
and the Senator from Ohio takes the ground that it needs no ratifi- 
cation. I do notknow whether it does ornot; I donot know whether 
it is capable of being ratified, but if the Secretary of the Treasury 
had the power to do what has already been done in the way of re- 
funding, what is the necessity fora funding billnow? The Secretary 
of the Treasury has just as much power under existing law now to 
deal with this question as he had during the vacation of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to that is that he has no power to 
issue 3 per cent. bonds containing the terms and stipulations pro- 
posed. He has no power to make such a contract as this law pro- 
poses to make. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am trespassing on the time of the Senator 
from Minnesota now; but I may occupy some time myself hereafter, 
and so I shall not say any more just now. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I have a very few suggestions to 
make with reference to the proposed amendment, although I hardly 
know’ how I shall vote upon it myself. I think the amendment 
wholly unnecessary, and I want to say this, for I wish to make the 
issue as distinctly as I can, that if any Senator believes that this 
arrangement which it is proposed to ratify was either unconstitu- 
tional or illegal, I think it is his duty so to express himself, and not 
vote to ratify it. I believe it to be strictly constitutional and strictly 
legal, and that a ratification is unnecessary. I, therefore, can vote 
either way. I can vote against the amendment because it is unne- 
cessary, or I can vote to ratify the arrangement because it is not rat- 
ifying an unconstitutional or illegal act. But gentlemen who be- 
lieve, if any do believe, that it was illegal or unconstitutional, in my 
humble judgment ought to vote in that way, and not to ratify an 
unconstitutional or illegal act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the whole question of whether this trans- 
action, by whatever name you call it, was legal or not, comes down 
to just this, and nothing more: Whether a release under seal by a 
creditor of the United States of a part of the interest that is accru- 
ing and due to him, filed in the Treasury Department with the assent 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and without an act of Congress, is 
a valid defense if a suit were brought in the Court of Claims. That 
is what it comes to. 

These bondholders, as I understand it, voluntarily filed in the Treas- 
ury Department releases under seal of all the interest that would 
accrue on the bonds which they held, in excess of a certain sum. That 
was a release for the benefit of the United States; and all that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I suppose, did about it, certainly all that 
he could do about it, either physically or legally, was to allow 
these papers of release to be filed and to accept them on behalf of 
the United States to be filed in its public office. Now, then, if one of 
these bondholders were to turn around and sue the United States for 
the difference of interest, the question would be whether it is com- 
petent for the executive department of the United States, the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury, and so on, to receive a release 
from a public creditor without an affirmative act of Congress author- 
izing him to do it. Ido not think that is a very troublesome legal 
question because as to everybody the presumption always is that a 
beneficial discharge of an obligation can be pleaded as adefense. It 
seems to me to be very clear. 

Now, the difficulty of this amendment—and that is what I wish to 
cali the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to—is that it says 
that an agreement made with the bondholders shall be ratified. 
That implies beyond all possible mistake that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has been entering into a contract arrangement, an agree- 
ment with these bondholders. 
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Treasury has entered into an agreement on behalf of the United States 
with its creditors. I do not know any law that authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to enter into an agreement with anybody, 
unless it appears in some statute, and I do not understand that he 
has done so any more than if these releases had been filed in the office 
of the Department of Justice where they might just as well for all 
legal purposes have gone, and then when the creditor sued the United 
States the Department of Justice bound under the law to appear in 
every suit in the Court of Claims against the United States and defend 
would plead the release, and the question would be whether it was 
good. I doubt whether there would be many lawyers or judges who: 
would answer that question in more than one way. And yet here 
you propose to make this act of Congress declare that a Secretary of 
the Treasury has been doing a thing that, if it were not so beneficial 
to the United States, would be deserving of some very serious treat- 
ment because the man who breaks the law knowingly, even for the 
public good, is doing an injury to the Republic. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont if the 
release accepted does not constitute an agreement? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Idonotthink it does. A release isnot an agree- 
ment at all, if the Senator will pardon me, speaking in the accurate 
and exact sense of the thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. A release by itself, I concede, is not an agreement, 
because it is not a perfect act until it is accepted; but when it is 
accepted, then it constitutes an agreement, and if not upon a proper 
consideration it is void. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A release under seal imports a consideration 
that cannot be inquired into or denied. 

Mr. MORGAN. That depends on statute only. Itis not a principle 
ei the common law. It is a principle of statute, not of the commorm 

aw. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator’s pardon with great respect. 
I insist, with great deference to him, that at the common law a seal 
to a release imports conclusively a consideration, in the absence of 
fraud, and statute has nothing to do with it at all. Very likely I 
am mistaken; but my small reading has led me to think that was 
the state of the law about releases. When it is pleaded it is not 
pleaded as a release accepted as an agreement, but the plea simply 
states at the common law nothing else than that the plaintiff in the 
given case had released and discharged by an instrument under seal 
the claim that he had against the defendant; and if anybody doubts 
that we can send for some of the judges to bring here the law books. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me ask the Senator in that connection how 
the guardian of a lunatie or an infant, by making a release under 
seal, can bind the ward so as to prevent that ward from pleading the 
insufficiency or want of consideration in the release? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite a different question; that is a ques- 
tion of authority. Now if the Senator can show that any of these 
bondholders were lunatics (after what they had seen about the oper- 
ations of Congress) in releasing 1} per cent. of their interest, then 
his case is a good one, and as to those bondholders ‘they will beat us 
yet. [Laughter.] But I apologize to the Senator from Minnesota 
for taking so much of his time. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me a sin- 
gle question? 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Because it is important that we should know just 
where we stand about this matter. Upon the statement made by the 
Senator from Vermont, that this transaction wassimply a release exe- 
cuted by the creditor, the subject would be divested of many difficul- 
ties; but I understand that not to be the fact. If I am correctly 
advised, the old bonds—that is, the fives and sixes—were returned 
to the Treasury and surrendered and anew bond, a new piece of paper 
containing a special contract, was issued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the place of those that were surrendered. Now, Mr. 
President, if that is the case, it is an entirely different proposition 
from that presented by the Senator from Vermont. If there was a 
new piece of paper, a new bond, substituted in place of every one of 
those that were surrendered and canceled, then I respectfully submit 
that the facts are not yet all before the Senate on which to found a 
judgment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to ask the Senator from Kansas a question 
before he sits down. Does he consider that mere fact of issuing a 
new piece of paper, as he calls it, an illegal transaction ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no wish to stigmatize any act that was 
performed by the Secretary of the Treasury; I have no wish to cast 
any shadow upon the transaction that was accomplished by which 
the fives and sixes were.extended; but if the Senator from Minne- 
sota asks me personally whether I think the transaction, as I am ad- 
vised it was made, was illegal and unconstitutional, I must answer 
in the affirmative, because I understand that not only was there an 
act on the part of the creditor releasing a certain portion of his in- 
terest, but there was a corresponding act on the part of an executive 
officer of this Government by which the original contract was taken 
up and a new piece of paper, identical in terms with the single ex- 
ception that the rate of interest was changed, was delivered to the 
person who surrendered the original bond; and if it was proper for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to reduce the rate of interest, it was 
equally proper for him, speaking as a question of law, to increase the 
at if, as I understand it, the 













transaction involved the issuing of a new series of bonds bearing 34 
r cent., the question of advantage to the Government cannot come 
in and control the question whether it was legal or constitutional or 


not. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator has taken ample time to answer my 
question. 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Kansas in commenting on the 
remarks of the Senator from Vermont placed great stress on the fact 
that a new piece of paper had been issued. Now I want to examine 
this transaction step by step, and ascertain, if I can, upon what par- 
ticular part of it the Senator from Kansas or any one else agreeing 
with him bases the opinion that it was unconstitutional or illegal. 
Hence I put the question to him, as he seems to giveit somuch weight, 
is the mere fact of issuing a new piece of paper, as he terms it, an 
unconstitutional or illegal act? 

Mr. INGALLS. That in connection with the other acts consti- 
tuting the entire transaction, in my judgment, was entirely without 
authority of law and beyond the constitutional powers of the execu- 
tive of this Government. 

Mr. WINDOM. ThenI willattempt to explain precisely what the 
transaction was; and, asI do so, I want any Senator who believes 
it to have been illegal to tell me at what particular point that ille- 
gality attached. Let him not denounce it in general terms as an 
illegal or unconstitutional act, but point out-to the Senate as I pro- 
ceed with a statement of the transaction what particular illegal thing 
that was done; and he may interrupt me at any time, to do so. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like the Senator to answer the ques- 
tion distinctly as to whether there was a new bond bearing 34 per 
cent. issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in exchange for the 
bonds bearing 5 and 6 per cent. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will state precisely what the transaction was, 
and in doing so will answer the question of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, 

On the 4th of March last, after the adjournment of the last Con- 

ress, it was found that there were of 5 and 6 per cent. bonds, 

71,000,000 in round numbers, that would become redeemable at the 
pleasure of the Government on an after the Ist day of July, 1881. Of 
that total number about one hundred and ninety-seven million 
dollars bore 6 per cent. and the balance 5 per cent. Now, bear this 
in mind, that on the 1st day of July this total bonded indebtedness 
became redeemable or payable at the pleasure of the Government. 
We were not bound to pay any of them at that time, but we had 
the right to pay them, or any of them, or to refrain from paying, as 
suited the convenience and pleasure of the Government. Keep this 
fact in mind. 

An act had been passed at the last Congress, an amendment to an 
appropriation bill, introduced by the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware, [ Mr. BAYARD, ] authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use 
the surplus revenues in the redemption or payment of these bonds. 
There was also a law authorizing the sale of $104,000,000 of 4 per cent. 
bonds which could be used in the redemption of the 5 and 6 per cent. 
debt. 

There are two points in connection with this that I want to make 
the Senate understand, if I can. In the first place, this debt was 
redeemable—and I repeat it again at the risk of being tedious— 
the entire six hundred and seventy-one millions were redeemable at 
the pleasure of the Government on and after the Ist of July; and sec- 
ondly, there were $104,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds that could have 
been sold and would have brought about one hundred and twenty 
million dollars, which could have been used, if sold, for the purpose 
of meeting the maturing bonds; and perhaps $60,000,000 to $80,000,000 
of surplus revenues could have been used in an emergency. This 

laced at the command of the Secretary of the Treasury nearly 
$200 000,000 which he could employ in providing for the maturing 
bonds. Of course it was not possible for him to pay $671,000,000 of 
bonds with only $200,000,000, and it was not desirable to sell, even at 
the high premium, the $104,000,000 of four percents to run twenty-five 
years. It has been said that the Secretary played a sort of bluff game 
in proposing to pay when he had not money enough todoso. Iwant 
to prove to you, Mr. President, that the transaction contained no 
element of that kind. There was not a bond called for which the 
Government could not have paid when the call matured, even if none 
had been continued. Letmeshow youhowitwasdone. Onthellth 
day of April, 1881, the following notice was issued : 


By virtue of the authority conferred by law upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
notice is herehy gives that the principal and accrued interest of the bonds herein- 
below designated will be paid at the Treasury of the United States, in the city of 
Washington, District of Columbia, on the 1st day of July, 1881, and that the inter- 
est on said bonds will cease on that day: Provided, however, That in case any of 
the holders of the said bonds shall uest to have their bonds continued during 
the pleasure of the Government, with interest at the rate of 34 per cent. per annum 
in lieu of their payment at the date above specified, such request will be grante 
if the bonds are received by the Secretary of the Treasury for that purpose on 
er before the 10th day of May, 1881. : 


Then follows a statement of the total amount of these bonds thus 
called, amounting to $195,690,400. Mr. President, you wiil notice 


that this right to have them continued expired on the 10th day of 
May, 1881, leaving fifty days between that time and the maturity of 
the call, in which the Government could provide for payment in case 
any bondholder asked the privilege of having his bond remain un- 
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aid. That time was left for the express purpose of selling the 

104,000,000 of fours if it became necessary to do so in order to meet 
this call. I am happy to say, however, that it never became neces- 
sary to sell oneofthem. This transaction, covering the entire $671,- 
000,000, was consumated with the surplus revenues alone. Now, let 
me read you the request for their continuance. In response to that 
notice just read the following requests were made by the holders of all 
of the six percents except about sixteen million dollars, the $16,000,000. 
having been since paid: 
To the Secretary of the Treasury : 

Under the terms of the circular, No. 42— 2 

The circular from which I have just now read— 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury April 11, 1881, the undersigned, owner of 
the below-described United States six-per-centum bonds, I hereby request that pay- 
ment be deferred, and that it be continued during the pleasure of the Government, 
to bear interest at the rate of three and one-half per-centum per annum from July 1, 
1881, as provided in said circular, and, in consideration of the premises, I hereby 
waive and release all right to, or claim for, any interest on oil bon@in excess of 
three and one-half per-centum per annum on and after said date of July 1, 1881; and 
in witness thereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal this day. 

As I have just said, all except about sixteen million dollars made 
thisrequest, and upon their relinquishment, under seal, of 24 per cent. 
of the interest the Secretary merely refrained from paying them at 
that time, as he had a perfect right to do, and used the money for 
other purposes. In doing this he simply left the bonds unpaid, but 
subject to payment at any moment at the pleasure of the Govern- 
ment, 

Upon receipt of the bond with that request from its owner, 
another bond or piece of paper, to use the expression of the Senator 
from Kansas, to which I will refer more particularly in a moment, 
was issued bearing this language upon its face—— 

Mr. ee Is that bond a duplicate of the old bond in lan- 
guage 

Mr. WINDOM. Precisely the old bond, and I may as well state it 
at this point. ‘These bonds were authorized and issued twenty years 
ago, and have been exchangeable in the same way all that time. If 
the Senator from Kansas had a bond upon which there had been one 
or more indorsements and he desired to have a new bond issued free 
from those indorsements he could return it at any time to the Treas- 
ury and have this new piece of paper issued. So that this part of 
the transaction contains absolutely nothing new. It'has been the 
uniform practice for twenty years. So, then, there was no new bond 
unknown to the law issued, but upon the face of this authorized 
bond the following was stamped—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator passes from his deseription of 
the face of the bond itself, may I ask him if the number of the bond. 
was the same as that of the old one? 

Mr. WINDOM. That I think has never been the ease. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask if it was in this case? 

Mr. WINDOM. No, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. How about the date? 

Mr. WINDOM. It was different, as it always had been. 

Mr. INGALLS. Were they different in this case? I do: not ask 
yee they always had been, but whether in this case they were 

ifferent. 

Mr. WINDOM. I said the date was different in this case. I said 
it was dated on the date of its issue and numbered consecutively. 

Mr. INGALLS. And bore a different number from the old bond? 

Mr. WINDOM. Itborea different number from the bond returned, 
as has been the case for twenty years with every bond, except possi- 
bly a destroyed bond. A bond that had been burned or etherwise 
destroyed possibly was made an exact duplicate. These were not 
duplicates. The exchanges that had taken place all these twenty 
years, about which no complaint had ever been made, were not du- 
plicates, but they were simply issued as I say with date and num- 
ber corresponding to the time when they were issued. They were 
neav pieces of paper, however. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Just at that point I should like to ask a fur- 
ther question. I ask whether these new pieces of paper the Senator 
speaks of bore a rate of interest corresponding with the rate of inter- 
est in the old bond, or whether the rate of interest had been changed 
to 34 instead of 6 or 5 per cent.? 

Mr. WINDOM. The bond was printed, with these exceptions, pre- 
cisely as the bond for which it was exchanged. Then I was going 
on to say that upon the request of the bondholder, and upon his re- 
lease under seal, the following was printed upon the face of the bond 
which he took: 

At the request of and for value received by tlhe owner of this bond, the same is 
continued during the pleasure of the Government to bear interest at the rate of 
three and one-half (3 1-2) per centum per annum from August 12, 1881 as provided 
in Treasury Circular number 52 dated May 12, 1881. (5%) 

Mr. President, that is the whole of the transaction. Now, I want 
to impress this point, that the Secretary of the Treasury had the dis- 
cretionary right to pay the 5and 6 per cent. bonds or to withhold 
payment on them. There was no law requiring him to pay them on 
the Istday of July. He could pay any part of the $671,000,000 on that 
day if he had the money, or he had the legal power and discretion~ 
ary right to withhold payment upon any part at pleasure, and no law 
can be found to the contrary. I am sure that no Senator can point 
to any law that was violated in the exercise of that discretion ; and 
right upon that point, in my judgment, the whole case turns. Here- 
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‘was the right to pay or the right to withhold payment upon these 
‘bonds. Government was not bound to pay them on that day, but 
they were payable at its pleasure at any time after that day, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury was the agent of the Government to exer- 
cise that discretion. 

Let me illustrate. Here were two bonds ; the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had the power to pay them both, or he had the power to withhold 
the payment of both, or the power to pay one and withhold for the 

resent payment of the other. He was not bound to pay them both ; 
S was not beynd to pay either; but he could pay one if he chose, 
-aid refrain from paying the other. Who can dispute that proposi- 
‘tion? Noone. And yetitcoversthe whole ground. In the exercise 
‘of his undoubted power the Secretary of the Treasury chose to pay 
the bond which the owner had not requested to be continued, and to 
refrain from*paying that one on which the owner had voluntarily 
released 2} percent. interest. Had not the owner the constitutional 
power to. request its continuance? Did he violate the Constitution 
or laws of the United States when he came in and said, ‘‘I prefer that 
youshould not paymy bond on the Ist day of July, but that you should 
let it run at the pleasure of the Government, as it now is paying me 
only 34 per cent. interest.” ‘Did he violate any law? Did he wreck 
the Constitution? I think not. Was there anything unconstitu- 
tional or illegal-in the act of the Secretary of the Treasury simply 
exercising the discretion which the law gave to him to pay one of 

those bonds and refrain from paying the other? That is all there 
“was of it. 

Mr. President, I do not see wherein the unconstitutionality or ille- 
-gality of this act consists, and if any Senator can point it out I shall be 

lad to haye him do it, not as did the Senator from Georgia the other 
Sa, who I am sorry is not present, or the Senator from Kansas to-day, 
by a broad assertion that the whole transaction was unconstitutional, 
but by pointing out what part of it was illegal, and what provision 

-of the Constitution is violated. Z : 

Mr. President, the 5 percent. bonds followed in precisely the same 
way toacertain point: Findingon the 10thof May, the time limited 
‘for the request for continuance of the sixes, that there were only about 
‘sixteen million dollars outstanding, the Secretary of the Treasury 
issued the following notice: 

By virtve of the authority conferred by law upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
notice is besely Given that the principal and accrued interest of the 5 per cent. 
coupon bonds, issued under the acts of July 14, 1870, and January 20, 1871, and now 
outstanding and uncalled, will be paid at the Treasury of the United States, in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia, on the 12th day of August, 1881, and that 
the interest on said bonds will cease on that day, and none of these bonds will here- 
after be exchanged for registered bonds bearing 5 per cent. interest: Provided, 
Aowever, That in case any.of the holders of the said coupon bonds shall request to 
have their bonds continued during the pleasure of the Government, with interest at 
therate of 34 per cent. per annum, in lieu of their payment at the date above speci- 
fied, such request will be granted if the bonds are received by the Secretary of the 
Treasury for that purpose on or before the 1st day of July, 1881. 

This call covered about one hundred and thirty million dollars of 
the coupon bonds, leaving uncalled about three hundred and forty 
million dollars of registered fives, and with reference to those the 
following was the notice given: 

The Secretary also announces that until the date mentioned, July 1, 1881, he 
will receive for continuance, in like manner, gubject to like conditions, any of the 
uncalled 5 per cont. registered bonds of the acts of July 14, 1870, and January 20, 
1871, to an amount not exceeding $250,000,000, the remainder of the loan being 
reserved with a view to its payment from the surplus revenues. 


It will be observed that the $250,000,000 were not called, and the 
Government was under no obligation to meet them. It was simply a 
privilege extended to them tocome in and release 14 per cent. inter- 
est untilsuch time as it should be the poeoe of the Government to 
pay them off, Itis quite possible that the notice of anintentionto pay 
off the balance acted as a stimulus to patriotism in this case. There 
was certainly some anxiety onthe part ofthe holders to avail them- 
selves of the privilege of releasing 14 per cent. because the requests 
came in at the rate of over $30,000,000 per day for eight days. One 
day the Secretary received notices from the holders of over $50,000,000 
who were eager to release and have their bonds continued. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not desire to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate; I merely wished tostate in detail this transaction, and if any 
Senator can point out wherein there was an unconstitutional or ille- 
gal step taken, I shall be very glad to hear him do so; but I do in- 
sist, as I did in the beginning, that no Senator who believes this 
transaction to have been unconstitutional or illegal ought to vote for 
this amendment, because we ought not to ratify an unconstitutional 
or illegal act. Ifthe agent of this Government who was acting as 
Secretary of the Treasury performed an illegal act or violated the 
Constitution of the United States, it is the duty of this Senate to 
condemn him and to make reparation to the men whom: he has in- 
jured by it. It does not matter that by such act $16,000,000 of inter- 
est per annum is saved to the Treasury ; $16,000,000 is a very poor 
sum to compensate for permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to 
violate the Constitution of the United States and to trample upon 

our laws; and hence I have to say that any Senator who believes 
it, should condemn the act rather than vote to approve and ratify it. 
And when he has condemned it he should be prepared to make repara- 
tion to the wronged bondholders by appropriating $16,000,000 per 
annum to make good their losses growing out of this violation of the 


Constitution, this wicked usurpation by the agent of the Government. 
I cannot vote for the amendment in its present form, because I 
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claim that there was no “agreement” made, but properly modified I 
will vote for it. I believe it was a legal act, a constitutional act, an 
act in the interest of the Government, and consequently I can have 
no objections to ratifying it, but ifI believed it to be unconstitutional 
or illegal I would not so. vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator takes his seat will he allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does he consider that the United States Govern- 
ment is-bound to pay 3} per cent. interest on the extended fives and 
sixes amounting to $670,000,000 ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Do I consider it is bound to pay it? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do. 

Mr. INGALLS. When did it so contract to do? 

Mr. WINDOM. It contracted to do so when the law was passed 
and the bonds were issued. 

Mr. INGALLS. Three-and-a-half per cent. ? 

Mr. WINDOM. It contracted to pay 6, but 3} now, because the 
bondholder has released the difference between 3} and 6 per cent. 
That is sufficient. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a very ingenious evasion. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is a very plain, straightforward answer. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course I understand as well as the Senator from 
Minnesota the maxim omne majus continet in se minus; that is familiar 
tousall. Butthe statement made by the Senator from Minnesota is 
that the fives and sixes were exchanged. The original loan that fell 
due in 1881 was not paid; it was surrendered, and I assume it was 
canceled, and new pieces of paper, evidencing, I suppose, a contract 
on the part of the Government to pay the amount of money named in 
them at a certain rate of interest, were issued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Now, the Senator will allow me to say that it is a very 
poor evasion of my question to assert that the Government is bound 
to pay 3} per cent. on the extended fives and sixes because 3} per cent. 
is less than 5 or 6, and the Government agreed in the original con- 
tract to pay 5 or 6. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator could not have understood me. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator said that and declined to answer the 
question. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator is entirely nristaken. 

Mr. INGALLS. I asked him when the United States Government 
contracted to pay the holders of the fives and sixes extended, 3} per 
cent., and he says they did so whén they made the original contract. 
If that is his answer I have no further interrogatory to make. 

Mr. WINDOM. The answer I made was that when the bond was 
authorized and issued the Government became bound to pay 6 per 
cent., and it would have been bound to pay the 6 per cent. to-day 
upon that bond had not the owner of the bond come in and volun- 
tarily, under seal, released all claim for 24 per cent. of the 6. For 
that reason it is only bound to pay what is not released. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to say a word upon this prop- 
osition. I do not see anything to condemn in the action of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but I do not regard it in the light in which 
it has been presented. I do not see that the law of releases has any 
application whateverto this subject. ‘That is made for transactions 
between private individuals ; it does not concern and cannot relate 
to the transaction of a sovereign power ar specific pro- 
visions of law in relation to any particular subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt my friend from Florida for a 
moment ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And recall to his attention the fact, which I be- 
lieve he will remember in a moment, that on more than one occasion 
the Supreme Court of the United States—which, to be sure, does not 
make law for us any more than we can make law for it, and not quite 
so much—has decided that releases made by claimants against the 
Government through the War Department, and through the Treasury 
Department, and so on, of the excess of a certain claim beyond what 
the Department was willing to settle it for through its auditing 
offices, was in point of law, without any special act of Congress about 
it, an absolute, conclusive discharge and bar to the claim. 

Mr. CALL. If the honorable Senator from Vermont had ever heard 
of a release of that kind under the provisions of a special statute, I 
could see the analogy which the honorable Senator’s argument pre- 
sents; but still it occurs to me that it does not substantially vary the 
case. If the Supreme Court of the United States has ever decided 
that any officer of this Government has the right to discharge obli- 
gations created by law, then I think the Supreme Court has under- 
taken to assert a proposition which is entirely destructive of the 
Government. But I say again that the laws which relate to releases 


‘between private individuals are not to determine the relations of a 


sovereign power, under its statutes, to its officers charged with their 
execution, nor do they apply in relation to the discharge of its public 
debt, its great funded obligations. Let us see, then, Mr. President, 
upon what ground this transaction can properly stand, if at all. 

I assume that releases, like everything else, must emanate from the 
sovereign power. I think there can be no question of that proposi- 
tion, that it is the sovereign power alone that can grant the release, 
and unless the sovereign power has delegated the right to release 
itself from an obligation to its citizen, whather that obligation be 
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to it or from it, there can be no such authority. If the sovereign 
power has not made a release from its obligation to pay, can the per- 

sons to whom the obligation is due release the sovereign power from 

its obligation? It does not matter whether it is an obligation to 

pay or an obligation to perform some act on the part of the Govern- 

ment, the principle at the bottom of it, the abstract: proposition, is 

that the subject has power to release the sovereign from its obliga- 

tion or determine the manner and the extent to which it shall be 

performed. There can be no such proposition maintained. The Sec- 

retary is not the sovereign power, but the creature of the sovereign 
power, and that is the essence of oar Government, and the only prac- 

tical distinction which exists for the protection of public right; and 
if it be true that the sovereign itself must act, how can the creature 
of the sovereign, in the absence of instruction, direction, or power 
granted, do that which pertains alone to the sovereign power? I 
apprehend that it matters not what the circumstances, nor whether 
it be an obligation to perform or an obligation to have some act per- 
formed, it does not vary the nature of the power and the character 
of the principle. 

I say then, sir, that it is very clear that the subject has no lawful 
power to dictate to the sovereign the manner or the extent to which 
it shall perform its obligations. Does the validity of this act then 
emanate from theright of the subject to give ; has it its validity from 
the right of the citizens of this country to whom these bonds were 
due to give,to the Government the excess of interest? But to every 
gift there must be two parties, the donor and the donee, and the donee 
in this gift must be the sovereign power, not bound by the act of any 
of its creatures except where express authority by law has been given 
tothem to bind it. It cannot therefore emanate from any such power 
as this. 

But it is said it was a contract for a release and thatit had a con- 
sideration. What was the consideration? It is said not to pay the 
bonds, or to pay them at pleasurc. Had the Secretary the right to 
call the bonds for any other purpose than to pay them, and if so, by 
what law? If the consideration, then, was that he should call the 
bonds, but not for the purpose of paying them, and there was no law 
for such an act, how can such a consideration have any validity? 
The consideration would have been clearly unlawful. 

But, Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Minnesota cannot 
justify this act upon the ground on which he has placed it ; he cannot 
say that he had aright to do it because he had the money in the 

to pay a part of the bonds, and when a bond was‘presented 
he could say, ‘I will pay this,” or ‘‘ I will not pay it an:! I will pay 
some others,” or ‘‘I will let some other bonds stand unless you see fit 
to take a lower rate of interest, and then if you will cv that I will 
allow your bond to remain unpaid and continue the investment on 
your part.” That would have been, of course, a mere subterfuge, 
which the law cannot tolerate, much less in the absence of any au- 
thority or power to do it. 

Upon what, then, does the act of the Secretary of the Treasury de- 
pend for its validity? I think it was a wise act. I think it is not 
subject to censure. Where, then, shall we find the ground on which 
to justify it? To my mind itrests entirely upon the proposition that 
the creditor had the right to agree to receive a lower rate of interest, 
subject to the approval and ratification of Congress. Without that 
— and without that ratification there can be no doubt that 

s agreement would have been entirely void andofno force or effect, 
for he had no right to give without the consent on the part of the 
Government to receive, any more than a man has a right even upon 
the status of the law between private individuals to give me a gift 
without my consent to accept it; and no consent could be given by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to accept the discharge of the obliga- 
tions of this Government, without authority of law. No decision of 
the Supreme Court could give it; and if there has been a decision of 
the Supreme Court that in all times and everywhere the creditors of 
this Government may release, and the officers of this Government 
may accept that release, without authority of law, then I say that 
such a decision of the Supreme Court has no warrant either in the 
laws which regulate the conduct of private individuals or of public 
transactions. I think that the Secretary of the Treasury was justi- 
fied legally in this act by the proposition thatthe creditor had a right 
to agree to do this, provided the sovereign power ratified and ap- 
proved it, and I think it ought to ratify and approve it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I brought forward this amend- 
ment I did it in absolute good faith, for the purpose of clearing up 
whatever of difficulty might arise in the case of beneficiaries calling 
their guardians, trustees, &c., to account in the courts of the country. 
I thought it was necessary that Congress should give its approval to 
this arrangement, or agreement, or condition, or whatever it may be 
called, in order to prevent difficulties arising in the courts in refer- 
ence to transactions of this kind. I supposed it would also prevent 

ns from hereafter coming to the Congress of the Uni States 

‘or reclamation for the interest that we have caused them to release 
by the inducements we have held out under this agreement made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. It appears, however, that Senators 
are not satistied with the language which I have used. Some dispute 
that the word “agreement” is a proper description of the arrange- 
ment that was entered into between the bondholders and the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury. Someinsistthatthe words “‘ releaseand waiver” 
are the proper description. Formy part, I have not been able to con- 


sider this in any other light than as an agreement between the bond- 
holders and the Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. A new contract. 

Mr. MORGAN. An agreement is a contract. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was a new contract. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator may describe it as he pleases ; I say 
it is an agreement, and it is based also upon a consideration to a cer- 
tain extent, partly upon the old and partly upon thenew. The solu- 
tion of that question is best arrived at by an examination of the in- 
struments themselves. It is true that in the proposition which was 
made by the bondholder for the purpose of availing himself of this 
new arrangement he embodied a release and waiver underseal. The 
word ‘‘ release” and the word “ waiver” are both used, although a 
waiver under seal is of no more value in the law than a waiver not 
under seal. In that proposition the bondholder used both of these 
words “‘release” and “ waiver” and put the instrument under seal.. 
Thereupon the Secretary of the Treasury did something. Whatdid 
he do? He took a new piece of paper, and upon that he wrote a 
bond which contained precisely the stipulations and agreements of 
the original bond bearing 5 or 6 per cent. interest, as the case might 

be, taking up the old bond and of course canceling and perhaps de- 
stroying it, putting it through the process of maceration, so that the 
old bond was entirely removed from all relationship to the new. That 
was an instrument taken up and canceled, and the obligation of the 
Government on the old bond was entirely extinguished. The new 
paper, when it came out, had the same recitals in it that the old bond 
contained, and the new bond became a new substantive contract 
between the Government of the United States and the bondholder. 
Now what else did it contain? Printed upon the face of it were the 
following words : 

At the request of, and for value received by, the owner of this bond, the same is 
continued during the pleasure of the Government to bear interest at the rate of 
three and one-half (3}) oe ene annum, from August 12, 1881, as provided in 
Treasury Circular number 52, dated May 12, 1881. 

There is expressly a new consideration mentioned in this agree- 
ment, printed on the face of the bond, and it was an agreement to 
continue, it was an agreement by which the bondholder consented 
that the Government of the United States should, during its pleas- 
ure, continue this bond redeemable at its pleasure, bearing interest 
at the rate of 34 per cent. How it can be said that that was pre- 
cisely the old contract with a release added to it I cannot under- 
stand. Ifso, it was an entire work of supererogation to print on the 
face of the bond this new stipulation, if that was the whole contract. 
In fact, the whole contract does not appear on the face of the bond 
at all. It appears on the face of the bond by reference to Treasury 
circular No. 52, dated May 12, 1881, which, by that reference, be- 
comes a part of the contract. 

Mr. BUTLER. For my own information I should like the Senator 
from Alabama to tell me whether the release he has just read*was on 
the face of the old bond or of the new obligation ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I willsay to the Senator from South Carolina that 
what I have just read is not a release ; it is predicated upon a release 
which had been theretofore executed by the holder of the bond. The 
holder of the bond at the time he surrendered his original bond 
signed a release and waiver of his right to reeeive 5 or 6 per cent. on 
that bond according to the tenor of it. Thereupon the Secretary of 
the Treasury issued this new bond, containing exaetly the stipula- 
tions and provisions that were in the old bond, with this that I have 
just read printed upon the face of it, and that was the transaction 
That was the nature of it. Now, the question arises whether I have 
improperly characterized that as an agreement between the Govern- 
ment and the bondholder. If it was a release, and a release only, 
and there was nothing superadded to the release, where was the 
necessity of printing this recital on the face of the new bond? The 
Secretary of the Treasury construed it as an agreement, for after 
having obtained the release and the surrender of the old bond, he 
says: 

At the request of, and for value received by, the owner of this bond, the same is- 
continued during the pleasure of the Government. 

What is the ‘‘ value received ? ” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I want to know if in this discussion the 
Senator attempts to separate the Secretary of the Treasury from the 
head of the executive government. The scruple that rests on my 
mind about this matter is the danger of establishing such a precedent 
as this amendment will do. We cannot — the connection this 
transaction had with something that went before it. ‘The Executive— 
not the same personally, it is true, but it is a continuing power—had 
vetoed a bill passed by both Houses of Congress providing for the fund- 
ing of the debt at 3 per cent., and when this exigency came about 
which was created by Executive authority it became necessary to en- 
ter into this arrangement with the ereditors. New I, for one, propose 
to let this transaction stand where it is, and I donobintend to say to 
future Executives of this country that they can veto a bill p by 
both Houses of Congress providing for the funding of the public debt 

and then get themselves out of the exigency created’by their act by 
such an indemnity as this. 

Mr. MORGAN. I feel as much indignation perhaps, if I may be 

































































































































































































































allowed to use the word, at the conduct of the late President in the 
veto of that bill as the Senator from Florida does. At the same time 
Iam not so mad about it as to undertake, when we are actually rati- 
fying the subsequent act of the Secretary of the Treasury under a 
later Administration, to neglect to provide by law for the security of 
these persons who have dealt in a fiduciary capacity with the Gov- 
ernment. That is all the aim of my amendment. It is merely a 
healing act. Itis not to readjust anything that exists already, or to 
rearrange it, butit is to take it as far as we can—I do not know that 
ave can do it fully—out of the power of the beneficiaries of estates 
to have controversy in court with their trustees over the action of 
this Government. This agreement which has produced to-day so 
much division of opinion among Senators on this floor will produce 
quite as much of rivalry and litigation in the courts of the country, 
and I venture the prediction that a long list of lawsuits will arise 
between wards and guardians, trustees, and cestui que trusts, which 
will have for their purpose the construction of the action of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in the exchange of 5 and 6 per cent. 
bonds for 3} per cent. bonds. All this question will come up. I do 
not know that we can settle it by an act of Congress; but it seems 
to me to be altogether wise that we should endeavor to do so, and 
that we should embody in a statute and by that means show our 
consent to this agreement in order that it may have its effect, 
whether legal or moral—I do not care which particularly—upon 
parties who may hereafter be disposed to question the validity of this 
arrangement or this agreement, or by whatever word you choose to 
call it. 

I arose, Mr. President, merely to call attention to the fact that the 
word “agreement” as used in this amendment is a proper descrip- 
tive word of the arrangement, and if the Senator from Vermont is 
correct in saying that there was a release and a waiver under seal of 
the right of the bondholder to receive above 3} per cent. interest, 
it is equally true that that agreement was not so considered and so 
treated by the Government, for after the release had been delivered 
new bonds were issued with this agreement looking to the future and 
based upon the recital of a valuable consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. May [ask the Senator from Alabama one question, 
for I have great respect for his legal opinion? I desire to know 
whether in his opinion as a lawyer this piece of paper, as it has been 
characterized, is a new contract between the Government and its 
creditors? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say in reply to the question of the Senator 
from South Carolina what I would not have ventured to have said 
without it, that I do regard it as a new contract. It is so by its 
terms. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then may I ask the Senator if he knows of any 
law, or can the Senator from Minnesota put his eae on any law, 
under and by virtue of which an executive officer of this Government 
can bind it by a new contract involving many millions of dollars ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I cannot. Ihave not undertaken todoso. I have 
not assumed that the Government of the United States has given 
any express authority whatever to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue new bonds. On the contrary, I am inclined to adopt the view 
of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. CaLu,] that when the Govern- 
ment of the United States acts it always acts according to law, and 
that no man in this Government has the right to represent the Gov- 
‘ernment otherwise than in accordance with law, and every execu- 
tive officer of this Government must find the warrant in the law for 
every act he performs; otherwise it is an illegal act, whether bene- 
ficial or otherwise. That is my view of that subject. 

At the same time we are not dealing with propositions upon which 
we propose to base new legislation; we are dealing with proposi- 
tions connected with accomplished facts. The bill which you pro- 
pose to pass here is essentially a ratification of all the material bene- 
fits and advantages which the Government is to derive from the 
reduction of “the rate of interest on these bonds; and while we are 
thus dealing with accomplished facts, it seems to me to be a duty on 
our part that we should so declare the law to be in reference to this 
thing as that hereafter the very question which is made by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina cannot be held to arise, for the Congress of 
the United States, if my amendment shall be adopted, will have 
declared legislatively that this agreement, arrangement, release, or 
waiver, or whatever you please to callit, is ratified and confirmed, 
and henceforth is not to be called in question. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the honorable Senator allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LAPHAM. What authority of law is there for the Secretary 
of the Treasury to receive conscience-money ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have never taken that question into considera- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. In receiving conscience-money, as I understand it, 
there is no new contract made between the Government and the 
party who pays the coriscien2e-money in. 

Mr. LAP. The Secretary receives a surrender from citizens 
of the Government. This is simply a surrender of a portion of the 
interest on public obligations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willsay to the honorable Senator from New York 
that when a man holding a 6 per cent. bond comes in and yields the 
interest down to 3} per cent. on a continuous contract in the future, 
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he does not return to the Government of the United States money 
that belongs to it, like a man who stole money out of the Treasury 
and returns it. He yields something that belongs to him. That is 
the difference. I am not advised what the statutes are as to the right 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to receive conscience-money; but 
whenever such money is received, it is money that belongs to the 
Government of the United States by the confession of the party who 
returns it, and never was the money of the party who fraudulently 
embezzled or stole it. That is the difference in the two cases; they 
are not at all parallel; and itis not at all necessary that I should go 
into any discussion of that subject in order to prove the proposition 
for which I am contending. 

I have not undertaken to arraign the legal right of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to make this arrangement; but I find that it does 
arise in a great many minds, and I am trying tosettle it. That is the 
purpose of my amendment. We do not commit ourselves either to 
precedent or anything else ; we are legislating about an accomplished 
state of facts in this country, which the Senator from Minnesota 
rightly says we do not wish now to give up. We do not want to 
return the $16,000,000 per annum that some persons might claim to be 
justly due on thisdebt. We have no idea of doing that thing atall. 
No gentleman here, however hypercritical he may be about the lan- 
guage of the amendment, or about the attitude which we are now to 
occupy before the country, desires to return any part of this money. 
But there is some duty that we owe to other persons, and which we 
ought to settle if we can agree about it, and that duty is at least now 
to put on the statute book a law ratifying this arrangement, even 
if there may never have been a law to authorize it at the time the 
arrangement was made. 

I maintain that this is not only a contract, but a continuing con- 
tract. It is not a mere release; it is a contract operating in the 
future as long as these bonds remain unpaid, by which for value re- 
ceived, according to the statement indorsed on the face of each bond 
itself, the party holding it agrees that he will receive 34 per cent. 
upon a bond which shows that but for the agreement he would be 
entitled to receive 5 or 6 per cent. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Does not the receipt of conscience-money carry 
with it an implied contract to release the person from any further 
obligation ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I really do not know. I think he ought to be put 
in the penitentiary after he makes the confession. That is my judg- 
ment about it. The conscience-money question is so far removed 
from any real connection with this question that I have not thought 
about it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This is the point of my inquiry simply. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury receives and puts into the Treasury that 
description of money without any express authority of law, because 
it is an acknowledgment to the Government by an individual that 
he has something which belongs to the Government. Now, here are 
holders of bonds who come to the Government and say, ‘‘We are 
entitled to receive 5 or 6 per cent. upon our obligations ; we are will- 
ing to surrender all that but 3} per cent.” It is upon the point of 
the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to receive that that I 
make the inquiry. It seems to me his authority is very clear. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not disputed his authority to receive it ; 
but some ward perhaps will bring his guardian into court, and I 
want now to say that the guardian had authority to do as he did, 
and I want to say it by law, to remove all doubt. It may be that 
it is not necessary to make this expression on the part of Congress. 
At the same time I am a little surprised that Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber are not able to agree upon the ground taken by 
the Government of the United States on this question. It seems to 
me that a policy which has been so much boasted of and so ardently 
adopted as a substitute for the act of the last session of the last Con- 

ess of the United States ought at least to find some general, uniform 

oundation in Republican conviction. They ought to know whether 
this is an agreement, or whether it is a release, or whether it is a 
waiver, or whether it is a renewal and novation of a contract. It 
seems to me they ought to be able to agree upon it, and when I offer 
to them a solution of the whole difficulty by simply denominating it 
an agreement and ratifying and confirming it, I do not think I am 
entitled to any censure for offering that olive-branch of peace to the 
other side. I remark again that I believe this is a necessary and a 
healing act to settle difficulties that may arise in the future. If the 
Senate disagree with me on the question, of course that will end it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do I understand that the Senator from Alabama 
is willing to substitute the word ‘ arrangement” for “‘agreement?” 

Mr. MORGAN. I would be willing entirely if ‘‘ arrangement” 
meant anything. “Arrangement” means nothing at all unless it im- 
ports the nature and consequences of an agreement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Still that is the preferable term to many. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am willing to insert this, “‘that'the agreement 
of release and waiver is hereby ratified,” if the Senator desires a more 
specific definition of what the nature of it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonotcare. It makes no difference tome. I 
can vote for it either way. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whether it is a release or a waiver or a new con- 
tract, Ido not care. The word “arrangement” does not suit me for 
the reason that it does not mean anything. It means nothing in law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not see much difference between an “agreo- 
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ment of waiver,” which I think would answer the purpose, and the 
word ‘‘ arrangement,” which is better because it is broader. Still I 
make no point. I only suggest, in order to get as large a vote as 
possible for the proposition and make it meet the views of all who 
agree with the general idea, that the words ought to be as broad as 

ible. The word “arrangement,” involving many separate acts 
would be broader and better; but if the Senator prefers it I will 
agree to say “agreement of waiver,” as proposed by him. The word 
“arrangement,” however, covers everything. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know the meaning of any such term as 
“arrangement” in legal terminology. I donot know what it means. 
Lawyers speak of contracts, speak of agreements, speak of releases, 
and speak of waivers, use words the meaning of which is distinctly 
understood ; but what ‘‘ arrangement” is I do not know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word “‘ agreement” implies the consent of 
two parties at the same time to a given state of things. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does not that describe this transaction exactly ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. That is precisely what your bond on its face stip- 
ulates, that there is a consent of two parties and on a valuable con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But on the other side it is insisted that one of 
the parties to this agreement had not the legal right to make it. I 
wish to avoid any question of that kind by using a broader word 
still, “‘ arrangement,” which may, of course, imply a subsequent rat- 
ification by one of the contracting parties. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to put this matter as tenderly as pos- 
sible to the wounded sensibilities of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not trouble me at all. I indorse the act. 
I think that all the Secretary of the Treasury did wasright; and on 


that broad ground alone I would have done thesame; and my honor-° 


orable friend from Alabama, I think, if he had been there, would have 
done the same under like circumstances. Therefore I do not stop 
to discuss nice questions of law. I am willing to vote for the word 
““‘acreement,” but I think the better word would be “ arrangement.” 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have no disposition to animad- 
vert at all upon the action of the late Secretary of the Treasury, and 
I am sorry that this question has been brought up. I am sorry that 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama has brought up this dis- 
cussion, because it requires us to vote now either affirmatively, ap- 
proving the action of the late Secretary, or against that action by 
refusing to adopt the amendment. Now, sir, with my view of this 

uestion I cannot vote for the amendment of the Senator from Ala- 

ama. I have listened to the discussion and listened to the explana- 
tion of the late Secretary of the Treasury, and in my opinion, after 
hearing the whole discussion, there was no authority in law for the 
transaction, or ‘‘ arrangement,” as the Senator from Ohio calls it, or 
for the “ agreement,” as it is called in the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama, to have been made on the part of the late Secretary. 
So far as that arrangement affects the creditor of the Government, I 
have not the least doubt that that arrangement is binding and will 
estop the public creditor from demanding at any time more than 3} 
per cent.; but I very seriously doubt whether that creditor upon a 
suit on his bond against the Government, if he was to bring suit 
against the Government and was permitted to do so, could recover if 
the plea of non est factum was interposed. I consider that that piece 
of paper issued by the late Secretary of the Treasury was not the act 
of the Government because it was not authorized bylaw. The Gov- 
ernment will pay the interest, and to that extent ratify the act of the 
late Secretary, I have no doubt. I suppose there is no man in the 
United States who would wish to deprive the public creditor of the 
piece of paper which he holds, and which he supposed at the time it 
‘was issued would have the effect of a bond of the Government of the 
United States. But suppose, sir, that before the Supreme Court of 
the United States such a case could be carried there to be tried upon 
the pleas that could be interposed in behalf of the Government, and 
the plea of non est factum was put in, that it was not the bond of the 
“Government, where would be the law to which the late Secretary of 
the Treasury could point authorizing him to issue a 34 per cent. bond? 
Idoubt exceedingly whether a suit could be maintained upon such a 
oe in the courts of the country by the creditors who now hold these 

nds. 

I am therefore not willing to ratify the act of the Secretary, be- 
-cause it is ratifying an act which I believe to have been unauthor- 
ized by law. The Senator himself cliallenged us to point to the law 
that prohibited his act. That is not the question. The question is 
for him to show the law that authorized it, and that I have listened 
in vain to hear. 

It is true that the late Secretary says he was invested with dis- 
cretion to pay or not to pay, that upon the application of the creditor 
he declined to pay the bond, but agreed to continue it at 34 per cent. 
interest ; and that is the very point. He could have agreed not to 
call in and pay off the bond; but where is the law that gave him the 
right to say ‘I will pay you 3} per cent.,” when there was no act of 
Congress authorizing the issue of a bond of that character? 

Now, sir, I do not desire to criticise at all the action of the late 
Secretary, and but for this amendment which brings us to a vote 
upon it, I should have said nothing upon it; but as the question is 
here I will say that notwithstanding T Yoyo no doubt that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury thought he was doing a good act for the Gov- 
ernment, and his act has saved some sixteen million dollars to the 
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Government as he says, yet I take upon myself to say that under 
all the circumstances, in my judgment, the Secretary of the Treasury 
ought not to have entered into such a contract or arrangement, be- 
cause, first, there was no authority in law for his making such ar- 
rangement, and secondly because it was not in harmony with the 
declared and expressed will of Congress in reference to the rate of 
interest the Government should pay on that very class of bonds. 

We had at the last session of Congress, enly a few months before 
the Secretary assumed control of the subject, through both Houses 
of Congress by large majorities passed a bill to refund the sixes and 
fives into 3 per cent. bonds; and now I say that if the Secretary 
assumed the right to issue any bond whatever, if in his judgment he 
had authority to enter into any arrangement in reference to the inter- 
est that should be paid upon these bonds, it was the bounden duty 
of the Secretary to put himself in harmony with the expressed and 
declared will of Congress as exhibited in the passage of the bill of 
the last session. 

On every ground, then, Iam not able to vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama, first, because I do not believe there 
was any authority to make the contract or agreement that was en- 
tered into by the late Secretary ; and, secondly, if he possessed any 
authority to make a contract on the subject at all, he ought to have 
made such a contract as would have reflected the expressed and de- 
clared will of the Congress of the United States. But, sir, that bill 
was vetoed. That bill was voted against by the late Secretary, then 
a Senator on this floor, and by most of the gentlemen of his party; 
and the then President of the United States, disregarding the wishes 
of Congress as expressed in the passage of that bill, saw proper to 
interpose his veto, and thus remitted the whole question back again 
to the people of the country, until the executive department of the 
Government interposed and forestalled the future action of the Gov- 
ernment by making some arrangement with the creditors by which 
they were to have 3} per cent. if the contract itself is binding. 

Sir, I cannot vote to indorse that, because I think in the first place 
there was no authority in law for the action of the Secretary, and in 
the second place because I think it violated the expressed and declared 
will of Congress in reference to the amount of interest that should 
hereafter be paid on the old 5 and 6 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask aquestion? He 
says he cannot vote for this amendment because it will ratify the 
action of the Secretary of the Treasury. I ask the honorable Senator 
if he can vote to refund the bondholders the money in excess of the 
3} per cent. that we now hold, on the idea that the contract was void ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir, because they have expressly come up 
and waived it and are estopped from making any claim on the Gov- 
ernment, and I am not so liberal with the funds of the Government 
as to be making public donations out of the public Treasury. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then if we accept the benefit of the arrangement 
why should we not go on and so declare, and declare further that, 
whether that act be wrong or not wrong, it is now ratified and con- 
firmed so as to affect persons who may be involved in difficulty and 
litigation as trustees? 

r. BUTLER. I shall vote against the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Alabama entirely upon the grounds set forth by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware ; and when the Senator from Alabama propounds 
the inquiry whether we shall accept the benefits af the act of the 
late Secretary of the Treasury and then refuse to confirm his act, 
I beg to state that I doubt very much, indeed I think it is very ques- 
tionable, whether we derive any benefit from it, although we may 
save $16,000,000. I think it is always unsafe and extremely unsafe 
upon occasions of this kind to confirm an act which had not the slight- 
est warrant of law. 

Mr. WINDOM. How can the Senator refrain from voting, then, to 
a 2} per cent. to the injured bondholders ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not catch the question. 

Mr. WINDOM. How can the Senator on that basis refuse te ap- 
propriate the 2} per cent. or $16,000,000 to compensate the injured 
bondholders? 

Mr. BUTLER. The creditors do not ask for it. 
that when that question comes up. 

Mr. WINDOM. Would the Senator do it if they did ask for it? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer that when that question comes up. 

Mr. WINDOM. But the Senator will not answer it now? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not because it is not before the Senate; it 
has nothing to do with this question. 

Mr. WINDOM. I was under that impression when I asked the 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was simply replying to the proposition of the 
Senator from Alabama. He stated that having derived the benefit 
we should now confirm the action of an executive officer of this 
Government whose actin my judgment was not justified by law; and 
the Senator from Minnesota when he was questioned to place his 
finger upon that provision of the law under which he acted failed to 
do so, or I failed to hear it. ; 

Mr. WINDOM. Every Senator on this floor has thus far failed 
to place his finger on the specific illegal part of this transaction, and 
I ask the Senator from South Carolina to do it at this moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I submit to the Senator from Min- 
nesota that when an executive officer of this Government comes 
before Congress fer a confirmation of his act, it is his duty to show 


I will determine 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
concur in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire aseparate vote on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas, [Mr, PLumB.] Ido not know that there 
is any contest over any of the amendments except the one I have 
mentioned, the proposed second section of the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire that the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] shall be reserved. I did not have an oppor- 
tunity to vote upon it as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be reserved. Is there objection to taking 
the vete on the other amendments together ? 

Mr. VEST. I wish to have reserved for a separate vote the amend- 
ment just adopted on the motion of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. 


Was 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. That amendment will also be re- 
served. The question is on concurring in all the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, except the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and the amendment just adopted of the 
Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS. ] 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The qrention now is on concurrin, 
in the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, ] whic 
will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Sxc. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held in 


the Treasury for the redemption of United States notes, in excess of $100,000,000, in 


Laie nein on of the bonds of the United States, such redemption to be made in not 
less than three installments; and the said sum of $100,000,000 so left in the Treas- 
= not be increased or diminished except in the redemption of United States 
notes. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I shall prolong the debate but a 
few moments, simply to restate this question. I regard the pending 
amendment as the only one upon which there can be much centro- 
versy, and it does not relate to the subject-matter of the bill. I 
recall to the Senate’s attention the fact that the bill was reported 
with substantial unanimity by the Committee on Finance. 

When I appeared here as the — of the committee I expected 
some opposition from the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAyaRD] on 
the ground that the bonds would probably not be sold, or if sold that 
they would not be maintained atpar. That was an opposition which 
I natty re The question was debated by the Senator from Del- 
aware, but his position did not seem to have muchstrength, because 
there seemed to be a general confidence on both sides of the House 
that these bonds would be taken. 

The next proposition was made by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
VEST ;] and it was very natural under all the circumstances, consid- 
ering the debate of last year, when my eloquent friend from Missouri 
led off and made his gallant charge against the national banks, that 
his political associates would follow him there. Butthat matter has 
been disposed of; it has been defeated ; and I have no controversy 

r dispute about the propriety of that amendment except that I 
thought it ought to be postponed in order to come up on another bill. 

Then came the proposition offered by the Senator from Kansas, 
[Mr. PLuMB.] That was never offered in committee; it was never 
considered in committee. The substantive amendment first offered 
by the Senator from Kansas involved three or fonr different propo- 
sitions, two of them much more important than the one which is now 
before the Senate. I want to call the attention of the Senate as 
briefly as possible to the effect of that amendment. 

The resumption fund (which my friend from Kansas insists is a 
specific sum; I say it is not) consists of the surplus revenue super- 
added to the proceeds of $95,000,000 bonds sold by the then Secretary 
of the Treasury. It is in fact the whole available fund of the Treas- 
ury, the whole surplus revenue of the Treasury, sometimes amounting 
to one hundred and thirty-odd millions, as was stated, and sometimes 
reaching $150,000,000, varying because at different times there are 
varying demands upon the Treasury. That fund, called the available 
balance, is subject to be drawn upon, first, for the redemption of 
United States notes; next, for the ordinary current expenses of the 
Government; next, for the money in the hands of disbursing officers, 
and various sums ans for different purposes. 

If there was no redemption fund and no provision was made for the 
redemption of United State notes, the amount on hand had usually 
varied for years. Before the war it was from $20,000,000 to $25,000,000, 
depending upon the state of the payments; so that this resumption 
fund, if it may be so called, could only be treated as the whole amount 
of money on hand subject to various purposes. Suppose the whole 
available fund in the Treasury is on the average $140,000,000, which 
is about all itis. This proposition is to set aside $100,000,000 for a 
resumption fund and to apply the whole of the balance, without ex- 
ception, to the payment of 34 per cent. bonds, leaving in the Treasury 
as the maximum $100,000,000. One hundred millionsin what? Does 
the amendment say in coin? Not atall. It does not speak of coin. 
There is nothing in the amendment about coin, either gold or silver. 
It provides: 


That the Secre of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held in the 
Treasury for the redemption of United States notes in excess of $100,000,000. 


So that the only funds reserved under the amendment of the Sena- 


tor from Kansas are $100,000,000, to meet not only the payment of 
United States notes but to meet the ordinary current demands of the 
Government from time to time, varying in amount sometimes ten or 
eleven million dollars. This $100,000,000 is not to be set aside in 
coin. Nothing is said about coin. It may be in bank notes; it may 
be in United States notes, of which there is a large amount in the 
Treasury; it may be in fractional silver coin, which is not a legal 
tender to any extent. The result would be that when you come to 
deduct these various kinds of money you may leave this fund, which 
is the basis of your banking system and the basis of your United 
States notes, at $40,000,000, $50,000 000, or $60,000,000. 

The first inquiry would be whether this fund should be kept in 
coin. Onght not coin to be kept for the redemption of United States 
notes? Then why not say soin the amendment? But if so, what 
kind of coin? There another question comes up. Would you con- 
sider as re of your reserve fund the $26,000,000 of fractional silver 
coin in the Treasury? Certainly not, because you could not tender 
that fractional silver coin in the payment of United States notes to 
an amount of more than $20. 

Mr. MORRILL. Five dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, $20; the limit has been increased to $20.° 
Then, as a part of the $100,000,000 you have the whole of the United 
States notes and the whole of the bank notes held in the process of 
redemption, because they are all a part of the available money in the 
Treasury, less certain sums deducted. Iask whether it would be safe 
to provide for such a resumption fund? 

Let me go a little further. This resumption fund is not only the 
basis of our United States notes but it is the basis of the bank notes. 
By a law passed since the passage of the resumption act the banks 
were relieved from the holding of surplus balances, and they were 
relieved in a large measure from holding any fund for the redemp- 
tion of their bank notes. Formerly, under the old law, the banks 
were compelled to hold 25 per cent, of United States notes or gold to 
redeem their notes; but, in consequence of the resumption act, that 
was repealed, and now the banks are not bound to hold any money 
for the redemption of their notes except 5 per cent. in the Treasury 
of the United States, and that they have got to maintain from time 
to time; so that there is no redemption fund for either bank notes 
or United States notes except this redemption fund; and this $100,- 
000,000, diminished by the fractional silver coin, diminished by the 
ordinary demands upon the Government, is the only basis for the 
redemption of the whole $700,000,000 of paper money now outstand- 
ing in the United States. 

sit desirable to enter into that kind of legislation ona bill to which 
it is totally irrelevant, a bill which has no relation at all to either 
the banking system or to the redemption of United States notes? I 
sppeat to Senators, now that we have reached the last stage of this 
bill, to leave that question to the Committee on Finance. There is 
no disposition on the part of any member of that committee to throw 
the question aside. How this reserve fund should be denominated, 
in what it should consist, of what amount, what provision should be 
made to add to it, as proposed by the Senator from Iowa, all those 
are grave questions; and now I ask the Senate how it can adopt this 
amendment in full view of the fact that its adoption will necessarily 
compel persons holding my views, and most of those on this side of 
the Chamber, to vote against this proposition for a 3 per cent. bond ; 
because with our conviction of the importance of this great reserve 
we dare not weaken it so as to excite for a moment thedoubt or fear 
of any timid creditor in this country. Let us drop this proposition 
from the bill, and let us consider it at another time and place. I 
appeal to Senators, therefore, to let us try the experiment of this 3 
per cent, bill, free from all entangling alliances. 

The Senate has met the views of those who believe that we can pay 
the $550,000,000 of 34 percents in five years. The Senator from Min- 
nésota thought we should be able to pay the whole of this debt in 
five years. The language of the bill has been made so as to meet the 
views of those gentlemen ; so that even if we should pay off all of the 
$350,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds reserved for payment in three years, 
we can then proceed to pay without delay or without cost even the 
$200,000,000 to be issued under this proposed act; and that difficulty 
isremoved. ‘The question as to whether the banks shall take these 
bonds has been removed by the action of the Senate, and now there 
is no extraneous subject introduced into the bill except the one I 
have mentioned, the question of the amount of the reserve. 

I hope that those of us who have ase long and so hard for 
the purpose of having a 3 per cent. bill which we can vote for will 
not be prevented from voting for it by an amendment which, in my 
judgment, will greatly endanger the safety of the redemption fund. 

e feel that that fund should be preserved intact and undiminished 
for the redemption of United States notes. We cannot tell what a 
day or an hour will bring forth. We dare not, in my jud ment, with 

roper considerations for our obligations to the people of the United 


Suir Re air the confidence of the people in the great reserve; and 


though it lies there idle it is the most valuable item in our financial 
budget. 

If this ements upon a sudden movement, by adopting an amend- 
ment to this little bill, can at once throw off one-third of this reserve 
fund, wy may not somebody else come in with a proposition on some 
other bill, an appropriation bill, and say, ‘‘a hundred million is too 
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much?” Why may not my friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] say 
thas $50,000,000 is enough, and another blow be struck at the public 
credit? Why may not somebody else say, “ $50,000,000 is too much ; 
$25,000,000 is enough. For two years nobody has wanted the gold 
-and therefore $25,000,000 is enough.” Suppose they get that; and 
then some one, so energetic an opponent as my friend from Kentucky, 
[Mr. BECK, ] will say, “ We do not want any; let us strike it all out 
.and pay out all the coin in the Treasury.” ; i 

Sir, nochange ought to be made in the laws which affect the public 
credit, which affect all existing contracts, which affect tho existing 
financial system, unless after grave deliberation and debate. 

Mr. MORRILL. A million and a half of gold goes out to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not say anything about the*changed condi- 
tion of the time, but I know as a matter of course that our exports 
are falling off very rapidly. Soon after our imports will fall off and 
our income will diminish. The Senator from Vermont tells me that 
a million and a half of gold goes out to-day. Is that stated in the 
papers ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is stated in the New York papers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihad not seen that. -At all events, this is not 
the time for us to interfere with this question. It ought tobe taken 
up and deliberately debated and discussed ; and it will be presented 
to the Senate within the present session, when the bounds and lim- 
its, the nature and character of this reserve fund can be defined by 
law. 

I trust, therefore, that even the two Senators from Kansas will see 
that this is not the time to introduce a proposition that will prevent, 
and must necessarily prevent, many friends of a3 per cent. loan from 
voting for the bill. It puts me in a very awkward position. Last 
night I felt very much like an English or French minister when an 
important proposition had been carried against him which he thought 
was vital and essential ; I felt like resigning and turning over the 3 
per cent. bill to my friend from Kansas. ; 

Sir, I could not vote for the bill with my appreciation of the im- 
portance of maintaining the full strength and vigor of that great 
reserve upon which all our paper money rests. Why should we not 
consider that proposition alone, on its merits, and let gentlemen on 
both sides who choose to vote for the experiment of a 3 per cent. bill 
vote for it and carry it? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I cannot say that I quite appreciate 
the last statement of the Senator from Ohio about his feeling that he 
might be induced to resign. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I meant to resign the custody of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. To resigning anything. His likening himself to a 
minister of the government of France or of England leads me to 
think that perhaps he may have thought he was the Government of 
the United States, and that an adverse vote of the Senate might pos- 
sibly put him under some obligatéon of resigning because of the Sen- 
ate expressing its dissent from his policy. 

Ihave no doubt that I am fatuous upon this subject, that I am en- 
tirely incapable of appreciating that which is sound in finance, but 
I must vote my convictions nevertheless. 

The argument of the Senator from Ohio is that we do not name in 
this amendment the kind of money that is to be kept in the Treasury 
forredeeming United States notes. Has there been juggling in the 
bookkeeping of the Treasury Department ? Does resumption depend 
upon which side of the column the figures are placed, or is it founded 
upon something specific and real? Ido not know really, after hear- 
ing the ar, ent of the Senator from Ohio, which it is. 

fn the first place, the Senator from Ohio says in substance that 
there is no money in the Treasury ; that is, legal money, coin dollars, 
that are held for the purpose of redeeming United States notes ; that 
it may be fractional currency, it may be subsidiary silver coin, it 
may be greenbacks, it may be silver certificates, the Lord only knows 
what, only he is not quite sure that there is a single dollar of coin 
there for the purpose of redeeming United States notes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ididnotsay that. Isaid the whole amount was 
there, not only for the redemption of United States notes, but also 
for the payment of current liabilities. The Senator thought there 
was about one hundred and forty-five million dollars. He knows 
perfectly well that this is not only for the purpose of paying the ordi- 
nary expenses of the Government incurred, but also for the redemp- 
tion fund. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the amount in the Treasury is more than $100,- 
000,000 greater than that; it is over $250,000,000. If it isnot in coin 
what does it consist of? What has become of the $140,000,000 of coin 
specifically set apart in the beginning for the redemption of United 
States notes? It is either in the Treasury in coin, or the Secretary 
has violated the law. I prefer to believe that the law has been 
obeyed. 

The law of January 14, 1875, provides that : 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to propere and provide for the redemp- 
tion in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus revenues, 
from time to time, in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated— 

And at that time the Secretary could not receive and did not re- 
ceive anything but coin— 
and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the descrip- 
tions of bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved Ju 
14, 1870, entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” wit 
like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act 
into full effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


What was done? Here is the report of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury upon that subject. He says: 

Previously to the resumption of specie payments, a reserve was accumulated in 
the Treasury by the sale of $95,500, of bonds, and by the retention of an addi- 
tional amount of about forty million dollars from surplus revenues. 

That must have been received in coin. We know in point of fact 
it was received in coin. We know that the surplus revenue at that 
time consisted of coin and coin only. Does the Senator mean to say 
that the Secretary of the Treasury has since that time changed the 
coin into something else? Does he mean to say that he has violated 
the law which says that he shall take this coin and keep it for re- 
demption purposes by devoting it to some other object and thereby 
deprive the Treasury of the means of redemption? This is what the 
statement of the Senator from Ohio amounts to, and upon the same 
authority resumption is based upon an unassorted lot of fractional 
currency, subsidiary silver coin, greenbacks, national-bank notes, and 
no definitely ascertained amount of either or all over and above the 
current liabilities of the Government. In other words, resumption is 
based upon the unwillingness of the people to present greenbacks for 
redemption, and not upon the ability of the Treasury to redeem. 

I prefer not to believe this extraordinary statement, but rather to 
believe that the Senator from Ohio when Secretary of the Treasury 
and his successors have obeyed the law; and therefore Isay that the 
Treasury holds to-day in coin more than $100,000,000 for this partic- 
ular purpose of redeeming United States notes. When the amend- 
ment under consideration speaks of a redemption fund it means the 
redemption fund which the law required the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to accumulate for that purpose, part of which he got by the sale 
of bonds, and which the present Secretary of the Treasury says is 
there now, being the proceeds of the sale of $95,500,000 of 4 per cent. 
bonds and of $40,000,000 of surplus revenue set aside for that par- 
ticular purpose. 

The Senator from Ohio says that this is a tremendous proposition, 
because, he says, some other Senator may move to reduce the fund 
still further. He admitted yesterday, what everbody knows, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury may, as the law now stands, do what 
he pleases with this fund—add to or subtract from it or leave it as it 
is. One man, not seventy-six men, not Congress, but its servant, 
may now, at his own sweet will, wipe out the redemption fund alto- 
gether; and he also may keep all the surplus revenues until this fund 
has absorbed all the currency of the country, producing bankruptcy 
and ruin everywhere. 

The Senator thinks it is better to leave this tremendous power to 
be exercised in the sole discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who has already, according to the last report, caused this fund to 
fluctuate between 36 and 45 per cent., at his own will, than it is to 
have it controlled by Congress. I say that that is an appeal in favor 
of one-man power against the power of the people as represented by 
Congress; and it is the exercise of this great and dangerous power 
which this amendment is designed to prevent. 

I want the responsibility for the use of this redemption fund fixed 
by law. I can view with a great deal more complacency the action 
of a body of men representing the people and responsible to them in 
their representative capacity than I can the action of any one man, 
and especially one not directly responsible to the people. The Senator 
seeks to alarm the Senate and the country by saying there is present 
likelihood ofa panic; that gold is going from us; that business is onan 
unsound basis, and therefore this amendment should not be adopted. 
Whatever the design, the effect of such talk is in the direction of 
bringing about the very result he seems to deprecate. A panic is 
the result chiefly of a lack of confidence, and how could confidence 
be more impaired than by the statement made by the Senator from 
Ohio, to the effect that resumption was dependent upon a treasury 
without coin, and with little or no funds above current liabilities, 
and that circumstances all pointed to financial disaster in the busi- 
ness world ? 

But there is really no occasion for alarm. Business on the whole 
is upon a sound footing. The Treasury is not only strong, but more so 
than necessary, and made so by a hoarding of money which the 
country needs the use of in its business. 

In his anxiety to defeat this amendment and pass the bill as it 
came from the committee, the Senator from Ohio has tendered to the 
free-traders an immediate revision and reduction of the tariff. Is 
there an ulterior motive which justifies these proffered concessions ? 
Is there a fear that such an investigation of Treasury methods and 
Treasury book-keeping as would result from the adoption of this 
amendment would disclose something unpleasant? 

Those who support this amendment believe that it is in the inter- 
est of economy, of safety, and of a proper regard for the business and 
other interests of the people. The fund to be left is not only ample 
for times of quiet but equally so for those of disaster if they should 
ever come. Every business interest conspires to maintain resump- 
tion, and will continue soto do. Not only isthe coin in the Treasury 
pledged for redemption, but every dollar in the country is equally so; 
and every instinct, every interest of the whole people demands that 
the greenback notes shall be kept in circulation, and there is no 
power residing anywhere to.seriously diminish the Treasury reserve, 
and besides and beyond its ample stores is the power on the part of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sell more bonds if necessary to make 
up any, even the slightest, depletion. We are not, therefore, lack- 
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ing in conservatism or in judgment when we say that the redemption 
fund ought to be reduced to $100,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER, I understood the Senator from Ohio to say that gold 
had already commenced flowing out of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Istated that upon information I had just received. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that the last statement made 
by the Government upon that subject shows that that is incorrect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I gave the outflow to-day as stated to me by the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know how much gold may have gone yes- 
terday or to-day, but I do know that the financial statement made 
by the Government which has just been laid upon our tables within 
a day shows that the import of gold has been coming to this country 
in excess of the export at the rate of $5,000,000 a month for the last 
six months, and that during the last month there is a net income of 
gold to us of more than $2,600,000. Men who stand up and attempt 
to alarm the country with that kind of statements ought first to 
ground themselves a little in fact, and they ought to understand that 
the people can read and that the people understand and the people 
know. These published. reports which are distributed all over the 
country show a net income of gold of $5,000,000 a month, and the 
last report shows that it still continues to come, and there is no rea- 
son to suppose it will not continue to come. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely stated what I saw in a New York paper 
to-day, that a million and a half had been engaged, and there was a 
prospect that there would be something added, for shipment from 
New York to-day. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not any doubt that that appeared in a New 
York paper. I see another statement in a New York paper that is 
not true, and there is not a business man in the United States who 
does not know that it is not true. The statement referred to by the 
Senator from Vermont may be true, but there was a statement made 
the other day by one of the leading journals that the silver certifi- 
cate was depreciated and was at a discount. The experience of this 
country shows that there is not a grain of truth in that statement. 
Somebody says that a million dollars went yesterday and that a mill- 
ion dollars will go to-morrow. Are we to legislate upon a statement 
made in that way? After we have for three years piled up the gold 
in the way we have done, can we not stand a little export of gold? 
The export of silver has commenced to some extent, and that is what 
we are all to some degree anxious should take place ; but the export 
of gold has not commenced, as shown by the financial statements. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not care to prolon = debate, (it is too late in 
the evening,) and if it is the desire of any Senators to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business I will postpone what I have 
to say in opposition to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will withhold the 
motion for a moment while the Chair lays before the Senate a bill 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3844) to establish post-routes was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

GARFIELD MEMORIAL SERVICES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives : 
_ Resolved Ge House of Representatives of the United States, (the Senate coneur- 
ring,) That Monday, the 27th day of February, 1882, be set apart for the memorial 
ces upon the late President, James A. Garfield. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate concur in the resolution. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand that the Senator from Dela- 

ware desires an executive session. I understood him to say that if 
any other member of the Senate desires an executive session he would 
yield. I am quite sure that as this debate has been pending now 
since the 9thof January, and we are sonearthe close of it, unless the 
Senator himself specially requires an adjournment of the.debate until 
to-morrow, we had better go on to-night. We are very near the close 
of the bill. 
_ Mr. RANSOM. In reply to the Senator from Kansas, after hav- 
ing heard the suggestion of the Senator from Delaware, I do not 
feel at liberty to withdrawmy motion. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY. While the doors are being closed I ask the Senate to 
pass the bill (S. No. 937) to enable the Postmaster-General to delegate 
authority to sign warrants. 

Mr. INGALLS. The regular order, Mr. President. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Michigan at this time. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After fifteen, minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
— = (at three o’clock and fifty-eight minutes p. m.) the Senate 

ourned. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


795 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 1, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
F. D. PowER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MEMORIAL SERVICES UPON PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 


Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following; 
which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That Monday, 
the 27th day of February, 1882, be set apart for the memorial services upon the late 
President, James A. Garfield. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POLYGAMY. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I hold in my hand a petition signed 
by several hundred citizens of my town, in relation to the crime of 
polygamy. I ask unanimous consent that the body of the petition, 
not the names, be read. 

There was no objection. 

The petition was read, as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States : 

Whereas the question of the Congressional delegation of the Territory of Utah 
is before your honorable body for consideration; and 

Whereas it is well known that Utah has in recent years been represented in Con- 

gress by a man whose infraction of the laws of the land against polygamy has been 
and is notorious: Therefore, 
_ We do earnestly petition your honerable body that he be not admitted to a seat 
in Congress ; and we further ask that no person practicing polygamy be hereafter 
admitted to a seat in Congress; and we further petition that such laws be soon en- 
acted and such effective measures be soon taken by your honorable body as shall 
abolish the practice of polygamy within the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

STEAM-BARGE TECUMSEH. 
I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
(H. R. No. 793) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an 
American register to the steam-barge Tecumseh, reported to the 
House yesterday adversely from the Committee on Commerce, was 
laid onthetable. Imake that motion for the purpose of subsequently 
moving to recommit the bill. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I now move to recommit the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. Some new facts have been discovered since this 
report was determined upon, and I wish the committee to consider 
them. 

The motion te recommit was agreed to. 


MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw from 
the House Calendar. the bill (H. R. No. 72) to increase the efficiency 
of the Marine-Hospital Service, which, by mistake, I reported yes- 
terday from the Committee on Commerce. I desire to withdraw that 
bill, and substitute in its place another bill which I was authorized 
to report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make another report when 
the committee is called of the bill to which he refers. Is there 
objection to withdrawing the bill indicated by the gentleman ? 

here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


DELIVERY OF DAILY RECORD. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I submitas a matter of privi- 
lege the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Whereas, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is not delivered in the morning mail of 
members, or at their desks in the Hall of the House, as promptly as in previous 
Congresses ; therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed te inquire into the causes 
of said delay, and report to the House at the earliest practicable moment what 
measures are necessary to insure an early delivery of said REcoRD as heretofore. 

The resolution was adopted, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE. 

Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3845) 
to facilitate letter correspondence by reducing postage and estab- 
lishing an increased standard of weight for the rating of letters and 
sealed packages above the weight of half an ounce; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. | 

REPRINTING BILLS. 
I have been instructed by the Committee on Commerce 


Mr. HUBBELL. 


Mr. PAGE. 
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to ask that House bills numbered respectively 133, 203, 659, 1433, 1439, 

1655, and 2906, relating to interstate commerce, be reprinted, as the 

ori 1 print is already exhausted, and we desire that each member 
of the Committee may have a copy of these bills. 

There being no objection, the order for reprinting was made. 

JOHN P. MALONEY. 

Mr. BREWER, from the Committee on Accounts, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay John P. Maloney at the rate of $1,000 perannum during the present session 
of ‘Gasgress for services as messenger to the official reporters of debates, and that 
the same be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. UPSON. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HISCOCK and others called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour now begins, and the committees will be called for the presenta- 
tion of reports. 

OGLETHORPE BARRACKS, SAVANNAH, GEORGIA. 

Mr. COOK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
2213) to authorize and direct the sale of Oglethorpe barracks, in the 
city of Savannah, State of Georgia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 521, a bill (H. 
R. No. 3846) for the erection of a public building at Louisville, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. 

Mr. BEACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1186, a bill (H. R. No. 
3847) for a public aes at Rochester, New York; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 815, a bill 
(H. R. No. 3848) to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a suitable building for a post-office and other Government offices 
at Minneapolis, Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SAINT JOSEPH, MISSOURI. 

Mr. DE MOTTE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 929, a bill (H. 
R. No. 3849) for the erection of a public building in Saint Joseph, 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPHUS HAWLEY. 

Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3277) for 
the relief of Josephus Hawley ; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS DOAK. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. No. 942) for the relief of Thomas Doak; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HENRY L. JAMES. 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 693) for the relief of 
Henry L. James; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
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House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 





HENRY P. ROLFE. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 1018) for the relief of Henry P. Rolfe, with an amendment ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate center, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 










ALBERT ELSBERG. 

On motion of Mr. RAY, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1924) for-the re- 
lief of Albert Elsberg, administrator of Gustave Elsberg, deceased, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

GEORGE W. BOSTICK. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 885) for the relief of George W. Bostick; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. DAILEY. 

Mr. MILLS also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3851) for the relief of George A. Dailey; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 



















MAJOR W. R. KING. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
H. R. No. 1963) for the relief of Major W. R. King; which was re- 
erred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 

dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD P. VOLLUM. 
Mr. OATES also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the memorial of Edward P. Vollum, United States Army, prayin 
compensation for personal effects lost in the public service; whic 


was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 













A. H. VON LUETTWITZ. 


Mr.HOUK. Iam directed by the Committee on War Claims to 
report back the bill (H. R. No. 2391) for the relief of A. H. Von Luett- 
witz with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWNE. I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, déc., That the service of 
A.H. Von Luettwitz, now a first lieutenant in the United States Army, be regarded 
as continuous, so far as his pay is concerned, from the date of his original commis- 
sion as second lieutenant in the Third Regiment United States Cavalry to the date 
on which he was retired. That the Paymaster-General, in computing the pay of 
said Lieutenant Von Luettwitz for longevity pay, shall compute the same from the 
date of his original commission as second lieutenant in the Third Regiment United 
States Cavalry; and that the said Lieutenant Von Luettwitz be paid, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the difference between the 
amount he would have received under the computation herein provided for and the 
amount he has actually received: Provided, That he shall receive no pay for the 
time he was actually out of the military service of the United States other than 
what has been paid him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would liketo inquire what committee reports this 
bill back for reference to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

TheSPEAKER. Itis reported from the Committee on War Claims, 
and the chairman of that committee states that he has been directed 
by that committee to ask that it be referred tothe Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. BROWNE, Ithink it ought togo to the Committee on Military 
Affairs ; but the question I put is this: What distinction is there be- 
tween this and other bills which have been sent to the Committee on 
War Claims which provide for the appropriation of money? 

Mr. HOUK. I will answer the question of the gentleman from 
Indiana. The distinction is this: this is a matter which occurred in 
time of peace, and in nowise was connected with the Government at 
any time there was any warinprogress. We took the view that our 
jurisdiction grew out of claims arising during some war in which the 
Government was engaged. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana object to the 
report of the Committee on War Claims, that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. BROWNE. No, sir; I wish simply to have the House under- 
stand what itis doing. There is nothing in the bill but an appro- 
priation of so much money to make up the difference between the 
pay of the rank heretofore held and the pay of the higher rank which 
in some way has since been accorded to the claimant. It provides 
that so much money shall be paid by the paymaster. Now, does it 
> a go ” the Committee on Appropriations or to some committee on 
claims 

The SPEAKER. | It is difficult, when bills are of a mixed charac- 
ter, to decide exactly what committee they shall go to. In every in- 
stance, whether the officer served during the war or not, where the 
bill provided for the correction of the military record of an officer 
the Chair has held it should be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs ; that is, where it related alone to the correction of the record ; 
but if the chief object be to make an appropriation of money out. of” 
the Treasury to the claimant who rendoced service during the war, 






































JOSEPH WESCOTT & SON. 

Mr. BOWMAN, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3850) for the relief of Joseph Wescott & Son; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 










STEPHEN P. YEOMANS AND ANDREW LEECH. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 301) for the relief of Stephen P. Yeomans and 
Andrew Leech ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
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the Chair and the House have uniformly held, at this session, the ref- 
erence should be to the Committee on War Claims. 
Novw, this seems to be a bill which does not belong to any war claim 
roperly, and in the absence of objection the Committee on War 
Claims will be discharged from its further consideration and it will 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN OHIO. 


Mr. CONVERSE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1321) to provide for times of holding terms 
of the district and circuit courtsin the western division of the northern 
district of Ohio; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONVERSE. If it be in order, I ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of this bill. I understand there is no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is introduced in the morning hour, and 
it would not be in order at this time to ask for its consideration. 


CLERK FOR THE COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
submitted the following resolution ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be authorized to employ a 
elerk during the sessions of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

B..N. EWING. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2232) for the relief of B. N. Ewing; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HEBERER. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, the Committee on Claims 
was discharged from the further consideration of tho bill (H. R. No. 
173) for the relief of John Heberer; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to 
Mr. DUNN on account of illness. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
purposes. , 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CALKtNs in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider the bill the title of which 
will be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department fer the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CASWELL. For the purpose of saving time, I move that the 
first formal reading of the bill be omitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the bill read. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being objection, the bill will be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration ap- 
propriates $43,529,300, which is less than the amount estimated by the 
Post-Office Department by $132,500. The estimated revenues of the 
Department for the next fiscal year are $42,741,722.05, leaving a de- 
ficiency to be taken out of the general fund of $787,577.95. It will be 
observed that this is the lowest deficiency that has been reached in 
the Post-Office Department for a great number of years. The amount 
appropriated from the general fund for the current year was $2,571,868. 

The estimated revenues for the next fiscal year will exceed the esti- 
mated revenues for the present year by $3,896,548.05. We are satisfied 
that the Postmaster-General has curtailed the expenses of the Depart- 
ment and of the service throughout the whole country in every pos- 
sible way in which it could be done, even almost to the extent of 
crippling the service, and for that reason we have in a few instances 
only cut down the estimates which were submitted by the Depart- 
ment. We fully believe, and indeed it.seems inevitable, that in the 
principal items of the bill, making appropriations for the salaries 
of postmasters, for the railway mail service, and for star-route ser- 
vice, there must be a deficiency which will follow. Hence we have 
allowed for these several items the full amount estimated. 

The largest reduction which we have made in any instance was 
$100,000 which was estimated and submitted by the Department for 
the purpose of extending the free-delivery system in cities where it 
does not now exist. We had doubt about the propriety of this ex- 
tension, because in nearly all the cities where the system now exists 
a heavy drain is made upon the Treasury to maintain the service, for 
the revenue is far below the expenses; hence the estimate of $100,000 
for extending the free-delivery system to new cities was not recom- 
mended by the committee, but a clause is added to the bill which will 
permit a reasonable expenditure for that purpose in the discretion 


of the Postmaster-General. 
cellaneous expenses in First Assistant’s department $10,000, for the 
reason that some of the expenses which have heretofore been charged 
to that fund will hereafter be charged to the transportation fun 
and we placed in the bill the same amount that was appropria 


We have reduced the estimate for mis- 


last year. In making up this bill we cannot fail to see the growin 
prosperity of the country and take that into consideration, as we 
as the steady increase of revenues which results therefrom. As a 
basis of estimates in providing for the service we will find the in- 
crease in the revenues as well as the service is about 10 per cent. per 
annum. Now, having that in mind, we can readily see why there 
should be a steady increase in the expense and amounts to be appro- 
priated from year to year. We must recognize the increase and make 
provision therefor, if we would have the service effectual. 

In most cases and for the minor items that are submitted in the 
bill we have allowed the same amounts appropriated for the current 
year. The principal increase over the appropriation for the current 
year arises in the larger items, for the railway clerks, route agents 
and messengers, also for postmasters’ salaries. ere were 1,500 more 
postmasters at the close of the last fiscal year than in the year 1880. 
An additional allowance is also made for the carrier system. These 
are the principal items of increase over the current year which are 
found in the bill. 

Wereadily agree that the appropriation made for the present year 
seemed to be liberal when it was made; but it is easy now to be seen 
that owing to the growth of the service which results from the ver: 
prosperous condition of the country there will be deficiencies whi 
will follow the present year. Hence, we have not felt at liberty to 
reduce these estimates, but have in the main adhered to them and 
recommended them in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for the information of the committee, I have 
submitted with my report and had printed a large number of statistics 
in detail which every gentleman will find to be useful. In most cases 
I trust these items will bear scrutiny, and that it will be ascertained 
that the sums named are absolutely necessary if we continue the 
postal service and expect to make it effectual. 

Mr. JOYCE. I would like to ask the gentieman from Wisconsin 
a question before he gets through. 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. JOYCE. I see the committee have cut down the estimates 
between $100,000 and $200,000. Is that so? , 

Mr. CASWELL. Thatis correct. They havereduced the estimates 
$132,500. 

Mr. JOYCE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether any of 
that reduction was from the item which appropriates money for com- 
pensation to clerks in post-offices. 

Mr. CASWELL. None of it whatever. Those items were left as 
submitted by the Department in every instance. 

Mr. JOYCE. Or from the item for letter-carriers ? 

Mr. CASWELL. The only reduction from the $3,000,000 esti- 
mated by the Department for letter-carriers was the $100,000 for the 
proposition of extending the service into new cities where it does not 
exist. Under the appropriation as it is now in the bill there isa 
small and limited margin for this extension, but it is very small. 
We have allowed in the carrier-service estimate $250,000 for the pur- 
pose of increasing the carrier force, for certain promotions which 
seemed to be absolutely necessary under the law, and for the pur- 

ose of making that service effectual in the cities where it now exists. 
his is a very liberst allowance, which will allow quite an extended 
romotion as well as an increase of force demanded by the service. 
t was believed by the committee that we should appropriate suffi- 
cient funds to make the service where it now exists efficient and com- 
ene With that view we recommend in the bill all of the estimates 
or that perpen. 
Mr. WARD. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin now yield to me 
for a question ? 

Mr. CASWELL. With pleasure. 

Mr. WARD. As I understand the bill as read, it allows $25,000 to 
be expended at the discretion of the Postmaster-General for the 
extension of the free-delivery system in cities where that system does 
not now exist. 

Mr. CASWELL. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. WARD. Well, $50,000. Then I desire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill whether there is any provision in the bill that 
provides for an extension of the free-delivery system in the cities 
where that system does not now exist? 

Mr. CASWELL. Inreply to the gentleman I will state that while 
the $100,000 which was Contesnplaned by the Department for that 
extension was omitted from the bill, or rather whilé the amount of 
the estimate was reduced from $3,000,000 to $2,900,000, there is a 
clause in the bill which permits the Postmaster-General to use not 
exceeding $50,000 of the amount appropriated for carrier service in 
the extension of service into cities where it does not now exist. The 
gentleman will find that clause in the bill. 

Mr. WARD. I do not think the gentleman oe my point exactly. 

Mr. CASWELL. While that would permit the Postmaster-General 
to extend the service to the extent of $50,000 from the $2,900,000 ap- 
propriated, still there is nothing compulsory upon him to do so. 

Mr.WARD. The point is this—I do not know whether I made my- 
self clear. As I recollect existing laws the free-delivery system can 
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only be maintained or established in cities that have either a popula- 
tion of 30,000-—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Twenty thousand. 

Mr. WARD. A population of 20,000 or a gross postal revenue of 
$20,000. Now the question I desire to have answered by the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill is whether this discretionary appropriation 
of $50,000 permits the Postmaster-General to establish free delivery 
without regard to that limit of population or postal revenue ? 

Mr. PAGE. Of course not. The Postmaster-General has no right 
to do that. : 

Mr. CASWELL. In mony te the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I 
desire to say there is nothing in the bill that would give the Post- 
master-General that extraordinary power. I take it nothing short 
of an amendment of the law would permit it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to inquire what is the amount that was 
estimated for by the Post-Office Department for applications for new 
carrier service? 

Mr. CASWELL. The gentleman will find in this printed report 
which I have submitted with the bill a list of twenty-five cities 
which are named and which have made application for the estab- 
lishment of a free-delivery system. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask the gentleman to inform me what amount 
that will cost? 

Mr. CASWELL. I understand that the $100,000 suggested by the 
Department would place the service there and make it quite effective. 

Mr. PAGE. Where? 

Mr. CASWELL. In those twenty-five cities. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And in this bill you authorize the Postmaster- 
General to establish the free-delivery system in these cities at his 
discretion ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Wedo. That is the effect of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to ask a question of my col- 
league of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Was there not testimony before the com- 
mittee to this effect: that in establishing the free-delivery system in 
these several cities, which were entitled to it by virtue of having a 
population of over twenty thousand, the clerk-hire in the offices of 
those cities was reduced and the income of the offices increased to 
such an extent that practically it would be economy in the service 
to establish the free-delivery system in each one of the cities of the 
United States now entitled to it under the statute? 

Mr. CASWELL. In reply to my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH] I will say that we have from the Department an 
itemized statement to some extent, which goes largely to show that 
there has been no great increase of clerk hire since the establishment 
of the free-delivery system in those cities; in some instances a small 
increase, but I think in no case has the expense for clerk hire been 
reduced. It is reasonable to say that an increase of expense for clerk 
hire has been avoided. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Right there—— 

Mr. CASWELL. Let me say one thing further. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Have not the receipts of the offices also 
increased since the establishment of the free-delivery system? 

Mr. CASWELL. The point which is made by this comparison is 
simply this: in those cities where the free-delivery system has been 
established there has been very little if any increase of clerk hire 
allowed them since the establishment of the system. But Ithinkin 
no instance has the amount for clerk hire been actually reduced. I 
will say further that all of the cities which have now made applica- 
tion for the free-delivery system have also made application for addi- 
tional clerk hire. And itis supposed that if this free-delivery system 
shall — to those cities the additional clerk hire will not be 
required. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And if it is not extended to those cities the in- 
crease of clerk hire will have to be allowed. 

Mr. CASWELL. Beyond question, to some extent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is it not a fact that the receipts of those 
offices have increased as facilities have increased by reason of the 
free-delivery system ? 

Mr. CASWELL. WhileI thinkI am safe in saying that the reve- 
nues of all these offices have increased, I do not know that I would 
be justified in saying that they have increased any more than the 
revenues of other offices where this free-delivery system does not 
exist. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is being asked by anumber of mem- 
bers whether or not this extension of the letter-carrier system in- 
creases or decreases the item of clerk hirein the post-offices through- 
out the country. I wish to ask the gentleman if there is in any por- 
tion of the report of the Postmaster-General, or of any subordinate 
official, any statement as to the expenses for clerk hire in any given 
office in the United States, from which the gentleman can make any 
inference in response to the questions which have been asked him. 

Mr. CASWELL. I cannot say that I have seen any figures that 
tend to show that the letter-carrier or free-delivery system, as a sys- 
tem, has increased the revenues beyond the expenses. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that I 

have asked this question simply because, having had charge of this 
bill in former Congresses, I found myself without information on this 
subject, and I supposed the gentleman was in the position I was in, 
not very well informed on this question, because the reports of the 
Department did not contain the information. 

Mr. CASWELL. Now, if there be no other question—— 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to ask a question. 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. I see the item here for the compensation of clerks is 
$4,255,000. Is that the full amount asked for by the Department? 

Mr. CASWELL. That is the amount asked for. 

Mr. PAGE. That is all I desire to know. 

Mr. CASWELL. Now, if there be no other question, I will move 
that the committee rise for the purpose of obtaining an order of the 
House fixing some time for general debate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly, I will yield for any question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I find in the report of the committee a list of 
twenty-five cities which have applied for the establishment of the 
free-delivery system. I desire to ask the gentleman if the sum ap- 
propriated in this bill for that purpose, $50,000, is regarded as sufii- 
cient to extend the free-delivery system to those cities ? 

Mr. CASWELL. If the whole $50,000 was used for the purpose of 
extending the free-delivery system, I do not think it would establish 
it in more than twelve or thirteen offices. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What sum would be necessary to establish it in 
all the offices which have applied for it? 

Mr. CASWELL. The Department has made an estimate of $100,000 
for that purpose, as will be seen by arn examination of the report. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to ask a question, or rather I desire to be 
informed of what the gentleman has said, because I could not hear 
him. The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLount,] as I understood 
him, asked the gentleman from Wisconsin who hascharge of this bill 
[Mr. CASWELL] whether or not the free-delivery system in cities of 
20,000 inhabitants within their corporate limits reduced the expense 
of clerk hire. I want to say to the gentleman that the report of the 
Postmaster-General says that that extension of the free-delivery sys- 
tem has involved an additional expenditure of $136,000; applied to 
some five or six additional cities to which the free-delivery system 
would go, and also including additional letter-carriers. But it does 
not say how much was given to letter carriers, or how much was 
paid as clerk hire. 

Mr. CASWELL. I think the gentleman is correct in his statement. 
Inow renew my motion that the committee rise for the purpose of 
fixing the time for general debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not limit it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin insist cn 
his motion that the committee rise ? 

Mr. CASWELL. I do. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. CASWELL] is willing to allow a reasonable time for discussion. 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand from him that the object is not to 
cut off general debate, but simply to agree upon some time during 
which it shall run. 

Mr. CASWELL. There is no intention to cut off debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman how long he proposes to let 
the general debate run, or whether he is disposed to indicate any time? 

Mr. CASWELL. I have no fixed idea about that. I desire to con- 
sult the wishes of the House. I would suggest one hour. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is too short. 

Mr. CASWELL. When the motion is made in the House, any gen- 
tleman may move to amend it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not put us in that atti- 
tude. He well knows what the usage is. We can doubtless agree 
about the matter. I do not think there will be a great deal of gen- 
eral debate. There is no such indication on this side of the House. 

Mr. CASWELL. Let us gointothe House and fix the matter there. 

Mr. CANNON. Why would not an hour on each side suffice ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. There will be no effort on this side of the House 
to limit general debate unreasonably. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the debate were allowed to run on now for 
awhile I think there would be no necessity for closing it by a vote of 
the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT, After the statement just made, that there is no dis- 
position on the part of the majority to cut off general debate, I have 
no doubt that in the House we can readily agree upon a limit. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CASWELL that the 
committee rise, it was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachu- 
setts, having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CALKINS 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3548) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr, CASWELL. I move that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the Post-Office appropriation bill; and pending that motion 
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I move that all general debate in Committee of the Whole be limited 
to two hours, with the understanding that one hour shall be allotted 
to each side of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest to the gentleman to fix three hours. 
That will give an additional half hour to each side. The whole 
three hours may not be occupied. 

Mr. CASWELL. I adopt the gentleman’s suggestion, and modify 
my motion so as to limit general debate in Committee of the Whole 
to three hours, to be equally divided. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CASWELL to limit 
debate, it was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. CASWELL, that the 
House again resolve itselfinto Committee of the Whole House for the 
consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, (Mr. Catkrns in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL ] 
has twenty-five minutes of his hour remaining. Does he desire to 
dispose of that time now? 

Mr. CASWELL. I would like to reserve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? In the absence of objec- 
tion the gentleman reserves his remainder of his hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy a great deal 
of time, but there are some observations which seem tome proper to 
be made upon this bill as reported. 

In the matter of transportation by railroads, the committee fix the 
appropriation at $10,655,000. I find on page 106 of the report of the 
Postmaster-General the estimate of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General for this item, and he makes it one-half million dollars more 
than the estimate of the Postmaster-General, which has been adopted 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Turning to the report of the Postmaster-General, to ascertain how 
he came to make this reduction, I find it based upon the assumption 
on his part that the railroads of the country are paid too great asum 
for the transportation of the mails; that legislation ought to be had 
for the purpose of reducing their compensation, and he adds that but 
for the lack of time he would have submitted to Congress a proposi- 
tion to change the law fixing the method of paying railroads. Now, 
there is no suggestion that there is to be at this time any change in 
the method of compensation. Hence, unless such legislation shall be 
had this appropriation for the payment of railroads, if the estimate of 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General is correct, is one-half million 
dollars less than it ought to be. 

Allow me to say, sir, that in items as to which the expenditures 
are fixed by law there seems to be not a great deal of care as to the 
amount. If one-half million dollars less than the estimate be appro- 
priated for the purpose of paying railroads for transportation of 
mails, and it shall not be sufiicient, the service will be continued; 
the obligations of the Government will be measured by the amount 
of that service, and not by this appropriation. The law provides for 
the compensation of these railroad companies, and therefore there 
is no trouble upon that question. But in all items as to which the 
amount of expenditure is not fixed by law I do not observe this 
spirit of economy. But I shall not go into that indetail. Butitem 
by item throughout the service all along the line of expenditures there 
is a large increase in proportion to the objectinvolved. Inthe very 
place where economy should be had, and where it was expected, we 
tind it has been overlooked. The gentleman, therefore, is well able 
when he comes to make a comparative statement to make a some- 
what more favorable comparison than the bill deserves with the 
appropriations passed by the last Congress for the current fiscal year. 
In this one item alone there is the sum of half a million of dollars. 

In the matter of clerk-hire there has been an increase in the post- 
offices throughout the country beyond what was believed by Con- 
gresg to benecessary. Now the growth of the service, which was 
recognized by every one, induced the last Congress to give every dol- 
lar that was asked for that service. <A very large percentage of in- 
crease, therefore, far beyond the average was given for this fiscal 
year. Notwithstanding that, however, there came in estimates in 
connection with this bill looking to an enormous increase in this one 
matter of clerk-hire. But that is not a matter of law, and soliberal 
provision has been made for it. 

There is one other item to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House, and that is the appropriation of $500,000 for the purpose of 
special mail facilities. There has already been an enormous increase 
in the amount of compensation to railroads. By reference to the act 
of June 8, 1872, it will be seen the railroads of the country are di- 
ae a three classes so far as payment is concerned for carrying 
the mails: 


Skc. 211. That the pay for carrying the mail on any railway of the first class 
shall not exceed $300 per mile per annum; on any railway of the second class it 
shall not exceed $100 per mile per annum ; and on any railway of the third class 
it shall not exceed $50 per mile per annum; but if one-half the service on any rail- 
way is required to be performed in the night-time, the Postmaster-General may 
pay twenty-five per cent. in addition to the above maximum rates. 


Mark, less than ten years ago the law provided that no railroad 
eompany in this country should be paid more than that sum per mile 
fer carrying the mai]. In 1873 the railroad companies, having made 


RECORD—HOUSE. 799. 


complaint of insufficient compensation, it was then provided by law. 
as follows: 

On routes carrying their whole length an erennee weight of mails per day of 200 

unds, $50; 500 pounds, $75; 1,000 pounds, $100 ; 1,500 pounds, $125 ; 2,000 pounds, 

150; 3,500 pounds, $175 ; 5,000 pounds, $200, and $25 additional for every additional 
2,000 pounds, the average weight to be ascertained, in every case, by the actual 
weighing of the mails for such a number of successive a days, not less than. 
thirty, at such times after June 30, 1873, and not less frequently than once in every 
four years, and the result to be stated and verified in such form and manner as the 
Postmaster-General may direct: Provided, also, That incase any railroad company 
now furnishing railway post-office cars shall refuse to provide such cars, such com- 
pany shall not be entitled to any increase of compensation under any provision of 
this act: Provided, further, That additional pay may be allowed for every line. 
comprising a daily trip each way of railway post-office cars, at a rate not exceed- 
ing $25 per mile per annum for cars forty feet in length; and $30 per mile per 
annum for forty-five-foot cars ; and $40 per mile per annum for fifty-foot cars ; and 
$50 ed mile per annum for fitty-five to sixty-foot cars: And provided, also, That 
the length of cars required for such post-office railway-car service shall be deter- 
mined by the Post-Office Department, and all such cars shall be properly fitted up, 
furnished, warmed, and lighted for the accommodation of clerks to accompany and 
distribute the mails: And provided, further, That so much of section 265 of the act. 
approved June 8, 1872, entitled ‘‘ An act to revise, consolidate, and_ amend the 
statutes relating to the Post-Oflice Department,” as provides that ‘‘ the Postmaster- 
General may allow any railroad ——, with whom he may contract for the car- 
rying of the United States mail, and who furnish railway post-otlice cars for the 
transportation of the mail, such additional compensation beyond that now allowed 
by law as he may think fit, not exceeding, however, 50 per cent. of the said rates,” 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. (See Revised Statutes, page 777.) 

So on, lessening the proportion of pay as the magnitude of the serv- 
ice done by the railroad was increased. Later on, in 1876, the com- 
pensation to the railroad companies was reduced by a bill, then in 
charge of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN, } tothe amount 
of 10 per cent. on the then current rates. 

In 1878, in the Post-Office appropriation bill, provision was made 
for a further reduction of 5 per cent. on the amount to be paid to the 
railroad companies, 

Notwithstanding this reduction, however, Mr. Chairman, you will 
see from the report of the Postmaster-General that many railroads in 
this country are being paid at the rate of $1,200 to $1,500 per mile 
per annum, when less then ter years ago it was not possible under 
the law then in existence for any railroad company to get over 
$300 per mile per annum, unless one-half of transportation of the 
mails was done in the night-time, and in that case an amendment 
allowed $75, making the maximum sum which any railroad possibly 
could receive for the transportation of the mails $375 per mile per 
annum, . 

Complaint was then made in 1872 that they were not being paid 
sufficiently, and then the law of 1873 was passed uader which these 
extraordinarily high rates are being paid to-day to the various rail- 
road companies engaged in the transportation of the United States 
mails. 

And yet, sir, in order to compel further action on the part of the 
Government, they have embarrassed from time to time the Post-Office 
Department in its administration in the carriage of the maiis by re- 
fusing proper facilities. In 1876 a body of gentlemen came to this 
Congress, representing large railroad interests, who insisted there 
should be a change in the mode of payment for the transportation of 
the United States mails, and that there should be included as ele- 
ments in the calculation space, speed, and weight. After carefully 
considering the matter the then Postmaster-General announced as 
his opinion the result of such change would be to destroy the small 
roads of the country; that the system of grading the pay by the 
amount of work done was equitable and right, and was the only sys- 
tem upon which these small roads could afford to carry the mails with. 
anything like profit to them. It was quite evident that to grade 
their pay in that way would reduce the amount of service, and that 
the reduction would be at the expense of the small and tottering rail- 
roads of the country, while at the same time it would be to the advan- 
tage of the great trunk lines. It was therefore abandoned, but from 
that time on the Second Assistant Postmaster-General has been press- 
ing this same system upon Congress, which Congress has constantly 
refused to grant. 

There has been complaint of lack of accommodation on the part of 
railroad companies. The first appropriation made with a view of 
meeting this difficulty, and for the purpose of erating additional 
facilities, was the allowance of $150,000 on the 3d day of March, 1877. 
It will be observed that Congress, even after the enormous increase 
under the act of 1873, had found itself embarrassed by lack of con- 
venience. It wasclaimed at the Department, and perhaps correctly, 
there was no power to compel railroads to do their duty to the Govern- 
ment. Therefore $150,000 was allowed for this purpose. The next 
year $125,000 was allowed, making a reduction of $25,000 per annum 
in this item. The next year, however, the House was compelled to 
compromise in conference at $250,000 per annum, the House for a long. 
time insisting that they would not increase the allowance of $125,000. 
During last Congress it_ appears that this sum was increased to 
$425,000; and now, Mr. Chairman, the proposition is made in this 
bill to make it $500,000. This is the sum to be paid to the railroads 
in this sort of a contest between them and the United States. I 
mean to say distinctly that Congress has been compelled to leave 
the whole matter to the Department; and when the Postmaster- 
General finds himself in funds, and when the contest is made by these 
railroad companies, all he can do is to yield to the exactions of the 
companies in reference to this increased pay. The objection I have, 
therefore, to this item goes to the very principle of the thing itself, 
rather than to the amount at issue. I do not believe—especially 









in view of the use made of the star-route fund during the last Con- 
I do not believe in leaving large sums of money to be ex- 

pended simply in the discretion of any officer of the Government, 

where it is possible to be regulated by law. I think Congress ought 

at once, if the present system is, as I believe it to be, imperfect, to 

set about ecting the law or correcting it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 

































nditure of this item ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; there is entire, absolute discretion. 
cretion is given by the very language of the law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Which item does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. BLOUNT. : 
special facilities on trunk lines, $500,000.” The gentleman will find 
it on page 4 of the bill. That is the item to which I refer. 

Now, 


the e 
Dis- 


only one that I have seen. I do not know that any gentleman on 
this floor can tell the country how this sum has been used or appro- 
priated by the Department. 

Mr. CASWELL. I cantell the gentleman. If he will refer to the 
printed list, in the report accompanying this bill, of the items paid to 
each of the railroad companies, he will find how it has been expended. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman please give me the page? 

Mr. CASWELL. It is in the report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idid not have the pleasure of examining that re- 
port. When I sent for the bill I was informed that the report at that 
time had not been printed, and therefore I have had no opportunity 
of examining it. Bat I am obliged to the gentleman for calling my 
attention to it. 

The gentleman may by his labor have gone into this Department 
and procured from the officers a list of all the railroads to which this 
fund was paid; but I submit that it is right and proper that this 
report of the Department in reference to the expenditure of that fund 
should indicate precisely what has been done with it, and if it is not 
regulated by law as it ought to be, that the report should contain a 
fall statement of the disposition made of every dollar so appropri- 
ated. 

I do not wish, Mr. Chairman, in what I have said, to allege or to be 
considered as intimating that there has been, in this instance, any 
improper use whatever of this money. 

The complaint that I make is simply by way of illustrating the 
disadvantages of allowing a loose fund like this, regulated by no law, 
regulated by no report, to be placed in the hands of a public officer 
and pass without question through this House. I think, sir, that 
this House should be allowed, at all events should be enabled to 
have access to all such expenditures, and especially to a provision 
like this where the Postmaster-General, year by year, is allowed to 
dispose of such a vast sum of the public money ; and that we should 
require in every such case a detailed statement of the railroad com- 
panies who have been enjoying the benefits of the fund and also 
what amount of increase has been allowed to them. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, in the first instance, there was, as shown 
by the report, given to the railroad companies in this way where 
they had been reduced by the bill of 1877 10 per cent., they were 
allowed 10 per cent. increase as an inducement to give the Govern- 
ment the facilities necessary for the transportation of the mails. I 
know that since that time, ete it does not appear in any report 
or in any published information—I know that a larger sum without 
reference to any per cent. or for any such purpose has gone, to accom- 
odate certain gentlemen in this country, to certain railroads for ad- 
ditional compensation. I say this, sir, in the full hearing of the 
House and with a full sense of being responsible for making the 
statement. . 

Therefore I do insist that the 2 Ny mmo of any gross sum in 
this way, which cannot be regulated by law, is entirely wrong. I 
know too well that there are difficulties in this matter. I knowthat 
this Government has not taken upon itself the responsibility of claim- 
ing or of exercising control over railroad companies of the country 
in the matter of mail transportation. But I think that before we 
begin to go into such a matter as this and involve the Government 
in such an expenditure, it would be better, before providing such 
large sums of money, that we consider the proposition whether or 
not the Government of this country in the transportation of its mails 
and troops is to be absolutely at the mercy or caprice of these several 
railroads. 

That is all, sir, that I desire to say at yee upon this subject. I 
yield now the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. SPRINGER. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire if the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLounT] takes charge of the time on that side of the 
Heuse? I ask the question sothat we may have no confusion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not; I do not claim anything of the kind. 
The gentleman from Illinois asked me to yield him time. IfI have 
time to'yield I do so. F 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] 
controls the floor for one hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. aoa 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time has the gentleman occupied? 
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Georgia if there is no discretion with the Department in reference to 


It is designated in the bill as “necessary and 


. Chairman, the only report made as to the use of this 
fund to Congress was the one made under the bill of 1877. Thatis the 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has occupied 
twenty-seven minutes of his hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the committee 
to two or three provisions of this bill. One of them is on page 3, at 
line 47, and is as follows: 

And hereafter the Postmaster-General is authorized te expend not to exceed 
$25,000 per annum of the ok tr, ng for transportation on railroad routes for 
special railroad service between the Union Depotin East Saint Louis, Illinois, and 
the Union Depot in Saint Louis, Missouri; and such sum shall include depot room 
and transfer service at each terminal. 

A similar clause to this appeared in the last Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill. But it will be seen by reference to the act of the last Con- 
gress that the provision was limited in its application to the fiscal 
year for which appropriations were then being made. But this pro- 
vision is general, and is subject to a point of order, which I shall 
make when we reach it on the consideration of the bill by sections 
namely, that it is general legislation and is not a service provided 
for bylaw. I do not understand why the Government of the United 
States should be required to pay $25,000 a year for the transportation 
of the mails over one bridge. When we reach that point, therefore, 
in considering the bill by sections I shall make the point of order 
which I have indicated. . 

There is another provision in the bill to which I desire to call the 
attention of the committee, or rather not a provision in the bill but 
the absence of a provision which I had hoped to find in the bill, but 
which I do not find on examination. On page 3, line 56, is the 
clause: 

For inland transportation by star routes, $7,250,000. 

I shall at the right time propose an amendment to that section, 
which I now send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read for infor- 
mation at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after line 57, page 3 of the printed bill, the following: 

“* Provided, Thatno thereof shall be paid to any contractor or sub-contractor 
for any services or claim for services performed which were not embraced in the 
ori contract; and no service s be expedited or increased beyond the orig- 
inal contract, and no contract shall be enlarged or modified or released. until after 
advertisement and reletting thereof in the same manner as the original contract 
was advertised and let; but no new contract shall release any contractor or his 
sureties from their liability in the original contract.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I calltheattention ofthe committee tothe report 
of the Postmaster-General submitted at this session of Congress and 
signed by the late Postmaster-General, Mr. James. On page 32 of 
that report I find an extract from the report of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General which deals with the star-route service. In that 
report the Second Assistant Postmaster-General says that there has 
been a reduction on the star-route and steamboat contracts forexpe- 
dited service to the extent of $1,147,757; in other words, that the net 
reduction on the star routes during the year 1881, amounted to about 
one million one hundred thousand dollars. I do not see in the bill 
reported a corresponding reduction in the appropriations for that 
service; but I do see a reduction amounting to some six hundred 
thousand dollars. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the enormous 
frauds that were perpetrated upon the Government through the star- 
route service during the last three years of the Hayes administration. 
It will be remembered that in the last Congress there was a bill be- 
fore this House for a deficiency created by largely increased star- 
route service. That deficiency was created, as was contended by 
many members of this House at that time, myself among others, in 
violation of law; and after a very animated contest this House by a 
small majority voted that increased expenditure. At that time there 
had not been the investigation ofthe star-route frauds that has taken 
place under the administration of Postmaster-General James, and I 
cite the result of the investigation by Postmaster-General James as 
a justification of the conduct and votes of members of the House at 
that Congress in opposition to that increased appropriation for that 
service. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, before me the report of the assistant counsel 
of the Government submitted by the Postmaster-General to the Attor- 
ney-General in reference to frauds in the star-route mail service. I 
read from that report the following: 

The star service, under the advertisement of November 1, 1877, was let to begi 
July 1, 1878, in the States and Territories of Arkansas, California, Colorado, Kan. 
sas, Louisiana, Nebraska, Nevada, Oregon, Texas, Arizona, Dakota, Idaho, New 
Mexico, Montana, Utah, Washington, Wyoming, and Indian Territory. The cost 
of this new service, which was to begin July 1, 1878, in the States and Territories 
above named, was $1,711,160.32. There was service let under the advertisements 
of poets 30, 1877, to begin January 1, 1878, in the same States and Territories, 
and old service extended to October 1, 1878, gmounting to $298,119.68 a year. The 
cost of the star service in the above-named States and Territories on July 1, 1878, 
was therefore $2,009,280. ‘The cost of the star service in the same States and Ter- 
ritories for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, was $3,124,187, or $1,114,907 ter 
than the cost of the same service at the beginning of the fiscal year 1878-79. On 
June 30, 1879, the star service in the above-named States and Territoriés, which a 
year previous cost only $2,009,280, was swollen to $3,706,997, an increase in one year 
of $1,699, 508,89. 

This enormous inerease in the expenditures in the star service 
during one year called for the most thorough avons on the 
part of the Government to learn the reasons, if possible, for such 
expenditure. A sub-committee of the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House, during the Forty-sixth or last Congress, endeavored 


to investigate it, and did, as far as possible, investigate this largely- 
increased expenditure. The Post-Office Department, under the ad- 
ministration of Mr. James, continued this investigation, and has, hy 











great effort, been able to bring to light the stupendous frauds that 

were perpetrated upor the Government by rings of contractors in 
this city and in other parts of the country, and through the conniv- 
ance and co-operation of Government officials in high position at 
the time. 

The report of the Postmaster-General, to which I have already 
referred, has furnished tothe House sundry exhibits of the reductions 
upon various star routes, to which I call the attention of the com- 
mittee. Iask the Clerk to read from the report of the special counsel 
for the Government an extract explaining these tabular statements 
found in the report of the Postmaster-General. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The extra allowances made during the first half of the fiscal year 1879-'80 ag- 
‘gregate $761,535.30. This amount was added to the annual pay of routes let dur- 
ing 1878, in most part to thirteen contractors, or their dummies, who obtained the 
enormous allowances made during the fiscal year 1879. But this is notall; during 
the same period, from July 1, 1879, to December 31, 1879, there were awarded, with- 
out competition, to the same men, two hundred and seventeen contracts for tem- 
porary service, the annual pay of which aggregated $934,760.20. By these allow- 
ances, and ignoring the awards of temporary service, the cost of the star service 
in the eighteen States and Territories was increased till the rate per annum Janu- 
ary 1, 1880, was $4,468,532.30. I submit herewith tabular statements marked Ex- 
hibits G and H, which show in detail the cost of the star service on certain routes 
in eighteen States and Territories, which were let under advertisements of 1878 and 
1879, the pay of which was increased by extra allowances made in Brady’s orders 
from July 1, 1878, to January 1, 1881; and also the details of temporary service 
awarded without competition during the same period. 

The tabular statement marked Exhibit G establishes the astounding fact that 
four hundred and nineteen routes, the annual contract pay of which was $404,411.22, 
were manipulated by Brady and the contractors until their annual pay was increased 
in thirty months to $2,366,481.27! 

Tabular statement marked Exhibit H shows that during the same period two 
hundred and ninety contracts for temporary service on routes aggregating 13,994 
miles in length were without competition awarded to the same favored contractors, 
and that this service was paid for at the rate of $1,121,223.81 per annum, or an 
average cost per mile per annum of $77.26. 

In this connection I also invite your attention to Exhibit E, heretofore alluded 
to, which discloses the still more amazing fact that in eighteen months ninety-three 
of the routes embraced in Exhibit G were manipulated by adding trips, increasing 
distance, and expediting schedules, till from an annual cost of $762,858.09, which 
the original contracts called for, the pay was increased to $2,723,464.50 per annum, 
an increase of $1,981,522.44. 

The tabulated statement of temporary service, Exhibit H, when analyzed by the 
aid of the sub-contracts on file in the contract office and the powers of attorney 
tiled with the Sixth Auditor, proves that thirteen contractors who controlled the 
rich bonanza of the ninety-three routes had two hundred and seventeen temporary 
contracts, and received therefrom at the rate of $924,760.20 per annum. 

Mr. Brady, in almost every instance, violated the letter and spirit of the law in 
making the orders for the additional allowance by which a few contractors have 
been receiving more than $2,025,000 a year. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The conclusion reached by the official report, 
from which the Clerk has just read, is to the effect: 


That the methods which have prevailed in the contract office of the Post-Office 
Department promoted wastefulness, facilitated corruption, enabled a few contract- 
ors, With the assistance of high ofticers and subordinates, to wrongfully obtain vast 
sums of money from the Treasury, and generally brought the Department into dis- 
honor and bad repute throughout the land. 


The following are some of the propositions which the report main- 
tains are sustained by overwhelming and unimpeachable evidence. 
I will ask the Clerk to read the extracts marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Vifth. That this systematic advertising of star routes, in the manner described 
in propositions first, second, third, and fourth, were some of the steps, precedent, 
taken in accordance with a prearranged plan, of the existence of which all the 
attendant and sequent circumstances leave no doubt, whereby a few contractors 
obtained control of more than four hundred routes at very low pay, and then by 
means of extra allowances, made in violation of law, and at variance with the long- 
established practice of the Department, got the pay of the same increased by ad- 
dlition of trips, expedition of schedule, and increased distance, until three, four, 
five, and six, and seven times the original contract price was paid. 

Ninth. That in giving out temporary service a few contractors received all the 
rich plums at high rates of pay, and in some instances these temporary contracts 
have been extended from time to time, greatly to the detriment of the Government 
and greatly to the advantage of the favored contractors. 

Thirteenth. That hundreds of contracts have been awarded on proposals with 
guarantors notoriously worthless and contracts executed with suretics known to 
be frauds; that this has grown to be an evil of such magnitude as to appal those 
who dave been tolerably familiar with the methods of the contract office ; that 
faithful officers of the Department have vainly attempted to check this evil prac- 
tice; that postmasters who have been accessory to these frauds, and time and 
again violated the law and the regulations of the Department, have not even been 
rebuked, and some of them to-day are still in office. 

_ Fourteenth. That in making extra allowances, Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General Brady reversed the practice of the Department which had rarely, if ever, 
been departed from during more than fifty years, and violated the letter and spirit 
of the law, by accepting as sufficient the statements of the contractors as to the 
cost of performing the additional service, when these statements, tested by com- 
mon sense and ordinary judgment, were not only manifestly false, but altogether 
insuflicient as data upon which to base even approximate estimates. 

Fifteenth. That there has been inefficiency, dereliction of duty, and still graver 
official shortcomings in the administration of the Sixth Auditor's Office, that the 

ross abuses and manifest corruptions in the conduct of the contract office of the 

*ost-Oftice Department in the Ee would have been impossible, had the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post-Oftice Department vigorously executed the law with 
= honest purpose to correct glaring wrongs, and bring to justice notorious wrong- 
doers. 


Mr. SPRINGER. These extracts afford sufficient justification for 
legislation looking to preventing such frauds in the future. It is 
difficult, however, to prevent by legislation frauds which are the 
result of a violation of the law. If the officers of the Government 
can commit such frauds by violating the law, it seems almost impos- 
sible to cure the evil by legislation, because some officers will violate 
any laws we may make. Therefore the great security which the 
mz have isin the courts and faithful officials in the Executive 

epartments. But let us make the laws as stringent as possible. It 
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will not tend to increase frauds in the future to provide that no part 
of the money for star routes in this bill shall be paid for increased 
or expedited service beyond the terms of the contract ; but that in 


all cases where the service is to be increased or the route expedited 


there must be a reletting of the contract in the same manner in 


which the original contract was let. If we make such a provision 


of law we can prevent this irresponsible increase of contracts to the 


enormous extent which has become a great tax upon the Treasury 
and a public scandal, the equal of which has not before occurred in 
our history for many years. 

I believe that every member of this House is desirous if possible te so 
hedge about the Post-Office Department that a recurrence in the future 
of similar frauds will be made difficult if not impossible. I therefore 
anticipate no opposition to the amendment which I have suggested, 
but, on the contrary, a co-operation of this House and of the Senate 
in every effort which we can put forth to reduce the expenditures of 
the Government, or at least to reduce the frauds upon the Govern- 
ment or the possibility of their recurrence in the future. 

Mr. HASKELL. May I ask the gentleman from Illinois a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HASKELL. I wish to ask the gentleman (my recollection is 
especially distinct) if two years ago, when we passed a deficiency 
appropriation bill for the star routes, we did not add a provision that 
expedition and increase of service should be limited to 50 per cent. 
of the original contract? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true; as I am informed by members of 
the Committee on Appropriations at that time. 

Mr. HASKELL. Then I wouldsuggest to the honorable gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that he will probably find the House 
willing to co-operate with him in any effort to limit the possibility of 
wrong-doing on the part of contractors. But I suggest to the gen- 
tleman that if you adopt a proposition to prevent absolutely any in- 
crease or expedition under any circumstances, and to make a four 
years’ contract hold for the entire four years, or else having given a 
contract to a man you annul it in perhaps six months afterward, you 
will find yourself in another set of difficulties about as troublesome 
and annoying as it is possible to conceive. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ILask the Clerk again to read the proposed amend- 
ment which I sent up tothe desk, as it will be an answer to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Kansas. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no part thereof shall be paid to any contractor or sub-contractor 
for any services or claim for services performed which were not embraced in the 
original contract. And no service shall be expedited or increased beyond the orig- 
inal contract, and no contract shall be enlarged or modified or released until after 
advertising and reletting thereof in the same manner as the original contract was 
advertised and let. And no new contract shall release any contractor or his sure- 
ties from their liability under the original contract. 

Mr.SPRINGER. That isto come in after the appropriation for the 
star-route service after line 57 on page 3 of the printed bill. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to call 
his attention to one difficulty inthis matter? A contract is let to-day, 
for instance, at a general letting, and within a year is found to be 
inadequate to the needs of the country. Thecontractor, however, whe 
goes upon the route with his cattle and stock, or who makes a sub- 
contract, as contractors sometimes do, and as they are allowed todo 
under,the law, by the provisions of this-proposed amendment, when 
an increase of service isdemanded by the people, will always be liable 
on a new letting to be thrown out of his contract, to have it let to 
somebody else. The result will be that every contractor who has a 
route will array himself against the interest of the people along the 
line of the route so as toprevent an increase of service, evenif needed, 
because if that occurs within a year after his contract is given him 
he may lose his contract and lose his stock. The result will be that 
in our new settlements where increase of service is needed we will 
find the entire body of contractors arrayed against the people for 
the purpose of preventing any increase of service. Two years ago 
the deficiency appropriation bill for the Post-Oftice Department cut 
down the increase to 50 per cent. of the contract. It may be well to 
cut it down to25 percent. But would it not be wise to allow a little 
discretion to the Department rather than to make a contract abso- 
lutely rigid and the only way to remedy any evil being by new let- 
ting? The gentleman will see how the matter will work. 

Mr.SPRINGER. My observation with reference to the star routes 
in the Western States and Territories is that scarcely any case can be 
imagined where the necessity for immediate increase or expedition of 
the service will be so great us to make the requirement of a new 
advertising and a new letting a hardship upon anybody. 

Mr. HASKELL. In the mining districts sometimes a large com- 
wmunity starts up in the course of a year or less upon the line of one 
of the old routes. But under such a provision as the gentleman pro- 
poses the service could not be increased or expedited to accommodate 
the growth of the country tr by a reletting; and this the con- 
tractors at any given time would oppose for fear that upon a relet- 
ting they would lose the contract. 

r. SPRINGER. The advertisement can be made in thirty days, 
and a new contract can be promptly let in all cases where there has 
been a sudden rush to a particular locality. I can see no objection 
to requiring every increase or expedition of existing service to be 
made by a contract duly let after proper advertisement, so that 
every person in the country may have the same opportunity to bid 

















CONGRESSIONAL 


for doing the increased service that he had in regard to the original 
service. This will work no hardship. When the Government tem- 
porarily has not sufficient mail service at any particular place, private 
enterprise, I have observed, comes in and relieves the Post-Office 

ent by carrying the mail for it. Whenever there is a sud- 
den growth of population, as in the mining country, and the regular 
mail facilities for the time being are not sufficient, the stage-lines 
always carry the mail until service can be ordered, and they do it 
without asking or expecting any pay for the service. So that there 
can be no pretext for one official taking upon himself the responsi- 
bility of increasing or expediting the service largely above the terms 
of the original contract, thus offering temptation to advertise for a 
low grade of service in order to expedite it afterward and pay fabu- 
lous prices for an expedited service. I am wholly opposed to any 
increase or expedition of the service except upon advertising and 
reletting as in the original instance. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to make a suggestion in the same line 
as that of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. The difficulty heretofore has been that routes were 
let at a nominal sum, and then increased to a very uarge sum—for in- 
stance, from $10,000 to $100,000 or $150,000. That evil was cured two 
years ago, when we provided that service should not be expedited 
upon any route at an increased cost exceeding 50 per cent. of the 
original contract price. I suggest (and the suggestion is in the line 
ef that made by the gentleman from Kansas) that when that law 
was passed this abuse, so far as the future was concerned, was sub- 
stantially cut up by the roots. Now I very much fear that the amend- 
ment of my colleague, [Mr. SPRINGER,] if adopted, would increase 
expense instead of saving it; for I do not believe it probable that 
persons would form a conspiracy to obtain service at a low rate when 
in no event could it be increased over 50 per cent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have already, in reply to the gentleman from 
Kansas, answered the objection of my colleague from Illinois. If it 
worked well to prohibit an increase over 50 per cent., it would work 
equally as well to prevent any increase or expedition without adver- 
tising and letting a new contract, as in the first instance. The more 
safeguards we provide the greater will be the chances of securing an 
honest administration of the affairs of the Government. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee rose informally, and Mr. MCKINLEY took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session, and proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Ithink I can in afew minutes say what I desire to 
say touching this bill. I shall, so far as possible, give my attention 
to the different items, and to the amounts recommended by the bill, 
holding myself ready to yield wherever possible for any questions 
touching the different items as I may reach them. 

As will be noticed, this bill recommends the appropriation of 
$43,529,300, which is $132,000 less than was estimated for. This is 
an increase over the appropriations for last year, and also over the 
expenditures for last year. 

here was expended last year, as shown by the Auditor’s report, 
$39,251,736.46. But this does not represent the actual cost of the 
service for the last year, because there is a deficiency in that year of 
$798,000 for compensation of postmasters, which will, of course, have 
to be appropriated for. The amount appropriated for this year, end- 
ing June 30, 1882, was $40,957,432 ; but this amount will be increased 
by a large additional sum, which must be appropriated for deficien- 
cies. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of what item is the gentleman speaking? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam now speaking of the appropriations for the 
current year. On one item alone—the pay for railway mail trans- 
portation—the deficiency appropriations for this year will have to be, 
as I am satisfied from careful examination, not less than $1,089,864. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask whether we did not disagree as to the amount? 
I thought then the item was not large enough. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam speaking of the current year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And so am I. 

Mr. CANNON. A deficiency for this year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. SoI am speaking of this very current year now 
passing. There was a disagreement. I thought then there was a 
difference of opinion, and I ask whether the gentleman does not 
remember that difference of opinion ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly I do remember the difference. 

Now, on the next item of postmasters’ salaries, if there was no in- 
crease in the cost of these salaries for the year to come over the year 
that is past, there would still be a deficiency in round numbers of half 
amillion of dollars. There isno doubt there will be a deficiency this 
year of three-fourths of a million of dollars. So that when you come 
to figure up the cost of the service for the year now running, for 
which we appropriated nearly a year ago, that service will cost not 
less than $42,546,000. If you deduct that from the amount we recom- 
mend for the next year, it leaves a difference of $732,004. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
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Mr. BLOURT. What amount does the gentleman estimate will be 
the cost for compensation of postmasters for the present current year? 

Mr. CANNON. I will come to that, and am glad the gentleman 
has asked me the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do they not state there will be a large deficiency ? 

Mr. CANNON. Very well, I may as well answer the question now 
asatanytime. The amount recommended by this bill for the coming 
year for postmasters’ salaries is $8,800,000. That is an increase of a 
million dollars over the present year. It may be that it will be suffi- 
cient to pay the expenses of postmasters’ salaries next year. I am, 
however, a little inclined to doubt it. It may lack a matter of from 
two to three hundred thousand dollars to pay those expenses. My 
doubt was not strong enough to recommend to the Committee on 
Appropriations or to this committee that we should increase the 
amount estimated for the service of next year. But the amount we 
recommend for the service of next year for postmasters’ salaries 
exceeds the amount appropriated for this year by a million of dollars, 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman state the reason for it ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. I understand the reason to be this, that 
the salaries of postmasters are fixed by law, and adjusted on the 
amount of revenues collected, and that they are more or less as the 
revenues increase or decrease. Owing to the great increase of busi- 
ness growing out of the development of the country this additional 
amount has been rendered necessary. 

a BLOUNT. Will the gentleman let me ask him another ques- 
tion 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not true that for a period of ten or fifteen 
years there has uniformly been a deficiency in this item of from three 
to five hundred thousand dollars? Isit not likewise true there is no 
percentage of increase yet fixed which can be considered reliable to 
be arrived at by contrasting the amount of one year with another? 
This is owing to the fact that an increase may be more in one year 
than in another. 

Mr.CANNON. Thatis true, with the modification, however, that 
there is always an increase. Not only is that true, butit is also true 
forthe year 1880, twoyearsback. There is yet adeficiency of $150,000 
for postmasters’ salaries which has never been y te grange for. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This state of things may be found any year you 
look into the service. 

Mr. ATKINS. While the gentleman is on the subject of deficiencies 
he will allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ATKINS. I know the gentleman from Illinois desires to make 
a full explanation of this bill; and I will say that I think he under- 
stands it about as well as anybody. I now desire to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that there is an aggregate of $2,405,830.03 of unex- 
pended balance to supply deficiencies in the postal revenue. It is 
reported in the Postmaster-General’s report there is this balance en- 
tirely unexpended. Now I should like to know how the gentleman 
arrives at the conclusion there will be a deficiency, and how he is 
able to fix the amount in this way. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Tennessee I will say that while the Auditor’s reports show the exact 
truth at the time they are made as to money already paid, yet in fact 
until two years have expired these appropriations for particular items 
are still available. If I understood the scope of his question, I will 
reply further that in making my calculation of the cost of the rail- 
way mail service and the cost of postmasters’ salaries—and those are 
the two items under consideration—first, the Auditor’s report of the 
amount expended. So far as the matter in hand is concerned, I am 
proceeding on the Auditor’sreport. Ofcourse asto the amount which 
may be finally covered into the Treasury at the end of two years of 
all the other items pertaining to the postal service (which cannot be 
utilized, by the way, one for the other) I cannot tell until the two 
years have passed. 

Now, sir, while we propose for the next fiscal year, 1883, to increase 
the r,s pe over and above the cost of the service, if you please, 
for the current year, in part ascertained and in part estimated by the 
sum of $732,000, let us look for a moment upon the increase in reve- 
nues which the Department will have to meet this expenditure. 
The revenues for 1881, the year past, were $36,785,397.97. Nowthey 
are estimated for the year 1883, that is two years later, by the Post- 
master-General at $42,741,722.05. That estimate ismade up by count- 
ing the increase for the year 1882, and the succeeding year, 1883, at 
8 per cent., or 16 per cent. over the revenues of 1881. I think that 
is a safe estimate. Because the increase of 1881 over the previous 
year, 1880, was 10.4 per cent., and when we estimate it at 8 per cent., 
being 16 per cent. for the two years, I believe that estimate will be 
realized. So that if we take the amount recommended by this bill, 
and deduct it from the amount of revenues as estimated upon this 
basis, we have the amount of deficiency to be provided for out of the 
general Treasury of $787,577.95 I desire now to call the attention 
of this committee to this flattering state of affairs: that by the in- 
crease in business and consequent increase of mail service we can 
safely reckon upon an increase of revenue to meet it at the rate of 8 per 
cent. year by year, and it is a well-known fact that the expenditures 
do not increase in any such ratio, in fact that they are so nearly sta- 
tionary that the increase in the estimates for the coming year will 
be so that three-fourths of a million of dollars only will have to be 
appropriated out of the general Treasury to make up the deficiency. 
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Mr. McKINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman that all the ex- 
penses of the — service will be paid out of its revenues, with the 
exception of t yer-qpoxters of a million of dollars? 

Mr. CANNON, t is the estimate of the Department. Perhaps 
I ought to state in fairness, however, as I intended to state later in 
my remarks, that my own opinion is, from the best examinations I 
have been able to give this item of railway mail transportation, that 
the amount estimated therefor by the Postmaster-General lacks half 
a million of dollars. 

Mr. CASWELL. But the probabilities are that there will be also 
an increase of the revenues. 

Mr. CANNON. Very true. There is as much probability of an 
increased revenue as there is an increased cost of the service, because 
the increased revenue is estimated at only 8 per cent., while in the 
light of last year’s increase it will not be much less than 104 per cent. 

While referring to this item of railway transportation, the prin- 
cipal item of this bill, I desire to state that I have a revised estimate 
from the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, which I will insert 
for the information of the House.* This estimate, in connection 
with the estimate in the report of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, I believe to be substantially correct, and it makes the cost 
of this service one-half million dollars more than the estimate of the 
Postmaster-General. And, Mr. Chairman, I have failed to find a 
reason in the report of the Postmaster-General for arbitrarily cut- 
ting off from the estimate made by the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General one-half million dollars, unless it is, as he states, upon the 
supposition that Congress would amend the law decreasing the rate 
of pay for the railway mail service. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for 
2 question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
the Postmaster-General did not base his estimate upon the ratio of 
increase in the railway service, taking the whole amount of the 
appropriation of last year as a basis for calculating the increased 
amount of estimated service for the coming year ? 





*Letter from the Second Assistant Postmaster-General partially revising his 
estimate for inland transportation by railroads. 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
RAILWAY ADJUSTMENT DIVISION, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1881. 

Sin: In compliance with your request of the 27th instant, that this office revise 
the estimate of the amount necessary to be appropriated for inland transportation 
by railroad, to conform as nearly as possible to the facts as they now exist, I have 
the honor to inform you that the Auditer of the Treasury for this Department this 
day reports that the $9,543,155 given by him as the cost of railroad service on the 
30th June, 1881, and used by this office, on page 99, Report for 1881, includes the 
expenditure of $345,636.57 for ‘‘ special facilities” for the year ending June 30, 1881. 
‘The cost of the regular service for year ending June 30, 1881, should therefore have 
been stated at $9,197,518.79. 

of the 5,521 miles of unadjusted service on the 30th of June, 1881, estimated at $50 

er mile, one route of 400 miles has been adjusted at $133 per mile, and the connect- 
ing routes of 1,068 miles will soon be adjusted, and at not less than $130 per mile, 
which will add $118,000 to the estimated cost for that item. Then again the new 
service estimated for the present fiscal year was 8,352 miles. Sixty thousand four 
hundred and twenty miles have been established from July 1, 1881, todate. It is 
now almost certain that more than ten thousand miles of new service will be estab- 
lished during the current fiscal year. The estimate for this item should be not less 
than $50,000 more than is given in the report. 

The sum of $80,000 was deducted from the pay of railroads for the year ending 
June 30, 1881, for non-performance of trips, and not less than $50,000 of that sum 
resulted from the great snow blockades of last winter. Nothing of the kind has 
occurred this year. This item, however, is not used in a specific way in making 
up the estimate. The readjustment now pending for other than the regular con- 
tract term will increase the cost about two hundred thousand dollars. 

With this explanation may be revised as follows: 

Cost railroad service June 30, 1881, as given in annual report...........- 


9, 543, 155 
ee OE I ins vntindin ian sihavecisesbonsboeesht sepoeuss 7 37 


345, 637 


9, 197, 418 
For new service June 30, 1881, (estimated) -...............-22222220..-. 250, 000 
For new service July 1 to October 18, 1881, (estimated) ................ 125, 000 
New service costing in exeess of $50 per mile................-.---....- 118, 000 
Readjustment for other than contract term .................22....2---- 200, 000 
For new service October to June, 1882, estimated in report at $150, 000. . 200, 000 


Increase by réadjustment, as per Table E, from July 1, 1881...........- 487, 446 
10, 577, 864 
The increase in the weight of mails carried and the rapid extension of the sys- 
tem for the year ending December 31, 1881, are unprecedented, 6,420 miles of new 
service having been established since July 1, 1881, or nearly 1,000 miles per month. 
_ The cost of the railroad service for the quarter ending September 30, 1881, exclu- 
sive of allowance for wae facilities, was $2,427,421, or at the rate of $9,709,684 
perannum. Tothis add the new service, and increase through readjustment, and 
it will be seen that the cost for this year is not likely to fall below $10,577,864. For 
the reasons herein given it is believed that the amounts heretofore estimated to be 
necessary for the item of railroad transportation for the current fiscal year, and 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, are not greater than will be required. 
In the annual report allusion was made to the Pacific Railroads, and it was 
stated that the Courtof Claims had decided that they were entitled to payment for 
ig the mails on leased and operated lines, and that. an —— had been entered. 
It is now reported that the ap’ has been withdrawn. If the decision of the court 
be carried out, the further sum of $145,897.25 will be required to pay for this par- 
ticular service for the current year, and alike amount for the next fiscal year. 
Very respectfully, 


; os RICHD. A. ELMER, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. G. CANNON, House of Representatives. a ae , 
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If the gentleman will take Table E, 


Mr. CANNON. I think not. 
contained in the report of the Postmaster-General, he will observe 
that it is absolutely impossible to make up an intelligent estimate 
upon that basis, for the readjustment of pay upon roads in the north- 


east section last year increased the compensation of roads in that sec- 
tion over one and a quarter million of dollars. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
The Postmaster-General, on page 37, I think, of that report, gives 
expressly as his reason for reducing the amount one-half million of 
dollars that there ought to be legislation touching the method of 
compensating the railroads. He says that but for the lack of time 
and opportunity he would have made some suggestions in the mat- 
ter of legislation looking to reform in that direction. I desire to ask 
the gentleman if it is not therefore necessarily entirely conjectural, 
when the legislation is not in operation, that this reduction of 
$500,000 will be made ? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave stated that I do not know how the estimate 
was arrived at except upon the theory that there would be legislation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Taking the Postmaster-General’s statement it is 
very clear that no reason is given, except the general statement that 
there should be a change in the method of compensation. 

Mr. CANNON. Inow desiretocall attention to the item of $500,000 
recommended for necessary facilities upon the trunk lines. 

I might say that I always regret when we are called upon to make 
an appropriation of half a million of dollars or more, the expend- 
iture of which is in the discretion only of a Department. 

Now, the history of this appropriation is, very briefiy, substantially 
as my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] stated it in his remark. 
In 1876 or 1877, as he stated, the pay of railroads was reduced 10 per 
cent., and in 1878 it was reduced 5 per cent.more, It was our friends 
upon the other side, having both the House and Senate, who first put 
this appropriation into the appropriation bill of 1877, as it can be 
found in volume 19 Statutes at Large, page 384, under date of March 
3, 1877. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman will find that we did not 
have control of the Senate at that time, and that this was a Senate 
amendment, or rather a compromise between the House and Senate 
conferees. It did not arise in this House originally. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman may be right in saying that in the 
first instance it came by way of a Senate amendment. But it was 
finally agreed to, and wentintothe law. IfI was mistaken in what 
I said about the Senate, the gentleman from Georgia will bear me 
out in saying that next year the party on that side of the House had 
the control of both the House and the Senate; and next year there 
was $150,000 appropriated, my friend from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT, } 
I believe, having charge of the bill at the time ; the next year $350,000, 
and for this year $425,000. . 

I will do my friend from Georgia the justice, however, to say that 
my understanding is he never personally approved of this appropri- 
ation. Yet when the reduction of pay of railroads was made, first 10 
per cent, and next 15 per cent., which reduction for this current year 
would represent about one million seven hundred thousand dollars, 
there was, as the Postmaster-General stated, some difficulty about get- 
ting sufficient speed in the carriage of the mails between the great 
trade centers of the country, and this item was inserted in the bill to 
promote the fast-mail service, and has continued there from that time 
until the present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Willthe gentleman yield tome again for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. I ask my friend to let me complete this statement 
while I am atit, and then I will yield. Of course I have no personal 
knowledge as to whether this fund is wisely used or not. Onexamin- 
ing the statement as toits use I find that over one-halfof it isexpended 
fox service from New York to Washington and from Washington 
south. In fact, as I recollect it this class of appropriation has had 
many warm friends living in the southern section of the country. 
The balance, or the bulk of it, is used from New York west. The 
necessity for its use is this: under the general law railroads are paid 
by weig t for the amount of mail they carry and are entitled to just 
asmuch pay if theyrunten miles an hour as they are if they run forty 
miles an hour. So you cannot compel them under existing legisla- 
tion to take the mails upon the fast trains or to run fast trains, and 
the Department takes this fund and bargains for a train or trains 
upon such schedules as they desire between the great trade centers. 

Now, sir, lam not for unduly increasing thisfund., It took me some 
time to give my consent to recommend $500,000. I do not believe it 
ought to go any further, and I do hope that ere long we will devise 
some general legislation by which we can dispense with this fund en- 
tirely. But whenI statethat, I want to state also that I fear it would 
not be safe for a good mail service to dispense with it now unless we 
provide something in its place. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois will allow me I wish 
to correct him in his statement—not a very important one ; still it is 
not correct: he will remember in the Forty-fifth Con , in which 
this sum was put on by the Senate, the Senate was Republican at 
that time instead of Democratic. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought I made an amendment of that mistake 
by saying this has gone on every year since that time, and I believe 
until this year. 

Mr. BLOUN'T. Itis a strange way of amending the mistake, after 
assuming the Senate was Democratic in the Forty-fifth Congress, to 
say it had gone on every year since. 
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Mr. CANNON. I did not, however, make any point of that. Ido 
not understand that the gentleman and I, or any gentleman on that 
side of the House, has any quarrel about that with this side of the 
House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman did appear to make a point of it 
when he said the Senate in that Congress was Democratic. 

Mr. CANNON. It is apurely business question, without reference 
to politics. The only question is whether or no this fund is neces- 
sary to get the required mail service. 

Many suggestions have been made touching an amendment of the 
‘law for compensation of railroads. I apprehend, so far as the law is 
now concerned, that any railroad in the country, if it dare do it in the 
face of public opinion, might throw our mails off and refuse to carry 
them at all. Perhaps we have the power to force them to carry the 
mails. But yet we are confronted with this fact, that the gross earn- 
ings of the railroads in the United States are over $615,000,000, while 
our pay to them is only slightly over $10,000,000; less than 2 per cent. 
of the gross earnings. And while I would be ready to revise this law 
and force the railroad companies, if I could, to take the mails upon 
satisfactory schedules to the Department, yet I do not want to enter 
upon a revision of the law until I am sure we can better it. 

I now want to say a word in reference to another item in this bill ; 
that is, in reference to the transportation of mails on inland routes 
or star routes. The estimate for the coming fiscal year is $7,250,000. 
We recommend that the full amount of the estimate be given. 

The cost of that service at the close of the last fiscal year, that is, 
June 30, 1881, was atthe rate of $6,957,355 per annum. The expend- 
iture for last year was more than that amount, but I am giving you 
the rate of the expenditure at the close of the fiscal year. The appro- 
priation for the current fiscal year was $7,900,000 for this service, 
and there will be a very considerable balance, no doubt, to be cevered 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion just there ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the gentleman states, the appropriation for 
this year was $7,900,000. he Committee on Appropriations now 
recommend for the coming fiscal year an appropriation of $650,000 
less than that amount. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe that is it. The committee recommend 
‘an appropriation of $7,250,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Postmastecr-General has stated that the re- 
duction on the star routes by curtailment of service under the recent 
Postmaster-Genera! aggregate nearly a million of dollars. Now, if 
those reductions aggregate nearly a million of dollars, why cannot 
the appropriation for that branch of the service be reduced by the 
same amount? 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] I will say that I apprehend the Post- 
master-General when he made that statement spoke of the reductions 
upon certain routes that had been made, and did not in the same 
connection probably refer to the increased cost of service for new star 
routes. But be that as it may, he does report that the cost of this 
service on the last day of the last fiscal year was at the rate of 
$6,957,355. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That was after some routes had been 
reduced. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; that was the cost at that time. The 
Postmaster-General now asks for $250,000 in round numbers over and 
above the cost at that time. And my fear was, prior to the last day 
or two, that he had placed his estimate too low. The reason was 
this: the Postmaster-General is now opening the bids for what is 
known as the Pacific section of star service, the costly service of this 
country, and running four years, commencing on the Ist day of duly 
next. I knew that the service required was advertised for; that is, 
that sufficient trips and sufficient speed, as the service ought to be, 
was advertised for. But I also knew that contractors were prophe- 
sying that it would be an extremely costly service for that reason. 


‘Therefore I feared that when the service was awarded it would be 


found that the amount estimated for was too small. I am gratified, 
however, to be able to say to the House that in conversation with 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General he informed me that the 
opening of the bids was sufficiently far advanced to authorize him 
to state with considerable certainty that there would be no increase 
for this superior service advertised for over and above that which 
exists in the present contract term, and he believed the sum of 


“$7,250,000 would be enough for the service. 


Mr. RANDALL. Then the expenditures, as stated by the gentle- 
man, for the star-route service, as well as the estimates made for 
the coming fiscal year for that service, show conclusively that the 
unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations of 
this House of last year, as to the amount necessary to be appropri- 
ated for the star-route service, was correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. And that the amendments put on the bill by the 
Senate and by the House were incorrect. 

Mr. CANNON. I think so. 

Mr. RANDALL. And a waste of money. 

_.Mr. CANNON. It is just that I should say that while I admit that 
if the statement of the Committee on Appropriations of the last ses- 
‘sion of Congress was correct, it was uae correct by the strong hand 


of the executive officer being laid upon ninety or a hundred routes, 
in round numbers, cutting off, as I think, unnecessary service which 
was being performed at great cost. 

Mr. RANDALL. And for which the officer ought to receive the 
thanks of the public. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that last year the Committee on Appropriations were unanimous 
in reference to this item of appropriations, and that time and ex- 
perience have shown they were correct, and that Congress was 
wrong. 

Mr. CANNON. In thatsame line I will call attention to the fact that 
while Congress appropriated last year the sum of $7,900,000 for this 
service the estimate was $8,260,000, or $360,000 more than was appro- 
priated, a large amount of which appropriation has proved to be 
unnecessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not desire to interrupt the argument of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all right; Iam glad the gentleman inter- 
rupted me. 

I want now to refer to another large item in this bill. The esti- 
mate of the Department for the free-delivery service, or the carrier 
service, in the cities of this country is $3,000,000. The Committee 
on Appropriations recommend $2,900,000. For the current year the 
appropriation was $2,600,000; and the Committee on Appropriations 
recommend for the next fiscal year $300,000 over that amount. 

Experience has shown that where this service ought to exist at all 
it becomes profitable as it is made effective. Take, for instance, the 
great city of New York, where they have from five to six deliveries 
a day of letters and mail matter. From that city you obtain a profit 
upon this whole service of near $1,200,000, as I recollect now, from this 
branch of the service alone. It is also true in seven other cities of 
the country, to which I will refer presently. 

Now, under the law there are a great many carriers, auxiliary car- 
riers, serving at the rate of $400 per annum, doing substantially, as 
I am informed, as good service as that rendered by the carriers who 
receive from $800 to $1,000a year. These auxiliary carriers ought to 
be promoted. The law which provided for such carriers looked to 
the employment of men a portion of the time, not all the time; and 
therefore the pay was fixed at $400 per annum. But the growth of 
the service and its necessities have compelled the Department to 
insist upon these men working all the time for this salary of $400. 
Now, to appropriate for the promotion of these auxiliary carriers, the 
number of which in the different cities is set down, I believe, at two 
hundred and forty-five—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. There are four hundred and nine at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. To make the necessary appropriation for the pro- 
motion of these four hundred and nine auxiliary carriers to $800 per 
annum and the promotion of a smaller number from $800 to $1,000, 
would require $200,000 as I now recollect. This amount would suf- 
fice for this purpose and to employ additional carriers, so as to make 
the service effective in each of the one hundred and twelve cities 
where it now exists. 

Mr. UPSON. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. UPSON. Is the amount proposed in this bill for this letter- 
carrier system sufficient to give the system to all the cities that are 
entitled to it; and if not, why is not the amount made sufficient to 
include all the cities entitled to this system under the law? 

Mr. CANNON. I was just coming to that branch of the subject. 
I will answer the gentleman in a few moments. 

We find that the local postages in the free delivery or carrier cities 
amounted last year in round numbers to $3,273,000, while the cost of 
the service was $2,499,000, yielding a profit as is stated of $773,000. 
While this is true, I hold in my hand a table showing that the only 
cities in the United States where the returns exceeded the cost of the 
service are, eight, namely: New York, Philadelphia, Boston, Brook- 
lyn, Chicago, Hartford, San Francisco, and Denver, Colorado. In 
these cities the local postages not only pay for the service, but also 

= a profit over and above the cost of the service of $1,367,000, as 
ollows: 


All of the free delivery post-offices of the United States where the postage on 
local matter exceeds the cost of service. 














bs 

ER Ag “ gate cost 

@_. | of the service, 

Post-offices. ©= | including in.| Postageon lo- Profit. 

S z cidental ex-| °! matter. 

é = 

se 
RE OME 6 ayn vennio nes $1, 579, 777 86 | $1, 149,785 88 
Philadelphia.............. 398, 626 28 118, 735 28 
Boston, Massachusetts. . . . 232, 060 33 54, 508 39 
Brooklyn, New York..... 122, 817 93 23, 174 51 
Chicago, Illinois .......... 183, 618 75 15, 027 38 
Hartford, Connecticut... . 12, 849 67 3,481 21 
San Francisco, California. 61, 387 03 1,397 12 
Denver, Colorado .......-. 9, 188 15 1,019 35 


1, 232, 489 87 2, 599, 826 00 | 1, 367,126 12 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman yield for one question ? 

Mr.CANNON. Letme finish this statement. Now, forthose cities, 
as well as the other one hundred and four cities, this bill appropri- 
ates money enough, as the Department informed the Committee on 
Appropriations, to continue the existing service, to make all the pro- 
motions of carriers, and to employ additional carriers sufficient for 
the demands of the service. 

In the other cities of the United States these local postages amount 
to $673,000, while the cost of the service is $1,267,000, leaving a deficit 
in round numbers of $600,000. But, asks somebody, do they need the 
service? Yes; most of them do, without reference to whether they 
pay the cost of the service or not; because wherever there is a city 
of forty, fifty, or sixty thousand inhabitants, it unquestionably ought 
to have this service. 

Now, by way of answering the question of the gentleman from 
Texas, I will say that a part of these one hundred and four cities in 
my opinion ought not now to have this service; it ought not to be 
extended any further to small cities. For instance, I holdin my hand 
a statement as to eleven cities. Letmename them: Covington, Dal- 
las, Hoboken, Leavenworth, Macon, Mansfield, Oswego, Petersbargh, 
Pottsville, Zanesville, and Richmond, Indiana. Now, the cost of 
service in thuse cities is $39,600 and over, while the total amount of 
local postage is $9,500. In other words, there is a loss of $30,000 upon 
local postages alone in those cities, as follows: 


Free-delivery post-offices of the United States where the postage on local 
matter amounts to less than $1,000 per annum. 








ee | 
an 
| — % Aggregate cost 
a of the service 
‘ © a : :’ | Postage on lo- 
Post-offices. | ©S | ineluding in- : ae Loss. 
SD cidental ex- cal matter. | 
.& penses. 
Sr 
|é | 
Covington, Kentucky --... 6 $4, 370 59 $764 32 $3, 606 27 
Dallas, Texas ............- 5 4,251 75 932 76 3, 318 99 
Hoboken, New Jersey ---- 4 3, 400 00 977 68 2, 422 32 
Leavenworth, Kansas... -. 5 4, 414 53 786 56 3, 627 97 
Macon, Georgia .....-.--.- 5 3, 871 49 962 53 2,480 96 
Mansfield, Ohio .........-- 4 2,165 94 741 50 1,424 44 
Oswego, New York®. ...... 6 5, 111 90 971 35 4,140 55 
Petersburgh, Virginia... .. 6 4, 654 49 793 56 3, 860 93 
Pottsville, Pennsylvania - . 4 3, 407 96 961 99 2,445 97 
Zanesville, Ohio.......-.-- 5 2, 635 86 822 64 1, 813 22 
Richmond, Indiana........ 6 1, 877 32 831 22 1, 046 10 
NM iad sc onaens 56 39, 661 83 9, 546 11 30, 187 72 








But somebody may ask, Do you expect to take the service away ? 
No; when you once get the service into a city, no matter what may 
be the amount of revenue received, it is a pretty hard matter to 
abolish it; and when one little city where local postages yield less 
than $1,000 gets this service, all her sister cities want it and call on 
theirmembers of Congress to get it forthem. Now, my belief is that 
this service in this direction ought not to be further extended, and 
for the reason that these cities are so small their inhabitants can go 
without inconvenience to the post-office and be served in that way 
with their mails. Where such is the case there exists no real neces- 
sity for an increased cost of the service from $4,000 to $5,000 a year. 

Mr. UPSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UPSON. Is it right or fair to extend this system to cities 
which do not pay for it, and that have less population and less rev- 
enue than other cities which now do not have the benefit of the 
same system, and withhold it from the latter? For instance, take 
my own city as an illustration, which is not included in the list of 
cities having the free-delivery system? I find on the list to-day at 
least nineteen or twenty cities which have the benefits of this system 
and which have a less population than my own city, San Antonio. 
That city fills both requisites of the law. The law says that in cities 
having a population of not less than 20,000 or of post-oftices which 
produce a gross revenue of not less than $20,000 the system may be 
established. I want to know if you can, upon any principle of right 
or justice, continue this system to some cities having a less popula- 
tion and less revenue than some other cities, and not at the same 
time make appropriation for such other cities coming within the 
letter of the law? You admit there are but three or four cities which 
pay for the letter-carrier system. If that is the principle which is to 
govern, then the system should be taken away from the one hundred 
places which do not pay for it. It is unfair to continue the present 
system unless it is made to apply to all cities alike having the requi- 
site population and postal revenue. It should be stopped entirely 
or it should be made to apply fairly and justly to all. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech, but 
for a question. When the gentleman asks me the question whether 
it is fair to cut off his city, that city not having yet been placed on 
the list, when cities of smaller population have this letter-carrier 
service, I might perhaps answer by saying if you should find one 
leech on the arm of a healthy man ought you to fix another one 
upon it? 

Mr. UPSON. Then cut them ail off.. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 


Mr. CANNON. Let me answer the question of the gentleman from 

Texas before I yield to any other. The difficulty is that in twenty 
ears’ time this service has grown up where it now exists so as to 

include one hundred and twelve cities. Itis a good service and I pro- 

ose to foster it. I will vote forall appropriations necessary to make 
it effective. But mind, sir, here comes a proposition to give money 
enough to put twenty-eight cities in one year upon this service, no 
one of which, I undertake to say in the light of this table, would 
produce over $1,000 local postage, whereas that increased service 
would cost $4,000 or $5,000 to do it in each city. 

Mr. UPSON. They are only in the situation of the one hundred 
cities now upon the list. 

Mr. CANNON. But this proposes to add twenty-eight in one year, 
whereas it has taken twenty years to get up to one hundred and 
twelve. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I am in favor of accommodating gentle- 
men so far as my vote goes, yet I cannot consent by my vote or by 
my voice to put on these leeches which do not need this service, and 
thereby impair a legitimate free-delivery letter-carrier service. Itis 
a good service, Mr. Chairman, and it ought to be promoted without 
reference to whether it pays or not, wherever it is needed. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. I will in amoment. A gentleman near me says, 
change the law. What is the law? In cities of 50,000 population 
and over this service must be placed. That is the provision of the 
law; but in cities of 20,000 population or $20,000 gross revenue it 
may be placed. Who isto determine whether it shall or shall not be so 
placed? Not the Postmaster-General, because he will probably yield 
to the pressure if he has the money. But Congress is to determine 
whether it shall or not by giving or withholding the appropriation. 
The bill recommends $50,000 for extending service in additional cities. 
This will take care of twelve of the most meritorious next year, but 
the gentleman wants $100,000 to put them all on at once. 

Mr. UPSON. Why make unjust discriminations? 

Mr. HISCOCK. How do you know they will make unjust dis- 
criminations ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman’s argument would lead this House 
to suppose that only five or six cities in the letter-carrier service pay 
anetrevenue. ThatIaccept. But he goes further and assumes that 
the remaining cities do not pay a revenue to the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am not making a speech, but I only wish to 
show there is not a letter-earrier oftice—— 

Mr.CANNON. Lyield for a question, but not for aspeech. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Let me ask the gentleman a question, then. Is 
there a letter-carrier office now established of the whole one hundred 
and twelve—I will go further and say of the twenty-five now making 
application—which does not pay a net revenue to the Government, 
not from the letter-carrier service, but from the general service of the 
Post-Office? There isnot a letter-carrier office in the country to-day 
that does not pay a large net revenue. I wish the gentleman to an- 
swer that question. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will yield the floor I will answer 
him. Inreply I have this to say, that while it is true that $2,599,000 
is yielded from local postages in eight cities the other one hundred 
and four yield only $1,232,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The gentleman does not answer my question. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman’s question if he will 
possess his soul for a moment in patience. I will answer him in the 
affirmative, and say that there is not aletter-carrier city inthe United 
States but what pays more revenue to the Government than the 
service costs. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all I wanted to know. 

*Mr. CANNON. But that is also true of every other city and town 
in the United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is not true of twelve of the States. 

Mr. CANNON. It is true wherever there is a post-office. Out of 
the whole 43,000 post-oftices in the Union every one of them pays a 
revenue in excess of what it costs the Government to run them. 
So, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in that argument. 

Mr. HORR. Now, may I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Icannot yield fora question now; my time is very 
short. 

Mr. HORR. But right here I want to ask the gentleman if these 

ost-oftices or cities to which he refers pay the entire cost of service ; 
fe says they do pay a revenue to the Government. What I want to 
know is do they pay the cost of the service ? 

Mr. CANNON. They do pay the cost of the service, every one of 
these letter-carrier cities. Take my own city of Danville. Take 
Decatur in my State—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the gentleman’s own State does not pay the 
cost of the service. 

Mr. CANNON. And further tothe gentleman from Michigan I 
would say that I have no doubt there are perhaps in Michigan towns 
of 10,000 or 15,000 people that pay more revenue to the Goverament 
from this source than many of these cities which have the letter- 
carrier system; and I would reply to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that my State does pay a revenue over and above the cost of 
the service to the Government. 


Will the gentleman let me ask him a quetion ? 
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The gentleman from Pennsylvania will find, if he examines into the 
statistics, that my State pays by many hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars more than the cost of the service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itisindeficiency some twenty-four thousand dol- 
lars last year. 

Mr.CANNON. Not atall. If the gentleman will take the report 
and examine it he will see that he is mistaken. 

The free-delivery system is a good service and it ought to be pro- 
moted; but I am not willing to say that because it is a good service 
for one hundred and twelve cities, it is a good service to be applied 
to the whole of the 43,000 post-oftices in the country. 

Mr. HORR. It is good to be honest. 

Mr. CANNON. You must draw the line somewhere, and the place 
to draw the line is, in my judgment, a town so large that the inhab- 
itants of it cannot readily receive their mail by going and applying 
directly to the post-office. Whenever any city or town has sucha 
population, and its mail requirements are so large as to prevent the 
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delivery at the post-office in aconvenient and suitable manner, then | 


I should favor the free-delivery system. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him what he 
regards as a proper basis? 

_Mr.CANNON. It would be hard to fixa basis. It would vary with 
different towns. There are some towns of 20,000 people, manufac- 
turing towns, that yield twice as much revenue as some towns of 
30,000 inhabitants that now have this system. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman allow me one further remark? 
As I understand the gentleman, he desires that this free-delivery 
system shall be based upon revenue and not upon population. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it would be better and safer to base it upon 
revenue, and I hope the Post-Office Committee will mature proper 
legislation to place it upon a proper basis, because it is not necessary 
for me to repeat what I have said before, that there is no part of the 
service connected with the mail service of this country that Iam more 
attached to than to the legitimate employment of this free-delivery 
system. I now yield to the gentleman from Michigan for a question. 

Mr. HORR. I did ask the question, but I want to say something 
else. 

Mr. CANNON. [I cannot yield for a speech. 

Mr. UPSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
He says this system of free delivery should be based on revenue in- 
stead of population. Now, would it not be more just to serve 20,000 
people than 10,000 people because a city of 10,000 population may 
pay a revenue to the Government more than one of 20,000 people 
under certain conditions ? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. UPSON. Then answer the question. Would it not be better 
to serve 20,000 than 10,000 people ? 

Mr. CANNON. I can only say to the gentleman, out of courtesy, 
that there are places of twenty-five or thirty thousand inhabitants 
that do not yield very much revenue to the Government from this 
source—towns where mail is only called for or demanded once a day, 
towns whose inhabitants live in elegant leisure; and, again, there 
are manufacturing places of less size where industry hums and where 
four times the amount of revenue is collected that comes from larger 
pores and that need the service more than some larger places. Now, 

r. Chairman, I will crop that question of carrier service in the cities. 

Mr. UPSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him another 
question ? 

Mr. CANNON. I have not time. 

Mr. UPSON. A single word. 

Mr.CANNON. The gentleman can speak iti his own time. I have 
no time to answer him now if it is to come out of my time. 

There are some other items in this bill that I intended to refer to; 
some under the head of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. It 
will be noticed that the appropriations decrease in amount in the 
office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. He is the financial 
agent, or the financial officer, of the Post-Office Department. He 
makes the contracts for and distributes the stamps, and the envelopes, 
and the postal cards, as well as doing other business in that Depart- 
ment. This decrease is owing to the fact that this year, under a 
new contract, postal cards are furnished at a less rate than under 
the late contract, and the same is also true as to stamps. 

I am gratified, in conclusion, to say to this House that this bill, 
giving as it does forty-three and a half million dollars, speaks of the 
renewed activity and business prosperity of the country, and these 
expenditures provided for in the main speak of a judicious, efficient, 
and honest administration of the afiairs of the Department. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Does this bill appropriate for the special fast- 
mail — on railroads the full amount asked for by the Depart- 
ment 

Mr. CANNON. It recommends half a million dollars. 

Mr. STEPHENS. That is the full estimate ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has two minutes 
of his time still remaining. 

Mr. CANNON. If they are of any use to that gentleman, I yield 
a soa great pleasure to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
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Mr. HORR. I believe one minute will serve for what I have te 
say. All I wish to say is this, that I donot think it is becoming this 
Congress to undertake to evade a direct provision of the statute, and 
thus make unfair discriminations against cities which have the re- 
quisite population and receipts. I have in my district two cities 
which come up to both standards. Now, I goto the Department and 
ask for a system which one hundred and twenty cities in the nation 
have got, and they tell me I ought to have it, but Congress refuses 
money to give it. Now,the gentleman from Illinois says these are 


leeches upon the body-politic, or upon the country, or something ef 


that sort. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no: I said the small cities where they did not 
need the service were the leeches, and I did not want to put any mors 
on this very meritorious and worthy service. 

Mr.HORR. Ithinkthe Congress which adopted this principle did it 
on the basis that when acity got large enough, and when it paid $20,000 
of postal money into the Treasury, it was entitled to this extra and 
beneficial service. And I say that when we have given to one hun- 


| dred and twenty cities all over this Union, and the census now shows 


thirty-one or thirty-two more that are entitled to it, this Congress 
does not do its duty when it refuses to give an appropriation for these 
cities. It has already extended by hundreds of thousands of dollars 
in this bill appropriations for the large cities of New York and Phila- 
delphia in order to increase this service. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state for the information of the 
committee that of the three hours which it was arranged should be 
granted for general debate, one and a half hours for each side, one 
side has now occupied fifty-one minutes and the other one hour. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to calithe attention of the committee who 
report this bill to the appropriation made in line 54, as follows: 


For inland transportation by steamboat routes, $800,000. 


I propose to offer an amendment to that section of the bill by add- 
ing a proviso after the word “ dollars.” And I will state to the gen- 
tleman reporting the bill that my object is, in as far as it is practi- 
cable without impairing the efiiciency of the service, to limit the 
discretion of the head of the Department with reference to two 
branches of the mail service, the steamboat service and the star- 
route service. The amendment which I propose to offer applies alone 
to the service by steamboat. e 

The number of miles to be served by the star-route service is 
215,000 ; the number by steamboats is 21,000; and the number of 
iniles by railroad service is only about 79,000. 

Now, those gentlemen who were here in the last Congress are 
familiar with the facts that when it became necessary to reporta bil! 
for deficiencies for the post-ottice service it was objected to because 
certain frauds had been perpetrated upon the Government, as was 
alleged, by those having charge of the conduct and the letting and 
the subletting and the expediting of the st#t-route service. Istated 
in a speech which I had the honor then to make to the House that I 
was opposed to any diminution of the star-route service or the steam- 
boat service because of any frauds which had been perpetrated by any 
officers of the Government. In the Forty-fourth Congress I had the 
pleasure to unite with the late able and distinguished member from 
Texas, Mr. Schleicher, who made his impression upon the legislation 
of this country, and more especially with regard to post-office matters, 
during the few brief years in which he served in this House. I had 
the pleasure and the honor to unite with that gentleman in separating 
for the first time the appropriations made for the star-route service, 
the steamboat service, and the railroad service, and providing that 
the head of the Department, whoever he might be, should have no 
power to divert the funds appropriated by Congress for the mail serv- 
ice for one purpose to another. Hence it was in that Congress for 
the first time there was a distinct and separate provision for the star- 
route service, which could not be appropriated to the steamboat serv- 
ice or the railroad service. 

Now, we are aware of the fact, Mr. Chairman, that when this out- 
ery arose against those who had improperly used the funds of the 
Government, as it was alleged, the Post-Otfice Department under- 
took to save to the country and to the Government by the discon- 
tinuance of what it found to be the unnecessary mail-routes in the 
steamboat and in the star-route service. Now I say, sir, I want to 
limit the power of the Postmaster-General on this subject. I do not 
want him to be clothed with the power any more to discontinue a 
service which is necessary in the interest of the country. And I do 
see the propriety of limiting his power to expedite to an unlimited 
degree. Hence it was that the last Congress, in passing the defi- 
ciency bill for the postal service, provided that in future expedition 
of routes should be made only to the extent of 50 per cent. of the 
original letting. What I propose by my amendment is to limit the 
power of the Postmaster-General, as upon general principles I would 
limit the power of all heads of Departments, to discontinue a service 
which is necessary in the interest of the country, whether it be a 
railroad service or a steamboat service, or what is known asthe star- 
route service. 

This bill appropriates a larger amount for inland transportation 
by steamboats than was appropriated by the last Congress, $800,000. 
Since this outcry against these alleged frauds there has been a dis- 
continuance of the service by steamboats on the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries amounting almost to an inhibition or prohibition 
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of mail service on those routes. I allude more especially to that por- 
tion of the tributaries of the Miesiorp River above Vicksburgh, 
the Yazoo and Sunflower Rivers, and other streams where boats con- 
stantly ply in the ordinary avocations of commerce, and with which 
the Government has made contracts which have been arbitrarily dis- 
continued by the Postmaster-General in contravention of the law 
creating them. The object of my amendment is to limit his power 
to discontinue this service, and to say to him that when the legisla- 
ture of the country has assented to the fact that a mail service on a 
particular river was necessary that mail service shall be continued 
as long as in the ordinary conduct of commerce steamboats shall 
ply the waters of that river, and as long as the people living along 
the river shall require and petition the Government to continue the 
service, 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. ATKINS. I would ask the gentleman if this discretion is not 
given to the Postmaster-General with regard to the entire mail serv- 
ice? Congress does not put service on any mail route; that is alto- 
gether with the discretion of the Postmaster General, whether steam- 
boat, railroad, or star service. 

Mr. HOOKER. The answer to the suggestion of my friend is this: 
you have aright to put in the bill the creation of a service anywhere. 
The Postmaster-General, under the general power which he now 
holds, may expedite that service up to a certain extent, and he may 
discontinue it to a certain extent; but he may, as he has done on the 
Yazoo and Sunflower, and other tributaries of the Mississippi, dis- 
continue it altogether. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. And on the Mississippi itself. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think any such power should be given to 
any head of a Department. WhatI want to do is to limit the power. 
When there has once been an advertisement and letting of a contract 
I would limit the power of the Postmaster-General to discontinue 
that mail route at his own option. In other words, the purpose and 
object of my amendment is not to permit the discretion or judg- 
ment of the head of the Post-Office Department to be interposed and 
become the law of the land rather than the expressed legislation of 
Congress. 

The express legislation of Congress gives the Postmaster-General 
the power to contract for this mail service. I want to deprive him 
of the power to discontinue the service thus contracted for unless he 
has the power under the terms I have mentioned. 

When this question was up in a former Congress I had occasion to 
speak upon this subject, especially with regard to the star-route serv- 
ice. My present amendment applies to the steamboat service which 
is now conducted from New Orleans up the Mississippi River. Every 
steamboat that carries mail by contract for the Government becomes 
as it were.a banker for the planters on the line of the river, and they 
conduct their business with merchants in New Orleans through the 
steamboats on those routes. 

Now, if you discontinue this mail service you deprive the people 
of reasonable mail service by the steamboats, and deprive them of 
the privilege they now enjoy of transacting business with merchants 
at New Orleans and other cities, and so on from the tributaries of 
the river where this service has been conducted. 

The Department in answer to numerous petitions has said to the 
people, ‘‘ You are served with a mail service by virtue of a line of 
railway which has been constructed parallel with these rivers and 
forty miles back, and we have established star-route service from the 
railroad to the river.” This is no answer to the demands of our people. 
Itis a virtual breaking up of that means of communication which has 
existed there for years, and it affects the commerce not only between 
the great important termini of the routes, suchas New Orleans, Vicks- 
burgh, Natchez, Yazoo City, and other cities on these streams, but it 
breaks up methods of doing business which have been usual with them 
for more than half acentury. I think this discontinuance is wrong, 
and I would inhibit the Postmaster-General from exercising this 
power unless it can be demonstrated that the new service tendered 
by the Government is such a service as will meet all the requirements, 
wants, and necessities of the people living on these rivers. 

The same argument will apply to the star-route service which has 
been discontinued to a very great extent east of the Mississippi River, 
where there was no pretense that there had been a single fraud com- 
mitted in regard to any star route east of the Mississippi River. As 
I understand it all the allegations in regard to these frauds were that 
they were perpetrated west ot the Mississippi River, upon the routes 
on which increasing population had rendered necessary the expedit- 
ing of service. 

The Postmaster-General himself, in his report to Congress at its 
last session, called attention to the extraordinary power with which 
he was invested, and asked Congress then to limit that power, asked 
it almost in the very language of the amendment which was adopted 
as a part of the law and which has now become a part of the statute 
law of the country. 

I will embody in my remarks the language of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral in the report to which I have referred : 

The sortie of the present laws regulating the increase of compensation for 
increased speed and increased frequency of service upon star routes results in 
great loss to the Government. These laws (sections 3960 and 3961-of the Revised 
Statutes) have been in force for many years, and are the source of nearly all the 
Aleficiencies in the appropriations tor star service which have ever been created. 

It frequently happens, especially in the mining regions of the West, that at the 





time of advertising service is not required upon new routes more frequently than 
once or twice a week; but after the contracts have been made and service begun, 
population increases along the line, and an increase of speed and more frequent 
service become necessary. Under such circumstances it is clear that the rate that 
was reasonable for service once or twice a week, through a spenealy nestled region, 
becomes exorbitant when multiplied by three or six to cover daily service. I would 
therefore recommend that section 3960 be so amended as to permit the Postmaster- 
General to advertise for new proposals for the increased service, the contract te 
be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder, as usual. Section 3961 should be so 
amended that when the cost of increased speed would amount to more than 50 per 
cent. of the cost of the original service the Postmaster-General should readvertise 
for service at the increased speed. 

It will be observed that in this report the Postmaster-General made 
substantially the very recommendation which was embodied in the 
law limiting the power of the Post-Office Department to expedite 
routes to a greater extent than 50 per cent. upon the amount of the 
original letting. 

But, sir, I say that if frauds have been committed or are alleged to 
have been committed, that of itself is no reason why a single star 
route established by law should be discontinued. Ido not undertake 
to say whether there have been such frauds until the men charged 
with them have been duly convicted before the courts in accordance 
with the formsoflaw. Butso far from discontinuing these star routes, I 
say that not asingle route that has once been established by law should 
be discontinued unless it can be shown that the construction of rail- 
ways, the introduction of more rapid and facile means of communi- 
cation, has superseded the necessity for steamboat or stage service. 

The rapidly-growing commerce of the great West demands rapid 
transportation of the mail. A single day’s cessation of the mail in 
the great commercial and money centers of the East would produce 
a convulsion which would result in the loss of millions to the great 
business industries of the country. The hardy pioneers who with ax 
in hand have gone to fell your forests, and the humble miner develop- 
ing the untold wealth of our scarcely touched mineral regions, are 
entitled to ask of the Government equal mail facilities with other 
portions ofthe land. As water poured upon the alkali lands of our 
zreat American desert, as in Utah and other Territories, causes it to 

lossom as the rose and smile with plenty, so, the mail-carrier, the 
stream of intelligence, and culture, and thought, to the people of the 
frontier; and all expenditures will be returned tenfold to our na- 
tional Treasury as rapid immigration fills your Territories, soon 
swelling into the proportions of sovereign States, and clamoring at 
the doors of Congress for admission into the family of States. 

Let not one single star route, then, be struck down on the false 
plea of economy. The people will never object to the expenditure of 
their money for so legitimate a purpose. ‘‘ Westward the star of 
empire still takes its way,” over forest, and mountain, and desert ; 
and the great school-teacher and civilizer of the nineteenth ceutury, 
the rapid-transit mail, must keep pace and progress with the hardy 
pioneer of our frontier 

I send to the Clerk’s desk, Mr. Chairman, an amendment Which I 
propose to offer ; and if it is not perfect in form, I shall be glad to have 
it amended by gentlemen on either side of the House in such a way 
as to accomplish my purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment sent up by the gentleman from 
Mississippi will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting the following proviso after the word “dollars” in line 55 ef 
the printed bill: 

‘Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall not have the power to discontinue 
any mail service directed by law to be let, and which has been let after due and 
legal advertisement, on any of the rivers of the United States, to be transported by 
steamboats so long as the steamboats contracted with shall continue to run in the 
trade of said rivers, and the said mail routes by steamboats shall be petitioned for 
by the people to be served on said routes: And provided further, That said service 
is not better made by railroad routes.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, when the appropriate provision of 
this bill shall be reached, I desire to submit an amendment; and I 
will now avail myself of the few minutes left for general debate to 

resent the reasons for that amendment. I ask that the amendment 

fe read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in whole or in part by 
aland grant made by Congress on the condition that the mails should be trans- 
ported over their roada at such price as Congress should by law direct, shall receive 
only 50 per cent. of the compensation paid to railroad companies which did not re- 
ceive such aid for corresponding postal service, including postal cars. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that this proposition is now read 
for information. : 

The CHAIRMAN. For information simply. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I shall insist that itis clearly germane to a 
portion of this bill. In behalf of that proposition I desire to submit 
a very few remarks. 

The growth of expenditure for railroad transportation of the mails 
has been one of the most startling features connected with the ex- 
penditures for the roe system. The amount proposed to be appro- 
priated by this bill for railroad transportation, including the postal- 
ear service and the $500,000 for the purpose of facilitating rapid 
transportation upon certain trunk lines, aggregates, if my figures 
are correct, the sum of $12,181,000. The increase in this item of ex- 
penditure during the last ten years may well arrest attention. 

The Postmaster-General’s report made to Congress in 1872, ten 
years ago, contains the following statement: 

The first report on the annual cost of railroad routes uncombined with steam- 
boat routes was $531,752 on the 4th day of November, 1945. The cost in 1872 was 
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$6,502,771, showing an increase of $5,971,000 in twenty-seven years, an average in- 
crease of over $221,148 perannum. The largest increase in cost for any running 
year was for 1872, being $777,719. 

Now, sir, the fact is presented by the bill before the House, and this 
statement of the Postmaster-General made in 1872, that the increase 
im the last ten yearsof expenditure for railroad transportation of the 
mails has been $6,178,229, and now reaches $12,681,000, while during 

the entire period of twenty-seven years preceding the last ten, cov- 
ering a period of immense growth in the railroad system, the increase 
was but the sum of $5,571,019. 

So that in 1872, with the rail system largely developed in all sec- 
tions of the Union, the cost of railroad transportation of the mails 
was $6,502,771. And in 1882 it has reached the sum of $12,181,000, as 
proposed by the provisions of this bill. 

The fact presented by this record is well calculated to arrest at- 
tention. Andit is not, therefore, at all surprising that efforts have 
been made from time to time to impose some restraints on the heavy 
exactions which the railway system is making on the resources of 
the Post-Office Department. 

Nor is it at all surprising that public men, and all men who are 
identified with the business and industries of the country, should be 
considering the question whether the time had not been reached 
when the country, through Congress, should exercise that full and 
complete power it possesses over the railroad system, as public 
agencies, to determine what should be paid to railroads for the trans- 
portation of its mails, as well as what is just and reasonable in the 
general business of railroad transportation. 

In 1876, as it has been already remarked by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT,] two provisions were ingrafted upon the 
Post-Office appropriation bill, the one to reduce the cost of postal 
transportation 10 per cent. on all railroad routes, and the other to 
make a reduction of 20 per cent. upon the cost of such transporta- 
tion on all land-grant railroads. But it has transpired, notwith- 
standing these apparently considerable reductions, comparing the 
cost of transportation over any given route to-day with the cost in 
1876, the amount paid is very largely in excess of the amount paid 
prior to those enactments of 1876. The fact, I think, is apparent 
that the railroads, by methods of their own, are obtaining a compen- 
sation for transporting the mails greatly in excess of what is reason- 
able and just. 

Now, sir, it may be said that my proposition to deduct 50 per cent. 
frem the compensation now paid to land-grant roads for transport- 
ing the mails is oppressive, but the absolute justice of the measure 
will appear when the facts are fully stated. There have been two 
provisions of law affecting the land-grant railroads enacted in the 
mterests of the country, one in 1874 and the other in 1876, one pro- 
viding that no compensation whatever should be paid for the trans- 
portation of the property or troops of the United States to railroad 
companies which had received land grants for the construction of 
their roads from the United States ; the other that 20 per cent. should 
be deducted from the allowance to land-grant roads for transporting 
the mails from the sum then allowed by law; that is, that the land- 
grant railroad companies should receive 20 per cent. less for a given 
amount of mail transportation than was paid to other companies. 
These two enactments were founded on two provisions contained in 
all the land grants except that to the Union Pacific roads, the first 
that the railroad constructed by the land grant— 


Shall be and remain a pase highway for the use of the Government of the 
United States, free from all toll or other charge. 


And the other— 


That Congress should fix the compensation to be paid to the company for the 
transportation of the mails. 


These land grants were made on these conditions. These were the 
rights reserved by the United States as the consideration for the 
land which constructed the roads. 

But the enactment of 1874, relative to the transportation of troops 
and property of the United States, contained a clause permitting the 
land-grant railroad companies to bring an action in the Court of 
Claims against the United States to determine the validity of the 
enactinent. 

That action was brought and was carried by appeal by one of these 
companies, The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company, 
tothe Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court decided that while the 
United States had a right to use these railroads for the transporta- 
tion of their property and troops they had not the right to use the 
cars, engines, &¢c., of the company. The following are the points 
decided : 

1, A provision of an act of Congress granting lands to aid in the construction of 
a railroad that ‘‘ said railroad shall be and remain a public highway for the use of 
the Government of the United States free from all toll or other charge for the trans- 
portation of any property or troops of the United States” secures to the Govern- 
ment the free use of the road, but does not entitle the Government to have troops 


or property transported over the road by the railroad company free of charge for 
trans) ing the same. 


2. Where throughout an act of Congress a railroad is referred to in its character 
as a road, asa permanent structure, and designated and required to be a public 
highway, the term “ railroad” cannot, without doing violence to language and dis- 
regarding the long-established usage of legislative expression, be extended to em- 
brace the rolling-steck or other personal property of the company. 


This decision changed the whole aspect of the subject. The Court 
of Claims, in following that decision in the case decided at the De- 
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cember term, 1879, held that the United States was only entitled 
to a deduction of 50 per cent. from the regular rates on the costs 
of the transportation of their property and troops by the land-grant 
roads, 

I introduced both of those propositions, and it seemed to me at the 


time of those enactments, as I think it did generally to members of 


the House, that the two propositions taken together were reasonable 
enough, that if the Government obtained the transportation of its 
troops and supplies by the land-grant railroads without charge, and 
also this reasonable reduction on account of the transportation of the 
mails, the Government was getting at least some compensation for 
the imperial grants it had made to these corporations. 

But, sir, by the decision of the Supreme Court, followed by the de- 
cision of the Court of Claims, the whole case is changed. You are 
receiving a mere bagatelle for the imperial land grants. And I will 
show that as to the provisions in regard to the transportation of 
our property and troops even what is left of that clause is evaded. 
You pay 50 per cent. of the usual charges for transportation, and the 
charges are raised to meet the deduction. 

The decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, to which 
I have referred, wascertainly aremarkable one, and did not meet the 
expectations of the country. The law on this question embodied in 
the provision for land-grant railroads, except the Union Pacific, is 
contained in the following language: — 

That the road shall be and remain a pubic highway for the use of the Govern- 
ment of the United States free from all toll or other charge for transportation of 
any property or troops of the United States. 

In 1860 this House placed a construction on that language by a re- 
port from the Judiciary Committee on a resolution of inquiry I had 
the honor to introduce, and was adopted by the House without a 
dissenting voice. If my memory is correct that construction was that 
the railroads to which land grants had been made, the grant contain- 
ing the language I have quoted, should transport the troops and 
property of the United States free from charge. 

So, then, the whole case isnow changed. You are now dealing with 
the question connected with land-grant railroads with the under- 
standing that it is the established law that for the transportation of 
your troops and supplies you are to pay 50 per cent. of the regular 
charges for such transportation, and this you are paying to compa- 
nies whose railroads have been built by your bounty. 

You have reserved the right to say what these companies shall be- 
paid for transporting the mails. My proposition is that the United 
States shall pay them 50 per cent. of the amount paid to companies 
which built their own roads. 

Gentlemen of course will understand the legal petpomeien pre- 
sented. These land grants, with the exception of the Union Pacific 
Railroad grants, all contain the same clause in nearly the same words, 
that Congress shall have power to determine at what rates the mails 
shall be transported over these land-grant roads. 

These were but the two rights reserved to the Government—the 
rights I have named in consideration of the immense grants given to 
these roads. 

The exercise of these rights to their full extent consistent with jus- 
tice is clearly the duty of Congress. When the fact is borne in mind 
that the grants made by the Government have in the main con- 
structed Eee roads, in some instances more than constructed them, 
if not directly, at all events by virtue of the credit the grants gave 
to the companies, the proposition I submit must appear reasonable, 
if not more reasonable than these corporations have tho right to ask. 
With this proposition adopted you will pay these companies 50 per 
cent. of the usual charges for the transportation of your mails, prop- 
erty, andtroops. Isnot this reasonable when you have in effect made 
these railroads a free gift to these corporations? 

The railroad companies cannot complain because they hold their 
magnificent properties as a free gift from the Government; and cer- 
tainly the people of the United States who have surrendered this vast 
domain, rendering multitudes of our people landless in the future, 
may justly claim something in return for grants which have built up. 
the fortunes of a few favored citizens at the expense of the whole body 
of our people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other word and Iam done. I do not be- 
lieve that these railroad land-grant corporations are acting with even 
moderate fairness to the Government, but on the contrary they seek 
every advantage, and use their vast power to advance their own in- 
terests at the expense of the Government; they are turning the over- 
grown power you have given them against the Government. Their 
demands upon your Treasury are persistent and enormous, and even 
in the details unjust and overreaching. The system of grants and sub- 
sidies is necessarily demoralizing, and the fortunes you have given 
these favored citizens only stimulate an eagerness for further aggran- 
dizement, even at the expense of integrity and common fairness. 
They were to transport your property and troops without charge and 
they refuse to do it. They were to transport our mails at what Con- 
gress deemed proper in view of the grants and they resisted even the 
20 per cent. reduction. 

The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company, which had 
received from the Government 3,000,000 acres of the most fertile lands 
in the State of Kansas, raised this question in the Court of Claims of 
the right of Congress to require it to transport the property and 
troons of the United States free of charge, sued the Government for 
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$204,833.25 in the receipts from local postage; those receipts exceeding the cost of 
the service by $779,658.25. This exhibit furnishes in itself a sufficient reason for 
the increase in the estimate of appropriation for free-delivery service over the esti- 
mate for the same purpose submitted in the last annual report of my predecessor. 
That, in cities covering so eg an extent of territory as to render frequent com- 
munication by post between their residents a necessity, the employment of a sufii- 
cient number of carriers to insure efficiency in such a service results in large profit 
to the Department, is a fact which has been amply demonstrated by experience. 

It has been observed in connection with the establishment of street letter-boxes 
(from which collections are made by the postmaster or his clerks) at covenient points 
in towns where no letter-carriers are employed, that a marked increase in the num- 
ber of letters posted for mailing has invariably followed—a proof that the furnish- 
ing of means whereby correspondence may be readily and conveniently deposited 
acts as an incentive to the writing of letters which would otherwise have remained 
unwritten. 

The receipts for local postage at the larger post-offices have enabled the Depart- 
ment to show, in several successive ontment reports, that the free-delivery service, 
as a whole, has become a source of revenue instead of an item of expense; and I 
— herewith, in tabular form, a statement showing the remarkable increase 

uring the past ten years, both in the operations of the service and in the receipts 
from local postage incident thereto : 


$175,000 for such transportation, and in that action the Court of 
Claims found among other things as follows: 

The average rate per mile charged by claimant to defendant (the United States) 
for such transportation during eaid period was 5.57 cents. The average rate per 
passenger per mile received by claimant for all passengers es during the 
years 1875 and 1876 was 4.35 cents. The average rate per ton of freight per mile 
charged by claimant to defendant (the United States) for such transportation dur- 
ing said period was 5.03 cents. The average rate per ton per mile received by 
claimant for all freight transportation during the years 1875 and 1876 was 2.59 cents. 

So that it appears that in dealing with the Government, in dealing 
with the American people, from whom these imperial land grants 
were received, this corporation had charged nearly twice as much, 
taking freight and passengers into consideration, as their general 
charges were for passengers and freight, and thus attempted, by ex- 
tortionate charges against the Government, to defeat even the 50 per 
cent. reduction on their rates. This is a legitimate result of subsi- 
dies—the amassing of wealth and the decay of integrity. 

Mr. MILLS, What has the gentleman read from? 




















































Mr. HOLMAN. From the decision of the Court of Claims in the; = [| se | on ae e 
ease of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company versus $a” 25 5 tp Sa e 
the United States. j . 3% < Sz. 38 3 t ue 

The proposition I have submitted would substantially restore the | Year Bees Ese Be z 3 =2 
rights of the Government as they stood after the enactment of 1876. 249 E 2.3 S32 = = gS 
I ask for it a fair hearing. It does not go as far as I think the peo- gzee gee | 2 & Z vy, 
ple have the right to demand, but it is some approach to what is $$ | ——______|______— | -— oo 
just and reasonable, and will in some small degree compensate the 311, 847, 397 |$1, 385, 965 76 | $907,351 93 '$478, 613 83 |. 52 
Government for the seve sepencaaese of our most valuable treasure— 374, 915, 664 | 1, 422, 495 48 | 1,112) 251 21 | 310, 244 27 --| 52 
the public lands—so lavishly bestowed on these corporations. 503, 386, 397 | 1, 802, 696 41 | 1, 611, 481 66 87 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state for the information of the 574, 201, 474 | 1, 880, 041 99 | 1, 947, 559 54 |. 87 

ittee that four minutes remain on this side of the House and ioe | emer oe oceans oer = 
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derstand his amendment, it provides that the Postmaster-General 
shall not have the right to destroy a contract on any of the rivers of 
the United States where steamboats are employed to carry the mail, 
unless, first, he can show a better route; second, unless the steam- 
boat ceases to run; and, third, that the people on the line of the 
route no longer make application for such mail service. 

Mr. Chairman, those who toil on the banks of the rivers of this 
great country know the importance to those who have products for 
shipment to market of this mail service by steamboat. Along the 
great Mississippi and its tributaries the boats for a quarter of a cen- 
tury have served the purpose of banks. They have beenthe medium 
net only of transmitting productsto market, but of bringing back com- 
munications from merchants bearing the returns. Along the Missis- 
sippi complaint comes up day after day, and from along the Red 
River and the Black River and the Ouachita and the Tensas Rivers, 
that this mail service has been curtailed, and in some instances dis- 
continued, by those who have been in the habit for years of receiving 
their mail by such communication, that the mail is no longer being 
brought to them by the accustomed methods, but is being brought 
in some instances by men on horseback, in others by men in skifts. 
This has altered in a very large degree the customs of the people, 
and I exhort the House to support the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER, ] to prevent a further recurrence of 
this injury. 





In the face of a record which shows that every dollar expended at points where 
an extensive local postal business is transacted returns so large a profit, it is diffi- 
cult to perceive how an argument can be made against appropriation for the serv- 
ice at those points to any reasonable extent that may be asked. ‘The increase in 
the receipts of the free-delivery offices during the past P ae! has been 17 per cent. 







I have felt no hesitation in pressing the claims of the free-delivery branch of the 
service with some urgency, for the reason that the advantages which I believe 
will result from an allowance suflicient to provide for an extension of its operations 
will not be confined to any particular city, nor to any section of the country, but 
ber tog — by the business community and the general public in every portion 
of the land. 

The successful operation of our postal service is a matter in which the entire 
nation is interested. I venture to hope that the utmost liberality will be exercised. 
by Congress in its appropriations for that branch of the service, the revenues from 
which so largely aid in reducing the present deficiency. 


Again, the Postmaster-General submitted in his estimates *to the 
Committee on Appropriations the following statement in connection 
with the free-delivery service : 

FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 


The estimates, appropriations, and expenditures for this service for the past two 
years were as follows: 























. : 
Estimates, &c. | 1879~"80, 1880-81. | Increase. 
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the bill is read by sections I shall offer an amendment to the section— 

For payment to letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free-delivery 
system, $2,900,000. 

Proposing to increase that to $3,000,000. And the words: 

Fifty thousand dollars of which may be used in the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General for the establishment of the free-delivery system in cities where it is not 
now*established. 

T shall move to strike out all of that part of the section. The best 
argument I can submit why the recommendation of the Post-Office 
Department of $3,000,000 for the carrier service for the coming fiscal 
year should be passed by this House will be to read from the Post- 
master-General’s report his own statement and clear conclusions, 
based upon a thorough and critical examination of the whole sub- 
ject; and I read it also because the report of the Postmaster-General 
has been delayed in publication, and has only been accessible to the 
members of this House during the past few days. The Postmaster- 
General submits: 


The estimate for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, was $2,700,000, and the ap- 
ropriation. was $2,600,000. The amount of postage collected on local matter was, 
for the year 1879-’80, $3,068,767.14, or $705,079.43 more than was expended for the 
service during that year. The amount collected for the year 1880-'81 was $3,273- 
630.39, or $773,718.85 greater than the expenses of the service during that period. 
The increase in the amount of local postage collected was $204,833.25 over that of 
the preceding year, or .06 per cent. 

Taking the amount of postage collected on local matter as the standard of the 
usefulness and efficiency of the free-delivery service, it is apparent that it is con- 
ducted with benefit to the communities in which it is in operation and with profit 
to the Department. There were on the 30th June last one hundred and nine 
cities in which the letter-carrier service existed, and there are now some twenty- 
five or more cities which possess the requisites of population (20,000) or of gross 

tal revenues, ($20,000,) to the majority of which it is believed that the intro- 
uction of this service would be of great benefit to the people. With a view of 
enlarging the present scope of this service and of affording additional facilities, 
either by stations or by increased deliveries and collections in the cities in which 
the service is in operation, the estimate for the next fiscal year is fixed at $3,000,000, 
an increase of $400,000, or 16 per cent. over the appropriation for the present year. 
That a larger sum than $3,000,000 could be usefu Lavan for this branch of 
the postal service during the next fiseal year I have no doubt, but it has been 
thought best not to estimate for a larger amount than $3,000,000. It is hoped, 
however, that Congress at its next session, on perceiving the excesses for two years 
past of the amounts of local postage over the amounts expended for the service, 
will take a very liberal view of the subject and appropriate a larger sum. 


Again, on page 78, (I make these full quotations because the mem- 
bers of this House have had no opportunity of examining the report 
of the Postmaster-General :) 

These several cities represent, in alarge degree, the business activity, enterprise, 
and commercial interests of the ar and include within their free-d very 
limits 10,000,000 inhabitants, (about one-fifth of the — of the country,) who 
are directly benefited by this service. Its benefits, however, are not confined to 
the population of these cities, as all who correspond with or receive letters from 































THE FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 

The appropriation for this service was $2,500,000, an increase of $85,000 over that 
of the preceding year. ‘The total cost of the service was $2,499,911.54, leaving an 
unexpended balance of $88.46. The increase in the cost of the service over that of 
the previous year was $136,218.40. ‘This increase was owing to the extension of 
the service to additional cities as authorized by the act of February 21, 1879, and 
to the appointment of additional letter-carriers to improve its e ciency, where 
already in operation. 

The service was extended during the year to Leadville, Colorado; Mansfield, 
Ohio; Meridian, Connecticut; Richmond, Indiana; and Zanesville, Ohio. ; 

The operations of this branch of the service during the last fiscal year are pre- 
sented in detail with the accompanying report of the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General. From the tabular statement included therein it will be seen that there 
has been an increase during the year of more than 84,000,000 in the number of let- 
ters and other articles of mail matter delivered and collected by carriers, and of 
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any of them are interested in the quick delivery of their letters at the point of 
<lestination, and also in the prompt collection and transmission of letters in reply. 

The stimulus given to correspondence by the facilities afforded by this service 
has, no doubt, greatly taatemeet the number of letters passing in the mails, and 
built up in the larger cities a local correspondence, which al y yields a revenue 
from tage on local matter alone largely in excess of the cost of the service, and 
pro 8, With increased facilities, to yield a much larger revenue. : 

I desire to direct special attention to the importance of increasing the efficiency 
of the carrier service in the cities where it is now in operation, and its extension 
to other cities where the revenues of the offices at such points will justify. I firmly 
believe that such increase in the efficiency of this branch of the service will result 
in a gratifying increase of revenue to this Department. : 

It is therefore earnestly recommended that the estimate of the cost of this serv- 
ice for the next fiscal year be appropriated to meet the reasonable wants of the 
public. 

The honorable gentleman who has charge of the bill, in opening 
his remarks, used this expression: ‘That, conceding care and wisdom 
to the Postmaster-General in the estimates submitted for the mainte- 
nance of the Post-Otfice Department for the next fiseal year, he 
thought that in these estimates he had curtailed to an extent almost 
to cripple the service.” And yet I say to the gentleman that if he 
will examine the report of the Postmaster-General and his assistant 
he will find no words more earnest, no argument more clearly car- 
ried out by the statistics, no appeal in the interest of a great public 
necessity and convenience more convincing than the facts, figures, 
conclusions, and demands of asystem which has been the only service 
that has rendered a net revenue to the Government, and that has so 
grown and developed that the exhibit for the past fiscal year shows 
a clear profit of $773,718.85. 

Without demur, without criticism, without the reduction of one 
single penny in the estimate of the Post-Office Department, you 
recommend $4,280,000 for the clericul force upon the railway mail 
service. I do not complain. I think you act wisely. Following 
the same good judgment, you appropriate for the compensation of 
clerks in post-offices $4,235,000. Again do you deserve commenda- 
tion. But wher you come to the only service in your great Depart- 
ment that pays its own expenses and gives to your depleted and ex- 
hausted Treasury $773,718.85 net revenue, you say the Postmaster- 
General and his assistant are unworthy of belief, and from his 
estimate $100,000 is cut off. Ifthe Postmaster-General ‘has curtailed 
the service to a condition of almost crippling it,” what, in the name 
of common sense, has the committee done? 

One hundred thousand dollars’ reduction means a limited and se- 
lected location of cities for this convenient service ; it means a continu- 
ance of employés at $400 a year; it meansno development and non- 
living wages to a large body of the carrierforce. Twenty-five cities 
already have made application for carrier convenience under the law, 
and they are entitled to it. Thirteen more cities come within the 
statute, and yet the gentlemen say but $50,000 shall be appropriated for 
this purpose. That amount of money will establish service at but 
half the cities that are entitled under the law, and when the $50,000 is 
taken from the allowance for the payment of carriers’ compensation, 
the same policy will be pursued in the next fiscal year that has been 
followed during the present year. Noman has received appointment 
in the carrier service of the United States at a compensation higher 
than $400 per annum. 

One hundred and twelve cities now enjoy this service. True, as 
the gentleman from Illinois says, many do not pay anet revenue from 
free delivery, but I answer him, that not like the States of the Union, 
where but twelve pay a revenue to the Government, but every city 
and town that enjoys free delivery pays a net revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, and every one of the twenty-five cities that has applied 
for the service pays a net revenue, and will continue to pay it after 
the irce delivery has been extended to them. These same one hun- 
dred and twelve cities made a net revenue for the Government dur- 
ing the past fiscal year of $10,794,848.75. Certainly that is an exhibit 
that justifies the Postmaster-General in his statement : 

I venture to hope that the utmost liberality will be exercised by Congress inits 
appropriations for that branch of the service, the revenues from which so largely aid 
in reducing the present deficiency. 

Mr. CASWELL. Iyield ten minutes of my time to my colleague 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. WILLIAMS. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, when the bill is 
considered by paragraphs for amendment, I desire to offer amend- 
ments to the following paragraphs: 

For compensation to railway post-office clerks, $1,650,000. 

For route agents, $1,375,000. 

I rise now for the purpose of asking permission to put certain com- 
munications from the Post-Office Department and from this class of 
employés into the RecorD, and I earnestly invite the attention of 
members of the committee to communications, appeals, and state- 
ments to-morrow morning. I am far more anxious that they should 
hear those for whom I speak than to be heard myself at this time. 
The report of the Superintendent of Railway Mail Service shows that 
at the end of the last fiscal year there were in the service 2,679 postal 
clerks and ronte agents, saying nothing of mail-route messengers. 
The Jaw provides that the salary of the route agent shall be not less 
than $900 nor more than $1,200; that the salary of the postal clerk 
shall not exceed $1,400. Under our rules we cannot on this bill 
change existing law unless we reduce expenditures by the proposed 
amendment. I have uo idea of trying to do that, so the only remedy 


is to appropriate the requisite amount of money and let it be prop- 
erly distributed. By an order of the Postmaster-General on the Ist 
of May last, many of these-men, and perhaps a majority of them from 
the necessities of the service for want of money, were promoted, but 
in the'wrong direction ; that is, they were promoted backward, from 
$1,150 per annum to $900 per annum. Now, sir, I need not inquire 
of the members of this committee who these men are, for you, gentle- 
men, know better than I can tell you. They are in all of your dis- 
tricts, and you know not only them but the kind of service they are 
called upon to perform and the qualifications required to perform it. 

Many of them are of middle age, and nearly all with families to 
support. ‘They have been in the service from six to ten years, or per- 
hapslonger. They have met every requirement, they have responded 
to every examination, and certainly with better and more accurate 
reports. ‘They are charged with responsible duties, — not only 
intelligence but physical endurance. These duties have been con- 
stantly added to by a growing service and they have submitted cheer- 
fully. Theirsalaries have been reduced and they have borne it. In 
some of the statements received from my own State, and I cite that 
only because it illustrates all others, men are required to run two hun- 
dred and eighty-live miles, rest three hours if the train is not behind 
time, and then run the same distance on the return, requiring twenty- 
eight hours of continuous service. These are men, as I have said, 
having families, men of intelligence, and after six years of faithful 
service some of them are obliged to work for $900 per annum, braving 
the perils of their employment. 

Now, what are these perils? The report of the Superintendent of 
the Railway Mail Service shows that last year there were sixty-two 
casualties, seven men killed, six of them burned todeath; there were 
fifteen seriously and twenty-two slightly injured. That isthe kind 
of service required of these employés. 

I beg the candid attention of members of the committee to this 
matter. No, Iwill not say that. It is their matter as much as mine. 
Without asking they will take into consideration the kind of serv- 
ice required, the hours of employment, the intelligence, the physical 
fatigue, and then to say what isa fair and just compensation for men 
of this class. Measuring their compensation by that which the Gov- 
ernment gives its employés in Washington, will any one say that 
$1,200 a year, or $100 a month, is more than a fair and reasonable com- 
pensation for faithful and competent service like this? 

The Government clerks here in Washington, as a class, are efficient, 
intelligent, and honorable, and I would not cut down their salaries 
one dollar if I could. They perform healthy duties, yet they are 
permitted to be at home with their families and their friends. They 

abor from nine o’clock in the morning until four o’clock in the after- 
noon, and then are discharged for the remainder of the day. If we 
pay these $900, $1,200, $1,600, $1,800, what shall we pay these other 
men, braving the danger and breasting the storm, some of them not 
seeing their children two days in the week, for often they come and 
goin the night. I ask gentlemen to read these statements and peti- 
tions from these employés. Many on our lines leave Chicago in 
the early morning, or are obliged to be early there ready for duty. 


















































faculty is strung to its utmost tension, for every error is reported 
and marked, and on that may depend their situation itself. They 
reach La Crosse at night. If the train is not delayed, after snatching 
one or two or three hours’ sleep, they start back on the return trip, 
to repeat the same exhausting strain of mind and body. Read these 
statements. It is the same in your district and State. 







you that their duties and preparing for examination and learning 
the change of connections and the establishment of new offices re- 
quire constant study during these hours of needed rest. Mr. Chair- 
nan, this service is killing them, and does kill them. It can be truly 
said that to compensate these men properly. will require a large 
amount of money. That is true. This bill calls for $42,000,000. 
We can save it all by abandoning the postal service of the country. 
But that is not the question. This Government is not bankrupt. 
It can afford to pay a fair price for faithful service. And the ques- 
tion is, Is$1,200 a year unreasonable compensation for the service such 
as I have described? If it is not, if it is a fair price, and these men 
render faithful and efficient service, then they are entitled to it, and 
the Government in common justice is bound to pay it, or take the 
position that these hard-worked men are better able to lose $200 or 
$300 a year than the Government is to pay thatamount. That is all 
I propose to ask of this committee or the House. It may take ahalf 
million of dollars. It will take about that, and I say let us pay it, 
or so much of it as is justly due these men. 

Last May these men were “ promoted back” to $900 a year; men 
getting $900 a year standing side by side at the same table with others 
getting from $1,150 to $1,300 a year and all performing the same identi- 
calservice. How long will contentment and good discipline be secured 
by this condition of things? Now, let us take pencil and paper and 
find out if we can what was implied, in the name of economy, in the 
cry for reduction of appropriations. I have not the exact data, but 
it can easily be obtained. For want of money, for greed of economy, 
the Postmaster-General lacked sufficient funds. Perhaps he got all 
he asked and should have asked for more; but no matter; the old, 
faithful employés were gulled back to $900. The amount saved by 
































They leave on the early trains, and for fourteen hours every mental - 


But have they no lay-off? Yes; but hear them again. They tell 
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the decrease i how much. Probably $300,000; perhaps $250,000; but 


for safety call it $150,000, so as to make no overstatement. It came 
out of the pockets of these men. It was taken from their families. 
Now, shall these men lose that amount in order that the Government 
may save it? Which is the best able to stand that amount, 2,600 
employés or 50,000,000 of people? I think the united voice of the 
country would be, ‘‘Pay them a fair day’s wages for a fair day’s 
work.” 

I haveno desire to detainthe committee longer. Itisnotimportant 
for members to listen to me, though I thank them for their atten- 
tion. ‘These things are alike in all our districts, and you know them 
betterthanIcantellyou. [again earnestly bespeak attention for these 
communications and petitions, which I will, by permission of the 
committee, insert as a part of my remarks, and will add that, so far 
as I have inquired, I have found the Post-Office Department, includ- 
ing the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service and the local 
superintendents at Chicago and Milwaukee and the other places, 
anxious to do justice by these men. They have only been prevented 
by want of sufficient means to do it, and have only used their best 
endeavors to do justice so far as they couldand maintain the efficiency 
of the service. And I can further say that, so far as I know, the em- 
ployés enter no complaint against these superintendents or the De- 
partment. They only ask for what they feel is their due, I know 
there is danger of extravagance with an overflowing Treasury, but 
danger does not lie in paying honest demands, especially when they 
are expended among the people for current expenses. 

I now send to the Clerk’s desk the papers I desire inserted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Illinois members 
ef Congress, United States of America: 


HONORABLE GENTLEMEN: We, the employés in the Railway Mail Service assigned 
to the Chicago and La Crosse railway post-office, feel especially aggrieved by the 
general order of the Post-Oftice Department which took effect May 1, 1881, reduc- 
ing our salaries. When the service was first placed upon this route, October 1, 
1876, the run was from Chicago to Portage City, a distance of one hundred and sev- 
enty-six miles. At that time there were but two grades of clerks, viz.: Head 
clerks, with salaries of thirteen hundred per annum ; and second clerks, with sal- 
aries of $1,150 per annum, except in a few cases of new appointments. We were 
unable to complete the distribution of the heavy mails given us on west-bound 
trips, said mail consisting of the Chicago connection of mail for the entire State of 
Minnesota, the ene part of Wisconsin, Dakota, and Montana. We were given 
some additional help, but not enough to take care of the great increase of mail 
which follows the constant emigration to the Northwest, therefore it became neces- 
sary to extend our route to Sparta, a distance of two hundred and fifty-five miles 
from Chicago, increasing our hours of duty. It was not long before the same dif- 
ficulty overtook us at Sparta. It then became necessary toagain extend the route 
to LaCrosse, making the route at present two hundred and eighty miles long. It 
requires about twenty-eight hours of severe mental and physical labor on each 
round trip, and on day line we have less than three hours’ rest at La Crosse, if 
on time, If we should be three hours late we would not get any rest whatever for 
thirty-six hours, but mind and body would be taxed to their utmost capacity for 
two days and one night without rest. Now, that the route is so heavy as to re- 
quire seven clerks in a car, and the hours of duty would be considered cruelty to 
animals if forced npon dumb creatures, being almost beyond human endurance, 
we are deprived of a portion of the compensation heretofore allowed us. On the 
ist day of August, 1876, by a general order, the salaries of all head clerks in the 
postal service were reduced from $1,400 to $1,300 per annum, and all second clerks’ 
salaries were reduced from $1,200 to $1,150 per annum. On the Ist day of May, 
1881, under a general order of the Post-Office Department, four of every crew of 
seven clerks on this heavy route must work thus hard for the same salary allowed 
route agents on the small lines, viz, $900 per annum; one clerk receives $1,000 
per annum, one clerk receives $1,150 per annum, and the head clerk receives $1,300 
perannum. ‘This general order docs not reduce the salaries on any line where the 
work is light enough to be performed by two clerks, but strikes heaviest in its re- 
duction where the work isthe hardest. We belicve the people, whose servants we 
are, desire that we should receive a fair compensation for this severe labor, that 
the United States Government is abundantly able to pay a reasonable compensa- 
tion for faithful service, and that the former salaries paid to employés in this 
branch of the public service were below the average wages paid by the Govern- 
ment in other branches of its service. Therefore we humbly petition you, our 
Representatives in Congress, to use all means in your power to haye the salaries of 
clerks in the railway postal service re-established at the former annual allowance 
of $1,400 per annum for head clerks, and $1,200 per annum for all second clerks who 
have passed the necessary examinations and demonstrated their capacity to do 
railway post-oflice work satisfactorily. ‘That in case of new appointments to the 
railway post-oflice service, or transfers of route agents to the railway post-office 
service, the compensation shall be not less than $1,000 per annum for the first year, 
and if at the end of the first year said clerk shall have passed the necessary exam- 
inations, and is otherwise qualified for the work, he shall thereafter receive not 
less than $1,200 per annum. 


PETITION TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES BY THE EMPLOYES OF THE 
UNITED STATES MAIL SERVICE FOR READJUSTMENT OF SALARIES. 


Whereas on the 1st day of August, 1876, by a general order, the salaries of all 
head clerks were reduced from fourteen hundred to thirteen hundred dollars per 
annum, and the salaries of all second clerks were. reduced from twelve to eleven 
liundred and fifty dollars per annum. 

Whereas on the Ist day of May, 1881, by a general order, there were four grades 
of railway post-office clerks created, known as head clerks, with salaries of thir- 
teen hundred; second clerks, with salaries of eleven hundred and fifty ; third 
clerks, with salaries of ten hundred; fourth clerks, with salaries of nine hundred 
dollars per annum. 

That, under this regulation, clerks are called upon to stand side by side for the 
same number of hours and perform the same kind of duty, with a difference’ in 
their salaries varying from one hundred and fifty to two hundred and fifty dollars 
per annum, causing unkindly feelings and tending to destroy the efliciency of the 
service. 

We call your attention to the fact that there has been noreduction under the late 
order of the salaries of clerks on any light line where the work can be performed 
by two clerks, but that this last reduction falls upon all heavy lines where the 
work is most severe. : 

That on account of the rapid increase in the quantity of mail to be distributed 


on the cars, and the greater number of separations to be made in each State, it has 
become necessary to put —_— service on nearly all railway post-office routes. This 
causes many clerks to work all night. All heavy railway post-office lines either 
run on the Sabbath day or work in yards. Each clerk ‘on such lines performs 
twenty-six days’ more service than formerly. 

This reduction falls upon those least able to bear it, by reason of the fact that 
all employés so reduced are compelled to pay a goodly portion of their salaries for 
maintenance while away from home onthe road. Thatduring storms we are called 
upon for extra duty, which greatly increases said expense. 

e are called — for more rigid examinations than at any other time since the 
establishment of the service, postal clerks being called upon to commit to memory 
from four to six States. These examinations have of late taken a great portion of 
the time heretofore allowed us for rest and recreation to fit us for our severe men- 
tal and physical duty on the cars. 

That all clerks so reduced have the extra hazardous task of performing their 
labor on the cars, thus poens in peril life andlimbs. The numerous railroad acci- 
dents demonstrate that this is no small risk. 

That the hours of actual duty on the cars have been greatly increased on nearly 
all railway post-oflice lines. Considering our hours of duty and the risk of life, 
the employés of the railway mail service are the poorest paid of any branch of the 
Government service. 

We call your attention to the rapid advance in the price of nearly all articles of 
food, clothing, also of house rents and fuel. In view of the foregoing facts, we 
humbly but most earnestly petition your honorable body to re-establish the former 
salaries of em se in this important branch of the Government service, namely : 
Fourteen hundred dollars per annum for head clerks, and a uniform salary of $1,200 
for all second clerks who shall have passed the necessary examinations. That in 
the case of new appointments to the railway post-office service or transfers of 
route-agents to the seuway post-office service, said clerks shall receive not less than 
$1,000 for the first year; that if said clerks shall have passed the necessary exami- 
nations they shall, after the first year, receive not less than $1,200 per annum. 

We submit to your honorable body this our humble petition, trusting that it will 
meet with your approval and that action will be taken at once. 


WAUKESHA, December 1, 1881. 

DEAR Sir: [have been selected by some route agents te present for your consid- 
eration some facts and figures why our salaries should be increased, in the hope 
that you will presentthe matter before Congress for its consideration, feeling couti- 
dent that when they understand how it is they will grant our request. 

By referring to the Postmaster-General’s report for 1880, page 265, you will see 
the amount does not represent our wages, as we are away from home half of the 
anes and if a man wants to live decently his expenses will be one dollar per day 
at least. 

Some may say that we have to work only half the time. It is true it appears so. 
They do not take into consideration that when we are on the road we do two 
days’ work in one, and when we are off the road we have registered-letter receipts 
to check up, see what changes have been made in the distribution of mails, look up 
new orders and regulations, and hold ourselves in readiness for any emergency that 
may arise and see where our services may be required out of our regular order. 

For instance, at one time this fall an agent went west. On Tuesday got to Prai- 
rie du Chien all right. That night there was a wash-out between there and Bosco- 
bel. No agent came east Wednesday, but one went west as far as Boscobel and 
staid there over night; consequently there was no agent in Milwaukee to bring the 
mail out Thursday. In the regular order it was not my time to run, as I had run 
my week; but knowing it was my duty as an employé of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to see to the forwarding of mail, I did not wait for orders, but reported for 
duty and brought the mail out on time. Had I been arene my lay-off to some 
kind of business and not keeping track of things, there would have been a bad 
state of affairs. 

So you see the necessity of an agent keeping his eyes open all the time. Some 
make use of the argument that one can earn a little extra during his lay-off. I 
have shown you an instance where it is necessary for an agent to be on the alert. 
Another reason: the Government positively forbids one doing so, for a man cannot 
keep himself posted in his work so as to not only know how to properly distribute 
his mail on his regular run, but how to get it to its destination the soonest when 
the regular supply is cut off, without close application to study, which must be 
done on lay-off weeks. 

There is one thing that the Government fails to recognize. That is the differ- 
ence between one who thoroughly posts himself and devotes his best energies to 
the good of the service and one who doesnot. There is no work a man can engage 
in as wearing as ours. Imagine one standing on his feet and working with brain 
and hand during a ride of two hundred miles. Do you wonder men are stricken 
down with paralysis when they have to undergo this strain on their nervous sys- 
tem? Is it strange they row prematurely old? Railroad men will tell you that 
the mere act of riding on the trains for a number of years will break any man down. 
To our other drawbacks add that of our irregular eating and sleeping which we are 
compelled to undergo, and what a very slim prospect we have for a ripe old age. 

I will give you an illustration of our work. The first thing, we have to report 
at the post-office, register our departure, obtain and sign for all registered matter 
for road, then go to the depot (a little over a mile, I think) and commence at ten 
o’clock to distribute mailin our car. Attwop. m. the heavy eastern and southern 
mails arrive. At 2.10 we take our departure, and arrive at Prairie Du Chien 
ateleven p.m. Between these two points there are thirty-one stations. At four 
of them we connect with other roads and have from three to five bags to put off, 
and receiving a good mail in return. As we approach each station we have one or 
more packages of letters to tie up; very often a registered letter to be indorsed, a 
receipt filled out, entered in our k ; pouch locked, thrown off, another received, 
in which may be a registered letter, the receipt signed and stamped with our road 
stamp as many times as there are letters. This item alone of registered letters 
takes up considerable time, and is not given due consideration in our work. 

At seventeen places, either on or directly tributary to our road, weekly papers 
are published, which adds materially to our work, as they are not only sent to many 
places in our State but many others. The cities and villages through which we 
pass are composed mostly of an intelligent set of people who write letters and take 
papers extensively. Another thing, look at the development of the country west 
of usin the past few years. Where ashort time ago our connections extended but a 
short distance in Iowa, they now ramify the boundless west, and northwest, and 
southwest. According to the Postmaster-General’s report there are one-third more 
route agents now than there was in 1874, and the same additional increase in rail- 
way mail service, and on page 313 of the report ct will find the receipts for the 
~ ending June 30, 1860, were $8,518,067.40, while those for the year ending June 

0, 1880, were $33,315,479.34. Then take into consideration the reduction in post- 
age, the use of postal cars, and see what a vast amount of work has been done with 
really no increase in help. I think this alone is sufficient to warrant an increase 
of pay. It is quite often that we have to work two hours after our arrival at Prairie 


Du Chien before the mail is distributed that we received at starting. As anatural 

consequence there is a great deal of fault found about papers being carried past 

— estinations. We cannot help it, we may do two men’s work, but we cannot 
ree. 


I find the average pay of route ue in 1874 was within a fraction of $953; in 
1880 it is $891.40. Everything is dearer now than it was in 1874; work harder, 
pay less; truly, ‘‘ Republics are ungrateful.” 
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Look at a man’s expenses who wants to live in a half-way respectable manner: 


Expenses on the road per month . ......---.----- +--+ --+- ee eeee cece eee eeeeee $12 00 
Weneo cent SUotberes udivedon shat 20 00 














$58 00 

Leaving $17 to furnish clothing and other necessaries of life. Do you wonder a 
man is in debt on $75 per month ? Is it strange that a voice is coming up asking 
for relief? On all roads where the responsibility is as great and the work as heavy 
as it is on ours the pay should not be less than $100 per month. 

The Postmaster-General appreciates the situation when he recommends a pen- 
sion be granted to a man injured in the service or to his family if he is killed. , 

We are in the most dangerous place on the whole train. No door in the end of 
our car for fear we may be robbed, and one would be pretty sure to break his neck 
if he tried to get out of our side doors while the train is in motion. 

T have met with the answer when arguing for an increase of pay that there are 
plenty of men to take our places at our present pay. Yes, there are plenty of men 
who will serve in Congress for $2,500, or as a member of the Cabinet for $5,000. Is 
that any reason the pay should be reduced ? ae a 

I think you will agree with me, that in all positions of trust and responsibility, 
where it requires brains and judgment, the salary should be such that aman can 
feel he is getting enough so he can have the comforts of life and lay by something 
for old age. 

“Although a person may give his best enorgies to the performance of his duties 
when he is getting an inadequate salary, it is not done with that cheerfulness and 
buoyancy of spirit it would be if he felt he was getting a remuneration. : 

Iam over fifty years old, have been in the service over seven years. Ihave remained 
in the service hoping we would be better paid, and I think now Congress will view 
this matter in its proper light and my hopes will be realized. 

In one of the reports of Superintendent R. M.S. Vail this matter of danger to 
life and limb and the tendency to strokes of paralysis to those in the mail service 
was very ably set forth. : , 

Hoping I have been able to convince you of the justne$s of our cause and that 
it will bring forth of fruit abundantly, 1 remain, 

Very respectfully, your friend and obedient, 
8S. H. VEDDER, 
On behalf of several route agents. 
Hon. C. G. WILLIAMs, Washington, D. C. 


[From last annual report of Superintendent of Railway Mail Service.) 
INCREASE OF RAILROAD SERVICE. 


During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1881, 6,380 miles of new railroad service 
were recognized under the law, and since the close of the fiscal year to the 18th of 
October, 1881, there have been recognized 3,352 additional. This is the greatest 
increase reported in any oné year since 1872, as will be seen by reference to Table 
B, hereto appended. The number of miles of annual railroad service in 1881 was 
103,521,229, of which 70,684,211 were ee under the charge of railway mail 
service clerks (see Table L, appended to the report of the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General,) and the remainder, 32,837,018 miles,represents the transportation 
of closed pouches in baggage and express cars under charge of the employés of 
railroad companies. It will be seen from Table B that the increase in railroad ser- 
vice during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1881, over the preceding year was 7.32 
per cent. in miles of route and 7.27 per cent. in miles of annual service. 


MAIL DISTRIBUTED, ERRORS MADE, ETC. 


There were employed in the distribution of the mail in transit during the past 
fiscal year 504 cars and 1,371 apartments in cars. In these the railway mail service 
clerks handled and distributed 1,803,983,720 letters and 1,049,296.350 pieces of other 
matter, or a total of all classes of ordinary matter of 2,853,280,070, besides 12,028,- 
765 registered packages and pouches, being an increase over the preceding year of 
194,796,850 pieces, or 7.32 per cent. of ordinary matter, and 325,483 packages and 
pouches, or 2.78 per cent. of registered matter. In the distribution of this matter 
787,505 errors were made, or one in every 3,624 pieces handled, against one in every 
3,482 pieces handled during the preceding year. The percentage of correct distri- 
bation in 1881 was 99.97. 

During the same time 454,349 errors in distribution were checked by the em- 
ployés of this service against post-oftices. Fora detailed statement, by division, of 
work performed and errors checked see TablesC, D, and E, appended to this report. 


CASUALTIES. 


Appended hereto (Table G) is a statement of the casualties of the fiscal year, 
from which it will be seen that the railway mail service is no less dangerous than 
are its duties difficult and imperative. During the past year 62 accidents are re- 

rted, in which 7 employés of this service lost their lives, 6 of them having been 
Parned to death, 15 were severely and 22 slightly injured. No provision has ever 
been made for the widows and orphans of men killed in this service, nor for the 
continuance of pay to men disabled while in the line of duty. I earnestly recom- 
mend that the Postmaster-General be authorized to pay to the widow or guardian 
of the minor children of men killed in this service the salary of the deceased, such 
payment not to continue longer than two years. also recommend that men dis- 
abled in the service be continued on full pay until recovery, not to exceed one year. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT OF RAILWAY SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1882. 

Sin: In reply to yours of even date herewith I have the honor to state that to 
increase the pay of the present number of route agents from $900 to $1,200 per year 
will cost $390,300; to increase the thirteen hundred-dollar Peay clerks to that of 
$1,400 will cost $45,706 ; to increase the eleven hundred and fifty-dollar postal clerks 
to that of $1,200 will cost $24,350; to increase the one thousand-dollar postal clerks 
to $1,200 will cost $33,000 ; to increase the nine hundred-dollar postal clerks to $1,200 
will cost $68,100, making a total increase per annum of $561,450. 

It is intended and expected that the present estimate will give relief to the serv- 
ice by way of additional employés, but as you will see that the present estimated 
increase is only about $250,000 greater than that appropriated for the present fiscal 
year, it will not be sufficient to increase the salaries to the maximum allowed by 
the law. 

Very respectfully, 
W. B. THOMPSON, 
General Superintendent. 

Hon. C. G. WILLIAMs, House of Representatives. 


Mr. CASWELL. 
oe 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I rise only for the purpose of presenting 
as a portion of my remarks a petition of merchants and business men 
of the city of Chicago, a city which contributes $900,000 to the net 
revenues of the Department. I introduce it now as the basis of an 


I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 
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amendment which I propose to offer when the bill is read by para- 
graphs for amendment. This is the petition: 


CuIcaGo, ILLINOIS, December 9, 1881. 

Dear Sir: We, the undersigned merchants of this city, feel compelled to call 
your attention to the very serious delays on the part of your office in the delivery 
of our correspondence. It seems to be the exception rather than the rule for a 
letter to be delivered on time. This is especially the case in the morning deliy- 
eries. Letters which we should have in time to attend to the business to which 
they relate and respond thereto on the same day cannot, by reason of tardy deliv- 
eries, receive the attention expected and demanded by our correspondents. You 
can readily see how our business interests may suffer by a continuance of such 
delays. We have from time to time called attention to this matter, but without 
resulting benefits. ‘The explanation offered is that the distributing force in your 
“7, department is inadequate to the work of distribution, and that the service can- 
not be improved without an increased number of distributors. We have also been 
informed that every effort has been used by yourself and the gentlemen connected 
with you to procure this additional aid, both by personal —psortien to the com- 
mission visiting here last summer, and also by letter to the epartment at Wash- 
ington, but that nothing can be done, owing to lack of a sufficient appropriation. 
This delay is very serious to the business interests of the city, and we respectfully 
request you to press this matter at Washington, and, if necessary, to urge upon 
the Department the propriety of requesting of Congress assembled a special appro- 
priation for this purpose. We regard it as a necessity. 


Franklin, McVeigh & Co. 

Hibbard, Spencer & Co. 

Gray Bros. & Kingman. 

Sprague, Warner & Co. 

Gould, Draper & Co. 

Reid, Murdock & Fischer. 

Ingraham, Corbin & May. 

S. P. Farrington & Co. 

McNeal & Higgins. 

C. T. Reynolds & Co. 

John Roper & Co. 

Gould, Hall & Co. 

William Allen & Co. 

G. Becker. 

Lord, Stoughtenburg & Co. 

Suberger, Breakey & Co. 

P. Hayden & Co. 

Tallman & King. 

Markley, Alling & Co. 

Pelkin & Brooks. 

Fuller, Warren & Co. 

Merryman, Plummer & Co. 

Marshall, Field & Co. 

Keith Bros. 

John V. Farwell & Co. 

C. M. Henderson & Co. 

Sweet, Dempster & Co. 

Carson, Pirie & Co. 

William Blair & Co. 

Samuel Faulkner, manager, Proctor 
& Gamble. 

Quinlan Bros. 

Brooks & Haehnlen. - 

N. K. Fairbanks & Co. 

Guy F. Gasman. 

J. W. Doane & Co. 

H. Frank Boyes. 

First National Bank, by L. J. Gage, 
cashier. 

N. Ludington, president. 

David Dawes & Co. 


Selz, Schwab & Co. 
Sibley, Dudley & Co. 
Sherer, Sheik & Co. 
3urdett, Smith & Co. 
Knowles, Clayes & Co. 
E. B. Miller & Co. 
John C. Mumes & Co. 
John H. Huyck & Co. 
Sherman Bros. & Co. 
W. J. Quann & Co. 
Sherman & Knox. 
Bell, Conrad & Co. 
S. D. Kimbark & Co. 
The Chicago Stamping Co. 
Harrell, Coleman & Co. 
Phelps, Dodge & Palmer. 
Rissic & Reitz. 
Kohn Bros. 
D. B. Fisk & Co. 
King Bros. & Co. 
Leopold Bros. & Co. 
Meyer Straus, Goodman & Co. 
Cahn, Wampold & Co. 
C. P. Kellog & Co. 
Hide and Leather Bank. 
Illinois Trust and Savings Bank. 
Hibernian Banking Association. 
Merchants’ Bank of Canada. 
Commercial National Bank. 
J. H. Wren & Co. 
Bank British North America. 
National Bank of Illinois. 
H. J. Christoph, banker. 
John Noghtan & Co. 
ueen’s Insurance Co. 
Fire Association of Philadelphia. 
American Fire Insurance Co. 
Geo. A. & E. J. Redfield. 
Commercial Union Assurance Co. 
Lancashire Ins. Co. of England. 
Hamburg-Magdeburg Fire Ins. Co. 


Union Nat. Bank, by C. T. Wheeler, 
president. 

Canadian Bank of Commerce. 

J.O. Rutter, president Traders’ Nat. 


National Life Insurance Co., U.S. A. 
James Ayers, Phoenix Ins. Co. 
John H. Ferry & Co. 

H. E. Rollo, agent Girard Ins. Co. 


Bank. Bank of Montreal. 
Corn Exchange Bank, Orson Smith, H. P. Rend & Co. 
cashier. North British and Mercantile Ins. Co. 


Merchants’ National Bank. 
Hon. F. W. Patmer, P. M., Chicago, IUinois. 


Mr. CASWELL. I now yield to the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Hiscock, } the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I may say in reference to this bill will be 
directed chiefly to the remarks of the gentleman from wes 
[Mr. HOOKER] and the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ee ft 
I understood them correctly they have assailed the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral for his reduction of the service performed upon steamboat routes, 
and they propose some amendment to this bill which shall limit the 
power of the Post-Oftice Department in that direction. What little 
time I may occupy will be devoted to giving the reasons of the Post- 
master-General for that action on his part, trusting that these reasons 
will commend his action to the favorable consideration of this com- 
mittee. First, I call attention to one of the routes in the State of 
Missouri, the route from Saint Louis, Missouri, to Keokuk, Iowa. 
The amount which was paid the steamboat line for the transporta- 
tion of the mail on that route was $22,464. It was discontinued June 
30, 1481, because all intermediate offices could be as well supplied by 
star service. The terminal offices had connections by rail. 

I hold in my hand a schedule of four steamboat routes discontin- 
ued by the Department. They are located in Kentueky and Tennes- 
see; one from Nashville to Paducah, one from Loudon to King’s Creck, 
one from Louisville to Cincinnati, one from Paducah to Waterloo. 
The aggregate compensation given to these routes was $17,994.15 ; 
the total reduction made by the Department was $16,400.49. In 
reference to these routes the Postmaster-General says: 

It can be said that all needed mail facilities for the intermediate post-offices was 
supplied by star routes, and the money paid out to the steamboats was nothing 
more than a subsidy, and the cost was largely reduced by the charge. 

I have.also a schedule of steamboat service rendered in Florida, 
Alabama, and Mississippi; and with the consent of the House I will 
here insert these schedules: 
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In reference to one of these routes the Postmaster-General states 
that a steamboat route was advertised on the Alabama River, from 
Selma to Mobile, for service twice a week ; that the lowest bid was 
$6,000 ; and the service was not let because all the offices but one 
had service by star routes and the terminal offices had through serv- 
ice by rail. 

In caieense to steamboat route No. 16079, from Pensacola, Florida, 
to Havana, Cuba, the statement of the Department is that this serv- 
ice, costing $24,000, was allowed to expire May 31, 1881, as useless; 
the money paid was a subsidy, and nothing more. 

Another steamboat route in this schedule is from Cedar Keys to 
Clear Water Harbor, Florida. According to the statement of the 
Postmaster-General the cost was $3,700, for which equally good star 
service was in operation, and there was no necessity for keeping up 
this route, except to help the boats. 

Another of these steamboat routes is No. 16100, from Cedar Keys 
to Tampa, Florida. The Postmaster-General states that the cost of 
this steamboat service was $9,800, and it was superseded by star and 
mail-messenger service at a cost of $1,980, and the latter service gave 
a much better supply; that no reason could be assigned by those 
persons interested in the steamboat route for its continuance, except 
that it afforded them commercial facilities, and the Department was 
urged strongly to keep up the route, although very little mail was 
sent by it. 

haeibes route upon the same schedule is No. 18096, from New Or- 
leans, Louisiana, to Columbia, Mississippi. In relation to this route 
the information from the Department is that it cost $7,500 for serv- 
ice once a week, and there was no intermediate office supplied in 
the whole distance of two hundred and fifty miles; that the termini 
had six-times-a-week connection by rail and star service in forty 
hours quicker time; so that there was not an excuse for this, and 
the money paid out was a gift to the contractor. 

Another of these steamboat routes, which are defended by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. a) is No. 29065, from Little 
Rock to Fort Smith, Arkansas. The information and evidence of 
the Post-Office Department in regard to this route are that the service 
cost $9,000, whereas nearly all the post-offices on the route had rail- 
road or star service supply. In this case the $9,000 paid out was a 
gift to the steamboat, with no substantial benefit to the Government 
in the way of mail service. 

I refer to another of these steamboat routes, No. 30162, from Shreve- 
port to Red River Landing, Louisiana. The facts and evidence at the 
Post-Office Department in relation to this route are that the expedi- 
tion, costing $27,000, was taken off this route, being by the testimony 
of citizens and postmasters a detriment instead of an advantage, as it 
gave the intervening post-oftices so little time to exchange the mails 
that registered packages and other mail matter was frequently de- 
tained ; and if these delays had not occurred there would still have 
been no need for the outlay. 

Briefly, as time presses, I will refer to others of these steamboat 
routes. The route from Savannah to Augusta, Georgia, (No. 15099, ) 
cost, according to the information I have from the Department, 
$4,125 per annum, and was of no use to the terminal offices, as they 
had through connection by rail on both sides of the Savannah River. 
The intermediate offices, among them Brady, Hancock, and Russell, 
were all established after the service went into operation, and man- 
ifestly to show an excuse for keeping it up. When the steamboat 
service was taken off all needed facilities were given the offices by 
star service. 

A brief reference to certain star routes will be of value. Starroute 
No. 38118, from Monumentto River Bend, Colorado. The information 
of the Department is that the expedition at a cost of $7,000 was placed 
on this route to secure connection between two railroads. The con- 
nections were, however, lost by the departure of trains earlier than 
arrival of the mails, thus defeating the purpose of expedition. The 
Department deducted $7,000 for the fast time, reduced the service to 
three trips from seven, and deducted $3,075, or a total of $10,075 for 
unnecessary service. 

On star route No. 32024, from Vinita, Indian Territory, to Las 
Vegas, New Mexico, the distance was six hundred and thirty-eight 
miles, seven times a week. In half the distance through the Indian 
Territory there was but one important office, which had ample supply 
by another route, and near the Vinita end of the route there were 
not more than seven small offices, which were supplied after reduc- 
tion. The reduction was $138,000 as a useless expenditure. 

The route from Pueblo to Rosita (No. 38134) was let for once-a- 
week service on fifty miles; was increased to seven times a week and 
expedited from fifteen to ten hours, increasing the cost of service to 
$8,148 per annum. ‘Two offices only were supplied, both of which 
had other supply. The route has been discontinued, and not a single 
protest from any patron of an office supplied by the route has been 
received. 

The route (No. 38118) from Monument to River Bend, Colorado, 
was let for twice-a-week service on seventy-two miles, by a schedule 
of thirty-three hours, at the rate of $1,200 per annum. It was in- 
creased to seven times a week and expedited to ten hours, increasing 
cost to $11,200 per annum. The original schedule has been restored, 
service curtailed twenty-seven miles, and reduced to three times a 
week, saving $10,075 per annum. No complaint has been received. 
Route No. 41101, from Prescott, Arizona, to Santa Fé, New Mexico, 
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four hundred and sixty miles, was originally let for service three 
times a week, aschedule of one hundred and fifty hours, at $18,500 per 
annum. Service wasincreased to seven times a week and the sched- 
ule expedited to ninety-six hours, increasing pay to $118,070.22 per 
annum. The route has been discontinued. 

The route (No. 40104) from Mineral Park, Arizona, to Pioche, 
Nevada, two hundred and twenty-seven miles, schedule eighty-four 
hours, was let for once-a-week service at $2,982 per annum. Service 
was increased to seven times a week and expedited to sixty hours, 
increasing the cost to $52,033.33 per annum. On March 4, 1881, the 
service was three times a week, costing $22,300 per annum. The 
running time has since been increased from sixty to eighty-four 
hours, saving $13,354 per annum. 

Mr. Chairman, hurried as I am for time, I can only add you may go 
through, as I have done, these various steamboat routes which have 
been discontinued or reduced by the Post-Office Department, and I 
believe you will find in every instance—certainly I did in every case 
that I examined—the most satisfactory evidence that the only pur- 
pose served by their continuance was as a subsidy to the steamboat 
lines to help maintain them for commercial purposes between dif- 
ferent points at which they touch. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him by 
a single observation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for general debate has now 
expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to make a single observation in 
reply to what the gentleman from New York has said. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not the floor, or I should be very happy to 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER.. Very well, I will take an opportunity to reply 
during the five-minute debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CASWELL] who has charge of the bill, that the Committee of the 
Whole now rise and that we proceed to-morrow with the considera- 
tion of the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CASWELL. That is what I propose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will now be read by paragraphs for 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appro- 
priated for the service of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 
30, 1883, out of any money in the Treasury arising from the revenues of said 
Department, in conformity to the act of July 2, 1836, as follows. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having under consideration the bill 
(H. R. No, 3548) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will withhold his 
motion until some requests for unanimous consent can be submitted 
to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withhold it for that purpose. 

CHANGES ON COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, at his own request, was re- 
lieved from further service on the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
appointed on the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, at hisown request, 
was relieved from further service on the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws and appointed to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

NEFF Vs. SHANKS. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the contested-election case of Neff 
vs. Shanks, in a former Congress, in order that they may be referred 
to the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done under the rules. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Postmaster-General, recommending the transfer of 
$35,000 from the appropriation for mail-route messengers to that for 
route agerits for the present fiscal year, and that the further sum of 
$10,000 be appropriated for route agents and $40,000 for postal 
clerks for the present fiscal year; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ICE-HARBOR, DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with 

resolution of the House of 24th instant, a report upon petition,for 
dredging an ice-harbor at Dubuque, Iowa; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
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a letter from the Acting Commissioner of Patents, transmitting a 
report of the transactions of the United States Patent Office during 
the year 1881 ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and 


ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the Commissioner of Agriculture, relative to 
the establishment of an experiment station in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 
REPORT OF NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
2 communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in 
compliance with the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
January 17, 1882, the views of the minority of the advisory board 
which was organized to consider the condition of the Navy, &c. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
















There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. The 
memorial is as follows: 
To the United States Congress assembled : 

Whereas on June 18, 1878, one appropriated $300,000; and on Mareh 3, 
1879, $100,000 in addition, $400,000.in all, for thé improvement of Harlem River, 
New York, ‘‘coupled” with condition that the rights of way to befurnished free 
of cost to the United States; and 

Whereas, the Secretary of War in his communication to Congress January 27, 
1880, recommends authority be granted by Congressto contract for the whole work 
soon as prow — of way are obtained free; and 

Whereas Hon, Thomas Upedgraff, of Iowa, introduced into the House of Repre- 
sentatives of this Forty-seventh ngrer joint resolution 59, wherein it is pre- 
posed to farnish the right of way free and do the said work for the sum of 
$1,300,000, to be completed by July 4, 1884, and, from the length of time that has 
elapsed since the large grants were made, we most earnestly request your con- 
siderate attention soon as practicable, with other public business thereon, And 
your petitioners will ever pray. r 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCOOK, (at twenty minutes to five 
o’clock p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


















































































































PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Lexington, Ken- 
tucky, for the erection of a public building at that place—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of Kentucky, for legislation 
regulating the charges for railroad transportation—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. C. BURROWS: The petition of 500 citizens of Kalama- 
z00, Michigan, protesting against the admission of George Q. Cannon 
to a seat in Congress, and praying that such laws be enacted as shall 
abolish the practice of polygamy within the jurisdiction of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CABELL: The petition of citizens of Grayson County, 
Virginia, praying Congress to pass proper laws regulating commerce 
between foreign countries, and also between the several States of the 
Union; also, praying for the enactment of laws prohibiting extor- 
tionate charges by railroads and other common carriers and corpo- 
rations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of citizens of Campbell County, 
Kentucky, for legislation regulating charges for freight and passen- 
ger traflic on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHACE: The petition of Eugene B. Pendleton and others, 
-citizens of Westerly, Rhode Island, for increase of compensation for 
employés of the Life-Saving Service—to the same committee. 

By Mr. L. H. DAVIS: The petition of citizens of Cape Girardean 
County, Missouri, in favor of legislation to regulate the charges for 
freight and passenger traffic on railroads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENRY 8. HARRIS: The concurrent resolution of the 
senate and assembly of New Jersey, in favor of an increase of com- 
pensation of men engaged in the Life-Saving Service—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Amelia A. H. Rich- 
ards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNA: Papers relating to certain claims due by the State 
of West Virginia to citizens thereof for services rendered the United 
States in the late war, and which aré properly chargeable to the 
United States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LACEY:. The petition of Howell H. Trask, for reimburse- 
ment for worthless draft—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac 8. Bangs, 
jr., Charles A. Brownell, and James B. Corson, of New. York City—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the claim of John A. Guin, 
of Marshall County, Mississippi, and of Allen J. Holliday, of De Soto 
Cpunty, Mississippi—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOID. Memorial of the common council of Montrose, 
Lee County, Iowa, for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi River at that place—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Washington Galland and others, citizens of 
Iowa, protesting against the repeal of the arrears of pensions act, 
and in favor of the passage of a law for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of James A. Lee, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of General Franz Sigel and others, citizens of New 
York, praying for the passage of joint resolution 59, for the improve- 
ment of Harlem River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE: The petition of Alfred H. Darden, of Moscow, Ten- 
nessee, for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PEELLE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs. Eliz- 
abeth Hendrickson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. J. 8. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the claim of John O. 
Walker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of Dr. Mary E. Walker, in rela- 
tion to the donation of certain Government lands—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 


SALE OF GOVERNMENT LANDS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
.a letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a communication 
and draft of a bill from the Solicitor of the Treasury relative to the 
care and sale of numerous tracts of land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 






IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT MARY’S RIVER, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the Secretary of War, in response to a reso- 
lution of the House of December 21, 1881, relative to and giving 
estimate of the cost of additional works required to complete the 
improvement of the Saint Mary’s River and Saint Mary’s Falls, 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RESURVEY OF HAVRE DE GRACE HARBOR. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
of a partial resurvey of the Susquehanna River near Havre de Grace, 
Maryland, containing estimate for the continuation of the improve- 
ment in that locality; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
the following message from the President of the United States: 




































To the House of Representatives : 


I transmit hérewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, inclos- 

ing a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, giving, in compliance with the 

resolution of the House of Representatives passed on the 26th of January, 1882, 

estimates of the amounts which will be required annually to pay pensions for the 

next twenty-five years, based on the presumed conditions stated in the resolution. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 























CXECUTIVE MANSION, February 1, 1882. 


The message was referred to the Select Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


WEST VIRGINIA WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. KENNA, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
-3852) to recognize and pay certain claims due by the State of West 
Virginia to citizens thereof for services rendered the United States 
in the late war and which are properly chargeable to the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ARTIFICIAL EYES FOR UNION SOLDIERS. 


Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3853) to increase the pensions of and. provide artificial eyes for sol- 
-diers of the Union Army who lost eyes in the late rebellion; which 
wasread a first and second time, referred. to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

























































REPORTS CONCERNING ALASKA. 


Mr. GEORGE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy, if in his judgment the same is not 
incompatible with the public interests, be requested to furnish this House with 
the reports of United States naval officers cruising in Alaska waters made since 
-January 1, 1879, and not heretofore furnished. 

_Mr. GEORGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HARLEM RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, presented 
the following memorial which he asked to be printed in the REcorp. 
. Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I do not object, provided it 
includes only the body of the petition and not the names. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Certainly. 
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By Mr. SIMONTON : Papers relating to the claim of J. J. Farrow— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of John Noonan and 200 others, of 
Hartford City, Indiana, for legislation regulating railroad transporta- 
tion—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of citizens of Chester County, Penn- 
sylvania, for legislation regulating railroad transportation—to the 
same committee. g 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of members of the First Ten- 
nessee Confederate Cavalry, for compensation for horses taken from 
them by order of General Stoneman—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Petitions and papers were reported from committees under clause 
2 of Rule XXII, and referred as follows: 

Fromthe Committee on Claims, the petition of Anderson & Watson 
and others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, from the Committee on Claims, the petition of Carona, Taus- 
sig & Co. and others—to the same committee. 

Also, from the Committee on Claims, the petition of Ray & Smith 
and others—to the same committee. 

Also, from the Committee on Claims, the petition of Mary Beas- 
ley—to the same committee. 

Also, from the Committee on Claims, papers relating to the claim 
of Eliza Ann Da Camara—to the Committee on War Claims. 





SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 2, 1852. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports from Major 
J. W. Barlow, Corps of Engineers, of surveys of certain localities in 
Connecticut and New York, made in compliance with the river and 
harbor act of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to section 8 of the act of July 
22, 1854, a report and opinion of the surveyor-general of the Territory 
of New Mexico on private land claim No. 124, known as Ojo de la 
Cabra; which, on motion of Mr. EDMUNDs, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 
16, 1882, a report from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue con- 
taining certain information concerning misconduct and irregularities 
of officials charged with the collection of internal revenue in the sixth 
collection district of North Carolina ; which, on motionof Mr. VANCE, 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
West Point, Nebraska, praying for the enactment of such laws as 
will prevent and suppress polygamy ; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Sherman Kimberly and 
others, citizens of Connecticut, praying for national regulation of 
interstate commerce upon railroads; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a petition of citizens of 
California, praying for legislation to prohibit discrimination in rail- 
way charges; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of the Grand Division Sons of 
Temperance of Western New York, representing 2,000 members, 
praying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning 
the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEORGE presented resolutions of the Legislature of Missis- 
sippi, in favor of an appropriation for a canal conveying the surplus 
waters of the Mississippi River into the Gulf of Mexico via Lake 
Borgne ; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to report back the joint resolution (S. R. No. 23) in regard 
to the extension of the franking privilege. I am directed by the 
committee unanimously to report adversely on the joint resolution. 
I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar with the adverse report. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3181) 
authorizing and directing the Architect of the Capitol to make cer- 
tain changes and repairs in the House wing of the Capitol, to report 
it without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. Itis 
pre bill, and it is desirable that the work shall be done imme- 

ately. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill (H. R. No. 2223) for the relief of Peter 
Sean was improperly referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. It was examined by the Committee on Claims in the 
House, and the Committee on the District of Columbia direct me to 
report it back and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands have had under 
consideration the bill (S. No. 222) to establish a branch of the United 
States Land Office at Freeport, in Walton County, Florida, and 
have directed me to report the bill adversely and to report a substi- 
tute. I ask that the bill be postponed indefinitely, and that the 
substitute be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute reported will be 
treated as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to get at it in the right way, but we do not 
care to have the bill printed in connection with the substitute re- 
ported by the committee. We do not wish to have any controversy 
about that. We report a new bill, and wish to have the old one 
indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 222 will be indefi- 
nitely postponed if there be no objection, and the bill now reported 
will be read by its title. 

The bill (S. No. 1077) to establish an additional land office in Flor- 
ida was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whem 
was referred the bill (8S. No. 145) to reimburse the State of Oregon for 
moneys paid by said State in the suppression of Indian hostilities 
during the Modoc war in the years 1872 and 1873, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 740) to extend the provisions of sections 2990 
to 2998, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the 
ports of Kansas City and Saint Joseph, Missouri, reported it with an 
amendment. 


APPOINTMENTS AT CINCINNATI POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. FERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to report back a resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. VooruEEs.] I regret that the Senator is not in 
his place. I delayed a moment in hopes that he would be pres- 
ent, so that I might make the report in his presence. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas certain rules and regulations of the post-office at Cincinnati, Ohio, have 
been approved by the Postmaster-General, among which occurs the following: 
‘*5. New appointments will be made to the lowest grade in the class where vacan- 
cies may occur, and no application will be entertained from any person under 
twenty or over thirty years of age;” and 

Whereas, this rule necessarily excludes from appointment all the Union soldiers 
who served in the war for the suppression of the rebellion: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and is 
hereby, instructed to inquire by what law or authority such a rule has been ap- 
proved by the Postmaster-General, and to report to the Senate the result of its 
investigation. 


Mr. FERRY. I may state that the resolution was introduced on 
the 13th of October last, during the special session in October. The 
committee directed their chairman to invite the attention of the then 
Postmaster-General, Mr. James, to the subject, asking for an expres- 
sion of his views upon the resolution. The reply of that Postmaster- 
General did not reach the committee until the day after the close of 
the session, to wit, on the 30th of October. The session closed, I be- 
lieve, on the 29th of October. The committee during the present ses- 
sion have been occupied largely upon nominations, and upon the joint 
resolution in relation to the extension of the franking privilege. To- 
day, however, the committee were able to reach this resolution, and * 
in reporting it back I submit the communication of the predecessor 
of the present incumbent, Mr. James, not only but also a communica- 
tion addressed to the committee yesterday by the present Postmaster- 
General, Mr. Howe. I therefore send to the Chair to be read by the 
ne the communication of Mr. James, the late Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
munication. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 29, 1881. 


GENTLEMEN: I am in receipt of a copy of the following resolution, adopted by 
the Senate on the 13th inst. : 

‘“Whereas certain rules and regulations of the post-office at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
have been approved by the Postmaster-General, among which occurs the following : 
‘*5, New appointments will be made to the lowest grade in the class where vacan- 
cies may occur, and no application will be entertained from any person under 
twenty or over thirty years of age ;” and, 

‘Whereas this rule necessarily excludes from appointment all the Union soldiers 
who served in the war for the suppression of the rebellion: Therefore, 

“Be it resolved, That the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads be, and is 
hereby, instructed to inquire by what law er authority such a rule has been ap- 

roved by the Postmasicer-General, and to report to the Senate the result of its 
investigation.” 

In response thereto I have the honor to state that I know nothing of the matter 


Is there objection to the present 


The Secretary will read the com- 


1882. 


save what is shown by the records of this Department. It appears that on the 
17th of June, 1879, the postmaster at Cincinnati, Ohio, transmitted to this Depart- 
ment certain sogeemene adopted by him for the government of appointments and 
oa in bis office; among others the regulation set out in the resolution 
aforesaid. 

On the 3d of July of the same year the Postmaster-General responded to the post- 
master in a letter, of which the following is a copy: 

‘*Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, D. C., July 3, 1879. 


“Sir: Your letter of the 17th ultimo, transmitting a copy of rules governing 
the appointment and promotion of clerks and employés in your office, has been 


received and the rules considered. I find nothing in them that is objectionable, | 


and consequently give them my entire approval. 
“Very respectfully, 
“D. M. KEY, 
‘“ Postmaster-General. 
“Mr. Joun P. LoGE, 
** Postmaster, Cincinnati, Ohio.’ 


In the Postal Guide for June, 1880, I find the following regulation: 

‘*346. Section 16, P. L. and R., ed. 1873, prohibiting the employment in post- 
offices of — under sixteen years of age, has been omitted from the new edi- 
tion, (P. L. and R., 1879,) for the reason that, as postmasters and their sureties are 
responsible for the acts of employés in post-oflices, they may select them without 
regard to age and without consultation with the Post-Office Department.” 

this regulation would seem to supersede any former ruling of this Department 
on that subject, and leaves the whole matter where it properly belongs, namely, in 
the hands of the local postmaster. 
Very respectfully, 


’ 


THOMAS L. JAMES, 
Postmaster-General. 
COMMITTEE ON Pos’-OFFICES AND Post-ROADS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. FERRY. I now ask that the communication of the present 
Postmaster-General of yesterday, which I sent to the Chair, be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1882. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of even date, 
transmitting a copy of the following resolution introduced by Senator Voorhees, 
October 13, 1881, viz: 

‘“ Whereas certain rules and regulations of the post-office at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
have been approved by the Postmaster-General, among which occurs the following: 
‘5. New appointments will be made to the lowest grade in the class where vacan- 
cies may occur, and no application will be entertained trom any person under 
twenty or over thirty years of age;’ and 

‘Whereas this rule necessarily excludes from appointment all the Union soldiers 
who served in the war for the suppression of the tehellion : Therefore, 

‘‘Beitresolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and is here- 
by, instructed to inquire by what law or authority such arule has been approved by 
the Postmaster-General, and to report to the Senate the result of its investigation.” 

In reply I have to state that there is no regulation of this Department which 
excludes any person from appointment in the postal service on account of his or her 
age. As stated in the letter of the Postmaster-General dated October 29, 1881, 
(which is herewith returned,) the Department does not dictate or control the ap- 
pointment by postmasters of their subordinates ‘‘for the reason that as postmas- 
ters and their sureties are responsible for the acts of employés in post-oflices, they 
may select them without regard to age and without consultation with the Post- 
Office Department.’ 

I am informed that the postmaster at Boston, Massachusetts, has adopted for the 
oe of his oftice a rule similar to the one referred to in the resolution above 
quoted, 

It will probably be a sufficient answer to the resolution to say that while I per- 
sonally regret the adoption by any postmaster of a rule which excludes from ap- 
pointment on account of age any Union soldier or sailor who is worthy and com- 
petent to render valuable service, and while I should not tolerate any such rule as 
applied to appointments in the Department proper, I should not feel warranted in 
reversing the long-established practice of allowing postmasters to select their own 
subordinates, for whose actions they and their sureties are responsible, by issuing 
p> Ae img mc or adopting any regulation which would restrict their freedom of 
choice. 

Very respectfully, 
T. O. HOWE, 
Postmaster-General. 
Hon. T. W. Ferry, 


Chairman Committee on Post-Ofices and Post-Roads, United States Senate. 


Mr. FERRY. It will be seen by these two communications from 
different Postmasters-General, the present incumbent and his prede- 
cessor, that there was no design or intention on the part of the post- 
master at Cincinnati or at Boston to exclude any class of citizens of 
the United States. It has happened, however, that the regulation of 
those two offices limiting certain employés in the lower classification 
to certain ages, thirty years maximum and sixteen years minimum, 
in promoting the efficiency of the office, in the judgment of those 
postmasters, does happen to exclude Union soldiers. ‘That was, how- 
ever, in nowise the design; for, as explicitly stated in the communi- 
cations which have been read, it was a local regulation of the post- 
masters for the efficiency of the service that they saw fit to make. 

The Postmaster-General has exercised no control over the matter ; 
he does not interfere with it; and while there may be a difference of 
judgment in regard to such a regulation, the postmasters are respon- 
sible for the efficient discharge of the duties of their offices, and 
Congress has no particular concern so long as the duties of the offices 
are wisely and efficiently performed: I think the communications 
sufficiently answer the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. President, I now see the Senator from Indiana in his place. I 
will state to that Senator that I have reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads the resolution which he intro- 
duced, and have submitted a communication from the late Post- 
iaster-General, which reached the committee after the adjournment 
of the special session last October, and’also a communication from 
the present Postmaster-General, covering substantially the same 
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view, that the order referred to by his resolution is a local regulation 
of the postmasters at Cincinnati and Boston, over which the Post- 
master-General exercises no control; that there are no regulations: 
of the Post-Office Department fixing the ages of employés in any 
of the post-oftices of the country. While the present Postmaster- 
General regrets that such a regulation should possibly exclude any 
Union soldiers from employment in the lower classification of em- 
ployés in said post-offices, such is not the purpose of the regulation ; 
it is simply intended for the efficiency of the office, and has no rela- 
tion with any regulation of the Department whatever. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I suppose the better way would be that the 
communications should be printed, so that we can look at them. In 
the mean time I will simply observe that the regulation emanating 
from the Cincinnati post-office, to which I first called attention, had 
the approval of the Postmaster-General. It was printed, and on it 
was printed ‘‘ Approved by the Postmaster-General.” I am very 
much obliged to the Senator for calling my attention to the matter. 
Let the communications be printed so that we may look at them. 

Mr. FERRY. I simply desire to say in this connection that the 
attention of the postmaster at Cincinnati was called to that regula- 
tion and he submitted a report to the then Postmaster-General—Mr. 
Key, of Tennessee—who approved of the regulation. So far as that 
is concerned, the Senator from Indiana is correct; but so far as any 
regulation of the Post-Office Department is concerned he is not cor- 
rect. The late Postmaster-General, Mr. James, in his communication 
states that there are no such regulations of the Department; the 


| present Postmaster-General, Mr. Howe, also reiterates the fact that 


there are no regulations controling the matter ; that it is a local regu- 
lation of the postmasters. 5 

Mr. VOORHEES. Only to this extent: whenever the Postmas- 
ter-General here approves of such a regulation, it becomes the reg- 
ulation of the Postmaster-General; and it is in his power, I take it, 
toabrogate any such unjust and outrageous discrimination as is made 
by that order. It is hardly fair to say that it is merely alocal regu- 
lation if it receives the approval of the Postmaster-General. I do 
not, however, wish to consume the time of the Senate now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Senator 
from Indianaif he desiresto have the communications printed ? They 
have been read and will go into the REcorpD. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That will do. 

Mr. FERRY. I desireto state to the Senator from Indiana, espe- 
cially as he was not in his place when I first rose, that it was not 
designed by the regulation to exclude any class of citizens. It hap- 
pened by the maximum age fixed to exclude Union soldiers. That 
was not the object; and when the Senator speaks about the out- 
rageous regulation which excludes Union soldiers I say it was not 
intended for that purpose, and that ought to be sufficient answer. 

Mr. VOORHEES. But it does do it. 

Mr. FERRY. I beg the Senator not to speak in that connection 
as though it was the intention to exclude Union soldiers. The Sena- 
tor is reminded of the fact that the regulation was approved only by 
a Democratic Postmaster-General. The Senator ought to be the last 
man to take exception to it. I will again state that the late Post- 
master-General, Mr. James, and the .present Postmaster-General 
regret that such a regulation had been instituted by any postmaster, 
and yet at the same time they state that they have no control over 
it, as the postmaster and his sureties are held for the efficient dis- 
charge of the duties of his office, and it is left entirely to him to 
make any regulations he sees fit looking to that end. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [rise to ask the Senator from Michigan before 
he takes his seat what Democratic Postmaster-General there has been 
in this Government for some years past, and who approved that 
order? 

«Mr. FERRY. Postmaster-General Key, of Tennessee, formerly a 
member of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of this 
Senate, and well-known to the Senator from Indiana to be a Demo- 
crat. By good fortune, under a Republican administration, he was 
placed in the Cabinet. I was very glad of it. He was a conservative, 
able, honest, straightforward man ; nevertheless he was a Democrat, 
and it seems the Senator from Indiana needs to be reminded of the 
fact. 

Mr. VOORHEES. On the contrary, when he went into the Post- 
Office Department by the votes of Republican Senators upon this 
floor confirming him, and by the appointment of such a Republican 
as Mr. Hayes, he left all Democracy behind him. He entered a door 
over which was written : “Those who enter here will never return 
to the Democratic party ;” we bade farewell to him for good and all. 
This is the first time I have heard any Senator try to lay the sins of 
that Department upon our shoulders, and we repudiate the whole 
thing. 

I say further to the Senator from Michigan that since Mr. Key 
went out of office this order has been maintained. If I understand 
the purport of his remarks to-day the order is maintained now. Itis 
within the power cf the Postmaster-General by one scratch of his 
pen to abrogate this order. 

Mr. FERRY. No; it is—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Why not? 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator will allow me, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral says that while he regrets there is such a regulation made by any 
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it; that the postmaster and his sureties are held for the proper per- 
formance of the duties of his office, and the Postmaster-General has 
no right to change regulations which, in the opinion of the postmas- 
ter, tend to the efficiency of his office. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; then let us have an understanding. 
That the present Postmaster-General is a Republican I have no doubt. 
That the last one wasa Republican I believe is conceded. There are 
two. Under both of them the rule has been at the great office at 
‘Cincinnati, and at the great and cultivated center of the universe, 
Boston, to enforce a regulation—— 

Mr. FERRY. No, Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pardon me until I finish the sentence. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator will allow me, he is stating a fact—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not yield until I get through with the sen- 
tence. The rule has been to enforce an order at these two places 
that excludes from appointment every man who served in the Union 
Army. The Senator from Michigan says it was not so designed. My 
answer to him is that it does do it, though; whether designed or not 
it does doit; and the only way to correct this evil is to quit doing 
it, and have an order emanate to these men in Boston and Cincin- 
nati to abrogate this rule, or else take their heads and put them in 
the waste-basket, where such official heads belong. 

Mr. FERRY. I wanted to interrupt the Senator on a question of 
fact. Neither the late Postmaster-General James nor Postmaster- 
‘General Howe have indorsed any such regulation of the postmaster 
at Cincinnati or Boston. Postmaster-General Key approved of the 
regulation in the case of Cincinnati. Now, Isay to the Senator from 
Indiana that he should confine the charge of any approval or in- 
dorsement of the Government to the then Postmaster-General, who 
approved the postmaster’s order. When he refers to the Democratic 
party as being no longer responsible for Postmaster-General Key, I 
will state that he was sworn into the Senate and admitted as a mem- 
ber of this body from Tennessee as a Democrat, and when the Repub- 
aa joined in his confirmation to a Cabinet office they simply fol- 
lowed the example of the Democratic side of the Chamber in admit- 
ting him as a member of this body. If he was good enough for a 
Senator certainly he was equally good and capable for a place in the 
Cabinet. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I shall not discuss any further the politics of 
the Hayes administration; I do not know whether they had any or 
not; but I am distinct in onething. There have been three Repub- 
lican Postmasters-General who accepted this order. What became of 
Mr. Maynard? The gentleman seems to have dropped him out of his 
recoilection. There have been Mr. Maynard, Mr. James, and Mr. 
Howe since Mr. Key went out of office, and during the administra- 
tion of every one of these three Stalwarts—I believe I may use the 
term at least as to two of them—under the administration of these 
three undoubted Republicans at least, I want the country to know 
the fact that no man who served in the Union Army could get a 
place in the post-office at Cincinnati. I want to serve notice on the 
Senate that under the administration now no Union soldier can get 
a place in the post-office at Boston, and that the postmaster at Bos- 
ton, Mr. Tobey, says so over his name, and I had his letter read here. 
If you are content with that condition of things, so am I. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. The regular order. 

Mr. FERRY. This is in connection with the report from the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. What is the pending question? 

Mr. FERRY. The report of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
pending question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan, from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, asked to be discharged 
from the flirther consideration of the resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FERRY. And a motion is pending to print, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana to print was withdrawn. 

Mr. FERRY. I move to have the communications printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They go into the RecorD, because 
oe were read. 

r. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
I ask the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on discharging the 
committee from the further consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. FERRY. That is the pending question on which I am occu- 
pying time. The Senator from Indiana on yesterday saw fit to criti- 
cise the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads for not having 
acted earlier on this resolution. I have now reported it, and sub- 
mitted a communication from the present and the preceding Post- 
masters-General. I want it distinctly understood that when the 
Senator from Indiana draws a discrimination between Postmaster- 
General Key, a Democrat, and Postmasters-General Maynard, James, 
and Howe, that those three Republican Postmasters-General never 
officially approved of any such regulation excluding Union soldiers 
as has been stated as being in force at the Cincinnati post-office as 
well as at the post-office at Boston. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why did they not revoke it? 


I inquire of the Chair what is the 


Then what is the pending question, 
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Mr. MORRILL. 
small affair—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield ? 

Mr. FERRY. I think I have the floor. Ifthe Senator from Indi- 
ana is troubled because the Union soldiers of this nation are excluded 
by such aregulation, I here state that neither the postmaster at Cin- 
cinnati nor the postmaster at Boston intended to exclude any Union 
soldier, nor would they designedly do so. Their order was in their 
judgment simply for the purpose of making their offices more efficient. 

Mr. HOAR. Under forty. 

Mr. FERRY. I refer to admission to the lower classification of 
employment in that office. Thatis a local regulation of the post- 
master, for which he is responsible to the country. I suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana if he wishes to find remedy he must be careful 
hereafter that when he adds his vote to the confirmation of any 
Presidential postmaster in the land he shall satisfy himself that the 
appointee will not issue any regulation that will exclude a Union 
soldier. I doubt not the Senator from Indiana was a party to the 
confirmation of the postmaster at Cincinnati and also of the post- 
master at Boston. Ifthat be the case, he must share the responsi- 
bility as well as other members of the Senate for whatever they may 
innocently have done in any way reflecting upon the privileges or 
rights which the Government is always ready to accord to its gallant 
defenders. 

Mr. MORRILL. It seems to me that we are making a very great 
matter out of a very small one. The only object of the postmasters 
at these places was to obtain young men to do the duty; boys and 
such as are competent; and of course men who served in the Army, 
and have got a wooden leg or have otherwise become incapacitated 
for such kind of labor, could not be employed. Ido not believe very 
many of these soldiers have asked to be employed; but the only and 
sole purpose of the order of the postmasters at Cincinnati and Boston 
has been to obtain young men for employment in the postal service. 

Mr. VOORHEES. A single word and then this matter will stop, 
so far as I am concerned. The Senator from Michigan says I am 
partly responsible for the confirmation of the postmaster at Cincin- 
nati. I do not remember whether that officer was appointed since I 
have been in the Senate, but I do. know that within the last few weeks 
he was removed, and I have some reason, and strong reason, for stating 
that the agitation of this question conduced largely to that result, 
and that his discrimination against the most meritorious class of peo- 
ple had a very strong effect in bringing about his removal. So that, 
with that I am content. 

The Senator from Vermont says this is a very small matter. Let it 
go so, in his estimation; but if that side of the Chamber can afford 
to write over the portals of two of the most important post-offices in 
the United States, Boston and Cincinnati, “No soldier need apply,” 
and denominate that a-small matter, let them do so, and let it go that 
way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

The motion was agreed to. 


MERCHANT VESSELS. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment, 
and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the list of merchant vessels, published 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1881, be printed for the use 
of the Department of State. 


OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE WAR. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred a resolution to print 1,000 additional copiesof the 
Official Records of the War for the use of the War Department, to re- 
port it back and recommend its passage, the committee changing it 
to a concurrent resolution. I ask for its present consideration, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 
rinted 1,000 additional copies of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion 
or the use of the War Department. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the. res- 

olution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there ought to be an additional number 
of copies printed for the use of the two Houses. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator can introduce a separate resolution 
to that effect. Y 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the objection to increasing the number ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not know that there is any objection, but 
the committee would like to consider that proposition first. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much will it cost? 

Mr. ANTHONY. From sixty cents to $1 apiece is the cost of tho 
document. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless there is some pressing necessity for pass- 
ing the resolution as reported, I suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that it be recommitted to the committee, and that an addi- 
tional number be ordered for the Senate and House. It is certainly 
& most important document. 


It seems to me that a great matter out of a very 


Does the Senator from Michigan 








1882. 





Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator from Iowa would introduce an 
original resolution and refer it to the committee, and allow this one 
to pass, I think that would be the better course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the type might be distributed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is stereotyped. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I shall move, if the Senator from Rhode 
Island will not be offended by such a motion, that the resolution be 
recommitted to the Committee on Printing with a view to printing 
additional copies for the use of the Senate and House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa, that the resolution be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Printing with instructions to inquire into the expediency 
of printing additional copies for the use of the Senate and House. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish the Senator from Iowa would put a reso- 
lution before us, something to act upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will draw it up and present it to the committee 
in an informal way. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Allright. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the resolu- 
tion will be recommitted. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FERRY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1078) to provide for a postal card with flex- 
ible cover to conceal the message written thereon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1079) amendatory of the act of March 3, 1875, 
entitled ‘‘ An act granting to railroads the right of way through the 
public lands of the United States;” which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1080) to amend section 5171 and repeal sec- 
tion 5176 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to the circulation of 
national banks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 1081) to amend section 5172 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and providing that signatures to circulat- 
ing notes shall be in writing; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMPTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1082) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
adjust and settle the account for arms between the State of South 
Carolina and the Government of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1083) referring the claim of the owners of the 
schooner Addie B. Bacon to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1084) to enforce forfeiture to the United States 
of lands heretofore granted to railroad corporations and to apply the 
same to education ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 1085) to establish post-roads in the State 
of Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1086) to indemnify the State of Arkansas for swamp 
and overflowed lands within said State sold by the United States 
since March 3, 1857, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1087) to change the date of the commission 
of Captain Edward M. Heyl, United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1088) relative to Revolutionary battle-fields, 
&c.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1089) granting a pension to 
Adelaide T. Holton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1090) to amend section 793 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1091) granting a pension to John F. Reeves; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1092) authorizing and directing the pur- 


chase by the Secretary of the Treasury, for the public use, of the prop- 
erty known as the Freedman’s Bank, and the real estate and parcels 
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of ground adjacent thereto, belonging to the Freedman’s Savings and 
Trust Company, and located on Pennsylvania avenue, between Fit 
teenth and Fifteenth-and-a-half streets, Washington, District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENT TO THE POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 3844) to establish post-rontes ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE BOARD REPORT. 


If the morning business is disposed of, I ask to 





Mr. SAUNDERS. 
take up—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the resolutions which were under con- 
sideration in the morning hour yesterday be now taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks leave 
to call up the resolutions which were under consideration yesterday. 
Is it the pleasure of the Senate that those resolutions be now con- 
sidered ? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the order of business. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I rose for the purpose of asking the considera- 
tion of a bill which I think will take no time. 

Mr. MORGAN. My resolutions are the order of business. They 
came over from the morning hour yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
resolutions fell with the day, and have to be called up again. 

‘ Mr. INGALLS. There is no unfinished business of the morning 
our. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. None at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then can asingle objection carry a resolution over 
from day to day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When objection is made the Chair 
can submit the question to the Senate, and the Senate will decide 
whether it will take it up or not. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Do I understand that the morning business has 
been now disposed of ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The routine morning business is 
concluded, and the Senator from Alabama asks to call up the resolu- 
= were under consideration yesterday and partially de- 

ated. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Will the Senator allow me to take up a bill 
which we had up the day before yesterday, and to which an amend- 
ment has been proposed and accepted? I think it will take no time 
to pass the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolutions I have submitted ought to be 
adopted now or they will be of no use. It will take but a moment 
to consider them; there will be no debate, and I will yield to the 
Senator from Nebraska with pleasure after that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that the resolutions of the Senator from Alabama be now taken up? 
If there be no objection, the resolutions are before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask toamend the resolution in the sixth line by 
striking out the word ‘ from,” before ‘‘ 1872,” and inserting “under 
the act of June 6.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall be glad if the Chief Clerk will read the 
resolution as amended, 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate a full 
report of the action of the mixed board on ordnance, selected to ‘examine inven- 
tions in relation to ordnance, and to report what inventions are worthy of test, as 
well as the estimated cost of such tests,” under the act of March 8, 1841, up to the 
present time, not heretofore printed ; also, a full report of the results of all trials 
and proofs of all guns, whether breech or muzzle loaders, and of all projectiles 
tested and proved under the act of June 6, 1872, to the present time; and what 
guns and projectiles of these kinds, with their cost, are now on hand and un- 
tested or unexpended, and what officers or agents of the Government are or have 
been personallyinterested in inventions or patents for the same. 

Resolved, That the evidence taken by the Committee on Appropriations on and 
after the 7th January, 1881, and printed for the use of that committee, touching 
the condition of the heavy ordnance of the United States and the trial of guns an¢ 
projectiles, be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. I désire now to amend further by inserting after 
the word ‘‘guns,” in line 5 of the first resolution, the words “ of 
8-inch caliber or upward,” so as to confine the resolution entirely 
to heavy ordnance. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. That modification will be made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I desire to say to the Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. HAWLEY] that if he has examined the resolutions since 
they were up yesterday he will find that there is nothing to be 
printed under them except the testimony which was taken before 
the Committee on Appropriations during the last Congress. When 
the report comes in I expect to have it referred to fhe Committee on 
Printing, with the view of having eliminated from it any matter that 
need not be printed, so as to reduce the expense down to the mini- 
mum. I do not desire to encumber the printed record with useless 
matter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say in response that that scems to be quite 
satisfactory. My only object is that we shall not without considex- 
ation allow ourselves to print a great library. 














The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions as amended. 
The resolutions as amended were agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the act (S. No. 934) granting additional 
pension to Mary Lincoln. 

THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed, and 

the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 
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The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 46) to pro- | 


vide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate, and the | 


question is upon concurring in the amendment made as in Commit- | 


tee of the Whole upon the motion of the Senator from Kansas, [ Mr. 
PLUMB, ] which was reserved for a separate vote. 


Senate on Tuesday when the vote was taken in Committee of the 
Whole upon the amendment of the Sénator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
adding to the bill this section : 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held 
in the Treasury for the redemption of United States notes, in excess of $100,000,000, 
in the redemption of the bonds of the United States, such redemption to be made 
in not less than three installments; and the said sum of $100,000,000 so left in the 
‘Treasury shall not be increased or diminished except in the redemption of United 
States notes. 

Imake no question that it was intended that the redemption fund 
should be in coin, and in coin of standard value, of unlimited legal ten- 
der; but that was not part of the amendment. That, however, could 
readily be remedied. I have no doubt that the honorable Senator 
would agree to such an amendment as would express that, which I 
do not doubt, from the frankness of his character, he did intend should 
be a bona fide fund, in coin of the standard value, to remain as a re- 
demption fund for the notes of the United States on presentation. 

But, Mr. President, that would not satisfy the scruples I have on 
this subject. LIregret exceedingly that the question of specie resump- 
tion should have been brought before the Senate in this way, asa 
mere amendment to a bill to which it is not germane. The question 
of specie resumption is scarcely second in importance to any question 
before this country. The effect of specie resumption can scarcely be 
overestimated in its inflnence upon the character of our people and 
upon every dealing of their daily lives. Therefore so grave a sub- 
ject might well have been made, and in my judgment should be made, 
the subject of a separate, careful, full consideration. It should not 
be passed upon hastily, ingrafted upon a bill to which, as I said, it is 
not germane, and which more than all commits the Government to 
a policy against which I stand opposed. 

I wish that this question had not been raised in this way and 
at this time. Enough has been shown by this debate, by the very 
pertinent question of the Senator from Kansas who sits nearest to 
me, to show that this reserve fund in the Treasury has been un- 
guarded, has been unregulated, that the object of its creation has 
been overlooked, and it has been dealt with in a most unsatisfactory 
manner. If therefore this discussion shall call public attention to 
the fact, that there is apparently no provision of law recognized by 
the Treasury officials to regulate the amount or the control of that 
specie reserve, or that supposed specie reserve, then it will be useful 
that the attention of the country has been called to that fact. But 
after all, I would say, [had rather take so great a subject and discuss 
it apart from a question of policy as to whether we should or should 
not refund, or attempt to refund, the present debt of the United States 
at a lower rate of interest—for there is no connection between the 
two subjects. 

Passing, therefore, from the main object of the bill to this incon- 
gruous amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, what is the 
question? To what does Congress commit itself by adopting such an 
amendment? Under our present condition of law and system of cur- 
rency, we depend for our power to maintain the absolute and instant 
convertibility of paper notes into money, all of it, the whole volume, 
that issued by the Government to the banks and that issued by the 
Government directly to the citizens—we depend for the convertibility 
of the whole body of paper notes now in circulation, upon the specie 
that is reserved in the Treasury of the United States. There is the 
ultimate source of redemption ; there and there alone, under our pres- 
ent law, is to be found the safeguard against slipping back into the 
morass of inconvertible paper money, from which by so painful and 
costly a process our people were but three years ago delivered. 

Now, sir, all must admit the superior convenience of paper money 
as compared with real money, metallic coins; but to make such a 
system safe and endurable it must be absolutely and instantly con- 
vertible at the will of the holder into real money, into coin of the 
standard value. In 1875 the act known as the resumption act was 
passed, proposing to resume specie payments at a future day, the 1st 
of January, 1879. What were the bases of that proposed tesump- 
tion? At that time, by the law of February 25, 1862, all duties upon 
imported merchandise were required to be paid in coin only, and the 
coin so paid was set apart as a special fund for the purpose of paying 
the interest on the public debt first, and after that the sinking fund, 
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and then the general uses of the Government. Thatlaw is unrepealed 
to-day. Section 3473 of the Revised Statutes reiterates the same 
pledge that— 

All duties on imports shall be paid in gold and silver coin only, or in demand 
Treasury notes, issued under the authority of the acts of July 17, 1861, chapter 5, 
and February 12, 1862, chapter 20. 

A subsequent section, 3694, provided : 

The coin paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart as a special fund, 
and shall be applied as follows : 

First, to the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the United 
States. 

And so on. 

So that the law then provided, and the law now provides, for the 
payment in coin of these duties, and that was the ample sonrce trom 
which this Government should derive its metallic money wherewith 
to maintain specie payments and pay interest on its public debt. In 
addition to that, the law of 1875 authorized the sale of bonds of the 


| United States to an unlimited amount, any bonds of the three de- 


H , D , | scriptions authorized by the law of 1870, 4 percents, 44, or 5 per cent. 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I was unavoidably absent from the | 


bonds, with thirty years to run, were to be sold ad libitum for the pur- 
pose of obtaining coin for the resumption of specie payments. 

Another feature of the law of 1875 providing for resumption was 
that it sought to diminish the volume of the United States legal- 
tender notes, upon which specie payments were to be resumed, and 
provided for the gradual diminution of the volume of United States 
currency to $300,000,000. 

There were the three sources from which resumption was to be 
obtained and secured. What remains of those three to-day? Con- 
gress in 1878 arrested the process of diminishing the volume of the 
greenback notes, and lessened the probability of resumption, by re- 
fusing to lessen the volume of paper money to be paid. What has 
become of our source of specie derived from duties upon imports? No 
law has changed that. The faith of this Government, so far as it can 
be pledged in the form of a statute, remains upon the statute-book ; 
but by the law of the Department, by an executive discretion, which 
is unfounded and unwarranted in my judgment, the paper issues of 
the Government are receivable in payment of duties upon imports. 
There is no resource left inthat quarter. And further than that, Con- 
gress did expressly, in 1878, at the time it restored the coinage of the 
silver standard dollar_of 412} grains, provide that certificates of the 
denomination of ten dollars and upward should be issued, and that 
these silver certificates should be receivable for duties upon imported 
merchandise. 

So now we have but one thing left, and that is the potentiality of 
purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States by 
selling the bonds of the United States bearing 4, 44, or 5 per cent. 
interest, in market overt for such amount of specie as may be required 
to redeem all United States notes presented, and to maintain resump- 
tion. It is best for the people of the United States to comprehend 
precisely what confronts them. There is to-day, under the practical 
administration of this Government, no single means by which you 
can compel the payment of one dollar in coin into the Treasury of 
the United States, whether for the payment of interest on the public 
debt or any other purpose, or the redemption of its paper money. 

Now what is the condition of the ‘* reserve,” so called? The Treas- 
urer of the United States in his report at the present session, page 10, 
says: 

There is no provision of law requiring a specie reserve for the redemption of 
United States notes. In preparation for resumption of specie payments, a fund waa 
created in the Treasury under section 3 of the resumption act of 1875, by the sale 
of $95,500,000 of bonds and the accumulation of surplus revenue, to protect the out: 
standing notes. 

The Secretary of the Treasury bears like testimony. He says at 
page 10 of his report : 

Previously— 

Notice the expression, Senators— 

[Previously to the resumption of specie mk ae «1 reserve was accumulated in 
the Treasury by the sale of $95,500,000 of bonds, and by the retention of an addi- 
tional amount of about forty million dollars from surplus revenues. The policy 
pursued by this Department, as repeatedly announced to Congress, has been to 
retain as reserve for the redemption of United States notes, about 40 per cent. of 
the notes outstanding, and in addition thereto to have sufticient money in the Treas- 
ury to meet all other demand obligations outstanding. This policy has beenadhered 
to as rigidly as practicable. The reserve has never fallen below 36 per cent. nor 
been above 45 per cent. of outstanding notes. 

I fully sympathize with the declaration of the Senator from Kansas 
and others on this floor that a law, clear and well defined, should 
regulate the proceedings of the United States Treasury, and that what 
I may call this rule of thumb of the Secretary should cease. It is 
not safe for the people of this country, it is not just or right for the 
officer in charge, that there should not be a rule of action controlling 
him and protecting them. There is this to be commented upon in 
the tone of the Treasurer’s report and in the Secretary’s report, that 
gradually, and without any provision of law, the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States is fast being assimilated in their minds and by their methods 
of administration to a bank of issue. Iam not prepared to vote for a 
law which contemplates this result, and Idohope that the opponents 
of centralized government, in this Chamber and out of it, will recog- 
nize the logical drift of this amendment and of the tone unconsciously— 
I do not say adopted, but expressed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and by the Treasurer of the United States, in their respective reports ; 
for if it shall please the people of this country to approve of such a 
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course by those charged with the administration of their affairs, as to 
convert the Treasury of the United States intoa great bank of issue for 
all the currency of the country, then, at least, Task them to take his- 
torical example, and not to rest, and not to suppose they can rest, upon 
the rules that govern private banks or private corporations in the 
transaction of banking business. 

Ihave heard a great deal on this floor, and heard it lately, of earnest 
apprehension as to the great power of accumulated capital acting 
under organized forms and forces upon the business of the country, 
and especially under the system of banks organized under act of Con- 
gress. Butwhat, Iask you, isthe comparison of power between a class 
of banks organized under individual control for individual and corpo- 
rate interests, as compared to one single great bank that shall have 
its center here, with Senators and Representatives as its directors, the 
sole controllers of the volume of its paper emissions? Why, you may 
paint the power of the national banks in as strong and glowing colors 
as you please, I say they would be but children in arms compared tosuch 
a power as the Treasury of the United States, with these two Houses 
of Congress controlling the volume ofits issues, the volume of currency, 
and the management of public and private finance. It is toward 
that result this amendment points ; it is toward that idea the amend- 
ment is directed; it is in a certain semblance of that idea that the 
reports of the Treasurer and Secretary of the Treasury seem to run, 
and against that I raise my words of warning both to the Senate and 
the country. I hope the Senate will pause long before they shall 
agree to accept any amendment, that contains within itself the prin- 
ciple to which I have referred, that is, that the Treasury of the United 
States shall become a bank of issue and be governed by such rules, 
and that our legislation should conform tosuch an idea. But if itis 
to be so, then at least take historicalexample. If you mean to endow 
a political department of the Government with discretionary control 
over a question purely commercial in its necessities and its laws, will 
you not admit that you are engrafting duties and discretions upon 
that political department foreign to its nature and unfitted to its 
capacity? When the Secretary of the Treasury says: 

The Government, by the issue of its notes payable on demand, and its obliga- 
tion to meet them when presented, is in a position analogous to that of banking, 
and should therefore act upon principles found to be sound and safe in that busi- 
ness. 

That is right so far; and yet, so far as that he assumes that a gov- 
ernment can be in the position of an ordinary banking corporation, 
or that the same rules of safety and government can be applied to 
one as are applicable to the other, can we gather nothing from the 
experience of the Bank of England? Under the act of 1844, an act 
passed after the most varied experience, an act which was the result 


interest and a sense of public duty and responsibility could create, 
to make it sound and safe. 
per cent. reserve? No, sir. I need not say to the Senate that the 
banking department, so called, of the Bank of England, that of dis- 
count and deposit, is as wholly disconnected with the issue depart- 
ment as though they were in buildings five hundred miles apart with 
a different set of directors. 

Now what are the limitations that the Government of Great Britain 
places upon that most favored institution, that great pivot upon which 
the money machinery of that country turns, the Bank of England, with 
controlling and centralizing powers that never will be voted for intel- 
ligently by the American people? The capital of the Bank of England 
to the amount of £14,000,000 is loaned to the Government of Great 
Britain. Upon that capital an interest of 3 per cent. is paid by the 



























it may issue its notes unsecured to that extent, no more. After that, 


its vaults. As the metallic property comes in, the paper goes out; 


value. 


ing this great mass of metallic vz 


has been the truth? 


commercial intercourse led them into close relations. 


rock of contidence and security. 
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of most careful counsel, which had everything that intelligent self- 


What was proposed? To bank upon 40 


government, equivalent, therefore, to a 3 per cent. bond of the govern- 
ment. That capital is so loaned by the bank to the government, and 


what? Canthe Bank of England issue a pound note or a five-pound 
note? Yes, upon one condition, that gold and silver to the value of 
that paper, to the full amount, 100 per cent., shall first be placed in 


as the gold goes out the paper comes in, and pound for pound and 
guinea for guinea, every particle of the issues of the Bank of Eng- 
land in excess of £14,000,000, is secured by 100 per cent. of actual 


I know that keen-witted race, the Scotch, have ridiculed and 
laughed at this stolid English ee coor f as they called it, at hay- 
ues lying idle, and they said it 

was useless; they said it was a mere waste of money; and yet what 
That very provision has proven the sheet- 
anchor of safety to the commercial circles of Great Britain over and 
over again, to the people of the British Empire and to those whose 
On many a 
dark and gloomy day, the very fact that there lay in the vaults of the 
Bank of England that great body of precious metal as security for 
the paper issues upon which was being transacted the business of the 
country, has prevented panics of the most ruinous and direful char- 
acter, So that since 1844 until this year 1882, no man has gravely 
proposed in the British Government to abolish their system or to 
diminish their reserve of specie, or complained that money lay there 
idle and .could gain nothing for the want of use, because. over and 
over again in seasons of panic and despair the potentiality and the 
safety and protection of that mass of value had proved itself to be a 





I could illustrate this abundantly. I could take the frightful pie- 
ture of the failure of the Bank of the City of Glasgow, and show 
what it was to tempt men away from the basis of true values inte 
the morasses of speculation and overtrading, which, once entered 
upon, the steps can scarcely ever be retraced. 

Therefore I trust this amendment will not be adopted. I differ, 
however, from the Treasurer of the United States in saying that there 
is no provision of law. I will agree that there is no precise didactie 
form of law saying that he shall keep this money, but I do hold it te 
have been a breachof an almost express obligation of the act of 1875, 
to divert one dollar of the gold coin brought by the sale of the 4 
per cent. bonds to any other purpose, however meritorious, than 
that of being retained intact in the Treasury, as special security for 
the notes of the United States and their payment whenever de- 
manded. 

Senators, safe-guards and precautions of every kind are not meant. 
for days of peace and ease and quiet. Prosperity will take care of itself. 
Its favoring gales will blow your ship to port while the mariner may 
sleep if he will; but wise men arrange their precautions against dan- 
ger, in times and periods of safety. Take this word “panic ;” con- 
sider its meaning ; consider its effects, and remember that the conver- 
tibility of your credit money into real money, is meant to guard against 
the sense of panic, and to restore minds that are driven from the base of 
reason and common sense. The time of panic is a time of unreason-. 
Then the demands of justice are forgotten; honesty and honor are 
oftentimes disregarded. ‘‘Save himself who can” is the rule and the 
ery, and, just so long as there shall be the assurance that all demands 
onthe Government can be met by the payment of value for its paper 
promises, just so long it will be a bulwark against this unreasoning ery 
of panic and fear and unreason, which precipitates such untold disaster 
upon all commercial and trading communities. While men live, con- 
trolled by hopes and fears, periods of speculation and overtrading will 
occur; no human law can prevent it, and when they are suffering 
from the consequences of their own unwisdom, it is for such times and 
seasons, that there should be provision made to stay the headlong 
flight, in which everything like good sense and self-control, and 
the laws of property and business seem to be entirely forgotten. You 
may tell me that the money earns nothing and lies idle in the Treas- 
ury ; that only some twelve million dollars of specie have been 
demanded since the resumption of specie payments, and,why? Be- 
cause the certainty of its payment when demanded was known and 
ever present to their minds. 

Mr. President, as I said before, I am not prepared to vote for any 
amendment which has for its tendency to create an acceptance in 
the mind of the American people of the idea that our Treasury is 
to become a bank of issue. But, if Senators are disposed to embark 
upon that, at least let them consider the lessons of history, and the 
experience of other and of older nations than our own, upon that 
subject. The money that lies in the vaults of the Treasury may be 
idle in one sense, but it is useful, it is a potentiality and preventive 
against disaster that may, by its simple and known existence, save 
actual recourse to it. I do not believe that if the American people 
could comprehend—and yet I believe they do comprehend more per- 
fectly than often is supposed—the necessity of a strictly preserved 
stable standard of values in their dealings, such as the resumption of 
specic payments gave them—a standard steady, stable, certain, forall 
dealings of honest men upon the closest calculations of commerce 
and competition, the advantage of resumption we have enjoyed since 
1879 can scarcely be estimated. I want nothing done to risk or in any 
degree impair it. 

Tam glad that public attention has been called to this very loose con- 
dition of affairs in the Treasury, whereby gold coin brought there by 
the sale of bonds for one sole and express purpose, has in some way 
or other been permitted to slip to and fro without having any prineti- 
pletoregulateit. That, certainly, should be checked. While I say 
that, let us not suppose that we can accept the proposition of turn- 
ing our Treasury into a great centralized bank of issue, and next, 
that having done so, we can deal with that reserve upon the basis of 
private banking, or that even upon the basis of private banking this 
$100,000,000 reserve would be insufficient. The calculation of the 
Scotch bankers with their prompt and rigid system of weekly settle- 
ments was the lowest, 33 per cent. Forty per cent., says the more 
prudent Secretary of the Treasury. One hundred million dollars is 
much less than 40 per cent. upon $700,000,000, because that is the 
only reserve for the entire volume of the paper money of the country. 
In round numbers, we have $700,000,000, independent of silver and 
gold certificates, in the shape of paper money in this country, about 
one half issued by the banks and the other half issued directly by 
the Treasury, but that issue by the banks is redeemable in the Treas- 
ury note, and that issued in the Treasury note is redeemable at the 
Treasury, and ultimately, the whole weight of demand for redem 
tion must fall upon the Treasury, just so long as we shall maintain 
this present theory of its responsibility by keeping United States 

notes in circulation. 

But granting the fact that the Government of the United States 
looks only to the redemption in specie of its own issues, and leaves 
the national banks at their own peril to take care of themselves and 
their circulating notes, and that is the proper way to look at it, what 
then? If the Government of the United States shall reach the basis 
of specie, the banks and every private individual must come to it, 
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must come to it just asthe individual must come, who gives his prom- 
ise for the payment of dollars; real dollars must be paid and not 
paper promises. Upon the basis of the issue of $350,000,000, I sub- 
mit that $100,000,000 is insufficient as a reserve ; it is lesseven than 
the basis proposed, and I am not willing to accept the idea that we 
are to keep only this $100,000,000in the Treasury. Isubmit that these 
may be halcyon days; it may be one of those periods in which there 
being prosperity, everything passing along so smoothly, men may 
say, “ Let well alone; do not disturb a current of prosperity that is 
apparently so easily and pleasantly carrying us along.” There may 
be much in that. I know this country has been the scene of great 
convulsions. I know there has been an abnormal period in regard 
to many matters, and I am not one of those to hasten the formation of 
opinions or their execution. Great events should move slowly ; great 
questions should be approached with care and deliberation. We 
have had trials and vicissitudes of a thousand kinds which fully test 
our powers and all our feelings of patriotic co-operation, taken each 
one by itself. Ido not care to turn from the question of banking, 
which is one thing, to currency, whichis another, or to the question 
of taxation, which is a third, although they all may be, and necessarily 
are, interlaced in their operations. Any one of these questions when 
sought to be wisely and justly adapted to a country like this, with 
its enormous area and greatly diversified population and interests, 
may well challenge the highest powers of any man or any set of men. 
I regret, sir, that these two distinct questions of currency and bank- 
ing should be brought into the consideration of the question of fund- 
ing the public debt. There is no necessary connection between them, 
and it were wiser to consider them separately, but if they are to be 
considered together, and at the present time, I hope it may be the 
opinion of the Senate that we will not take the step in the direction 
suggested by the amendment of the honorable Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move in line 27 of the pending 
amendment to insert the words ‘‘ and twenty ” after ‘‘ hundred,” so 
as to make the amount of the reserve $120,000,000 instead of $100,- 
000,000. I believe there should be a limit upon the power of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to reduce the amount held in the Treasury 
down below $100,000,000, or up to $200,000,000, if he thinks proper, 
asitisnow. Ithink something ought to be done which will require 
the Secretary of the Treasury not to have such a wide discretion, 
which will keep him closer ; and believing that $120,000,000 is ample 
for the protection of all outstanding notes, I move in line 27 to insert 
“and twenty;” so as to make the reserve $120,000,000 instead of 
$100,000,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is that a minimum ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is a minimum. My friend 
from Delaware suggests to put it in words requiring this reserve to be 
in standard coin, ‘but I at present simply move to increase the 
amount to $120,000,000. I believe I am correct whenI state that the 
able former Secretary of the Treasury from Ohio adopted about the 
time we were to resume specie payments a sum between one hun- 
nred and twenty and one hundred and thirty million as the proper 
amount to be kept in the Treasury for the protection of the Treasury 
and the greenbacks that were then out. If I am correct in that, cer- 
tainly now, two or three years after the resumption of specie pay- 
ments, when there isnodanger whatever of arush upon the Treasury 
as there might have been at that time, $120,000,000 probably would 
be the fair amount to remain in the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I trust the good sense of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia will induce him to allow the Committee on 
Finance to consider this subject more fully than it has yet done. 
The very subject itself is before the committee in a separate bill. 
And now to show that the Secretary of the Treasury has not desired 
at all to assume the powers of Congress on this subject, let me say to 
him and to the Senate that the Secretary of the Treasury every year 
in his annual report has called upon Congress to define and limit and 
regulate the resumption fund. I have before me now the first report 
I made after resumption. After going on and stating what had been 
done, saying that on the whole it was deemed that 40 per cent. was 
the proper amount, and that that amount had been accumulated by 
the sale of bonds, and specifying how it had been done, the report 
proceeded : 

To avoid all uncertainty, it is respectfully recommended that by law the resump- 
tion fand be specifically defined and set apart for the redemption of United States 
notes, and that the notes redeemed shall only be issued in exchange for or purchase 
ef coin or bullion. . ; ‘ 

In the next annual report which followed that, the same doctrine | 
was still more explicitly urged upon Congress: 

It is suggested that Congress might define and set apart the coin reserve as a 
special fund for resumption purposes. The general available balance is now treated 
as such a fund, but, as this balance may, at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be unduly drawn upon for the purchase or payment of bonds, it would 


appear advisable that Congress prescribe the maximum and minimum of the fund. 

Mr. President, there will be no difficulty at this session of Congress, 
as the attention of Congress has been called to it by this debate more 
than it would be by the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
agreeing upon some law carefully limiting the amount and nature of 
this fund, not only the maximum but the minimum. It ought to be 
also specifically set out of what the fund shall consist, and there are 
various provisions that ought to be adopted in respect to the fund; 
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among others, for the case of the deposit of gold coin and the issue 
of paper money upon the actual deposit of gold coin. Various pro- 
visions are needed ; but to insert such a measure in this bill without 
the careful consideration that this most difficult question requires 
it seems to me would be a mistake, even on the part of those who 
desire to fix a limit. If Senators will just allow the matter to rest 
until the Committee on Finance can act on it, they will see that there 
need be no diversity of opinion on this subject. 

Now, as to whether $120,000,000 is enough or not, I would not like 
to say. Then you must have a minimum also. Then you must also 
define of what the $120,000,000 shall consist. Would you include in 
the $120,000,000 the fractional silver coin? Would you include un- 
available items of balances? Would you not define the nature of the 
bullion that may be held? Now, bullion that is passing through the 
Mint is included in that fund. 

It seems to me the Senator from West Virginia had better allow us 
to have a fully considered proposition on this subject, and then we 
can discuss it and act upon it, I think, without much difference of 
opinion, as the debate, so far as it has gone, will be useful in calling 
to the attention of Congress the same thing that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has called its attention to ever since resumption. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I agree with a great part of what 
the Senator from Ohio has said, but the Senator will bear in mind 
that the provision he complains of is already in the bill; it is a part 
of the bill, and I seek to amend it so as to make it more desirable, in 
my opinion, than itis now. If my amendment be adopted, then the 
vote will be taken on the whole amendment as amended. I ask him, 
would it not be in his opinion an improvement to add ‘ and twenty” 
to “hundred,” so as to make the amount $120,000,000 instead of 
$100,000,000, as it is now? Then of course the question of the policy 
of the amendment as to whether it is best to adopt it will come before 
the Senate. I seek to amend it previous to that vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave now a statement made up yesterday by 
the Treasurer of the amount of coin on hand. The Treasurer’s gen- 
eral coin balance, including the bullion fund, is $141,077,000 ; and in 
that is included $26,567,000 of fractional silver. So the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virglnia, if he requires the reserve to be in 
standard gold or silver coin, would make the amount required to be 
held greater than the presentamount in the Treasury. It only illus- 
trates the fact that in the absence of full information on this subject 
we had better not legislate upon it at all. The whole available bal- 
ance now for all purposes is $141,000,000. According to the debt state- 
ment at the end of January it was $143,000,000, but yesterday there 
matured the quarterly interest on the 5 per cent. bonds, a little over 
$2,000,000, so that the actual amount is now $141,000,000. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But the Senator will notice that 
while the actual available balance after paying all debts of the 
Treasury is $141,000,000, in round numbers, there are actually in the 
Treasury $246,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true; that includes the silver, against 
which there are silver certificates ; but the only amount the Govern- 
ment owns, the only amount the Government has a right to, free from 
its obligations, is $141,000,000, and in that we include $26,000,000 of 
fractional silver, which is not a fall legal-tender; then, besides, there 
is required for the ordinary working of so great a machine as this a 
general balance of about $20,000,000, as the Senator very well knows. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But the Senator will recollect that 
all the balances are deducted before this $141,000,000 is reached as. 
the remainder. All the debts of every kind and description against 
the Treasury are first taken care of, and then there is $141,000,000 left. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Butstill about twenty million dollars is required 
to run the Treasury outside of that, because the money of the United 
States is scattered all over the United States. Twenty million dollars 
is the lowest that even before the war it was considered necessary to 
have on hand to run the Treasury. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the amendment had better 
be amended as I propose. I feel sure my friend from Ohio, if it is to 
be passed at all, would prefer $120,000,000 to $100,000,000. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I should like to have the amendment of the 
Senator from West Virginia read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 27 of the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole, after the word “hundred” it is proposed 
to insert “and twenty,” so as to read: 

And the said sum of $120,000,000 so left in the Treasury shall not be increased or 
diminished except in the redemption of United States notes. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. While this bill was in Committee of the Whole 
I voted for the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
to place the sum of the reserve at $100,000,000. I did it with some 
little doubt at that time as to whether we ought on this bill to put 
that amendment—that is, I had my doubt as to whether any amend- 
ment proposing to limit the reserve ought to go on this billatall. Thad 
made up my mind at the start’ that we ought not to load down this 
bill with too many amendments when we were simply trying to pass 
a bill to refund a portion of the public debt. , I find on reflection and 
on examining what the management of the affairs at the Treasury 
Department has been, that it probably was a mistake to undertake 
to put on this bill a provision fixing a definite amount of reserve. I 
am in favor of something of that kind ; that is, Iam in favor of fixing 
an amount which shall not be lessened at any time except in the pay- 
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ment of the national debt; but I am not prepared to say now just 
whut that should be, whether it should be 30 per cent., or 33 per 
cent., or 40 per cent., or what the amount should be; and on that 
aecount I believe we ought to leave that all off this bill and let it 
come in in a separate one. 

If there is any object at all in the passage of this bill, the object 
is, first, that we shall lessen the amount of interest that the Govern- 
ment pays on $200,000,000, and, secondly, that we shall make a paper 
which shall be one that will answer the purposes or demands of the 
business of the country. Everybody commends the late Secretary of 
the Treasury for the work he did in lessening the amount of interest 
on the bonds thendue. It was certainly a great thing, and yet that 
Senator himself would not tell us to-day, nor would the business men 
who hold the 34 per cent. bonds, that it is a regular way of doing 
business. When we undertake to do business in the financial world 
we do it either by paying as we go or by making a contract to pay 
at a certain time, and then we should pay promptly. These are the 
two ways of Snneung business that make what we call regular 
commercial or banking business. This paper is neither. It stands 
well for the Government; but a man would never do that kind of 
business as an individual. Suppose that A offers and says to B, “I 
will give you my note for so much money with so much interest, but 
I do not fix any time of payment;” B would not take it, and indeed 
would spurn the offer and condemn it as being entirely irregular to 
say the least. 

Now, if we take $200,000,000 of this money in the way proposed by 
the bill, placing it at3 per cent., placing it sothat it cannot be called 
under three years, the overplus of the 34 bonds can probably be paid 
off by that time by the income that we are receiving from internal rey- 
enue and from tariff duties. If we do, then we will have made in 
these bonds a paper that is good for business purposes. 

Let me illustrate this for afew moments. Suppose a national bank 
wants to start business to-day and makes a purchase of 3} per cent. 
bonds, which are about the best investment it can make. By the 
time probably they have got ready to start business the bonds are 
called, and the bank or bankers are left without any security. So 
they will then have to go to work and either buy other bonds and 
take the chances on their being called or they have got to buy some 
other kind of bonds at the large premium they now bring.’ 

I have said that these 34 per cent. bonds are not in a condition to 
be called good business paper, and the main reason for this is that 
there is no time fixed for their payment. Itis far better for the busi- 
ness man that we fix a time for their payment than to leave them as 
they are. What gives credit to the Government is the fact that she 
has always paid her debts when they were due ; but how about these 
34 per cent. bonds; they are always due or never due, just as you 
may choose to consider it. If we fix a time the debt shall fall due it 
will be better both for the Government and for the bondholder. I 
have only said this, Mr. President, by way of explaining the vote I 
shall give in the Senate, which will be not to trammel this bill with 
any of these amendments, but to leave them for a separate bill or to 
be taken up at some other time. I shall vote, then, in the Senate 
against the amendment now pending, and I will vote for the bill to 
issue bonds at 3 per cent. and payable three years after date. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, when this question was 
up in the Committee of the Whole I voted against the adoption of 
the pending amendment, and I shall vote against it now. At the 
time I did not think it important to explain my vote, nor perhaps is 
it necessary that Ishould doso now. The fact of my being found 
on that vote in the companionship of Republicans might by some 
people be put down to my credit; but, Mr. President, it was the 
exercise of an independent judgment upon a great question. I, for 
one, will not lend my voice to the weakening by the amount of a 
single dollar of any security which now exists for the maintenance 
of our currency. The wisdom that comes after the fact is not worth 
much. We have maintained for some time a stable, uniform, relia- 
ble-currency, the security for which has been in existence for some 
time, and if anybody intends to weaken that security and thus destroy 
public confidence to the extent that it is weakened, it will be some- 
bor y beside me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move in line 23, afterthe word “ dollars,” to insert 
the words ‘‘ of standard coin value.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Delaware whether it 
would not be better to postpone the offering of that amendment 
until a vote is had on the main proposition? 

Mr. BAYARD. I understood from the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] that he would accept my amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to say that after the main amend- 


ment has been voted upon, if it is agreed to, still the Senate will be 
at liberty to add other matter to it under the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
Senator from Delaware, if he wants to perfect the amendment, ought 
to offer his proposition now. 

I have no objection to, the amendment of the Sena- 


Mr. PLUMB. 
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tor from Delaware. As I said at the outset, I believe the only dollars 
in the Treasury for this purpose are standard coin dollars, because 
I have been charitable enough to believe that the various Secretaries: 
of the Treasury who have had the administration of the law have not 
violated the law, but have carried it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas accepts 
the amendment. 

Mr. GARLAND. It cannot be aecepted now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point is made that the amend- 
ment cannot be accepted at this stage. 

Several Senators. Read the amendment. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. In line 23, after the word “ dollars,” it 
is proposed to insert “of standard coin value ;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held in the 
Treasury for the redemption of United States notes, in excess of $100,000,000, of 
standard coin value, in the redemption of the bonds of the United States, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
Senator from Kansas cannot accept the amendment if objection be 
made, because it has passed out of his power. 

Mr. GARLAND. It has passed out of his control. The amendment 
is now before the Senate, having been adopted in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware to the amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The question being put, there were on a division ayes 25, noes 11; 
no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quorum present. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. JONES of Florida called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I merely want to say one word. The 
Senator from Kansas accepted the amendment, or signified his assent ; 
whether his assent should control the Senate in that respect or not. 
It was meant simply to prevent, under the guise of maintaining a 
sufficient fund to secure resumption, something other than specie 
being suffered to lie in the Treasury under the pretense of securing 
resumption. If it be the pleasure of the Senate to limit the amount 
held for that purpose to $100,000,000, at least they should make it one 
hundred millions of honest dollars, of real dollars, gold and silver ; 
that is to say, of standard coin of the United States. That isall the 
amendment is meant for. If you mean $100,000,000 composed of 
$25,000,000 of fractional currency, mere token money, or to have 
$100,000,000 of paper money received from duties on imports, say so 
by voting against the amendment which requires that they shall not 
be that; only do not let the notion go forth that it is a fund for the 
redemption of specie payments. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, (when Mr. FeRRyY’s name was called.) The Sen- 
ator from Michigan [ Mr. Ferry] is absent for a short time, and paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLSBURY] temporarily. 

Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILt. } 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLuMB.] I do not know how he would 
vote on this amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kentucky would vote “nay.” I 
I am authorized to say that. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Then I shall withhold my vote. 
should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Let this be understood. I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. W1LLIAMS] on this same question, and 
I should like to know how it is. 

*Mr. ROLLINS. Then I vote ‘ yea,” and allow the Senator from 
Nebraska to be paired with the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name wascalled.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] on this bill and on the 
amendments to it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I was paired only a few moments ago with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. WILu1aMs.] I only want to have an understanding as 
to the fact. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kentucky came to me before he left 
the Chamber and asked me to state that he was paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. ROLLINS. ] 

Mr. ROLLINS. In pairing with me he authorized me to transfer 
the pair, which I now do, to my friend the Senator from Nebraska, 
[Mr. ae ah 

Mr. VEST. That willdo. The Senator from Kentucky was com- 
pelled to leave. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
vote, or withhold his vote? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Under the circumstances I will not vote. 

Mr. VANCE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
» Senator from Louisiana, |Mr. KELLOGG.] If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. J am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
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(Mr. CaMERON.] Not knowing how he would vote on this amend- 
ment, I withhold my vote. ; " 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to know if the Senator from Wisconsin 
{ Mr. ie recorded as voting ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore He is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I asked him to pair with me during my absence 
from the Senate. I do not see him in the Chamber, and shall there- 
fore withhold my vote. I would vote “ nay” if he were present. 

Mr, GROOME. My colleague [Mr. GoRMAN] is paired with the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. MiLtER.] I do not know how either 
would vote on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 14; as follows: 





YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Allison, Groome. Lapham, Rollins, 
Anthony, Hale, MeDill, Sawyer, 
Bayard, Hampton, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Blair, Harrison, McPherson, Sherman, 
Conger, Hawley, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Davis of Illinois, Hill of Colorado, Mitchell, Windom. 
Davis of W. Va., Ingalls, Morrill, 
Dawes, Jackson, Platt, 
Edmunds, Johnston, Plumb, 

NAYS—14. 
Beck, George. Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jonas, Pugh, Walker. 
Coke, Maxey, Slater, 
Garland, Morgan, Vest, 

ABSENT—235. 

Brown, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Butler, Frye, Kellogg, Teller, 
Call, Gorman, Lamar, Vance, 
Camden, Grover, Logan, Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., Harris, Miller of Cal., 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Georgia, Miller of N. Y., 
Farley, Hoar, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COKE. I should like to hear the amendment read as it now 
stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is to add: 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall use all of the funds now held 
in the Treasury for the redemption of United States notes, in excess of $100,000,000 
of standard coin value, in the redemption of the bonds of the United States, such 
redemption to be made in not less than three installments; and the said sum of 
$100,000,000 so left in the Treasury shall not be increased or diminished except in 
the redemption of United States notes. 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH 
responded. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] if he means to be understood by his amendment that this 
$100,000,000 may be diminished in the redemption of United States 
notes. That is what the amendment now says, for the language is 
that it shall not be increased or diminished except in redemption of 
the notes. The amendment as it now stands will allow the payment 
of every dollar of the surplus from the funds of the Treasury, and 
leave no surplus fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order except by 
unanimous consent, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
having responded to the call of his name. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not hear his response. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Go on with the roll-call. 

The roll-call was continued. 

Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON. ] 

Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. H1tt.] If he were present I should vote 
“cc nay.” 

Mr. McDILL, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada, [Mr. JoNEs.] If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when Mr. SAULSBURY’s name was called.) The 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] The Senator from Delaware would 
vote ‘‘yea” if he were present. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Wit.1aMs.] If 
he were here he would vote “ yea,” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called.) I repeat the announce- 
ment that Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KEt- 
LOGG, ] and add that I should vote in favor of the amendment if he 
were present. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. On several of these questions I am paired with, 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Brown.] I do not know how he 
would vote, and therefore I refrain from voting; otherwise I should 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Iam paired with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. MILLER] on this question, and so I shall not vote. 
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Mr. GROOME. On this particular amendment I am paired with 
my colleague, [Mr. GorMAN.] If my colleague were here he would 
vote “‘ nay,” and I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. VAN WYCK (after having voted in the negative.) On this 
question yesterday I was paired with the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. 
GROVER.] I see he is not in his seat, and I presume he is laboring 
under the impression that that pair still continues; and believing 
such to be the case I ask to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 


Beck, Garland, Maxey, Teller, 
Call, George, Morgan, Vest, 
Camden, Harris, I *endleton, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Plumb, Walker. 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 
Davis of Illinois, Johnston, Ransom, 
Fair, Jonas, Slater, 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lapham, Platt, 
Anthony, Hale, Logan, Rollins, 
Bayara, Harrison, Me Millan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Hawley. McPherson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Hoar, Mitchell, Windom. 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 


ABSENT—24. 


Allison, Ferry, Hill of Georgia, Miller of N. Y., 
Brown, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gorman, Kellogg, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Lamar, Vance, 

Davis of W. Va., Grover, MeDill, Van Wyck, 
Farley, Hampton, Miller of Cal.. Williams. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. TELLER. I move the following, as an additional section to 
this bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is another reserved amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. I withhold mine for the present, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The remaining reserved amend- 
ment, made as in Committee of the Whole, will be read, being the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS. ] 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 8 of section 1, after the word 
“interest,” the amendment is to insert ‘‘ which are hereby ratified 
and confirmed and held valid and binding,” so that the clause will 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to receive at the Treas- 
ury and at the office of any Assistant Treasurer of the United States, and at any 
postal money-order office, lawful money of the United States to the amount of $50, 
or any multiple of that sum, or any bonds of the United States bearin een. 
interest, (which are hereby ratified and confirmed and held valid and binding,) and 
to issue in exchange therefor an equal amount of registered or coupon bonds of the 
United States, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
this amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I beg to say a word. I neither agree with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] nor with the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. MORGAN] in regard to this proposition. While I do not be- 
lieve in the practice or the theory of the practice adopted by the 
recent Secretary of the Treasury, now the Senator from Minnesota, 
and while I believe it would be an invasion of the legislative do- 
main, and while I do not know that I would ever put a vote on 
record in sanction of that practice, still I believe this question now 
Se amounts to nothing. The thing bas been done, and the 

ogical result of our refusing to allow it to stand would be to call up 
the bondholders and pay them back the difference between the amount” 
called for by their bonds and 34 per cent., thus putting the parties, 
the Government, and the bondholders, in the position which they 
held at the time this thing was done by the then Secretary of the 
Treasury. Nobody proposes to do that; nobody proposes to go to 
the logical result of that position; and I simply want to let this 
matter alone, entering my protest against what the Secretary of the 
Treasury then did and announcing that I will never, while I hold a 
seat in this body, give my vote for any such practice. Yet, at the 
same time, believing that the matter is now beyond any practical 
action on the part of Congress, I shall vote against any ratification, 
leaving the action of the Republican party and the Republican Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to be passed upon by the country. - 

I ask for the yeas and nays on this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] ought to vote for this amendment, because if he votes for the 
bill he does vote to ratify the act to some extent, and I think there 
is no particular reason why we should stick about words. What do 
weratify? We ratify an accomplished fact. Why is there any neces- 
sity for ratification? Because of the doubts that exist in the minds 
of Senators and the people throughout the country as to the legality 
of the transaction at the time it took place. We have no right to 
withhold the expression of our opinion on a matter of thiskind. At 
the same time that we are acting upon the subject, it is our duty te 
provide by law that this act shall be ratified in order to give legal 
validity to the present bonds, in lieu of which we propose to issue 
others. There is no 34 per cent. bond according to the laws of the 
United States. When we enact this bill, if these bonds are ratified 
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and confirmed they become legal security and whoever deals in them 
hereafter will not go on in violation of the existing law. 

I feel compelled to express an opinion by the amendment, now the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas, [| Mr. INGALLS, ] and if that 
be rejected, to vote against the bill and leave the whole matter open ; 
for if one part of the business is to be left open, why should not the 
whole of it? Why should we go on funding the debt by the use of 
$200,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds to take up $200,000,000 of 34 per 
cent. bonds? Whyshould we do that and yet refuse to acknowledge 
before the world the legal consequences of our own conduct? 

I am not particularly sensitive about being placed in a false atti- 
tude with respect to the ratification of whatever might have been 
illegal in the act of the Secretary of the Treasury. It makes nodiffer- 
ence to me whether the world shall consider that I ratify that act of 
the Secretary’s or not. My feeling is not connected at all with that, 
because the fact is accomplished. I am not prescribing to him arule 
of action that he or anybody else shall follow hereafter. Iam merely 
stating that on the facts which have been accomplished it is the duty 
of the Senate now to say that these 3} per cent. bonds, whatever 
they might have been originally, are now valid, legal obligations. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to substitute for the proposed amendment the 
words ‘‘ which are hereby declared valid.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I should be very glad to vote for the amendment in 
the phraseology that my colleague has just suggested rather than 
the original proposition ; but believing, as I do, that there is no ille- 

ality attending the transaction, that the 34 per cent. bond has gone 
orth to the world as a good bond of the United States, and so accepted 
not only by ourselves but abroad, I will not record a vote here in 
the Senate that by implication shall put a stain or a stamp of ille- 
gality upon that bond. If I supposed there was a particle of doubt 
in regard to the transaction, I would very gladly vote to confirm and 
make legal that which I had some doubt about; but no Senator has 
presumed to put his finger upon any law that forbids the transac- 
tion, or any law whatever that makes it invalid in any respect; and 
until it can be shown in some way to be an invalid act, I will not, so 
far as I am concerned myself, contribute to raise a suspicion upon 
the validity of this issue of bonds. They are valid, unless some Sen- 
ator can show what provision of law they conflict with. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts what provision of law authorized the issuance by the Govern- 
ment of the United States of a 34 per cent. bond? 

Mr. WINDOM. To which I reply that there is no such bond in 
existence. 

Mr. DAWES. The Government of the United States issued a 6 and 
a5 percent. bond. That bond is outstanding with a stipulation of 
the holder of it that he is content to take 3} percent. Nothing further 
exists as an act of the Government except that the Government takes 
the proposition of the bondholder and conforms to it until such time 
as it may desire to call in the bond. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator if the Government 
of the United States is not bound by its contract in issuing the 5 and 
6 per cent. bond to pay that rate of interest ? 

Mr. DAWES. Most certainly the Government was bound to pay 5 
er cent. or 6 per cent. interest if the holder asked it, and it should 
ave been right and is right at this moment to pay according to its 

obligation; but the Government is competent as a factor in any agree- 
ment to accept a less sum. If it does not bind itself to do anything 
beyond its original contract it has power to accept a less sum, or it 
has not power to do anything. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
the additional question, Is there any method by which the Govern- 
ment can relieve itself from the obligations of the contract to pay 5 
per cent. or 6 per cent. interest except by performing the obligations 
of that contract or making a new contract for a lower rate? 

Mr, DAWES. Most certainly that is so, but the holder of the con- 
tract has it in his power to relieve the Government. The Govern- 
ment cannot relieve itself against the will of the holder of the con- 
tract, and the Government has never proposed to do any such thing ; 
but the holder of the contract has it in his power to relieve those 
with whom the obligation is made on his part. Let me ask the Sena- 
tor if the holder of a contract should go and deliver it to the Govern- 
ment, is it not in the power of the Government to accept it and tear 
it into atoms ? : 

Mr. HARRIS. It is, but not in the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the head of any other Department to accept it or tear it 
into atoms without the authority of law. 

Mr. DAWES. It is most certainly in the power of the holder ofa 
bond of the United States himself to destroy it, and destroy all evi- 
dence of it. It is certainly in his power to authorize any other indi- 
vidual to do the same thing; and whether that individual be the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Government; itself, if the Govern- 
ment could be represented in any person, it is the obligation of the 
holder of the bond and not the obligation of the Government that 
makes this a 3} per cent. bond. The holders have voluntarily gone 
to the other side and said to the other side, ‘‘ We will surrender so 
much.” If they had not the power to do that, they have not the 
power to execute a release, they have not the power on the payment 
of an obligation by the Secretary of the Treasury presented to that 
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Secretary to sign such a release as will discharge the Government 
oa further obligation, unless there be a specific enactment to that 
end. 

The powers with which the Secretary of the Treasury is clothed to 
carry onthe business of the Treasury carry along with them authority 
to do all necessary acts for carrying out that end; and it is idle to 
say that as between two individuals, or as between one and the Goy- 
ernment, one party cannot surrender his part of the obligation, or any 
portion of that obligation. They are not equally bound if that be 
so ; there is no mutuality in the obligation and the promise if either 
side is not at liberty to give up its side of the obligation. 

Now I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee to put his 
finger on that provision of law which is in conflict with what was 
done by the late Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HARRIS. That general principle that denies the power of 
this Government to do anything except in the exercise of such pow- 
ers as are delegated. Now, here is the act of an executive department 
of the Government that the Senator from Massachusetts insists by 
some arrangement has relieved the Government of its obligation to 
pay the rate of interest that the Government contracted that it would 
pay. The theory of the Senator from Massachusetts seems to be that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, though not authorized to make a con- 
tract with the bondholder to pay a different rate of interest from 
that specified in the bond, is authorized to receive the donation that 
may be offered by the bondholder inuring to the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. DAWES. The Secretary of the Treasury receives and covers 
into the Treasury every week sums of money that are sent to the 
Secretary as donations, if I may use the term. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the Secretary of the Treasury authority te 
make any contract in respect to the moneys in that Department, er 
the obligations of the Government, except such contracts as are 
authorized by statute ? 

Mr. DAWES. Well, Mr. President, I ask the Senator what con- 
tract he has made? 

Mr. HARRIS. If he has made no contract with the bondholder 
for a different rate of interest than that specified on the face of the 
bonds, the Government is liable to-day for the interest that is speci- 
fied to be paid by the terms of the bonds. There can be no relief from 
it, it seems to me, unless the Secretary of the Treisury had authority 
to make a contract for another rate of interest or authority to receive 
the donation offered by the bondholders. 

Mr. DAWES. Isuppose that when the holder of a bond comes to 
the Secretary of the Treasury and says ‘‘I will take half this bond,” 
unless the Senator from Tennessee could turn to that provision of the 
Constitution which authorized him to take half of it, the Senator 
would say, ‘‘No, I must pay the whole of it to you.” Now I take 
it that this Government of the United States is some sort of a being 
to do rational things, and to do that which any rational man would 
be expected to do. 

Why, Mr. President, suppose that some person should come and 
tender a deed to the United States of ground for a custom-house, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury should accept the deed and go on and 
erect a custom-house, in pursuance of law, upon the ground the title 
to which had been donated to the United States, does the Senator 
from Tennessee mean to say that because he can find nothing in the 
Constitution of the United States about that deed it would not be 
presumed that there was authority to accept the deed? A minor can 
accept a deed although he has no power to make a deed. A minor 
can accept a gift of property althongh he would have no power to 
bind himself to do the very same act. 

The mistake of the Senator from Tennessee is in assuming that the 
Government has obligated itself to do anything. The Government 
has been entirely passive in this matter and is only presumed to have 
power to accept from the bondholder an agreement to take a less 
sum than the Government stands ready, according to its obligation, 
to pay. It is an implied power which if the Government has not in 
the transaction of its business it is shiftless; and when the Secretary 
shall by statute be prohibited from taking care of the interests of 
the Government in the manner the late Secretary of the Treasury 
has done, then it will be time enough forthe Senator from Tennessee 
to call upon the Senate of the United States to ratify and confirm an 
act of the Secretary of the Treasury in accepting an agreement of 
bondholders to take 34 per cent. instead of 5 or 6. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I agree with 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, ] that the entire legal effect 
of this transaction amounted to nothing more in law than a release. 
So far as the Government itself is concerned, there has not been one 
single term of the contract changed by this arrangement. Upon the 
new bond the Government has precisely the same standing in law 
that it had upon the old bond. There has béen no change in any 
one feature of the bond except as to the rate of interest; and so far 
as that is concerned, it amounts merely to a release by the creditor, 
in the exercise of a legal right to do so, of 24 per cent. of the interest 
to which he was entitled under the old bond. There has not been 
one single change in the original bond so far as the Government 
itself is concerned, and I repeat that this new piece of pene amounts 
in law to nothing more than evidence of the release by the creditor 
of the 2} per cent. interest. The only consideration the creditor got 
for that release was the exercise of a conceded discretionary power 
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on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury not tomake payment on 
the day stated in his call of the bonds. He simply waives the pay- 
ment of the bond on the day stated in the call forit. That has made 
no change whatever in any right or power the Government itself has 
over every one of these bonds. If the Government had the money 
to-day it could pay every one of these 34 per cent. bonds. It has re- 
tained, and still has, as it had on the fives and sixes, the right and 
power to-day of exercising the option of paying or not paying at its 
pleasure. 

Then I say that, regarding this matter as a consummated, executed 
transaction, I am opposed to legislating atall upon the subject. Let 
it stand, believing as I do that it is a consummated, executed trans- 
action, binding upon the creditor, because he exercised his legalright, 
as decided by the Supreme Court of the United States, in making this 
surrender. Then the Government stands on the new bond with the 
same rights and powers it had on the old one, and there let it stand. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask one 
question before he sits down ? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of him how it is that he un- 
derstands the Government comes by the right—or the option, rather— 
to pay this bond whenever it pleases? The creditor certainly had 
the right to call for the payment of his bond when it matured. It 
is overdue already. Now we hear it said that the Government has 
acquired an option to pay this bond whenever it sees fit. Does he 
understand that the holder of this bond has the right to call for its 
immediate payment ? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. I say that the Government has the option 
as it had with the fives and sixes. The Government had the option 
with them, had it not? I inquire if the Government has lost the 
option upon these bonds. There has been no release of the option of 
the Government by this arrangement; there has been no change 
whatever in the relation that the Government itself occupies to these 
bondholders. The Government stands preciscly where it did before 
the arrangement was made, so far as any right or power it has got 
over these bonds is concerned. It can pay them to-morrow or at its 
will, whenever it has the money. That is my understanding of it, 
and it is upon that understanding I shall act. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not agree with what has been said 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. DAWEs, ] and cannot let it 
go without challenge as to the power of an executive officer of the 
General Government. The principles which that Senator announces 
here to-day are in my judgment a legitimate ontgrowth of the teach- 
ings of the Republican party for yearspast. ‘ Nothing succeeds like 
success,” whether inside the Constitution or outside. It has been 
my impression that the theory of ourGovernment was that the powers 
of government were divided into the legislative, the executive, and 
the judicial ; but to-day the monstrous doctrine is openly asserted 
here that nomatter what an executive officer does, however legislative 
in its character, if it is for the benefit of the Government it is justi- 
fied, no matter how unconstitutional or how much without the sanc- 
tion of legislative authority. And the Senator from Massachusetts 
even goes so far as to say suppose that a piece of land is donated to 
the Government and the Secretary of the Treasury erects a custom- 
house upon it. Why, Mr. President, what lawyer will undertake to 
say here that an executive officer of this Government has a right to 
receive a piece of land without the sanction of Congress? I deny it. 
I say it is rank centralization, outside of the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask him 
if the common presumption of assent to a legacy or grant, coupled 
with no condition whatever, does not apply to the Government of 
the United States, so that in the case of this release of the extra 24 
per cent. the assent of the Government to the contract as completed, 
if he calls it a contract, grows out of the presumption of the assent 
to the contract, uot on account of any act of the executive officer 
whatever? In other words, if the Senator will allow me tostate the 
point a little more fully, the late Vice-President of the United States, 
Mr. Wheeler, when a member of the House of Representatives, re- 
ceived a Certain sum of money as back pay and proceeded to invest 
it in bonds of the United States, and thereafter proceeded to burn 
up those bonds, and gave notice of the fact that he had done it to the 
Treasury Department. Now, are those bonds, in the judgment of 
the Senator from Missouri, still outstanding obligations of the United 
States, and is the Secretary of the Treasury a person liable to be 
impeached or censured if he does not pay the interest on those, or 
call them, or pay the principal ? 

This is precisely that transaction, except that instead of destroying 
the entire bond the holder of the bond destroyed his right to 2} per 
cent. of the annual interest and gave notice of that to the Govern- 
ment. He did it without any condition or stipulation whatever, 
but merely on the expectation that when the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury came to exercise his discretion in calling a certain portion of 
the five or six hundred million dollars that , had a right to call, 
he would in the exercise of that discretion not call his bonds while 
there were outstanding bonds of others still continued at 5 or 6 per 
cent. But he got no advantage from any promise, act, or failure to 
act of the Secretary of the Treasury. He destroyed his right to 24 
per cent. a year interest himself, unconditionally ; and the assent of 
the Government of the United States to that destruction was implied 
from the fact that it would reap the benefit. 
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Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, let me say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that there is no analogy between this transaction and 
the act of the late Vice-President of the United States. That gen- 
tleman had the bonds in his possession; he could do as he pleased 
with them. He made no new contract with the Government; he 
changed no obligation of the Government; he simply did what he 
pleased to do with what he had the right of property in and the pos- 
session of. That wasthe whole of it. Is that thiscase? When gen- 
tlemen talk tous about the Secretary of the Treasury and the creditor 
of the Government having simply destroyed somuch of the interest, 
does not all the country know that this was simply a novation of one 
instrument for another? Do they not know that the Secretary of 
the Treasury simply put in place of the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds a 3} 
per cent. bond, under the shape of the creditor going and putting in 
an agreement that he would only demand 3} per cent. from the Gov- 
ernment? That is the whole of it. It was a subterfuge, let me say 
respectfully to Senators on the other side, when they talk about this 
being an entirely voluntary transaction, and no contract on the part 
of the Government. It is simply the same thing in legal effect as if 
a bond had been issued for 34 per cent. It isa novation—to borrow 
an expression of the civil law, now incorporated in our law practice 
and jurisprudence—a novation of one obligation of the Government 
for another. That is the whole of it. 

But I go back now to what the colleague of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts said. That Senator declared here that the Secretary of 
the Treasury could receive land from anybody, or that any executive 
officer could, and erect upon it a public building. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what a doctrine is that! 

Mr. DAWES. I may relieve the Senator from the trouble of an 
argument, because I did not say so. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the difficulty with the Senator; I have ne 
doubt he understood me to say so, but I did not say so. If theSena- 
tor desires to know what I did say, I will repeat it. I said that the 
Government could be presumed to have accepted a grant if the grantor 
should deliver his deed to the representative of the United States and 
the United States should thereupon, in pursuance of law, erect a build- 
ing upon that ground which had been donated to the United States. 

Mr. VEST. I was very unfortunate in my hearing if the Senator 
from Massachusetts did not say at the instance of his colleague, or 
after a colloquy with him which I did not hear, ‘Suppose that there is 
a donation of land to the Secretary of the Treasury and he proceeds to 
erect a custom-house upon it.” 

Mr. DAWES. Of course it is difficult for the Senator to hear me 
as it is for me to hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

Mr. DAWES. And I accept the Senator’s explanation. I only as- 
sure the Senator that, so far as I was concerned myself, I heard what 
I said, and it was as I have just stated it. 

Mr. VEST. Well, sir; I simply want to say that according to the 
school of political faith in which I have been reared the difference 
between an individual and the Government of the United States is 
this: The Senator from Massachusetts put the case of the legal pre- 
sumption that a legacy is accepted by an individual. Sir, there is 
no such presumption as to this Government, because it is a Govern- 
ment of limited powers under a written Constitution, and no power 
exists by implication. Any power it has is there written in so many 
words in letters of living light, to be read and judged by all men, 
and I protest now against this doctrine obtaining through this coun- 
try that there are powers to be implied outside of the Constitution, 
and that the Government, like an individual, is to take all it can get 
and hold all thatit can take. Sir, the slang phrase, which has done 
more to destroy public and private morality in this country, that 
‘nothing succeeds like success” is the foundation of all such notions. 
This is a government of strict construction and of limited powers. 
No executive officer has a right to take a donation of land or of per- 
sonal property. He is the servant of Congress, and through Congress 
speak the people of the United States. If the Senator from Minne- 
sota, then Secretary of the Treasury, could make this trade, could 
barter with the bondholders when Congress was not in session, then 
any executive officer can do it, and we might as well adjourn and go 
home to the people and tell them that the Togislative powers of Gov- 
ernment are committed to the hands of the Cabinet and the President 
alone. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to put a question to him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not think 
it is in his power to execute to the Government a release of his own 
salary? 

Mr VEST. That is an individual matter, and not a trust confided 
in him as an executive officer of this Government for the people. 

Mr. DAWES. I am likening the Senator’s position to that of the 
holder of a bond, and I ask if the Senator does not think it is in his 
power to release to the Government his own salary ? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not discussing the rights and powers of the cred- 
itor; I am discussing the power of the executive officers of this Gov- 
ernment; and there is the fallacy of the position of the gentlemen 
on the other side. 

Mr. DAWES. Whatact of an executive officer of this Government 
is the Senator pronouncing illegal? 








Mr. VEST. It is that act by which the Secretary of the Treasury 
opened the door to aera bartering and trading without 
an act of Congress authorizing him to do it. 

Mr. WINDOM. By what act did he do that? 

Mr. VEST. That is the question. 

Mr. WINDOM. Thatisthe question I should like to have answered. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; I have been calling for an answer and it 
cannot be got. There is no answer. No Senator can point to it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Allow me to ask the Senator a question. He de- 
nounces some act of the late Secretary of the Treasury, some par- 
ticular act, as a violation of the Constitution or the law. What par- 
ticular act is it? Now, do not pronounce that it has been so in the 
whole, on the average, and in general, but tell us specifically what 
particular thing it was that violated the Constitution. 

Mr. VEST. I will undertake to do it so distinctly that there can 
be no mistake about it. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is what I want. I have been trying to get 
it for three days. 

Mr. VEST. It was that act by which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, without a law of Congress authorizing him to do it, called on 
the creditors of the United States holding 5 and 6 per cent. bonds, 
and said, ‘‘I wilt trade with you in regard to the terms and condi- 
tions” 

Mr. WINDOM. The late Secretary of the Treasury did no such 
thing, and the Senator cannot point to any such thing. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Perhaps my language may be a little 
imperfect. 

Mr. WINDOM. When the Senator attempts to point out a con- 
stitutional infraction, he should be a little more specific in his lan- 
guage. 
”'Mr. VEST. The whole country knows the position of that matter, 
and there can be no mistake about it. 

Mr. WINDOM. The country does, but evidently the Senator does 
not. 

Mr. VEST. [I.will not let the Senator judge for me whether in re- 
gard to the Constitution, the spirit of which I believe he has violated, 
or as to my knowledge. I will leave that to the people, who are his 
sovereigns and mine, thank God. 

Now, Mr. President, here is what that Senator did as Secretary of 
the Treasury: certain bonds became due; he either had to pay them 
or to meet in some other way the emergency then upon the country. 
Congress had pointed out a way to met it 

Mr. WINDOM. Right at that point, if the Senator will allow me. 
The bonds did not become due; they simply became payable at the 
pleasure of the Government ; and‘as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH] has said, they stand to-day precisely as they did then, at the 
pleasure of the Government. 

Mr. VEST. Thenso much the better formy argument. They were 
payable at the option of the Government. The highest sovereign 
power in this country had spoken through Congress. We had said 
that those bonds were to be funded in 3 per cent. bonds. We ad- 
journed after the Executive veto which we had not the votes to over- 
come. The Senator from Minnesota, then Secretary of the Treasury, 
had upon him the alternative either to let those bonds remain as they 
were at that abnormal interest—because it was nothing but abnormal 
interest, 5 and 6 per cent. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
just at that point? I asked the Senator to point out the act of Con- 
gress that has been violated. It now turns out to be an act of Con- 
gress that was vetoed and never became an act of Congress at all. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not choose—— 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator can find any violation of law other 
than that, I should like to have him do it. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care about phraseology ; the spirit of the 
Constitution was violated when an executive officer undertook to 
legislate in regard to the obligations of the Government. That is 
the whole of it. It is the province of Congress to pass on the bonds 
of the Government and say what shape the public indebtedness shall 
take, and it is not for an executive officer todo it. It is forthe Con- 
gress, who are sent here by the people for that purpose, and no execu- 
tive officer has the right any more to tamper with the form and shape 
of the national indebtedness, whether he calls it contract or any- 
thing else, than he has to receive real estate and erect custom-houses 
and public buildings upon it. 

Mr. INGALLS. r. President——- 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me one mo- 
ment before he proceeds, I wish to say that, in response to my urgent 
call for the last three days that some gentlemen who believe this act 
unconstitutional and illegal would point out the law, we at last have 
from the honorable Senator from Missouri a specific indication of what 
law it was. It was a law that never passed—a law that Congress 
tried to pass and which never became a law at all. That isthe only 
one that is alluded to. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Minnesota is satisfied with that 
statement, let it go; I am. 

Mr. INGALLS. Dol understand the Senator from Minnesota to 
say that there are no bonds of the United States bearing 34 per cent. 
interest ? 

Mr. WINDOM. No, sir, you did not; at least you had no right to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Minnesota to say 
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in response to an interrogatory put or a statement made by some Sena- 
tor who was on the floor, that the only bonds that would bear that 
description were the fives and sixes which had been extended by the 










consent of the holders to bear 3} per cent. interest; that the fives and 
sixes were extended at the request of the holders. 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe that is the fact. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘So that the Senator now says that there are no 
bonds of the United States recognized by law bearing 3} per cent. 
interest. 

Mr. WINDOM. I say this, that there are 5 and 6 per cent. bonds 
of the United States on which the creditors have released 24 per cent. 
upon the sixes and 14 on the fives. 

Mr. INGALLS. But there are no bonds of the United States—— 

Mr. WINDOM. There are no bonds of the United States that can 
be called 3} per cent. bonds authorized and directed by law to be 
issued as 3} per cent. bonds. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is to say, there are no bonds of the United 


‘States bearing 34 per cent. interest. 


Mr. WINDOM. There are bonds of the United States bearing 34 
per cent. interest because the creditors have released all over and 
above that. 

Mr. INGALLS. But those are 5 and 6 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have stated it correctly. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Minnesota has stated very fre- 
quently on this floor that in this transaction the Government was 
purely a passive party, that it stood ready to redeem the 5 and 6 per 
cent. bonds upon presentation, but that in consequence of solicita- 
tions made to the Government by the holders of those bonds the 
Government through its Secretary finally consented to continue 
them at 34 per cent. Now, Mr. President, I will prove the absolute 
falsity of that statement by the circulars of the Secretary himself. 
I will establish the fact that this proffer came from the Government 
by a Treasury circular issued long in advanee of the time when the 
transaction was made, inviting this proposition from the holders of 
the bonds. I read from the speech of the Senator himself delivered in 
the Senate yesterday. 

Now I want to repeat it, that it may be understood, with emphasis, 
that the statement has been made here repeatedly that the Govern- 
ment was a passive party, extending no invitation. 

Mr. WINDOM. It has not been so stated on thisfloor in my hearing. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has been repeatedly stated, and I leave it to the 
consciousness of every man who Sieve me, that it has been said that 
here was a simple voluntary release on the part of the holders of the 
bonds occurring without any action on the part of the Government 
to surrender their bonds and release 2} and 14 per cent. respectively 
of the interest on the sixes and fives, and that the Government ac- 
cepted that proposition; and that therefore it was simply a release 
on the part of the holders of the bonds. 

Yesterday the Senator from Minnesota read from the Treasury cir- 
cular of April, 11, 1881. If I am not misinformed, the Senate was 
then in session. This is the circular of the 11th day of April: 

7 virtue of the authority conferred by law upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
notice is hereby given that the principal and accrued interest of the bonds herein- 
below fenlapeded will be paid at the fomenry of the United States, in the city of 
Washington, District of Columbia, on the 1st day of July, 1881, and that the inter- 
est on said bonds will cease on that day: Provided, however— 

Mark this, Mr. President. On the 11th day of April, 1881, it was 
issued from the Secretary of the Treasury : 

> aaa however, That in case any of the holders of the said bonds shall re- 
quest— 

They had not up to that time requested— 
that in case any of the holders of the said bonds shall request to have their bonds 
continued during the pincenre of the Government, with interest at the rate of 34 per 
cent. per annum, in lieu of their payment at the date above specified, such request 
will be granted if the bonds are received by the Secretary of the Treasury for that 
purpose on or before the 10th day of May, 1881. 

Mr. President, shall we hear it again repeated by any person upon 
this floor that the original proposition to extend these fives and sixes 

at 34 per cent. did not proceed from an executive officer of this Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. WINDOM. It has never been so stated on this floor. 

Mr. INGALLS. Are we to be told that this was a transaction in 
which the Government was a passive party, sitting to receive pro- 
posals from the holders of bonds for the exchange of fives and sixes into 
three-and-a-halfs? I think in view of this proviso in the Treasury 
cireular of April 11, 1881, it is susceptible of proof beyond the need of 
demonstration that this was a bargain proposed by an executive offi- 
cer of the Government without authority of law, in violation of the 
express declaration of Congress, passed not more than two months 
before, that the only rate to be recognized by this Government here- 
after for refunding its outstanding liabilities should be 3 per cent. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator be kind enough to refer us to that 
act? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is pleased to be jocular. 

Mr. WINDOM. [am pleased to get what information,I can from 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is pifiea again to repeat his witti- 
cism that we are referring to a law that was vet I have not 
said that the law was not vetoed, but that it was the express decla- 
ration of Congress by a large majority in both Houses, that the debt 
of the Government should be refunded at 3 per cent.; and the fact 
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It has been said, again and again, that all there was about this trans- 
action was a voluntary release on the part of the creditors, without 
solicitation, of 2} per cent. and 14 per cent. on their bonds. It has 
been so said by the Senator from Minnesota and by all who have 
maintained that side of the debate. I repeatit has been said so, and 
the Senator cannot blink it out of sight by saying it has only been 
said by me. 

Mr. WINDOM. The ReEcorp shows everything that is said here. 
I challenge the Senator to point to any such thing in the REcorpD. 

Mr. INGALLS. This debate commenced on the 9th day of Jan- 
uary, 1882—— 

Mr. WINDOM. I leave this question of veracity between the Sen- 
ator and myself to the RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no question of veracity between the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota and myself. 

Mr. WINDOM. I say that Inever said such a thing, and the Sena- 
tor says that I did. I leave that to the Recorp. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator says I am mistaken, and I repeat the 
assertion and say it is correct that the statement has been made 
again and again that the Government was a passive party to this 
transaction, that the invitation came from the bondholders to the 
Government, that the Government merely assented to the proposi- 
tion made by the bondholders, and that all there was of it was a 
simple release by these parties of the excess of interest above 34 per 
cent. While I have not the leisure now to refer to the RECORD, if 
that is denied, I shall take early occasion to find those statements 
made again and again. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is denied in the way in which the Senator puts 
it. I refer the Senator to the RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. There it is again. There is great virtue in an 
“if.” “Jt is denied,” says the Senator from Minnesota, ‘‘in the way 
in which the Senator puts it.” 

Mr. WINDOM. It is denied as a fact inany way that the Senator 
ron put it, for there has been nothing substantially of that kind 
said. 

Mr. INGALLS. Perhaps not. But the Senator has been askin 
how this was beyond the power of the Executive, how it was illegal, 
why it was without warrant and authority of law. I have shown 
two acts by the Secretary of the Treasury that were not warranted 
by law, that he had no authority to do, in which he proffered to do a 
thing that Congress had shortly before said should not be done. It 
‘ did not ripen into a law, as the Senator says. It is very true there 
was no lawon that subject, but there had been a positive declaration 
by Congress as to what the will of the people was about the refund- 
ing of these bonds. 

What else was done that was not legal? These bonds were brought 
tothe Treasury. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] yester- 
day, and others who have been defending the legality of this trans- 
action, have attempted to make it a very simple affair. Why, says 
the Senator from Vermont, there was merely the release of a certain 
claim that these men had on the Government, and it was entirely 
proper that it should be accepted by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
But it appears upon further inguiry that that was not all that was 
done. Every one of the bonds bearing 5 and 6 per cent. was recalled 
pr the Treasury and surrendered and canceled without authority 
of law. 

I have characterized this whole transaction as illegal and unwar- 
ranted. The Senator from Minnesota has challenged me to say what 
there was illegal in it. I have said that every step was without au- 
thority of law, and therefore illegal, and I now repeat, as another 
statement, that the surrender of the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds, their 
acceptance by the Secretary of the Treasury, and their cancellation 
by him was without authority of law, and was beyond his constitu- 
tional power as an officer of this Government; and I want to hear it 
defended from any quarter. I shall be instructed if I learn that 
$676,000,000 of the outstanding liabilities of this Government, evi- 
denced by bonds duly signed and sealed and registered, can without 
authority of law be called in, surrendered, canceled, and destroyed. 

What else was illegal, Mr. President? It was illegal because there 
was no appropriation to make the necessary expenditures to provide 
for the new issue of bonds. There was a certain amount of expense 
incurred in preparing that new issue. I do not know how many 
bonds were prepared and printed, but there was a certain number of 
bonds prepared, and I have seen a statement from the Secretary of 
the Treasury boasting that this transaction was accomplished at an 
expense not beyond a few thousand dollars. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does the Senator mean to say that it was illegal 
to print these new bonds ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have said that it was without authority of law, 
and therefore illegal. 

Ba WINDOM. It has been done for twenty years under authority 
of law. : 

Mr. INGALLS. There never was a case before where without 
authority of Congress a new bond was issued in exchange for an old 
one. 

Mr. WINDOM. It has been done in hundreds of thousands of cases. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not without authority of Congress. 

Mr. WINDOM. It has been done every day for the last twenty 
years, and just as much without authority of Congress in other cases 
as in this case. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Mark what I say. I say that it was never before 
done without authority of Congress. There never has been before 
a Secretary of the Treasury who has ventured to exchange a new 
bond for an old one without authority of Congress. I understand 
what the Senator says. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to say to the Senator on that point that 
the exchanges as made in this case were precisely as they have been 
made for a score of years; and the Senator manifests the most de- 
plorable ignorance on this subject. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator commiserates my ignorance. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do, on that point. 

Mr. INGALLS. He does, indeed, and he has my own sympathy ; 
but at the same time I say to the Senator from Minnesota that all 
those transactions to which he has referred were in pursuance of 
authority conferred by Congress, and that this was not the case. 
Does he understand the difference ? 

Mr. WINDOM. There is not a particle of change. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think that any person who wants to sce the 
difference can see it very plainly. I understand that when transfers 
are made new bonds are issued, but there is a law authorizing and 
warranting it. As the Senator has challenged those who oppose his 
action to point to thelaw that has been violated, I ask him to say 
under what section of the law he issued new bonds in exchange for 
old ones to the amount of $670,000,000? He says it was the same 
authority as that under which it has been done for the last twenty 
years; that the authority existed and that it was exactly the same 
as in the case of the transfer of bonds on the registry books of the 
Treasury. Ifthe Senator from Minnesota considers that a parallel 
case, all I have to say is that his intellect is remarkably opaque; and 
while he commiserates my ignorance, I must say that he has my 
sympathy for the profound and Beotian darkness which surrounds 
him and renders him incapable of appreciating the difference between 
these two transactions. 

But again, after the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds had been called in and 
canceled and surrendered in violation of law, there was a new series 
of bonds prepared without authority of law, illegally. These bonds 
were not a substitution of one bond for another, but there was a new 
bond printed from the plate from which the bonds bearing 5 and 6 
per cent. had been struck off, bearing a different number, bearing a 
different date, and registered, as I am told, by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, also without authority of law. There was absolutely no 
authority whatever for the issuing, for the signing, for the sealing, 
for the registration of a single one of that new issue of 34 per cent. 
bonds; and in fact they were not 3} per cent. bonds; they were 5 
and 6 per cent. bonds; and they were converted into what are now 
called 34 per cent. bonds by the following illegal piece of jugglery. 
Upon these bonds so issued, and as the only evidence that the Gov- 
ernment agreed to pay 34} per cent., I find the following indorse- 
ment : 

At the request of and for value received by the owner of this bond, the same is 
continued during the pleasure of the Government to bear interest at the rate of 
three and one-half (3 1-2) per centum . annum from August 12, 1881, as provided 
in Treasury Circular number 52 dated May 12, 1881. (5%.) 

That Treasury circular has been suppressed. There is no circular 
here among these records presented yesterday or to-day bearing date 
May 12, 1881, Treasury Circular No. 52. I went to the Senator and 
asked him to give me a copy of it. He said the only copy he had was 
a copy of the circular issued May 10, 1881, which was an entirely dif- 
ferent number; but it seems that the indorsement on these bonds 
was ‘made by a circular that has not been read and has not been pre- 
sented, which was issued on the 12th day of May, 1881. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator wil! certainly allow me to make a 
remark on that point? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

‘Mr. WINDOM. It seems to me that heis making a very decidedly 
small point. The Senator came to me and asked for that circular of 
May 12. I pointed him to page 9 of to-day’s CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and told him that in the debate I had referred to it as the circular 
of May 10 when it was the circular of May 12. I told him sojust now 
here in my seat, and to misrepresent me in that manner—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not misrepresent the Senator. Iam reading 
from the indorsement on the bond. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator is trying to convince the Senate that 
that circular has been concealed when I told him that the circular 
was in to-day’s RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am not reading from the remarks of the Senator 
from Minnesota. Iam reading from the indorsement on the bond, 
and am notstating whatthe Senator toldme. The only circular pre- 
sented here is one bearing date May 10, 1881, but the indorsement on 
the bond read as follows: 

At the request of and for value received by the owner of this bond, the same is 
continued during the pleasure of the Government to bear interest at the rate of 
three and one-half (3 1-2) per ns annum from August 12, 1881, as provided 
in Treasury Circular number 52 dated May 12, 1881. (5%.) 

Iam not talking about what the Senator from Minnesota said to 
me. Of course his statement is good. I am accusing him of no ter- 
giversation or suppression, but I say that the circular under which 


that indorsement is made has not been presented in the Senate. 
Mr. WINDOM. 
stand each other. 


Right at that point let us see if we can under- 
The circular printed on page 9 of to-day’s Con- 
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-<GRESSIONAL RECORD is the circular of May 12. I stated shat to the 
Senator ten or fifteen minutes ago, just before he took the floor. I 
referred to the fact that in my remarks I had said the circular of 
May 10, but that it was a mistake, and the circular was dated May 
12. The Senator has said now in the presence of the Senate that that 
.cireular was suppressed, indicating that there was some reason why 
itshould be suppressed, when I stated to him that there it was spread 
-out on the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and stated at the time that the 
original circular itself had been handed to the Reporter. 

Mr. INGALLS. One of these circulars was issued the 11th of April 
_and the other the 10th of May. I refer to those which have been 
recited and referred to by the Senator from Minnesota. I do not in- 
tend to accuse him of any intentional suppression or misrepresenta- 
tion, but I simply say that the indorsement made on the bonds refers 
to a circular which is not in evidence. I hope I am not misunder- 
stood. 

Mr. WINDOM. CanI not make myself understood ? 
tor will allow me I will read it to him. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have read it. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘Then why does the Senator centinue to say that 
it is not put in evidence, that it is not before the Senate? 

Mr. INGALLS. The RrecorD says that one of these circulars was 
issued on the 11th of April and the other on the 10th of May. The 
recitation across the face of the bond says that that indorsement was 
made in pursuance of another circular. 

Mr. WINDOM. Let me state the fact again to the Senator, for I 
am sure he does not want to misrepresent me. This circular, quoted 
on page 9 of to-day’s RECORD, is a circular of May 12; and three 
times now I have said to the Senator that my language yesterday 
was a mistake, in which I said: : 

Finding on the 10th of May, the time limited for the request for continuance of 
the sixes, that there were only about sixteen million dollars outstanding, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury issued the following notice. 

The date “the 10th of May” was a mistake; it should have been 
the 12thofMay. The circular was dated the 12th of May ; that cireu- 
lar on page 9 is the circular of the 12th of May; there is no circular 
of the 10th of May; and for the fifth or sixth time I say that when I 
referred to it yesterday as of the 10th of May it was a mistake, and 
the Senator was so informed before he took the floor. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will proceed with the steps that were illegal in 
this transaction, the Senator having challenged the production of 
those illegal acts. The indorsement across the face of these bonds 
by any person, for any purpose whatever, was in violation of law. 
It was the mutilation of a record authorized by Congress. No man 
had a right, for any purpose whatever, to stamp what purported to 
be a contract, or the variation of a contract, upon a bond that had 
been issued in accordance with the specific terms of an act of Con- 

gress; andadmitting that this was properly done, what binding force 
and effect is there in that indorsement? It has been dwelt upon by 
those who have debated this subject as being the evidence of a con- 
tract between the holderand the Government. How? Whom is it 
signed by? ‘There is no signature either by the Government or the 
halder of the bond to show that that is not absolutely an unau- 
thorized, unwarranted, and illegal transaction. It is a transaction 
that every man who has ever practiced before a justice of the peace 
in a hog case in a bass-wood township would know had no more force 
and effect to vary the terms of that contract than it would if a bottle 
of ink had been spilt over it. A simple indorsement, unsigned by 
anybody, not authenticated by anybody, without the signature of 
the Government through its officers, without the signature of the 
holder, is presented here as an evidence that it was a legal contract 
between the Government and the holder of the bond. It wassimply 
a mutilation of that bond. 

Aside from the fact that there was no act of Congress authorizing 
it, that there was no act of Congress justifying it, there is the addi- 
tional fact that, as a simple legal proposition, the indorsement on 
those bonds is not worth the ink that it cost toprintit. It is signed 
by nobody and witnessed by nobody, and is no evidence of anything. 

Mr. President, I believe that I have answered the interrogatories 
of the Senator from Minnesota as to what there was illegal about this 
transaction in my judgment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I should like to ask the Senator if the evidence 
may not be somewhere else as to this release ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, of course the evidence is somewhere else. If 
the bond has passed out of the hands of the original holder you can- 
not do it, but if it is in the hands of the same holder you can supple- 
ment the indorsement on it by showing that there was a contract 
by means of some evidence on file in the Department. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does not the Senator think that this mutilation of 
the bond might serve as a notice to the new holder? 

Mr. INGALLS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is all it is meant for. The release is on file, 
-and that is simply notice that the release is on file. 

Mr.INGALLS. Iam gladtounderstandthat. May Iask the Sena- 
‘tor from Minnesota who put the notice on? 

Mr. WINDOM. The printer, I believe. 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the order of the Seeretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Yes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the holder of the bond, against whom this 
contract is to be enforced, had nothing to do with putting it on the 


If the Sena- 
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bond, but on the contrary the Secretary of the Treasury, in order to 
bind the man who had made this contract, goes to the printer and gets 
him to put something on the bond that shall be notice to bind him to 
the bond. ; 

Mr. WINDOM. Bynomeans. The bondholder beund himself by 
the release under seal on file in the Treasury, which is notice to every- 
body taking the bond that a separate issue has been made. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Minnesota to jus- 
tify this transaction upon a strict interpretation of the statute, and 
he challenged any person to point out what was illegal in it, and 
claimed with a good deal of ardor that nothing of the kind had yet 
been done. I am not able to assert whether what I have said is sat- 
isfactory to him or to anybody else; but in my opinion every step 
taken in this transaction, from the issuing of the Treasury circulars 
of April 11, and May 10, 1881, down to the final registration of the 
extended fives and sixes, was without authority of law, was illegal, 
and beyond the constitutional power of an executive ofiicer of this 
Government. But, as I have said, I have no desire to stigmatize 
what was done; I have no desire to cast any imputation upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or toimpugn his motives; but I want the 
country to understand that this is a precedent which, if unrebuked, 
may return to plague us, and that there was exactly the same right un- 
der the law for the Secretary of the Treasury to have issued a 10 per 
cent. bond as a 34 percent. bond ; and the sooner we state that as our 
conviction the better it will be for those who come after us. 

I want to say one word more, and then I shall close. If the state- 
ments made by the Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from 
Ohio are correct, then the language employed in the original bill now 
before us is entirely inaccurate. The language is: 

Or any bonds of the United States bearing three and a halt per centum interest. 


There are no such bonds, and therefore that language should be 
amended, so as to read: 
Bonds upon which the holders have agreed toaccept three and a half per centum. 


With that amendment, under the statements made by the Senator 
from Ohio, the true state of facts would be properly expressed. 
Mr. WINDOM. I do not intend to take up the time of the Senate, 
for I know every Senator is weary of this discussion; but as the 
Senator from Kansas has denounced this transaction as illegal, uncon- 
stitutional, &c., I want to ask him what he proposes to do about it? 
- Mr. INGALLS. I propose to say that this transaction, so far as 
we are concerned, shall be validated. 
Mr. WINDOM. But can you do that if the Constitution has been 
violated ? 
[Laugh- 


Mr. INGALLS. 
ter. ] 

Mr. WINDOM. That is a very good answer, I think. That is 
about as good as the legal argument the Senator has been making 
for the last hour! I want to know now if the Senator proposes to 
return the money that has been illegally taken from these bond- 
holders? Is the Senator disposed to ratify an unconstitutional act? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is pleased to repeat an argument that 
seems to be very puerile, with all respect to him. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not an argument; I am simply seeking infor- 
mation. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
position. 

Mr. WINDOM. Not at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. I donot propose to refund anything to these men. 
I do not propose to cast any imputation upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I propose to say that as far as Congress is concerned this 
act shall not bedisturbed. I want to say so by my affirmative vote ; 
but, at the same time, when the Senator says it can be justified under 
the laws and the Constitution, I very distinctly deny it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to ask the Senator if it is not his duty as 
a Senator to introduce a bill to refund this amount? I donot putit 
jocularly, but I want to know what is the logical conclusion of his 
argument. Is it not his duty now to take some steps to refund the 
money that has been unconstitutionally withheld from these people ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not think it is. 

Mr. WINDOM. Why not? 

Mr. INGALLS. I would rather pay it out of my own pocket. 
Menger.) 

Mr. WINDOM. Does the Senator propose to pay any part of it out 
of his own pocket? 

Mr. INGALLS. If the bill passes to that effect I shall pay my share 
necessarily of taxes. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator thinks that this is an unconstitu- 
tional, illegal act, wrongfully withholding money from the people ; 
but he does not propose to do anything to refund it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have not said anything about the right of these 
men to this interest; I have been criticising the Secretary of the 
Treasury in issuing a new series of bonds in violation of law. These 
men had a right to burn up-their bonds if they pleased, and to relin- 
quish the whole amount of principal and interest. 

Mr. WINDOM. But the Senator has denounced the whole transac- 
tion as unconstitutional and illegal. If so, the Government is to-day 
withholding money from the bondholders to which they are entitled, 
and the nation is in default and in disgrace if the Senator’s theory 
be true. Now, does he not propose to do anything about that? 


I can violate it just as well as you can. 


He jis endeavoring to force me into an illogical 
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Mr. INGALLS. Not at present; not to-day. 


Mr. WINDOM. I think that illustrates about the force which the 
Senator gives to his own argument in this matter, and I shall not 
press it any further. 

I want to say in answer to the propositions as to illegality, uncon- 
stitutionality, &c., that from $45,000,000 to $50,000,000 of these bonds 
have been continued in Europe. The houses which manage that sort 
of business in Europe employ the best legal talent that can be found 
perhaps in the world. is whole question was submitted to them, 
the Constitution of the United States, the laws of the United States 
were all carefully examined, and not one lawyer in Europe ever 
raised a question or a doubt as to the power of this Government and 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to do precisely the thing that was 
done. It was reserved for the Senator from Kansas and one or two 
others, who are more astute than any of the lawyers employed by 
those great banking houses, to raise this question. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. ident, I donot think it profitable to continue 
this discussion. Certainly it is not disrespectful to the gentlemen 
who have assailed the acts of the late Secretary of the Treasury to 
say that I do not think there is much danger that any considerable 

rtion of the American people will concur with them in their opin- 
ion. Ido not think any act which has been brought into discussion 
at all has been approved with more entire unanimity from the organs 
of the real source of scene opinion in this country, from all sides and 
of all parties and all interests, than the act of the late Secretary of 
the Treasury; and it seems that one simple illustration is enough to 
dispose of the brilliant and animated speech and argument of the 
honorable Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS. ] 

Suppose, in regard to any class of these bonds, the five percents or 
the six percents, when the time had come when they were payable at 
the option of the Government the Secretary of the Treasury had 
found $300,000,000 or $500,000,000 of six percents which he was at 
liberty to call, under the discretion vested in him by law, and there- 
upon he had issued the circular which he did issue, in totidem verbis, 
except that he had said “the 6 per cent. bonds of the Government 
will all be paid on eeeqvetytvens within a certain time, provided that 
so many of the bondholders as shall signify their desire not to have 
them paid may have them continued at the same rate of interest at 
the pleasure of the Government,” to wit, at 6 per cent. or 5 percent., 
as the case may be. Isthere a human being in the Senate Chamber 
or out of it bold enough to say that there would be any illegality in 
such a proceeding as that? It is a simple notice to the people that 
in exercising his discretion to redeem those bonds the Secretary of 
the Treasury would prefer the men who desired to have their bonds 
redeemed, and in exercising his discretion to select such bonds as he 

. would not call for from redemption for the time being he would pre- 
fer that class of bondholders who wanted to retain their bonds, in- 
terest and principal both, unchanged. If that proposition be true 
and unquestionable, how can it be affirmed that it becomes illegal 
and unconstitutional and usurpation simply to say that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury will prefer also in selecting those whose bonds 
he shall not call, but allow to continue for the time being those who 
shall add to an expression of a desire to have their bonds continued 
the statement that they will not call on the Government for 24 or 14 
per cent. of the annual interest ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas, but I am unwillingto do so without stating 
in a dozen words why. I shall vote for it because it is easier to vote 
for it than to vote against it, not because I believe it to be needed. 
I should rather vote for a resolution somewhat to this effect: That 
William Windom, of Minnesota, late Secretary of the Treasury, by 
a saving of $11,000,000 of interest, to the entire concurrence and 
satisfaction of all the parties concerned, violated no law, conducted 
his negotiations with wisdom and ability, has firmly and perma- 
nently identified himself with the most brilliant transaction in 
modern finance, and deserves well of his country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole on the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] The amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will be read. 

The ActING SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in lieu of the 
proposed amendment the words, “which are hereby declared void.” 

Mr. HOAR. That amendment of mine is rather a suggestion of 
what I think better and a more conipact phraseology for the same 
thing. If I insist upon it, I dare say it will take the time of the 
Senate and some one will call for the yeas and nays upon it; so I 
shall let it go. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am perfectly willing to accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator accepts it, then let the question be 
taken on that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He cannot accept it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I can by unanimous consent. 
consent that that may be done. 

Mr. RANSOM and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the yeas 
and nays will be regarded as ordered upon the amendnient of the 
Senator from Kansas as modified by the amendment of the Senator 
from Eo Tay oe words being now merely ‘which are hereby 
declared valid.” The amendment will be reported. 


XITI——53 
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The ACTING SECRETARY. Insection1,line8, afterthe word “inter- 
est,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘which are hereby declared valid;” so 
as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to receive at the Treas- 
ury, and at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and at any 
postal money-order office, lawful money of the United States to the amount of $50, 
or any multiple of that sum, or any bonds of the United States bearing 34 per cent. 
interest, (which are hereby declared valid,) and to issue in exchange therefor an 
equal amount of registered or coupon bonds, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Secretary will call the roll upon 
the amendment. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] Not knowing how he 
would vote upon this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FARLEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] I donot know how he would 
vote on this question, and therefore I decline to vote. 

Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. H1Li.] If he were present, I should vote 

nay. 

Mr. GROVER, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska, (Mr. VAN Wyck.] If he were present, I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. VANCE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOoGG.] If he were here, I should 
vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was cencluded. 

Mr. GROOME. I again announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
GORMAN] with the Senator from New York, [Mr. MILLER. } 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia, [ Mr. 
Brown.] If he were present I should vote for this amendment. I 
do not know how he would vote, and therefore I refrain from voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 





Aldrich, Davis of W.Va., Jackson, Pendleton, 
Anthony, George Lapham, Platt, 
Bayard, Groome, ioe Plumb, 
Beok, Hale, MeDili, Ransom, 
Blair, Hampton. McMillan, " 
Call, Harris, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Camden, Harrison, Maxey, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Coke, Hill of Colorado, Mitchell, Teller, 
Conger, Hoar, Morgan, Windom. 
Davis of Illinois, Ingalls, Morrill, 
NAYS—10. 

Dawes, Jonas, Slater, Walker. 
Edmunds, Pugh, Vest, 
Garland, Saulsbury, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Farley, Johnston, Miller of N. Y., 
Brown, Ferry, Jones of Florida, Saunders, 
Butler, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Kellogg, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Frover, r, Williams. 
Fair, Hill of Georgia, Mahone, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offer an amendment as a second section 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the permission of the Senate, 
the Chair will lay before the Senate, before the amendment is read, 
communications trom the President of the United States of a legisla- 
tive character. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate of the United States : 

I transmit herewith in further response to the resolution of the Senate of the 
18th of March, 1881, a report of the retary of State, with its accompaniment, 
touching the capitulations of the Ottoman Empire. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, February 2, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, dated the 22d January, 1882, and aa estimates 
for new buildings for the general recruiting service at David's Island, New York 
Harbor, and Salenben barracks, Ohio. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MAnNsION, February 2, 1882. 
He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 


President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : : 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior. ineinnreey 
of a letter addressed to him by the Commissioner of the General Land Office ask- 
ing, for reasons stated therein, that Congress may be requested to make a special 
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Sete for a temporary increase of the clerical force of the General Land 
ce. 


A draft of a bill for that purpose is herewith inclosed, and the subject is com- 
mended to the consideration of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, February 2, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
a draft of a bill to authorize the settlement of certain accounts for advertising the 
sale of Kansas Indian lands, with accompanying papers referred to in said com- 
munication. 

The subject is commended to the consideration of Congre 


Ss. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with a 
draft of a bill authorizing the disposal of dead and damaged timber upon Indian 
reservations under the direction of the Interior Department ; and correspondence 
noted by the Secretary. 


The subject is presented for the consideration of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. 
He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States; which was referredto the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with a 
draft of a bill for the payment of certain settlers in the State of Nevada for improve- 
ments on lands in Duck Valley, in said State, taken for the use and occupancy of the 
Shoshone Indians. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States; which was referred to the select commit- 
tee to make provision for taking the tenth census and ascertaining 
the results thereof, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, dated January 30, 1882, upon the subject of additional 
legislation for the expenses of the tenth census, and inclosing draft of an act sup- 
plemental to the act approved January 28, 1882. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 




























EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, with accompanying 
papers, relative to lawlessness which prevails in parts of Arizona, and in connection 
therewith call attention to that portion of my message of the 6th of December last 
in which suggestions were made as to legislation which seems to be required to ena- 
ble the General Government to assist the local authorities of the Territory in restor- 


ing and maintaining order. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXBCUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. 


THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 46) to pro- 
vide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I gave notice yesterday that I would seek, so far 
as I could, to get a vote on the passage of the bill to-day, and I trust 
that the Senator from Indiana will allow us to proceed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I shall not obstruct any wish the Senator trom 
Ohio has to get a vote. It is nearly half past four o’clock and the 
Senator from Colorado is about to offer an important amendment. 
It is obvious that a final vote cannot be reached on the bill this even- 
ing. I think it would be better to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business and get through with the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall feel it my duty to call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion of the Senator from Indiana, because after con- 
sulting with several Senators the impression seems to be that we can 
reach a vote to-day. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have not the slightest desire to delay a vote, 
but I do not think i can be obtained this evening. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel bound, after what I said yesterday, to at 
; least take a vote of the Senate upon the motion of the Senator from 
i Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES, ] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, on which the yeas and 
nays are demanded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask for a division simply. 

The question being put, the motion was not agreed to; there being 
en a division ayes 17, noes 37. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] offers an amendment, which will be read. 
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The AcTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as an additional 
section : 

Src. 2. That a maximum reserve fund of not exceeding $120,000,000 shall be set 
apart in the Treasury for the sole purpose of redeeming United States notes, three- 
fourths of which shall be in gold coin and bullion and the remainder in standard 
silver dollars ; and any holder of gold coin may deposit the same with the Treas- 
urer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums of not less than $20, 
and receive therefor I es certificates of not less than $20 each, corresponding with 
the denominations of the United States notes. The coin deposited or representing 
the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of the same on 
demand. Said certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public 
dues, and when so received may be reissued ; and such certificates, as also the cer- 
tificates issued by virtue of section 2 of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the 
coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,” of 
date of February 28, 1878, may be counted as part of the lawful money reserve of 
national banks, and may be accepted in the settlement of clearing-house balances : 
Provided, That gold certificates shall not be issued by the Treasurer or any assist- 
ant treasurer, as now ron by law, or as herein provided, when the reserve fund 


hereinbefore provided for shall fall below $120,000,000, until such fund shall be 
restored. 


Mr. MORRILL. We have now been considering the bill before us 
for almost a month. We have passed upon the question embraced 
in this amendment once to-day and rejected it. The amendment 
appears to be a bill that is now in the possession of the Committee 
on Finance. It embraces a great many propositions, and requires 
very careful consideration. There are some amendments to it that 
I think would be necessary, and I really hope that the Committee on 
Finance will be allowed to perfectthe measure as it ought to be per- 
fected before it is voted upon, and that we shall not consume any 
more time on the bill, but reach a vote upon the main question, for 
there are very important measures that are blocked and will be 
blocked until we can get this bill out of the way. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no desire to prolong the discussion on this 
bill, but when the proposition was made by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] to limit the reserve fund to $100,000,000 we were 
told that it was not sufficiently definite; that there were other mat- 
ters besides the mere amount of money in the Treasury that were to 
be considered. It struck me then, and I believe I ventured to say so 
in the debate, that there was no disposition at all to fix a limit on the 
amount of money that could be kept in the United States Treasury 
— the pretense of paying the greenbacks that might be pre- 
sented. 

I have offered this amendment, not because it is entirely satisfac- 
tory to me, for the amount is much too me in my judgment, and not 
for the purpose of delaying a vote upon the bill, which I do not ex- 
pect to vote for at all, and I have been ready to vote on it for the last 
week, but because it is morally certain to me that if this proposition is 
not put upon the bill no legislation will come from the Committee 
on Finance of this body at any time during this session that will 
enable us to limit the amount of money that may be kept in the 
Treasury. I have objected on the ground that it was a waste of 
money, and that we had more money there than the exigencies of 
the case required. 

There is another reason why I object to keeping money in this way 
in the Treasury, and I think it is a very grave objection. To-day 
the amount is $150,000,000 ; to-morrow it may be $175,000,000 ; thirty 
days from now it may be $40,000,000 less. I do not mean to say that 
the present Secretary of the Treasury or any past Secretary would 
do that, but I say it puts it within the power of a Secretary of the 
Treasury thus to lowerend raise standards in this country, and it 
has been done, whether purposely or not. The action of the Secre- 
tary for the last several years past has been looked to day by day by 
men who are transacting business to know whether money was going 
to be plenty or whether it was going to be close. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio has declared that there is no fixed 
reserve. I had always supposed there was myself, and I had sup- 
posed it because he in his reports had given so many dollars and so 
many cents which he declared was the reserve fund. Not by any 
law, I admit, but by some order in that Department, I had supposed 
that a certain sum had been set aside, and dedicated, and devoted, as 
the spirit of the law had at least required that it should be, to the 
payment of the greenbacks when they should come in, To-day Iam 
told that it is not so, and if in the course of events the present Secre- 
tary should go out and a new man should come in who did not have 
the wisdom of. the present Secretary and of the past Secretary, he 
might possibly be as wild in his financial notions as I am, and he 
might say ‘‘this is too much money,” and he might reduce it to 
$20,000,000 at once ; and after listening to the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Bayarp] to-day, if he is correct that would be the end of the 
financial character of this Government. If he is not mistaken, a re- 
duction of the reserve fund to anything like that would destroy the 
entire credit that the Government holds with reference to its bonds 
and its greenbacks. } : 

I do not see how Senators who claim that it is necessary to keep. 
so large a sum in tho Treasury can sleep at nights without having 
some fixed law which shall require the Secretary of the Treasury to 
keep acertain sum there. If $120,000,000 is suggested, will anybody 
move to amend and put it more; willanybody put it at $150,000,000? 
I venture to say that those who are opposed to the Plumb amend- 
ment do not want any fixed sum. 

There are other reasons why I want this amendment to pass. I 
have not offered it simply to take a vote uponit.. There is a provision 
in it that a portion of this reserve shall be kept in silver. I know 
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very well that unless there is some positive enactment of law, it is 
not at all probable that any of the reserve will be kept in silver. 
There is a provision in the amendment that one-third of the reserve 
shall be kept insilver. Thatis a fairprovision, The measure isnot 
mine, It was introduced as a bill by the distinguished Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLIson] and referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
I think it would have slumbered until the morning of the resurrec- 
tion unless he had succeeded in getting that out. Nobody in that 
committee, I think, intended to reportit. There is still another pro- 
vision in the amendment— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
am not the organ of the Committee on Finance, but let me inform 
him that the bill of the Senator from Iowa was introduced since this 
bill was reported, since it has been under debate, and the Senator 
from Iowa himself does not desire to have it considered at this time. 
The Senator from Colorado says that no member of the Committee 
on Finance desires to set aside a reserve fund. When I had the honor 
to be Secretary of the Treasury I recommended in each report that 
a law be passed by Congress defining and regulating the resumption 
fund. Congress paid noattention to the recommendation; but it is 
the purpose and expectation of the Committee on Finance, so far as 
I know, to report sucha measure. I expect certainly to vote for such 
a proposition. I have recommended it twice in another capacity, 
and I shall vote for any proper bill carefully defining and regulating 
the resumption funds. On what ground my friend from Colorado 
arraigns the Committee on Finance by sayiug that they will never 
report upon that bill, I donot know, because it has already been the 
subject of consideration and so far as I know there is not the slightest 
disposition to delay its consideration, 

Mr. TELLER. Why, Mr. President, I do not know that I have 
any reason to say after all, perhaps, that the committee will not do 
this thing; it is barely possible they will. I think they are a good 
deal more likely to do it after the discussion that has taken place 
than they were before. It does not make any difference whether 
the Senator who introduced the measure thinks it ought to be put 
en here or not; he is satisfied with it, I suppose, and if he is not he 
can move to amend it. I do not want to steal any of his thunder, I 
am sure. I think, however, that there are provisions in his bill that 
ought to be ingrafted into the law speedily and without delay. I 
think, just as [said the other day, that we should have a provision 
allowing parties having gold to deposit it and get a certificate, and 
then I think you will have a good deal less of the cry that silver will 
not circulate. Then they will begin to say, on the other hand, that 
gold will not circulate. 

Now, I do not desire to continue this discussion. I want a vote 
on this measure. I want to see where now stand the Senators who 
are so anxious for a matured and carefully prepared law, and this is 
certainly of that character, and nobody will deny it. I will admit 
that it has not the full sanction of the @ommittee on Finance, but 
it has that which commends itself to everybody who is acquainted 
with the character of the members of that committee, it has the 
sanction at least of one member of that committee. I will admit 
that no law ought to pass as to the finances that does not have the 
sanction of at least one member of the committee. This has that at 
least, and I do not think it is unfair to present it. Why the haste 
exhibited to vote to-night? We have been ready to vote here, most 
ef us, for the last ten days, and anxious to vote. I am ready to vote 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think it hardly fair to the Senate to aska 
vote on thismeasure now. It has just been brought to the attention 
of the Senate; there has been no opportunity to examine it. Iam 
under the impression that it is a very important amendment, that it 
has a great deal in it, and I certainly think that a measure of this 
kind eught not to be pressed to a vote without any more opportu- 
nity than there is now given for itsexamination. I may be mistaken 
in this, but Ithink Iam not. I donot believe that it is such ameas- 
ure as the Senator from Ohio himself, ifin the committee-room or as 
Secretary of the Treasury or Senator here, would be willing to vote 
upon with no more information than the rest of us have had in re- 
gardtoit. Itappears tostrike me favorably ; whether it will eventu- 
ally or not I cannot say ; but I do think the Senator from Ohio would 
be treating the Senate more fairly if he would give us an opportu- 
nity to examineit. It is thefirst time it hasbeen called to the atten- 
tion of many Senators on this floor, and it relates to a subject of vast 
importance. If I could do so with any show of success I would ap- 
peal to the Senator, not out of any unwillingness on my part to vote 
on this question at any time, to let the bill go over until to-morrow. 
Instead of being unwilling to vote on this question, I am certainly 
after the discussion ready to vote on the bill. I shall be delighted 
when it disappears from our consideration ; but I do not want an im- 
portant feature like this to be passed upon without any more con- 
sideration than we can now give it. 

I know that as far asI am concerned (and I think I can speak for 
many other Senators) there has been no opportunity even to read 
it. With great respect to my friend the Senator from Vermont, 
opposite me, [Mr. MoRRILL,] I say to him that with all his eager 
desire to get to the consideration of the tariff, I do think it is more 
important that we should consider carefully the proposition made 


The question is on the amendment 
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by the Senator from Colorado, involving perhaps twenty-four hours 
more than we have given. If it is the determination, however, to 
press this vote without any regard for an intelligent and careful 
inspection of a measure so important as this, let it go on and we shall 
see what comes of it. I do not think it wise legislation; Ido not 
think it is proper action, and so far as I am concerned I will appeal 
with all the force I can that this measure should ge over until to- 
morrow. I have no objection to voting upon it; I am ready to vote 
at any time; but I think a vote should not be forced now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
make any motion? 

Mr. VOORHEES. If I am inorder, I will make a motion, and that 
is that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
I do not desire to take the order of business out of the hands of the 
Senator from Ohio; I recognize hisright as the authgr of this bill to 
insist upon its consideration now, and it is with exffeme reluctance 
and a sense of delicacy that I ask that it go over, but I really think 
now, at nearly five o’clock, that it is better to let us consider this 
measure further and vote upon it to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator makes his motion, I ask him 
to yield to me for one moment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regard this amendment as an important amend- 
ment; I believe it is a wise amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it ought to pass the Senate and become 
a law, though possibly there are modifications that ought to be made 
init. But I want to appeal to my friend from Colorado not to em- 
barrass this measure, which is now pending before the Committee on 
Finance as a separate bill, by securing in the haste and hurry of legis- 
lation here to-night an adverse vote on it as an amendment to the 
pending bill. If this amendment is to be voted down I want it voted 
down after I shall have had an opportunity of debating it. I prefer 
that it should be withdrawn, and I hope my friend from Colorado 
will withdraw it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Iowa will pardon me for sug- 
gesting that, instead of its being withdrawn, the Senator from Iowa 
ought to be heard upon it, and for that reason I make my motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. What Iwas about to suggest was this: ‘I think the 
Senator from Indiana will vote for this measure after he shall have 
had an opportunity of examining itin committee. I believe the Sena- 
tor from Vermont and the Senator from Ohio willdoso; I have faith 
in their judgment upon such questions. It is pending now in the 
Finance Committee as an independent bill. I ask my friend from 
Colorado to withdraw it as an amendment to this bill. he does not 
withdraw it, I shall vote to adjourn and have this amendment fairly 
and fully considered before it is acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Instead of the motion to go into executive ses- 
sion (for I understand there is very little to consider) I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 24, 
noes 27. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, let me say but one word more. 
I do not like to detain the Senate here, but Senators have appealed 
to me on both sides, saying that this debate has exhausted the sub- 
ject-matter and exhausted them and they want to.get to other, busi- 
ness. Now is it right, after we have had a three weeks’ debate on a 
proposition to fund $200,000,000 of debt, to seize frompne of the com- 
mittees of this body a bill introduced by the Senafr from Iowa, a 
bill that he desires to have considered by the Committee on Finance, 
and against his consent and against his will to force us to a debate 
on that subject as an amendment to this bill? I have every desire 
myself to examine the proposition of the Senator from Iowa with the 
greatest care and with the greatest favor; it is in the line of recom- 
mendations that Ihave alreadymade. To compeus to vote now and 
here upon propositions of this kind, which have ne relation to the 
bill, it seems to me is not fair,is not just tous. It is not just to the 
committee that reported this bill and to the committee that has the 
bill of the Senator from Iowa in charge, to compel us to vote against 
a proposition that we desire to consider favorably. 

I trust, therefore, and I hope the Senator from Colorado will yield 
to what is apparently the general sense and withdraw this proposi- 
tion and let us have a vote on the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. We can vote on it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am a less experienced Senator than 
the honorable Senator from Colorado, but I have experience enough 
in this body to know that the Senator from Colorado is as sure as 
any member of it to conform to the accustomed Senatorial courtesies 
of the body which always prevail. Everybody knowsthat. NowI 
should like to inquire of my friend from Colorado if it is not a de- 

arture from the ordinary practice of this body when a member of 
it has framed a bill with care, referred it to a committee of which he 
is a member, and desires to take his own time for its ‘introduction, 
for another Senator to take that bill and compel a vote on it at an- 
other time and as an amendment to another and different measure ? 
I understand, for instance, that even in the matter of taking this up, 
if it were an independent and separate measure, no Senator would 
think of taking up a bill and asking to have the debate on it go on 
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in the absence of its author, or at a time which the author did not 
desire. I make that suggestion. I do not even myself express any 
opinion on it, but for the consideration of my honorable friend from 
Colorado, whether it is not the custom of this body to accord to the 
author of a measure pending here so much control over it as to the 
mode and time when it shall come before the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, allow me to suggest that the rules 
f the House of Representatives absolutely forbid such amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. They are not in force here. 

Mr. LAPHAM. That is true enough, but they are founded upon 
long experience and based upon wisdom. 

. TELLER. Mr. President, I certainly would not take any ad- 
vantage of the labor and the ingenuity and the brain-work of any- 
body e This bill came here and was referred to the Finance Com- 
mittee. My attention had been called to it, and I called the attention 
of the Senator from Iowa to it, and I suggested to him that I was 
going to moye it as an amendment. If he had said to me, ‘‘I donot 
want you to do that, because it is going to embarrass me,” or ‘‘it is 
going te take it out of my power to control the bill,” I should not 
have introduced it. I didnot hear anything of the kind, and I intro- 
duced it as an amendment to the bill before the Senate. I modified 
it se that the measure is somewhat different from the form in which 


he proposed it. : 

Now I am not particularly tenacious aboutit. If the Senator from 
Iowa feels that it is an unfair thing for me to offer it, I will certainly 
‘withdraw it. I will take occasion, though, to endeavor to get it 
“pressed before the Senate, I think it has demonstrated very fully 
that the Senators who ike e loud fee brane talk so lon er pa 
ang a ared, a care’ igested bill to pass were talking simply 
to 2 the Plumb sarniinant, I do not believe any of Seen in 
tended to vote for a carefully digested and prepared bill, and I 
intended to.give them an opportunity to say whether they did or not. 
They are prepared to say now that they do not want to do it, and 
there is not one of them who has said he was against the Plumb 
-amendment, unless it is the Senator from Iowa, who is prepared to 
vote for this amendment; he does not want to vote against it, as a 
matter of course, and would not, Isuppose, ifthe vote was forcednow. 

I do not think it would be right, if the Senate is in temper to insist 
‘on a vote to-night, that the Senator from Iowa should be cut off 
from taking charge of that which is his own. I think he should be 
allowed to present his ideas, and I certainly want that he should. 
He made a very excellent speech upon this principle, very excellent 
indeed. The only trouble was that he came out at the wrong place 
and voted the other way. The argument was good, and I supposed 
it might have influenced some members of the Senate; very likely it 
did; but he preferred to wait for this carefully digested plan of his, 
and here it is. 

If the Senator from Iowa says that he wants to present this case 
and the Senate is not disposed to allow him, certainly I will not em- 
barrass him. Idonot care what the rules of the House of Represent- 
atives may be about it. I insist that there was not any impropriety 
in the offering of it; if there was, then all a Senator has to do is to 
send a measure to a committee adverse to the principle of it and keep 
it locked up there, and then say, whenever any other Senator intro- 
duces a similar proposition, ‘‘Why, that proposition is mine, I have 
patented that, I have taken out letters-patent on that, and you can- 
not introduce it.” There never was any such thing heard of in any 
decent deliberative body, and I should doubt if there was any such 
rule in the House of Representatives, If there is, it is a rule that it 
would be well to repeal. 

Mr. President, the insincerity of the whole debate upon this ques- 
tion ishere presented as fairly as it canbe presented. Irepeatagain— 
and I am going to withdraw the amendment when I get through, if 
the gentleman from Iowa desires I shall; if he does not itis going to 
stay there, and the Senate may vote upon it—that the opponents of 
the Plumb amendment do not want to take it outof the powerof the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United Statesto manipulate the mar- 
kets of this country ; and I want to repeat what I have said before, 
that there isno people inthe world who would have submitted to put 

the power in the financial officerof the government that we have put 
in the hands of the Secretary ofthe Treasury. He has had it in his 
power for the last fifteen or sixteen years to declare my property 
worth to-day eighty cents and to-morrow fifty, and that is the power 
they want to keep in this country inthe hands of the financial officer 
of the Government ; that is the power lamagainst; thatis the power 
the people of the United States are against; that is the power that 
the business of thecountry is against. It is in the interest of stock 
speculators ; in the interest of money-jobbers and money-lenders. 

So far as Iam concerned, if this measure isnot reported I will take 
occasion to present the question to the Senate in some shape upon 
some bill, it does not make much difference what, and I will give the 
Senators who have said they wanted a digested plan an opportunity 
to say whether they want this evil to continue or whether they are 
in favor of breaking it up. I believe, Mr. President, I speak the 
sentiment of the entire business interests of the country when I say 
we do not want it in the power of any man, or any dozen men, to 
make money to-day cheap and to-morrow dear. 

Now, ifthe Senator from Iowa sayshe wants the amendment with- 
drawn. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, after what the Senator from Col- 
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orado has said, I shall not ask him to withdraw this amendment. 
He says I made a very good speech the other day upon this question 
and then voted the other way. Mr. President, I made an argument 
or attempted to make one, in favor of the principle of fixing a re. 
serve fund in the Treas Iam for that principle. I did say that 
I was not in favor of the proposition of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. 
PLUMB, ] because I believed the measure ought to be more carefully 
guarded; and there are features in the amendment which has been 
offered by the Senator from Colorado which, in my judgment, de 
= this reserve fund and materially guard it. But after what has 

een said by him with reference to this amendment, I shall not ask 
him to withdraw it; I shall stand or fall by it; and if the Senate 
want to vote it up or vote it down they may doso. I have stated that 
I would prefer that this measure should be carefully considered by 
the Committee on Finance, so that when it comes into the Senate it 
shall come, as I feel sure it will come, with the indorsement of that 
committee. But I believe it is strong enough to receive the support 
of the Senate. . 

I claim no mores on it. It isnot my proposition in that sense. I 
am willing that every Senator shall debate it here in open Senate 
from now until a vote is takenuponit. Therefore I shall not ask the 
Senator from Colorado to do one thing or the other with it, except 
that if this amendment is pressed I desire before a vote is taken to 
make a few observations with reference to it; and if it is the desire 
of the Senate to continue the discussion until this bill is closed to- 
night, I shall be ready, although imperfectly, to explain my vote on 
this amendment to-night. 

Mr. TELLER. IfI may interrupt the Senator, I did not imagine 


when I spoke of letters-patent that anybody would take any offense, . 


and I certainly did not mean to give any offense to the Senator from 
Iowa; but as he has been a little punctilious, and says he will not 
withdraw it because I was a little careless in my remarks, I will sim- 
ply withdraw the amendment because it is very evident to everybody 
that he does not desire that I should proceed in this way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, when the Senate was in committee 
I had an amendment pending which is in accordance with a recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, intended to meet or cor- 
rect any possible abuses that may arise in the manner of reducing 
circulation. That amendment I said I would renew as an independ- 
ent section if the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] 
was not adopted. I offer it now as a section of the bill, and I have 
no pride of opinion about it. I shall be quite as well content to 
refer it to the Committee on Finance to be incorporated with other 
legislation. It is entirely germane to this bill, and applies precisely 
to the circumstances that may arrise if this bill should pass. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. The amendment is to insert as a new 
section: 
_ Sec.—. That any national petits emetiation now organized, or hereafter organ- 
ized, desiring to withdraw its circulating notes upon a deposit of lawful money wi 
the Treasurer of the United States, as provided in section 4 of theact of June 20, 1874, 
entitled ‘‘ An act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redis- 
tribution of national-bank currency, and for other purposes,” shall be required to 
give thirty days’ notice to the Comptroller of the Currency of its intention to d it 
awful money and withdraw its circulating notes: Provided, That not more than 
$5,000,000 of lawful money shall be deposited during any calendar month for this 
purpose: And provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to bonds called for redemption by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn it stand ad- 
journed to meet on Monday next. I think we had better take another 
week on this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can take a vote on this amendment, pro or 
con, without any debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think we ought to have at least a week further; 
resting on Friday and Saturday. I make the motion seriously. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will with- 
draw his amendment, because I have to-day introduced and had re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance two bills to which it will be 
equally as appropriate as it will to this bill; at least I think so. 

r. HAWLEY. I explained that I promised the Senator from 
Missouri when I withdrew this before in committee that I would offer 
it again in the Senate when the bill should have been reported from 
the Committee of the Whole to the Senate. I said Ihad no pride of 
opinion about it. I believe itis anecessary, a proper, and a wise pro- 
vision. I could not say so much if I had been responsible for draw- 
ing it, but it comes from very excellent authority outside of this 
Chamber. It comes from the Treasury Department, and is simply 
carrying out a recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Now I have discharged my obligation by presenting a germane and 
wise amendment which I believe three-quarters of the Senate will 
approve. Ifthe Senate choose to reject it, I care nothing. I should 
then yield to the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont and offer 
it as an independent measure to be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. It is before the Senate to do as it pleases, 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 
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close the bargain in vacation at 3}, make a new grab of five or seven 
or ten or twelve millions, whatever the amount may be, but not wait 
to be overtaken again by the voice of the people. They heard that 
voice in the genie Congress. They heard that Congress say that 
the debt ong t to be refunded at 3 per cent., and the Carlisle amend- 
ment said that the bankers should take the new bonds the same as 
other people; the same as the widow who deposits her small earnings 
in the pigs a nk, the same as the laborer who lays up something 
for a rainy day. They had heard that popular expression and they 
did not want to hear it again. The consequence was that the bond- 
holders made the new arrangement now under discussion with the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and, asthe Senator from Kansas this after- 
noon demonstrated beyond the possibility of a doubt, it was made 
without law. 

Let us not try to deceive ourselves. The whole world knows that 
there was no law for funding the debt at the figures made by the 
late Secretary of the Treasury. The whole world knows that it was 
a mere arrangement made on the part of the bondholders and the 
bankers in fear and terror that again Congress might pass a law which 
a President would not have the hardihood to veto requiring the fund- 
ing at 3 per cent. Sothey took3}. I have not voted to validate such 
a proceeding ; I have not voted to make it valid; I do not intend to 
do so. There is not a man, however, on this floor less disposed to. 
leave business in a disturbed condition than I am. It may be that 
this is a finality. If so, let those who made this issue take care of it 
themselves. 

Now, sir, I have not heretofore spoken in this debate. The ques- 
tion of silver has been brought in; the question of the power of 
the banks has been raised. I listened with care to the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] as I always do, for I thought perhaps I might 
be instructed by him, when he delivered his opening speech upon 
this bill. In that, to my surprise, and exciting my curiosity a great 
deal, he described the national banks of the United States as the 
most cowardly institutions known in human history. He said they 
were timid, more timid than the hare that runs before the hound. 
He said they cowered at every appearance of danger; they were 
terrified folks. He stood up here and seemed to take them under his 
wing in a patronizing way as if they were a terrified class without 
force or courage. I listened carefully to that. It was a new aspect 
given me in regard to national banks. I had read the great historic 
period of Thomas H. Benton. I had read of the mighty struggle that. 
took place, as Benton used to say, with the myrmidons of the banks. 
Thad read the description which Benton gave of the scene in the 
Senate gallery when Tyler vetoed the United States Bank bill in 1841. 
The myrmidons of the bank then hissed the action of the Senate, and 
Benton with that courage that ne’er forsook him, stormed until he 
brought one of them under arrest before this body. I thought the 
bank, the old United States Bank, though a mere fraction compared to 
the present vast brood, was a courageous institution. I thought the 
money interest was brave and powerful. I know it to be powerful, 
whether brave or not I do not know. I will take the statement of 
the Senator from Ohio, that it is maintained and upheld on the prin- 
ciple of cowardice, if he wants me to doso. I think the meanest 
and most tyrannical creatures on earth are those who are naturally 
cowards. Give them an opportunity and they embrace it, and ifthe 
banks-add to their other qualities that of -cowardice, they have only 
the more discredit. 

After the Senator from Ohio had described to us the timidity and 
the fear which inhabited the hearts of all the national bankers, I 
was surprised to hear what came to us from the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. HawLEy.] The Senator from Connecticut espoused 
the banks rather more valiantly than the Senator from Ohio; he 
came to their cause with better courage; and I think hereafter ho- 
will be a greater favorite with them than the Senator from Ohio. 
The Senator from Connecticut, with an air of compassion, or rather 
pity, for those who assailed the national banks, said that if the banks 
desired to do so they had the power to crush the business of this 
country any moment in the year. That was his expression. He 
said nobody would doubt thatthe banks had the power by virtue of 
their present legal machinery to destroy the business of the country, 
bankrupt the country, in his own strong language, at any moment 
in the year that they desired to do so. I was very glad and very 


Mr. VOORHEES. It seems to me we should have a more intelli- 

nt view of the situation by recommitting the bill, with the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Connecticut, to the Committee on 
Finance, and let them shape it and bring it before the Senate. 

Now, if every phase of the financial question, whether congruous 
or incongruous to this bill, has not been presented in this discussion, 
I hardly know what has been left out. We have had everything; 
we have had the question of indemnifying a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for a lawless career. I remember away back yonder, when the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] and I were members of the 
House, that an indemnifying bill for unlawful acts was offered by 
the then distinguished leader of the Republican party, Mr. Stevens, 
of Pennsylvania, to indemnify the President of the United States 
and all his subordinates for violating the laws, for arbitrary arrests, 
illegal imprisonments, and all the consequent crimes which arise 
from such infractions of human liberty, and from that time to the 
present we have heard of similar acts of indemnity for official wrong- 
doing and usurpation. 

We have the question here before us to-day, and I believe in some 
modified form it has passed this body. I hardly comprehended the 

roposition on which I voted, we were going on in such a rapid way ; 
but I thought a vote in the negative was the safest when the propo- 
sition emanated from the other side of the Chamber. In other words, 
I voted that if a Secretary of the Treasury, administering the finances 
of this country in behalf of the Republican party and the bondhold- 
ers and the banks, had violated the law and needed indemnity he 
should get it from his own kin, his own household, his own people. 
Consequently I did not much sympathize with the proposition of my 
. accomplished and distinguished friend from Alabama, [Mr. MONGEN 4 
although I do generally sympathize with him in everything. Sir, 
have hitherto said nothing on this measure, but as I am now on my 
feet I think I can interpret the career of the late Secretary of the 
Treasury, now the Senator from Minnesota, as well as anybody else. 

I listened with infinite pleasure to the speech made by the Senator 
from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] He made the speech mainly which I 
had longed to hear. It was in my heart to make it myself if I could 
have done so. He made it far better than I could. He interpreted 

the conduct of the Secretary of the Treasury very much as I do. 

Sir, a year ago these two Halls of Congress resounded with the 
voice of the people on the question of refunding the national debt. 
A bill came nn from the other branch of Congress saying that it 
could and ought to be refunded at 3 percent. interest. }t came here 
with what ieee. as the Carlisle amendment, and ti:c term ap- 
plied to it is one of honor, for no clearer mind ever promulgated a 
measure of public policy than the gentleman whose nam: is attached 
tothatamendment. Whatwasthatamendment? Itw.is simply, no 
more and no lessthan, that the national banks should ta xe and use in 
their business bonds at the same rate of interest that other people 
were required to take. That is the way to state it broadly and 
squarely ; no discrimination was allowed by the Carlis!> amendment 
in favor of a privileged class. It came here in that shape, and we 
passed it. Sir, when we passed that bill we declared that the bonds 
then out at 5 and 6 per cent. should be refunded at 3 per cent., and 
the distinguished, able, and clear-headed Secretary of the Treasury 
at that time, now Senator from Ohio, well knows that it was then 
his opinion that a 3 per cent. bond could be negotiated, as it is his 
opinion now. 

I mention that because I desire to state and call attention to the 
fact that the bill to which I allude was vetoed by an administration 
of which he was a member, solely for the reason that the banks were 
opposed to it. He will not rise in his place now and say that he did 
not think at that time that a 3 per cent. bond could be negotiated. 
On the contrary, I well know that his opinion was. that it could be. 
The bill passed; it went to the President of the United States, and, 
with the then Secretary of the Treasury sitting at his right hand, 
there came back to usa veto. A veto, why? Because of the Car- 
lisle amendment; not because the general public would refuse to take 
the 3 per cent. bond; not because the people of the world, the finan- 
cial world, would refuse to take our securities at 3 per cent.; but 
because a privileged class, a narrow circle doing a banking business, 
were dissatisfied with that interest-bearing bond and would not use 
it in their business. There came to us a veto under those circum- 
stances. happy when he told us they did not intend to inflict such a calamity 

Sir, what arose from that conjunction of affairs? The administra- | on us just yet. He said it was not their interest to do so, and there- 
tion which sent us that veto expired. The then Secretary of the | fore they would not. 

Treasury left his place in the Cabinet. He became a Senator. An- Mr President, if a tyrant is to preside in this country at his mere 
other member of this body became the Secretary of the Treasury. | will, letusknowit. If the banksof the United States have the power 
Why was it then that this lawless proceeding of refunding the na- | to destroy the prosperity of this country, it is time by legislation to 
tional debt took place? I will tell you why, sir. The bondholders | take away that power. If they have the power to bankrupt the 
had heard the voice of the people. _They had heard it through both | finances of the country, it is time to address ourselves to that ques- 
branches of Congress; they had heard the American people, by a | tion. I for one do not want to hold the prosperity of this country at 
large majority in both branches of Congress, say that they would | their willand pleasure. That is thesquare proposition of the Senator 
refund their debt at 3 per cent. interest; and because they could | from Connecticut. Thereis notaSenatorhere who will gainsay what 
not with safety adhere to the high rate of interest then accruing to | Iam stating. His proposition was that the national banks had the 
them, they concluded they would take the next best thing they could. | power to destroy the whole business prosperity of this country when- 
Then came about a new arrangement, without law, and in defiance | ever they saw fit to doso, but he thought they would not most likely 

of the expressed voice of the American people. do it. 
The Secretary of the Treas and the bondholders gathered to- And, sir, we have had a sort of kaleidoscope of questions passing 
gether in council. The bondholders knew they would be compelled | before our minds from one thing to another. The Senator from Ver- 
te refund the debt and take bonds at 3 per cent., and so concluded to | mont [Mr. EpMunDs] finally rose in his place, catechised my friend. 
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from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck, ] and wanted to know—that was the sub- 
stance of his remark—how we could get along without the banks; 
what he was going to do without them; what he was going to put 
in the place ef them. So we are confronted at last, Mr. President, 
with the proposition that the banks have the power to destroy this 
country upon fhe one hand, and upon the other by the Senator from 
Vermont that he really thinks it is not possible to get along on any 
other financial basis. I am not here to devise or promulgate or 
declare any other system of finance at this time. ‘Sufficient unto 
the day is the evil thereof.” But when the question of the recharter 
of the national bankscomes before this body, I trust it will be treated 
with care, with deliberation, and with firmness by men on all sides 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana yields 
to me for the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate on a motion 
to adjourn, he retaining the floor. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and ten minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 2, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
¥. D. Power. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


TELEPHONE IN HOUSE LOBBY. 


Mr. HAZELTON. I ask consent to present for immediate consid- 
eration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives is hereby author- 
ne - employ an additional page to take charge of the telephone in the House 

lobby. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will say in support of this resolution that 
there isno one charged with the duty of attending to the telephone 
now in the lobby, and there are constant calls upon the House and 
no one to respond or inform the House. The Doorkeeper says he can- 
not assign any one of his employés to that duty as they are all 
etherwise engaged. Thisis an absolute necessity and it willincrease 
the expense of the House very little. 

Mr. CANNON. I will suggest to the gentleman that the Depart- 
ment telegraph would seem to be sufficient. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that a report from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I wish to insert at the end of the resolution the 
words ‘‘to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

Mr. CANNO Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow this to 
go to the Committee on Accounts ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this does not come from a committee it ought 
to go to the Committee on Accounts. 

tr. BROWNE. Let the resolution be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read as it is proposed to 
be modified by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The resolution as modified was again read. 

Mr. BROWNE. That ought to go to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A resolution of that character ought certainly to 
be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is rather late now to make 
objections, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
te the resohition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin in offering the 
resolution asked consent for its immediate consideration, the resolu- 
tion was read from the desk and no objection was made. 

; Mr. HAZELTON. I asked consent at the time of offering the reso- 
ution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, however, inasmuch as the resolution 
has been modified and in the modified form has not been submitted 
to the House, will ask if there is objection to its present considera- 
tion? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana I 
do not think he will object if he will allow the resolution to be read 
again for information. I think there is perhaps some mistake in the 
minds of gentlemen as to the object of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object to the resolution, but such matters 
as this should dlways go to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that 
course, as this is a subject which should have immediate attention. 

Mr. HAWK. Will the Speaker cause the resolution as modified 
to be read oie ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first inquire if there is objection 
to the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Accounts, as 
the Chair understands the gentleman from Indiana objects to its 
present consideration. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


The Chair did not inquire if objection was made 
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Mr. HAZELTON. Very well. 
Accounts. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. Mr. Speaker, some days ago I gave notice that 
I should on this morning call up the apportionment bill for consid- 
eration. I find, however, that there has been considerable misunder- 
standing and trouble in obtaining the tables which form the basis of 
computation in the bill. It appears that the report of the committee 
has at the foot of it a memorandum referring to certain documents as 
being those tables, by whom placed there does not appear, but several 
snails with myself have made application for same and find that 
while the document there referred to forms a very large volume, full. 
of valuable information as to the public lands, there is not one word 
therein with reference to the census, or the tables based thereon which 
were desired. I therefore withdraw the notice for this morning and 
now give notice that I will callit up for consideration next Tuesday. 

Mr. CANNON. I regret to hear that the gentleman has abandoned 
the idea of calling up the apportionment bill this morning, and hope 
it will not be longer postponed. Many Legislatures are now in session, 
and it ought to receive immediate consideration. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. There has been application from both sides of 
the House that it be postponed till Tuesday, and for good grounds, 
as I have indicated. 

Mr. REAGAN. Are the tables which have been recently printed 
in the Recorp the tables to which the gentleman refers as forming 
the basis of this bill ? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Theyare. I will further say that it is my in- 
tention, Mr. Speaker, to press the consideration of the bill after it 
is called up on Tuesday next until its completion. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to give notice, in view of 
what the gentleman from New York has stated, that it is my pur- 
pose to call up the consular and diplomatic bill early next week and 
press its consideration. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CASWELL. With the intention of moving that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the further con- 
sideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill, I move the morning 
hour for the call of committees be dispensed with. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope the gentleman will yield to me to pre- 
sent a report from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Mr. CASWELL. I yield for that purpose. 


METRIC GOLD COIN “STELLA” AND GOLOID METRIC COIN. 


Mr. STEPHENS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 
113) to authorize a new metric gold coin for international use, to 
be known as the “ stella;” and the bill(H. R. No. 115) to authorize 
the coinage of the goloid metric dollar, two dollars, and fractions of a 
dollar, and also the coinage of the metric gold double-eagle, eagle, 
and half-eagle, all of standard value. 

Mr. STEPHENS. These are reported unanimously by the commit- 
tee. LIask that the report lie upon the table and the bills be placed 
9 the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. The committee recommend their passage. 

Mr. MILLS. If we are going to take up the time of the House in 
this way with unanimous consents, we had better have the morning 
hour and let the committees be called for reports. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Texas object to the 
introduction of this report ? 

Mr. MILLS. Ididnot. I was waiting for the report to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that there is any 
objection to the request*of the gentleman from Georgia. The report 
accompanying the bills will be printed. The Chair will ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia if the bills make an appropriation ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. There is an incidental appropriation—the 
amount expended necessarily to enable the coinage of the proposed 
coins. I think it had better go to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The bills will be referred to the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the 
reports printed. 


Let it go to the Committee on 


. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] 
moves to dispense with the morning hour for the call of committees. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The object of dispensing with the morn- 
ing hour might be stated to the House. 

The SPEAKER. It has been stated. 

The question being taken on Mr. CASWELL’S motion, there were 
ayes 52, noes not counted. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the morning 
hour was not dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the 
call of committees for reports. 

EXPORT TAX ON TOBACCO. 
Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, 


as a substitute for House bill No. 1773,'a bill (H. R. No. 3854) to 
repeal so much of section 3385 of the Revised Statutes as imposes 
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an export tax on tobacco; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
S. ROSENFELD & CO. 

Mr. HASKELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 652, a bill (H. R. No. 3855) for 
the relief of S. Rosenfeld & Co.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

‘ CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 824) for the relief of James D. Wood, 
and moved that the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back bills and a joint resolution of the following titles; and the com- 
mittee was discharged from the further ‘consideration of the same, 
and they were referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay: 

A bill (H. R. No. 139) to equalize bounties of soldiers of the war 
of the rebellion ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 239) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who 
served in the late war for the Union ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 275) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who 
served in the late war for the Union ; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No, 33) construing the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act further to regulate and provide for the enrolling 
— calling out the national forces, and for other purposes,” approved 

uly 4, 1864 ; 

® pill (H. R. No. 428) to equalize the bounties of soldiers and 
others who served in the late war for the Union; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1929) amending section 2427 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to extend the benefits of the bounty-land law to the 
volunteers who served in the Oregon and Washington Indian war 
of 1855 and 1856. 

SECOND LIEUTENANT E, E. DRAVO. 

Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1479) for the 
relief of Second Lieutenant E. E. Dravo; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MASTER ARMORER AT SPRINGFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
720) to fix the compensation of the master armorer at the national 
armory in Springficld, Massachusetts; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD M. ADAMS. 

Mr. SPAULDING, from the Committée on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2777) for 
the relief of Edward M. Adams; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN EDMOND G. FECHET. 

Mr. SPAULDING also, from the same committee, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2955) to correct 
the record of Captain Edmond G. Fechét; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

2 ALFRED H. THOMAS. 

Mr. SPAULDING also, from the same committee reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1618) to amend 
the war record of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. LEE. 

Mr. SPAULDING also, from same committee reported back with 
2 favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3335) for the relief 
of Mary A. Lee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
a as a substitute for bills of the following titles, which were 

aid on the table, a bill (H. R. No. 3856) to provide for the muster 

and pay of certain officers of the volunteer forces; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed : 

A bill Vr R. No. 46) for the relief of William A. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. No. 48) for the relief of Patrick Flynn; 

A bill (H. R. No. 138) for the relief of Eliza R. Weller; 
A bill (H. R. No. 180) for the relief of Albert A. North, with papers; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 189) for the relief of Robert Oliver, with papers; 
A bill (H. R. No. 250) for the relief of Jethro M. Boyd, with papers; 
A bill (H. R. No. 252) for the relief of Ira A. Blossom ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 298) for the relief of Ebenezer Knight ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 380) for the relief of James Gannon; 

A bill (H. R. No. 382) for the relief of Henry H. S aulding ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 383) for the relief of Cornelius W. Keifer, with 





apers ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 431) for the relief of James Dexter, with papers ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 433) for the relief of Thomas H. Soward, with 
papers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 441) for the relief of Nicholas W. New; 

A bill (H. R. No. 460) for the relief of Harry Fones ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 468) for the relief of John B. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of C. C. Roberts ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 764) for the relief of Lieutenant Jehu F. Wotring ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 769) for the relief of James Olmstead ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 771) for the relief of Joshua J. Fishburn; 

A bill (H. R. No. 823) for the relief of Edward P. Johnson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 889) for the relief of Wilber F. Chamberlain ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 901) for the relief of Giles J. Cockerill; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1076) for the relief of Richard Oulahan ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1111) for the relief of W. Scott Whitney ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1137) for the relief of Henry Osterheld ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1148) for the relief of Peter E. Palen; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1184) for the relief of John F. Wheeler ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1260) for the relief of James O. Imes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1300) for the relief of Henry Beckmann; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1339) for the relief of John O. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1361) for the relief of Robert S. Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1480) for the relief of Robert Hedian, with papers; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1481) for the relief of Charles Edwards, with 


papers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1482) for the relief of Simon F. Laurish, with 
papers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1483) for the relief of Stephen A. Boyden, with 
papers; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1484) for the relief of S. E. Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1528) for the relief of Samuel P. Fulton; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1541) for the relief of Mrs. Helena Hermans; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1574) for the relief of McHenry Bray ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1872) for the relief of Charles A. Stevens; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1905) for the relief of Benjamin F. Slaughter ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2030) for the relief of Thomas B. Atchison; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2038) for the relief of Thomas B. String; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2121) for the relief of Charles T. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2132) for the relief of James F. Blount; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2364) correcting the military muster-in of James 
G. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2777) for the relief of Edward M. Adams; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2795) for the relief of Alfred H. Lowe ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2799) for the relief of Melvin Seward, with papers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2873) for the relief of Captain Lewis Stoddard ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2880) for the relief of H. M. Sailors ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2898) for the relief of Rufus Ross ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2998) for the relief of Charles E, Brown, with 

apers ; 
. bill (H. R. No. 3042) for the relief of Lieutenant Paris L. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3173) for the relief of Robert H. Young; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3200) for the relief of Lewis I. Putnam. 

Also the following petitions and memorials: Petition of Wilhelm 
Wuthenow, for relief; petition of Frank A. Benter, for relief; peti- 
tion of S. C. Winfrey; petition of J “as W. Fisher; petition of 
George L. Key; memorial of Colonel 8. K. Patton; petition of John 
H. Edwards; petition of William M. Moore ; petition of David Bryan, 
for back pay as an officer of United States volunteers. 


SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT ASSOCIATION OF BIRMINGHAM, CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee gn Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the following bills; which 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2195) donating bronze cannon to the Soldiers’ 
Monument Association of Birmingham, Connecticut; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2202) donating condemned cannon and cannon- 
balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of Birmingham, Con- 
necticut. 

GEORGE A. STEVENS. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported ad- 
versely upon the bill (H. R. No. 1667) to restore George A. Stevens to 
his relative rank in the Navy of the United States; which was laid 
upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN A. M’CARTY. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. R. 
No, 81) authorizing the President of the United States to reappoint 
Stephen A. McCarty a lieutenant-commander in the Navy; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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LEASING OF ARID AND DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 2829, a bill (H. R. No. 3857) to provide 
for the leasing of arid and desert lands in the State of Colorado; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the. Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. DWIGHT. I desire to ask permission on behalf of the minority 
of the Committee on Public Lands to submit a report in opposition 
to this bill. The report is not yet ready, but will be submitted 
hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. An opportunity will be given for the minority to 
submit their views. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEXAS. 


Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 3858) to provide for the construction of a 
public building at Galveston, Texas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM R. PERDUE. 

Mr. JOYCE, Onthe 31st of January I eres adversely from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions the bill (H. R. No. 1468) granting a 
pension to William R. Perdue, which was laid upon the table. I ask 
consent now that the bill be taken from the table and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

AMANDA J. M’FADDEN. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 864) granting a pen- 
sion to Amanda J. McFadden; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WHALING VESSELS. 


Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3859) for the relief of the owners and crews of the American 
whaling vessels Mides, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and 
Europa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS 8S. BROOKS & CO. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2311) for the relief of Thomas 8. Brooks & 
Co., and moved that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RICHARD HAWLEY & SONS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the same committee, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendatiom the bill (H. R. No. 2431) for 
the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

EVANS, NICHOLS & CO. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the same committee, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2310) for the relief of Evans, Nichols & Co., 
and moved that the committee be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SILAS Q. HOWE. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2004) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner 
of William T. Pate & Co., and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Ways'and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN Q. LARMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MILLS also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3860) for the relief of John Q. Larman and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS M. JONES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2214) for the 
relief of Thomas M. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY WARE. 


Mr. HUTCHINS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 2373) for the relief of Henry Ware, and moved that 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that 


the same be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. By instruction of the Committee on 
Claims, I move that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1749) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Langley B. Culley, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN PENNINGTON. 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 735) for the relief of 
John Pennington; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL KAYLOR. 


Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the petition for the relief of Daniel Kaylor; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SIGNING OF WARRANTS BY POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Mr. PEELLE, from thé Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. No. 3527) to authorize the Postmaster-General to delegate author- 
ity to sign warrants; which was placed on the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The call of committees was continued and concluded, no further 
reports being presented. 


COMMITTEE ON PAYMENT OF PENSIONS, BOUNTY, AND BACK PAY. 


Mr. JOYCE. Iask unanimous consent to make a report for present 
consideration from the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay ask leave to report back a resolution for present consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. We will hear it read first. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the special committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay be discharged from the further consideration of all bills referred to said 
committee, and that said bills be returned to the House for reference to the appro- 
priate committees, under the rules. 


The SPEAKER. The report accompanying this resolution will be 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


The Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, to whom 
was referred the resolution just read, dated the 17th of January, 1882, have duly 
considered the same and ask to bedischarged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that said resolution be laid on the table. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know to what bills this resolu- 
tion refers. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that the resolution just read, 
which was introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CaLp- 
WELL, ] proposes that the Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay be discharged from the consideration of all bills that have been 
referred to them. The resolution was referred to that committee ; 
and the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Joyce] now reports it back 
with the recommendation contained in the report just read—that the 
resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I ask for the reading of the resolution under 
which the Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay was origin- 
ally created. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HARMER moved that the rules be suspended so as to enable him to submit, 
and the House to agree to, the following preamble and resolutions : 

Whereas it is a matter of public record that soldiers’ claims for pension to the 
auanee of _e hundred thousand are now pending in the Pension Ditice and un- 
se ; anc 

Whereas it is asserted by the Commissioner of Pensions that under the present 
system many fraudulent claims have been allowed and the settlement of meritori- 
ous claims delayed ; and 

Whereas it is alleged that bounty and back pay due under existing law to sol- 
— ve have served in the armies of the United States are due and unpaid: 

erefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America, ‘That 
a committee of seven members of this House be appointed by the Speaker whose 
duty it shall be to examine and inquire into the method and manner of the pay- 
ment of pensions, arrears of pensions, bounty and back pay, and to ascertain 
whether any irregularities exist in the payment of the same. 

And the said committee shall have further power to investigate any subject of 
complaint that may be lodged with them concerning the payment, rejection, or 
suspension of pensions, bounty, and back pay; to examine witnesses, to send for 
persons and papers, to employ aclerk, and to report the result of said investigation 
to this House, with a view to the enactment of such additional legislation as may 
correct existing defects, and as may be deemed necessary to protect the pensioners 
and soldiers of the Government in their rights. 

And be it further resolved, That the expenses of said committee shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, upon vouchers signed by the chairman of the 


said committee. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of the resolution 
which is now reported back I desire to say that a critical examina- 
tion of the resolution under which this committee was raised in the 
Forty-sixth Congress will satisfy any lawyer of the House that the 
committee has no jurisdiction over any bill whatever. The object 
in raising that committee (and I remember it distinctly) was to inves- 
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tigate the blocking of pension claims in the Pension Bureau and the 
ener of bounty claims in the Second Auditor’sOffice. By the reso- 


lution the committee was simply authorized to investigate the causes 
which produced that block. It is an investigating committee and 
has no legislative jurisdiction. Where is the jurisdiction of measures 
of legislation on these subjects vested? It is vested under the rules 
in the Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. But the jurisdiction of these two committees is being 
swept away by this special committee, which really has no jurisdic- 
tion to consider any bill whatever, unless by action of the House 
jurisdiction be specially conferred. 

Now, I was induced to offer, with a view of expediting the legisla- 
tion of this country, the resolution which has been reported back 
and is now pending in the House. If this Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay is to continue, under 
the ruling of the Chair, to take jurisdiction of these bills, then the 
resolution ought to be broadened so the committee may be entitled, 
under the order of the House, to take proper jurisdiction of them. 

Mr. JOYCE. It is not insisted jurisdiction shall be taken from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, or any other committee, by the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
There have been between forty and fifty bills referred to that select 
committee, and among them is a bill for the organization of pension 
courts, which is precisely the matter the gentleman from Kentucky 
says the committee was created originally to inquire in reference to. 
Among other bills which have been referred to that committee are 
bills concerning bounty to soldiers, land warrants, and modification 
or repeal of the arrearages act passed in 1879, and bills of a similar 
character. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I undertake to say where a bill has been re- 
ferred to a committee by the order of this House, it confers jurisdic- 
tion on that committee, which has accordingly the right to report on 
the matter to the House. It is then too late after the reference to 
raise any question of jurisdiction. I claim that every bill referred 
to this Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and by order of this House, gave jurisdiction to that 
committee and conferred upon it the power to consider the subject 
and to report what action should be taken by the House thereupon. 
It was on that ground the committee instructed me to report back 
the pending resolution and to move that it be laid upon the table. 

Now, if the gentleman from Kentucky has any proposition he wishes 
to submit for the consideration of the Committee on Rules in refer- 
ence to the jurisdiction of this select committee, I have no sort of 
objection to its being presented and referred to that committee. Ido 
not object now to have the House settle, at once and forever, what shall 
be the jurisdiction of this select committee, but when that is done I 
have the right to demand it shall be brought about in the proper way 
and through the proper channel. 

Mr. HASKELL. I find, Mr. Speaker, in the resolution by which this 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay was created thatit is given the power to investigate any subject 
of complaint which may be lodged with them in regard to the pay- 
ment or rejection or supervision of pensions, bounty, or back pay. 
That of itself is sufficent to give this committee jurisdiction of any 
single case referred to it. 

r.CALDWELL. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that the phraseology of the resolution to which he has just 
referred means a personal complaint lodged before that committee by 
any soldier. 

Mr. HASKELL. Certainly. The request by a single soldier that 
the law be corrected in so far as it applies to himself, and that he be 
given a pension notwithstanding the technicality of the law urged 
against him, of itself confers, under the terms of the resolution rais- 
ing the committee, jurisdiction to that committee to consider the 
ease. And the Speaker has ruled rightly in view of the enactment 
of proposed additional legislation ; that select committee should have 
jurtedietion of such matters as may be suggested to remedy existing 
defects or may be deemed necessary to perfect the provisions of 
existing law in reference to pensioners. 

Now, if it be desired by the House to change the rule, as has been 
suggested, of course that can be done by the House; but after this 
committee has been regularly organized, having under the rules a 
distinct jurisdiction, and is thoroughly competent to examine meas- 
ures referred to it, as no members will doubt for a moment after read- 
ing the resolution creating the committee, I do not see any good 
reason why that jurisdiction should be disturbed. Therefore I believe 
the resolution providing for the abolition of the select committee 
should be laid upon the table, as recommended by the gentleman from 
Vermont. 

There is evidently plenty of work for this committee, as well as for 
the other two Committees on Pensions and on Invalid Pensions. If 
there is any dispute as to the jurisdiction of this committee, if any- 
body wants to extend it or to limit it, of eourse he has the right to 
do so, with the consent of the House, in the proper way; but, as I 
have already stated, under the terms of the resolution creating the 
select committee, it certainly has the power to act on any individual 
case. .The Speaker has rightly ruled it should have jurisdiction in 
general cases, but if the committee chooses it confers upon it the 
authority to examine any single pension claim upon the complaint 
lodged by any soldier concerning the Pension Office. 





Mr. BLAND. Where would you draw the line of distinction be- 
tween the jurisdiction of this committee and the jurisdiction of the 
other committees ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Just exactly where the Speaker has drawn it, 
giving to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay those bills having a general character concerning the 
adjudication of pensions or the amendment of pension laws, as well as 
the hearing of individual complaints of soldiers. The committee has 
been rightly organized, and has been —_ legitimate jurisdiction, 
and up to date the Speaker has properly referred certain bills to it. 
— is no complaint, as I understand, in reference to the Speaker’s 
action. 

Mr. BROWNE. Itisclear, Mr. Speaker, there is some confusion as 
to the jurisdiction of this committee, and if the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is correct there certainly is conflict. of jurisdiction between the 
Committees on Invalid Pensions, and on Pensions, and the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. I 
can say, as one of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that we have 
before that committee more work than we can possibly do, and I 
should be glad to see part of it transferred to some other appropriate 
committee. If there be any question of the right of the committee 
of which the gentleman from Vermont is chairman, as to the juris- 
diction over the bills already committed to it, then I hope its powers 
will be enlarged so that doubt may be removed. And in order that 
the question of jurisdiction may be settled I move that the report be 
committed to the Committee on Rules. I hope that if there be a 
necessity for it, the Committee on Rules will see proper to enlarge 
the jurisdiction of the committee represented on the floor By the gen- 
tleman from Vermont. I shall be entirely willing to have removed 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions every class of bills relating 
to pensions except those that relate to individual claims for pensions. 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Speaker, a single word right here. It is now 
after the 1st of February, and we have a large number of important 
bills pending beforethat committee. It is of the utmost importance 
that if there is anything to be settled in regard to the question of 
jurisdiction—I did not suppose that there was—but if that question 
is to be settled it ought to be done at the earliest practicable mo- 
ment, so that the committee may be enabled to go on withthe aecu- 
mulated work which it now has to do. Because you can see, Mr. 
Speaker, and the House can see, that as long as the question of juris- 
diction is pending, of course it clogs all the business of the com- 
mittee, and we can do nothing, nor can we fix any distinct rule of 
action in reference to these claims. At the same time there is great 
pressure brought upon the committee and upon its individual mem- 
aoe to proceed with all dispatch to perform the work assigned to 
them. 

It seems that there is no necessity for referring this matter to the 
Committee on Rules. It is a matter that the House can settle now 
ina moment. Ifthe House will adopt the report of the committee 
here presented and lay this resolution upon the table, and let the 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay go 
on with their work and consider these bills and report, then the 
question of jurisdiction may be raised whenever we come into the 
House, if there is a bill that any gentleman thinks has been act. 
erly referred, and the committee will be glad to have it done. If, in 
the meantime, any gentleman has doubt about the jurisdiction of the 
committee that question may be raised in another form. The Com- 
mittee on Rules may-take cognizance of it; they may consider the 
subject. But under any circumstances I hope that there will be no 
further delay in permitting us to proceed with the business now 
pending before us. Some of this work is pressing and urgent. The 

eat body of it is work that should be immediately attended to. I 
Bes gentlemen, therefore, to settle the matter here and now, and 

rmit the committee to go on with the oo business. Therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to referring this question to the Commit- 
tee on Rules or to any other committee, but hope that the House will 
decide it here and now, so that we may go on with the work which 
is pressing upon us. 

t. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a single word in 
addition to what I have already said. I have not the slightest ob- 
jection to the reference of this question to the Committee on Rules. 
I shall be entirely satisfied with that reference if it is decided upon 
by the House. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentleman 
from Indiana insists upon his motion to refer this subject to the 
Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BROWNE. I feel some delicacy in this matter, inasmuch as I 
belong to both committees. I therefore withdraw the motion to 
refer to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I renew the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana, to refer it to the Committee on Rules. In 
making that motion I state, as I have already said, that I am per- 
fectly indifferent so far as the jurisdiction of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions is concerned. I was induced to offer the resolution 
simply to settle the question of jurisdiction between the two com- 
mittees under the rules of the House. 

Mr. HAWK. Let the report be read again. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion for reference, which 
is not debatable. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 61, noes 74. 
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Mr. BLAND. No quorum has voted. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the adoption of the report 
. of the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
Mr. BLAND. I have made the point that no quorum voted. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman from 
Missouri as making the point. If the gentleman insists the Chair 
will recognize him. 
Mr. BLAND. I made the point that no quorum had voted and 
- demanded tellers. 
The SPEAKER. TheChair did not hear the demand of the gentle- 
man for tellers, but will submit the question to the House. 
The House refused to order tellers, nineteen members only voting 
therefor. 
The question recurring on the adoption of the report of the Select 
‘ Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, the 
report was agreed to. 


Mr. JOYCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was | 


adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill making provision for the Post-Office 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

-on the state of the Union, Mr. CALKINS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the Post-Oflice appropriation bill. 
The Clerk will read the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of the Postmaster-General : 

For mail depredations and post-office inspectors, including amounts necessary 
for fees to United States marshals and attorneys, $200,000. And not exceeding 
$5,000 of this amount may be expended for fees to United States attorneys, marshals, 
clerks of courts, and counsel necessarily employed by the post-office inspectors of 
the Post-Office Department, subject to approval by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is an increase in thisitem over the amount 
appropriated last year of $25,000. I ask the gentleman from Wiscon- 

sin to as briefly as possible give the committee the reasons for that 
increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin proceeds 
the Chair desires to state that order must be preserved in the com- 
mittee for the purpose of considering this subject. The Chair will 
ask members to remain in their seats, or if they desire to converse 
to go into the cloak-rooms. The Chair gives notice now that he is 
determined to maintain order in the further discussion of this bill. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania I will say that the committee took into consid- 

. eration the increase of the mail service throughout the country, and 
the wants and necessities of the Department for further inspection. 
It is said their force heretofore for this purpose has been insufficient, 
and that they desire to extend their inspection of the offices, espe- 
cially of first and second class offices. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a large percentage of increase, that is all. 

Mr. CASWELL. There is an increase of $25,000; but it was be- 
lieved that owing to difficulties which have sprung up in this service 
@ very thorough and close inspection should be had of the first and 
second class offices. And the further duty is assigned to these in- 

: Spectors of examining closely the bonds of the postmasters, and it 
is believed not to be wise to cut down the estimates of the Depart- 
ment in any steps they might see fit to take in furtherance of honesty 
and geod conduct in the service generally. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The increase asked for the current year under this 
head was regarded as an exceedingly liberal one at the time and I had 
hoped that the committee would find the amount for the current fiscal 

_year sufficient for the next. An examination of the expenditures for a 
period of years under this head shows a very great uniformity. In 
1881 the amount was $140,000 ; in 1880, $143,000; in 1879, $140,000. A 
uniform sum has run along for a period of several years and has been 
regarded as sufficient until the current year, when there was a con- 
siderable increase. It does seem to me that the per cent. of increase 

on this item is much larger than there is any occasion for. 

Mr. RANDALL. The increase in 1882 over 1881 was $25,000. Now 
we have an addition for the next year of $25,000 more. The same 

.xate of increase is not shown for any prior year back to 1877. That 
is the reason I directed the attention of the gentleman having charge 
of the bill to the matter. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

Office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General : 

For compensation to postmasters, $8,800,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is an increase in this item of $1,000,000 
over the appropriation of last year. I think the amount is so large 


that it is due to the House and due to the country that the gentleman 

in charge of the bill should give the reasons for so large an increase 
-28 $1,000,000. 

Mr. CASWELL. During the year 1881 there were expended for 

A deficiency will arise for th 


that service $8,298,742.79. at year in 











that branch of the service of $798,742.79. Now, it is perfectly appa- 
rent that there will be another deficiency for the current year, and a 
very large one, too, and my greatest fear is that the amount reported 
by the committee, which was the entire amount estimated by the 
Department, will be insufficient. And I say here we may expect, 
and reasonably expect, with the great increase of service which is 

oing on in the railway service, that there will be a very large 
deficiency, and that this amount is insufficient. There will be, 
according to the estimates of the Department, an increase of 8,000 
mniles of the railway service during the current year. If this increase 
goes on it is very clear that the amount named in this bill will be 
insufficient for the service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Wisconsin gives as a reason 
for the large increase in the item of compensation to postmasters the 
enormous extension of the railway system and the corresponding 
necessary increase in the number of postmasters. I would like to ask 
the gentleman if it be true that the railroads are extending at a rate 
of increase far beyond anything in the history of the country, mak- 
ing a large increase of postmasters necessary, how is it that at the 
same time the committee recommended only an increase of $75,000 in 
the item of additional railroad service ? 

Mr. CASWELL. The whole confusion arises on account of my 
friend from Georgia not waiting till I got through with my explana- 
tion. LI referred to that by way of showing the enormous increase in 
the mail service ; and now I will reply to the gentleman more specific- 
ally. The compensation of postmasters is fixed by law. Now there 
are fifteen hundred more this year than there were last. Their duties 
and the income of their offices are constantly increasing, and their 
salaries are constantly on the increase by reason of the increase of the 
service which is rapidly growing through the entire country; not 
only the railway mail service but on all the star routes. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, there can be no doubt whatever but there will be a de- 
ficiency in this amount which is allowed for compensation for post- 
masters. But suppose the amount stated in the bill should be in 
excess of the amount required, there is no money lost; it is simply 
covered back into the Treasury. As the salaries of postmasters aro 
all fixed by law, there can be no difference made by the amount of 
money appropriated. According to the estimate made here and the 
best figures we are able to obtain, there will be a large deficiency at 
the next session of Congress following this bill. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move to amend the pending paragraph by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ $8,800,000” and inserting in lieu thereof “$9,548,000 ;” so 
that it will read: 


allow me to 


For compensation to postmasters, $9,548,060. 


I move that amendment because it is fair, and in supporting it I 
propose to answer the question of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

LOUNT] and to inform the House of the true status of this matter. 
It is true, as my colleague on the Committee on Appropriations, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. CASWELL, ] has said, that the com- 
pensation of postmasters is fixed by law and regulates itself accord- 
ing to the amount of business transacted by them. A certain com- 
mission is deducted from their receipts; but according to every rea- 
sonable computation the estimate of the last Postmaster-General for 
this purpose is $848,000 too low. 

Let us look at the expense of the past. The increase of business 
and consequent increase of compensation for the year 1879 was 7.4 
per cent., and for the year 1880 it was 7.5 per cent. Weare making 
appropriations on estimates two years in advance. We have no 
statement of expenditures for this year, and are making appropria- 
tions for the next year. Therefore if the increase is in the same pro- 

ortion next year that it was last year, and everybody admits that 
it will be at least as great, we must estimate for 15 per cent. increase 
over last year. The amendment I propose is to provide for that 15 
per cent. increase. 

It makes no difference to the Treasury ; it makes no difference to 
the postmasters or to the Postmaster-General whether you vote this 
increase now or not. The only difference will be in the apparent 
deficiency, which must be provided for at the end of the next fiscal 
year. There is a system apparent in the estimate of this year for 
this Department of estimating too low for things which the law re- 
quires and the cost of which it fixes, so as to leave the incoming 
administration to hold the bag; and when there is found to be.a de- 
ficiency in the appropriation it will be said, ‘‘ We estimated very 
much less than that; how extravagant you must be because you 
have not kept within our estimates.” 

I desire that we shall meet the issue just here and now fairly, and 
to put into this bill exactly what we know will be required; leaving 
the law to stand on its own strength, and provide in the appropria- 
tion bill for the results which we know will follow from the opera- 
tion of the statutes already in force. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] 
says there is likely to be acharge that the action of the last Congress 
in making a deficiency appropriation was intended to create a con- 
trast to the disadvantage of the incoming administration in this item 
of compensation of postmasters. It is needless’ for me to reply to 
that suggestion. The record ef the other side of the House would 
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gain nothing by theissue. When the Democrats obtained possession 
of this House we had transmitted us in the shape of deficiencies over 
$15,000,000. I care nothing about this issue ; that is not the object I 
had in view. 

When the item of compensation for postmasters was up for consid- 
eration during the last session of the last Congress, I then thought 
that the amount appropriated was too small. I thought also that the 
amount appropriated for compensation of railroads was too small, 
and insisted, so far as my opinion went, that the amount should be 
enlarged. 

It is not strange that other gentlemen differ with me. In 1879 the 
item for compensation of postmasters was $7,182,000; the next year 
it was $7,708,000, and the next year it was $8,298,000. The increase 
was in very nearly the same proportion as of preceding years. 

I then regarded that in that item there must necessarily be an ex- 
traordinary increase. There never had been before such an increase 
in the extent of additional railroads. The current year shows astill 
larger increase, and no man can tell what it will be next year. It 
has gone beyond the computation of any one and beyond the estimate 
of any ofticial. 

Therefore, I think that in whatever we may do we ought to fix the 
amount neenegeinnt. not with reference to the advantage of one 
party or the advantage of another, but with reference to a just and 
correct conclusion upon the subject. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. RospEson] is right in saying 
that the amount appropriated makes no difference to the postmasters 
or to the Post-Office Department, for the compensation is fixed by 
law. Therefore there is no advantage in making the appropriation 
either high or low except in the matter of accounting with these 
officers and with the Department, for the compensation of the post- 
masters is withheld from the revenues of their office. 

Now, when we are making up these bills I think it is but proper 
that we should fix these items upon reasonableterms. Iam satisfied 
that if the current year shall show a greater deficiency in the item 
appropriated for compensation of postmasters, and an increase in the 
progress of railroad building and the consequent multiplication of 
offices now going on, it will be found that the amount contained in 
this item is far short of what we may reasonably expect may be re- 
quired. So far as the deficiency of $800,000 referred to is concerned 
I have no doubt it was an honest mistake. Thereis always a mistake 
in.reference to this very item. Lrecollect very well that in the Forty- 
fourth Congress a deficiency appropriation of $700,000 was made for 
the compensation of postmasters. There has been more irregularity 
in the increase of this item than of any other item in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment has been 
exhausted. 

Mr. MONEY. I move to strike out the last word. In the matter 
of the compensation of postmasters the question is simply whether 
they shall be provided for in the regular appropriation bill for the 
Post-Office Department or by a deficiency bill. They must be pro- 
vided for in either the one way or the other. 

There should be no difficulty in providing the sum necessary for 
the next fiscal year in the bill appropriating for the postal service. 
As has beenremarked, the compensation of these postmasters is fixed 
by law, and is based on the amount of business done in their respective 
offices. 

The compensation of postmasters in the aggregate must go pari 
passu with the increase of business in the Post-Office Department. 
It is estimated that the increase of business in the Department for 
the next fiscal year willreach somewhere between 15 and 16 percent. 
The amount, therefore, that should be fixed in this bill for compensa- 
tion of postmasters need not be a matter of conjecture. An estimate 
of 15 per cent. upon the business done will show, if not exactly, by 
@ very close epreanetios, the sum necessary to be appropriated 
for the pay of these postmasters. 

I leave out of account the number of new post-offices to be estab- 
lished annually, there having been about one thousand five hundred 
in the last twelve months. I do not care as to the increase of num- 
bers, for it hasnothing to do with the estimate at all. The calculation 
is to be based upon the amount of business done. The increase of 
compensation must be strictly in proportion to the increasing busi- 
ness. Itneed not, then, bea matter of mere guess-work. For this reason 
I.favor the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey, that 
amendment being, as I understand, the result of agomputation based 
upon the increase of business. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to agree either with 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] or the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat, [Mr. MoNEy.] The amount proposed 
in the bill may be too low; but in my opinion the amount they pro- 
pose is too high. The gentleman who has just taken his seat says if 
we find the increase of revenues we can then reach a correct result 
by adding the same per cent. for increased compensation of postmas- 
ters. In this I am satisfied he is mistaken; for while that mode of 
calculating may be correct as to the smaller offices, it is not so as to 
the large offices, where most of the revenues are collected, because in 
the large offices after the salary reaches $4,000 the increased com- 
pensation of the postmaster is not in proportion to the increased rev- 
enue of the office, except by a very small percentage. Hence it does 
not follow and is not true that the increase in this item will keep 
nace with the increase of revenues. 
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The amount expended under this head last year was $8,298,000 ; 
the expenditure this year, as we estimate, will be $8,550,000—an in- 
crease as gentlemen will see of only about three hundred thousand 
dollars. Now, the amount for next year, as I believe, will not reach 
over $9,000,000. While we were inclined to think that this estimate 
of the Postmaster-General might possibly be a little too low, we cer- 
tainly did not think it was so to the extent that has been alleged. IL 
think the safer course for us is to appropriate fully up to the amount 
of the estimate, and then as these parties are entitled to payment at 
any rate from the revenues they collect, see whether next year there 
shall be any deficiency, and if so, appropriate for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment to the amendment 
is exhausted. 

Mr. MONEY. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. ROBESON. Irenewthe pro forma amendment. Ido not care 
particularly whether this item be increased or not, because it makes 
no difference to any postmaster in the country, nor any difference to 
the Treasury, whether we make the increase or not at thistime. In 
offering my amendment I have stated that the estimate, according to 
ordinary calculation, is at least $748,000 too small. The ratio of in- 
crease in 1879, as I have said, was 7.4 per cent.; in 1880, 7.5 percent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In reaching that ratio does the gentleman take 
into account the revenues of the offices where the postmasters are 
salaried ? 

Mr. ROBESON. No, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Verywell; then how can the estimate be correct ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I take into account only the actual increase of 
the pay of postmasters during two years I have mentioned, making 
for the two years 15 per cent. Now, even if there be no further in- 
crease in ratio, there must be for the year for which we are now pro- 
viding, after a lapse and consequent increase of two years, an increase 
of at least 15 per cent. over the year 1881. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. Since these estimates were printed has there been 
any written estimate sent in by the head of the Department asking 
for this increase? : 

Mr. ROBESON. No, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then the increase is proposed on the authority of 
the gentleman himself ? 

Mr.ROBESON. Entirely upon myown authority. I proceed upon 
a mathematical computation; and it is a legal principle that that is 
certain which can be rendered certain by computation. 

Now, I do not care anything about this amendment. I have only 
offered it so that when the next bill comes up it shall not lie in the 
mouth of anybody to say that there has occurred a deficiency which 
ought to have been foreseen and provided for. I am willing to with- 
draw my amendment, now that the statement is before Congress and 
the country. 

Mr. ATKINS. I was about to say that, as has been stated by the 
| epson 92 from New Jersey and other members, the Committee on 

ppropriations has given in the bill the full estimate for this item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey, as the Chair 
understands, withdraws his pro forma amendment and also his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $4,235,000. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I submit the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend by striking out ‘‘ thirty-five’ in line 31, and insertin 
“‘ thirty,” and by adding after the word “ dollars,” at the end of 
following words: ‘‘ Provided, That of such sum $25,000, or somuch thereof as ma 
be necessary, shall be ss by the proper officers of the Post-Office De 
ment in purchasing the Leavitt or other letter-canceling and post-marking ma- 
chine for the use of first-class post-offices, if in the opmion of the Postmaster- 
General the machines can be made useful and profitable in the dispatch of busi- 
ness in the said first-class offices.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order to the amendment that 
it is new legislation and not in order on a general appropriation bill, 
as it does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. SHELLEY. [ ask for the ruling of the Chair on that point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion the amendment 
moved by the gentleman from Alabama is obnoxious to clause 3 of 
Rule XXI, which provides that no provision in any general appro- 

riation bill or amendment thereto changing existing law shall be 
in order unless it retrenches expenditure in one of three ways. This 
does not purport to come within the provision of the rule, and there- 

fore, the point of order having been made, it must be ruled out. 

Mr. SHELLEY. It does reduce expenditure and does come, in my 
judgment, within the requirement of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in the nature of new legislation, and does 


in lieu thereof 
© same line, the 


not, on its face, purport to reduce expenditure. 
Mr. SHELLEY. It absolutely reduces the amount of the appro- 
priation some five thousand dollars. ; 
| Mr. CANNON. 


It is not germane. 
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Mr. ATKINS. And, under the rules, it would have to come from 
a@ committee. 

Mr. SHELLEY. The object is to give the Postmaster-General 
authority to take advantage of any labor-saving machine which may 
be presented tohim. Itcandonoharm. Itleavesthe matter within 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General. Itis in the interest of econ- 
omy in the management of the postal arrangements of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is still of opinion the amendment is 
in the nature of new legislation, and does not fall within the clause 
of the rule referredto. There are but three ways in which an amend- 
ment can comein: one is by reduction of salaries of officers ; secondly, 
by reduction of money to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States to any person; and, thirdly, by reduction of the amount appro- 
priated by the bill. This is in the nature of new legislation, and 
does not come within either of the provisions of the rule. As the 
Chair has, however, some doubt on the subject, it will submit the 
question to the committee. 

Mr, SHELLEY. It reduces expenditure $5,000. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask forthe reading of the amendment, which will 
show that it does reduce expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the gentleman from Alabama does not ask 
for the submission of the question to the committee, the Chair will 
sustain the point of order and rule the amendment out. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wouldsuggest the amendment of the gentleman 
from Alabama would come in more properly in lines 42 and 43 of the 
same section, which provides for miscellaneous and incidental items, 
$90,000. Under that we include postmarking and canceling stamps. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Very well; I will withdraw the amendment for 
the time being. 

Mr. WHITE. I move the following amendment: In lines 30 and 
31 strike out “$4,235,000,” and in lieu thereof insert “$5,000,000.” 
And in the first place I desire to ask the gentleman having this bill 
in charge whether I am correct in saying this compensation for clerks 
in post-offices also includes compensation for additional clerk hire 
so often desired in small distributing offices in sparsely settled por- 
tions of the country. 

Mr. CASWELL. There will be an addition of clerk hire covered. 

Mr. WHITE. Then, Mr, Chairman, I desire tospeak to my amend- 
ment. Now, if I understand the bill correctly, it proposes to make 
an appropriation to cover the necessary expenses shown by past ex- 
perience. Appropriations heretofore made have not been sufticient to 
cover the class of cases to which I now propose to call attention. Itis 
avery common thing in the small post-offices for the postmaster, who 
is poorly paid, tocall upon the Post-Office Department for additional 
clerk hire, or for additional compensation for the expense and 
trouble he is put to by having the mails distributed. It isunfair to 
this class of postmasters, who are poorly paid not only in sparsely- 
settled portions of Kentucky, but elsewhere in the country, and who 
really keep the post-offices for the accommodation of the public, re- 
ceiving no compensation commensurate with the labor they perform 
and the responsibility they incur, not to make an appropriation to 
meet the necessities of their cases. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the gentleman from Kentucky aware there 
wee vere to be additional legislation to provide for that class of 
eler 

Mr. WHITE. I asked that question of the gentleman in charge of 
the bill, and understood him to say that such would not be the case. 
If I understand the communications from the Post-Office Department 
the answer has invariably been, when request has been made for 
additional clerical hire, that there was no appropriation to cover it. 
The object of my amendment is to make such an appropriation. We 
provide for the star-route service, we provide for the large offices, 
we provide for everything according to past experience, and now 
that past experience compels me to believe, so far as the small post- 
offices in sparsely-settled regions of the country are concerned, some 
additional appropriation is necessary, and I hope the committee will 
give me their attention fora moment. It is to ask them to do justice 
to the class of postmasters who have heretofore not received just 
compensation. Why, Mr. Chairman, some of the small postmasters 
in my State who give a half day or more to the Government busi- 
ness have their compensation regulated by the number of stamps they 
sell. It may be that in such cases very few stamps are sold in these 
offices in the course of the year, and there is no other way of getting 

ay for the services of these officers. Now, some of these postmasters 
ve to work from morning until noon, or from noon until night, or 
from night until one as the case may be, to distribute the mails; 
or they may be compelled, as is frequently the case, to employ some- 
y to assist them to discharge the duties of the offices orelse throw 

up the office altogether. It is not at all unreasonable to suppose that 
there are cases where the postmaster is compelled to pay out more 
for this clerical service than he receives from the Government; and 
I make the point that it is not fair, it isnot just, nor is it honorable 
in this Congress to ask that class of men to do their work for nothing. 

The clerk in an office the size of Lexington, Kentucky, will have 
an assistant under this bill—an additional clerk at fair compensation 
for his services. The same amount of work that this additional clerk 
would do is done in many of these smaller offices, where the total 
salary of the postmaster does not exceed $50 a year. Many of these 
small postmasters do more work than this additional clerk in the 
Lexington post-office is required to do, and get $50 or $100 a year. 


Go to Covington, in my own State—and I keep within my own State, 
because I have a right to talk of it—and there you have a letter-car- 
rier system which every year brings the Government in debt. But 
Ido not object to that. American citizens have the right to this 
free delivery, and I think it is a good system; but my point is that 
these small postmasters throughout the country have rights which 
should be recognized and respected as wellas other classes of citizens. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say a word to urge 
upon the committee the importance of doing justice, not only to the 
class of men to whom the gentleman from Kentucky alludes—the 
small postmasters throughout the country—but to the clerks in post- 
offices, for itis a fact that we may ascertain by investigation that 
the clerks in the post-offices throughout this country are the poorest 
paid men in the United States service. In my own town I know the 
clerks work there from twelve to seventeen hours a day, and the 
highest salary paid any one clerk in that office is about eight hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. It is injustice to them to pay such a meager 
sum. It is not a fair compensation for the service rendered; and it 
will not be claimed that it is in any way a fair or reasonable com- 
pensation for the amount of work done for the Government. We 
ought to give the Postmaster-General sufficient money to pay a fair 
compensation to these men throughout the country, and to require 
that they shall be ey paid and justly dealt with. So much in 
regard to the small post-offices. 

Now, a word in response to the gentleman from New York. I think 
he is mistaken, and that there is power lodged in the Postmaster- 
General to allow clerk hire for these cross-roads officés, and known 
as distributing offices; and this fund provided in this bill, as I under- 
stand it, is for the purpose of paying clerk hire in large towns and 
cities, as well as at these distributing offices where a small appro- 
priation amounts to nothing and where the labor is hard and exacting. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOYCE. Imovetostrikeout the last word. Mr. Chairman, in 
that portion of the country where I live, our post-office matters are 
well regulated and settled, so that it is seldom that we have occa- 
sion toapply to Congress or to the Department, and ask for anything. 
But in this matter of clerk hire we are somewhatinterested. Ithink 
there are two or three post-offices in my district where additional 
clerk hire is required. In these cases I know that the postmasters 
as well as clerks in the offices are overworked. Knowing this to be 
a fact, when application is made to the Post-Office Department for 
additional clerk hire for these offices I am met with the response 
that they have no money which can be applied to these offices for 
additional clerical service. Now, I know the post-office in my own 
town is one of the best managed in the country. The postmaster is 
one of the most efficient officers in the Government service, and I 
know that no man with the present force at his disposal ¢an do that 
work with justice to himself. But when I go to ask for additional 
clerk hire for Rutland, or Middlebury, or any post-office in my dis- 
trict, Iam met with the constant response that there is no money. 
Now, Iam getting sick of that, and I want to know from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations whether when we pass this amount of 
$4,235,000 it will enable usto goto the Department and ask for such 
clerks as I have here referred to with a reasonable expectation of 
getting a favorable responser If there is any prospect of that I wish 
to be satisfied, and I would like to get an answer from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman repeat his question ? 

Mr. JOYCE. My question is whether, if we pass the amount appro- 
priated here for clerk hire, and if this amount is allowed, whether 
when we go to the Post-Office Department and ask for a few hundred 
dollars for extra clerk hire we shall still be met with the same re- 
sponses that have been heretofore received, that there is no money 
for this purpose and that we cannot get it ? 

Mr. HOUK. If we vote them the money they have the power to 
give it to us. 

Mr. JOYCE. Then let us do it. 

Mr. CASWELL. In the year 1881 there was expended for clerk 
hire $3,776,000. For the present fiscal year there will doubtless be a 
deficiency of $50,000, although the appropriation was $3,850,000. 
There is reported in this bill an additional amount of $385,000 in- 
tended for the hire of clerks in addition to the force which is now 
employed. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Will that meet deficiencies that are behind now ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Not at all; it has no reference to deficiencies. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Is that equal to the amount 
called for by the Department for this item ? 

Mr. CASWELL. It is exactly the amount which the Postmaster- 
General has asked us to appropriate. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
that is what the Department wants. 

The question being taken on the pro forma amendment it was not 


agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to strike out the lasttwo words. I want 
to say to the gentleman in charge of the bill that this item is not, like 
the last item, regulated by law, and hence subject to exact computa- 
tion, but that it is within the discretion of the Postmaster-General in 
the expenditure of the money. There is no excuse for a deficiency at 
any time in this item, and a Postmaster-General who permits a higher 


I think we can rest on that if 
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rate of expenditure during six months of the year under this item than 


is covered relatively by the appropriation performs an act in utter 
violation of existing law. The amount that is asked to be appropri- 
ated is exactly what the estimate is. I read inthe report of the Post- 
master-General in connection with this item the following : 

Tho estimate for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, was $3,850,000, and a similar 


amount was appropriated. For the coming year the estimate for this purpose is 
increased in the sum of $385,000, or 1 per cent.— 


That is a mistake ; it should be 10 per cent.— 


over the spgrepcition for the present year, and $558,243.78 over the expenditures 
of the past fiscal year. 


I think, therefore, there is no occasion whatever to increase, as has 
been proposed, this amount, The committee givetheestimate. The 
Postmaster-General has no right to increase that expenditure on his 
own discretion. There is no excuse for it. It is a violation of law, 
and impeachable. 

Now, I do not belong to that class who expect the Post-Office De- 

artment to be renumerative to the Government. The Post-Office 

epartment perhaps is the most important one in the Government to 
the citizen. It reaches all citizens almost—certainly all citizens of 
mature years. In that view itis perhaps more important than any 
of the other Departments of the Government. Yet, there should be 
strict economy wherever economy can be exercised; and wherever 
we give this discretion there is the place to exercise economy. I do 
not believe that an increase or what seems to be an increase of 
$558,243.78 over the expenditures of the past fiscal year will be in- 
adequate to meet the expenditures under this head of the coming 
fiscal oor I hope, therefore, the amendment to increase will not 

revail. 
* Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. There is no deficiency for the present year up 
to this time under this head. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did nof say there was. 

Mr. CANNON. Of course if the money is not required it will not 
be expended. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Massachusetts suggested 
something about a deficiency ; and I wanted to say in reply to that 
suggestion there was no excuse for a deficiency. 

r. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The gentleman misunderstood 
me if he means this gentleman from Massachusetts. The remark was 
made by some other gentleman, not by me. 

Mr. RANDALL. Some gentleman said something about a defi- 
ciency, and I understood it was the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
I accept the correction. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish tosay, in further reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that this is an item that may well be increased or de- 
creased by the increase or decrease of the revenue. I explained a 
moment ago why it was not proposed to increase the postmasters’ 
salaries as the revenues increase, because as the revenues increase 
the compensation of postmasters does not increase to any appreciable 
amount. But as regards clerk hire, where the postal business in- 
creases increased work has to be done, and the clerk hire represents 
that; so that it is fair to increase this item with the increase of the 
revenue. 

This item is based on an increase of 16 per cent. over the revenues 
of last year; that is 8per cent. for each of the two years, this year 
and the next. This amount which we have recommendedisless than 
16 per cent., yet it is all that is estimated for. Still, I think it is 
all needed. I do not think we are called upon to vote anything in 
addition to the estimate, so that Iam not in favor of the amend- 
ment which the gentleman from Kentucky offers, and I think it 
should be voted down. At the same time I do not think the item 
should be decreased, and as there is no proposition to decrease I shall 
say no more. 


- Mr. RANDALL. My object was to oppose the idea that the Post- 


master-General had a right to expend more money when his dis- 
cretion was called into action than was appropriated. A deficiency 
mit be created by the execution of law, but in no other way. 

Mr, CANNON. Of course he has no right to expend money unless 
appropriated. 

Mr, RANDALL. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNtT] has 
been soe 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew the pro forma amendment. On one oc- 
casion, discussing with the First Assistant Postmaster-General the 
item of compensation for clerksin post-offices throughout the country, 
he said to me he could get along very well himself with the amount 
that we were disposed to recommend; that members of Congress 
would not be satisfied, but that it was a convenient thing to him to 
be able to say, “I have not the money to give you the additional 
force.” TL imagine it is quite a convenient thing in the proper ad- 
ministration of that office oftentimes to be able to say to gentlemen 
who are urging additional clerical force in the various oftices of the 
country, and who are themselves being urged by those behind them, 
their constituents, that ‘we have not money enough.” Ihad thought 
inthe outset toask the Committec of the Whole to reduce the amount 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations in this item, for 
it is extraordinarily large. In 1879 there was spent for this purpose 


$3,413,000; in 1880 about $150,000 more, or the sum of $3,567,000, and 

in 1881 there was spent the sum of $3,676,000. It is proposed here to 

seabene the appropriation for clerical force alone by the amount of 
,000. 

For the current fiscal year the amount asked for by the Department 
was allowed, although it was very large, because it was alleged that 
there had not been allowed before as much as should have been 
allowed. In addition to that a most extraordinary and unprece- 
dentedly large increase has been made for oe for postal 
cars, route agents, mail-route messengers, &c. In this very bill there 
is a large increase for that item. For the last two years there has 
been a larger increase for distributing mails on the cars than for a 
long period of time before. 

In considering the need of clerical force in these offices we cannot 
avoid considering the fact that the mails are not all handled and 
distributed in these offices. On the contrary, more and more year 
by year they are being handled on the trains. 

Instead of asking a reduction of the amount recommended in this 
item, as I had intended, I shall unite with the Committee on Ap propri- 
ations and endeavor to help them if I can to restrain my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. WHITE.] I think the committee have gone beyond 
what is fair and reasonable, but I will take the less of the two evils 
and —_ rt the Committee on Appropriations. 

‘a a ELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion 


Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is it not true that for the last four years the 
amount of this item asked for by the Postmaster-General has in every 
instance proved to be too small? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That depends upon who is to judge about it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask whether as a fact the amount appropriated 
for this item each year has not proved to be too small ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. YI do not think it has, though I know other gentle- 
men complain. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The amount appropriated last year falls short, it 
is said, by $50,000 of the amount estimated for this year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand how the gentleman arrives at 
that conclusion. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has 
already said there has been no deficiency, and to the credit of the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General since I have been in Congress I 
will say that there has been no deficiency in the matter of compen- 
sation of clerks. 

Mr. DUNNELL. [understood the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
CASWELL] to say that there was a deficiency. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand how the gentleman gets at 


that. 

Mr. CASWELL. Allow me to explain the point in reference tothe 
deficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend- 
ment has been exhausted. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] withdraw his pro forma amendment ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido. 

Mr. CASWELL. Allow me to say that the Postmaster-General 
simply asked this Congress to appropriate $50,000 additional as a 
deficiency for clerk hire during the present fiscal year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not see why the Postmaster-General may not, 
in this instance, do as he has always done. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole except that of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. WHITE,] and the Chair understands that he desires to modify 
his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
posed to be modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn lines 30 and 31 strike out ‘‘ $4.235,000 ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $5,000,000 ;”” 
and add to the clause the following : 

‘Eight hundred thousand dollars of which shall be applied, in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General, for post-offices of class 4.” 

Mr. CANNON. I reserve all points of order on that amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In answer to the gentleman in charge of this bill, 
[Mr. CASWELL, ] who says that there is a deficiency for the current 
fiscal year, I desire to say that if any deficiency shall cccur it will 
be the first time there has been any maladministration in regard to 
this matter since I have been a member of Congress. Whenever the 
officer in charge of that fund has seen that it was being expended too 
rapidly and out of proportion to the appropriation for the year, he 
has abated the expenditures to that extent. 

Mr. HOUK. Cut down the wages of the clerks in order to keep 
within the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNoNn] 
raises a point of order on the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky as it has been modified. The gentleman will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. CANNON. It is that the amendment as modified changes ex- 
isting law and does not retrench expenditures. It changes existing 
law in this, that it provides for clerks in offices of the fourth class, 
and under existing law those offices are not entitled to elerks. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say, in reply to the gentleman: from 
Illinois, [Mr. CANNON,] that he misunderstands the amendment if 


The Clerk will read the amendment as pro- 
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he construes it in that way. The Postmaster-General, I desire to 


uN 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the point of order? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, upon the point of order. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, to all inquiries by members of Congress for additional clerk 
hire in any post-offices, no matter where, always replies that the ap- 
propriation for that purpose is too small, if he denies the application. 
He says that he has not the appropriation for the purpose. 

My amendment simply directs the Postmaster-General to use a cer- 
tain part of the sum for a purpose already a for bylaw. If 
the law does not permit him now to make the expenditure, why then 
does he reply to applications for such expenditures “TI have not the 
money?” The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is clearly wide 
of the mark. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now, if the gentleman from Kentucky will 
add to his amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] on his point of order. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I would like to offer an amendment which 
will remove the ground for the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman from 
Tlinois upon his point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. In addition to what I have already said, I wish to 
say that the amendment does appropriate $800,000 for clerk hire, and 
authorizes the Postmaster-General to use it at offices of the fourth 
class. Thatis a change of existing law, because the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has now no power under the law to allow clerk hire at offices of 
the fourth class, or at any other office where the salary is less than 


000. 

Mr. WHITE. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Did not I ask the gentleman before the debate began 
on this amendment whether this clause did not cover such expend- 
itures in the Post-Office Department; and does not the gentleman 
remember to have answered me in the affirmative ; and, furthermore, 
does not the gentleman know that when the Postmaster-General has 
the money he does make allowance for additional clerk hire at these 
distributing offices? Certainly the gentleman knows that; and if 
that be true, the amendment is clearly legitimate upon this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I stand upon the amendment itself and upon the 
law as it is. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment—to add the words ‘‘ designated as distributing offices.” That 
will bring the amendment within the rule. 

Mr. WHITE. I accept that as a modification of my amendment, 
and thank the gentleman for the suggestion. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That will obviate the objection that the amend- 
ment changes existing law. 

— CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as mod- 
ified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment these words, ‘‘designated as distributing offices ;” so 
that it will read : 

‘* Eight hundred thousand dollars of which shall be applied, in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General, for post-offices of class 4, designated as distributing oflices.”” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ilinois still insist 
upon his point of order ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this is a direction 
merely as to how the money shall be expended, and is not a change 
of existing law. 

Mr. VALENTINE. At present the Postmaster-General—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not nowin order. The Chair thinks 
he ought to overrule the point of order and submit the amendment 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the Chair have read, as a part of his decision, 
the amendment itself? I would like to hear it again ; I think it does, 
beyond all question, propose an increase of the apprepriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In lines 30 and 31 strike out ‘‘ $4,235,000,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘$5,000,000, 
$800,000 of which shall be applied, in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, for 
post-oflices of class 4, designated as distributing offices.” 

Mr. ATKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say one word. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The point of order has been decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. ATKINS. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. In the first place I believe the gentleman from IIli- 
nois is right in his point of order. I have no question about that, 
although he made it too late. In the second place the gentleman 
from Kentucky proposes entirely too large a sum. I do, however, 
sym pathize with him to the extent of believing that some appropria- 
tion for clerk hire at these fourth-class offices ought to be made. The 
clerks at such offices are, as my colleague [Mr. Houk] and the gen- 


tieman from Kentucky [Mr. Wuitr] have urged, very poorly paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that in the tirst in- 
stance he did not observe that the amendment increased the amount. 
Since that has been brought to his attention the Chair thinks that 
the point of orderis well taken, because the amendment does increase 
expenditures. 


Mr. ATKINS. Now I think that in all fairness some provision of 
this kind should be made; and as the gentleman from Illinois made 
his point of order too late, because the gentleman from Kentucky 
offered his amendment and discussed it before the point was made, 
I think the Committee of the Whole should entertain the amendment 
and let us settle what amount should be paid at these fourth-class 
offices for clerk hire. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the point of order 
— ae at the very moment the substitute for the amendment was 
offered. 

Mr. ATKINS. But was it made when the amendment itself was 
offered ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. I understand that 
the Chair has already ruled upon this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did rule that the amendment was a 
direction as to the expenditure of this money, and was not a change 
of existing law. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That was all the objection raised to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that the amendment also increased the appropria- 
tion, was not suggested, and the Chair had not ruled upon it. The 
objection, as the gentleman from Tennessee has also said, was too 
late to be available. Therefore the amendment is before the House, 
and the question is upon agreeing to it. 

Mr. WHITE. Can I be heard a moment on the amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask the gentleman to modify his amendment so as 
to make the increase $200,000. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. © That has been voted on, and is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE. I move, then, to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in order. 

Mr. WHITE. Now, Mr. Caairman, I desire to say, by way of ex- 
planation of a remark made by me when I first took the floor on this 
subject, that it is not because I have any antipathy to this bill as it 
now stands I have submitted the amendment which has given rise 
to this discussion. It is not my desire to load the bill down, or any- 
thing of that sort. Nor is it my intention to cut down the salary of 
the already too poorly paid clerks in post-offices of class 1 and 2 
all over the country. Nothing of the kind has influenced me. In 
many of these eee throughout the country the clerks are 
already too poorly paid, and if anything be done, their salaries should 
be increased rather than diminished. I have no objection to make 
their salaries commensurate with the work which they are compelled 
to do. 

But, sir, it seemed to me we were about to overlook an important 
class of post-offices throughout the country, that we were going to 
make no appropriation for them, and therefore I wish to call the 
attention of the Committee of the Whole House to that fact. I thank 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] for adding the words 
“distributing offices.” It isthe clerks at these distributing offices, at 
cross-roads, or in small county-seats where the sale of postage-stamps 
is not sufficient to compensate the postmasters for their services, my 
amendment is designed to make proper provision for. The law gives 
these postmasters nothing beyond a certain percentage on the sales 
of postage-stamps, and, as I have said, the sales are not large enough 
to compensate them properly. When the Post-Office Department is 
asked by one of these postmasters, through his member of Congress, 
to increase his salary (and this will answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Illinois) the Postmaster-General replies there is no appro- 
priation from which it can be done. : 

Now what I want to provide in this bill is an appropriation so that 
in future it will not be within the power of the Postmaster-General 
to say, when these postmasters ask for proper allowance, that he has 
no fund out of which to pay it. Then the question will be, does the 
man do the work, is he entitled to the pay, and if so, as there is an 
appropriation for it, payment can bemade. If the gentleman means 
tosay this bill appropriating $4,235,000 oly provides what is required 
for necessary expenses shown by past experience, then there ought to 
be an increase, and my amendment provides for that increase. If 
my amendment be voted down I give notice we will then attempt to 
cut off a certain portion of this $4,235,000 to be devoted to these post- 
masters at the smaller offices. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, messages in writing were received from the President of 
the United States by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire, if the committee will give me its atten- 
tention, Mr. Chairman, to present the reason why I oppose this and 
kindred amendments.’ I will read now from the postal code a sec- 
tion of the law, which is in the following words, and I do so in order 
to remove the misapprehension of the gentleman from Kentucky, as 
well as that of other gentlemen, concerning the law: 

The Postmaster-General may Segue offices, at the intersection of mail-routes, 
as distributing or separating oifices, and where and such office vis of the third or 


fourth class he may make reasonable allowance to tho postmaster for the necessary 
cost of clerical services arising from such duties. 
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Mr. HOUK. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
ask if the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLACK] is intended to be in lieu of the amendment offe by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WHITE ?] 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. HOUK. I will then ask that the amendment of the ogee 
from Kentucky be first read and then the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, as some of us do not understand the distinction 
between the two amendments. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Before the vote is taken the Chair will so direct ? 

Mr. WHITE. I moveto strike out the last word of the substitute. 
I agree with the gentleman from New York there is no necessity for 
the substitute. It leaves the defect in statu quo. It is to remedy 
a defect I have offered thisamendment. The Postmaster-General, it 
is true, has a large appropriation under this head, but it is swallowed 
up by the first and second and third class offices. It is true that 
under the law— 

The Postmaster-General may designate offices at the intersection of mail routes 
as distributing or separating offices, and where any such office is of the third or 
fourth class he may make reasonable allowance to the postmaster for the neces- 
sary cost of clerical service arising from such duties. 

And he does it. He Gonignates separating offices of these classes 
2, 3, and 4, but he gives all of the money to the clerks of the post- 
offices of class 3. e never get down to clerical assistance in post- 
offices of class 4, and I want to put it in the bill that we are making 
appropriation here for that class also. The law says so, but the 
Postmaster does not find it convenient to do so. I want to make it 
senna him to do it by putting a sufficient appropriation at 
his di ; 

— LACK. May I ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- 
tion 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACK. Is it not true the appropriation allowed in this bill 
is in excess of the estimate? 

Mr. WHITE. That is one thing I want to reply to. Gentlemen 
on this side of the House seem to forget or willfully overlook the fact 
that this amount asked for by the Post-Office Department is asked for 
without consideration of the necessities of that class of postmasters, 
and to which I called the attention of the committee. And the reply is 
made tome, ‘“‘ We have appropriated three hundred and so many more 
thousand dollars for post-ofifices of the third and fourth class.” Yes, 
sir; and your third class will swallow every dollar of it, and the 
thing comes back as it was before; no appropriation for clerks for 
post-offices of class 4. 

Now, in hundreds of counties of this Union there are postmasters 
who are receiving an annual compensation of less than $200 for doing 
as much service as any clerk in the Treasury Department or any clerk 
in any post-office of class 1 in this country. I ask, as an act of 
justice to these men who are simply servants to the public, as a mat- 
ter of accommodation to the public, that we shall pay them some 
reasonable compensation. 

Mr. MOORE. If I can have just one minute, I wish to say the 
question that presents itself to my mind is an exceedingly simple one. 
The Postmaster-General, in making up his estimates of all these mat- 
ters, has asked for a certain sum of money, and $385,000 of that snm 
is proposed for this very thing. Will it not be a great reflection on 
his business capacity for this House to vote him $800,000 more than he 
has asked for? I cannot myself see the wisdom of such a vote, and 
I shall vote for what the Postmaster-General asks. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLack] for the amendment 
oo the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WuiTe.] They will 

read. 

The amendment and substitute were again read. 

Mr. HOUK. Will the Chair permit me to ask a question? Would 
not the adoption of the substitute simply have the effect of leaving 
the matter as the law now is? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question which each gentleman has 
to answer for himself. 

‘The question being taken on the substitute, it was not agreed to. 

The question was next taken on the amendment offered by Mr. 
WHITE; and there were—ayes 24, noes 72. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 31 add these words: 

‘‘And of the amount hereby appropriated the Postmaster-General shall be directed 
to use a sum for the compensation of postmasters of the third and fourth class des- 
ignated as distributing offices which shall be at least 20 per cent. more than was 
used for the same purpose during the last fiscal year.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order on that amendment 
that it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. I 
have already read the law on the subject, and need not refer to it 
again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEer- 
BERT] desire to be heard upon the point of order? 

_ Mr. HERBERT. I suppose the point of order is well taken; but 
Twould ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to with- 

draw his point of order so that I may be heard for a moment. 








The CHAIRMAN. 
order ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I must do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move to amend the pending paragraph by 
striking out “$4,235,000” and inserting in lieu thereof “ $4,500,000 ; ” 
also to add to the clause the following: 

Five hundred thousand dollars of which shall be used by the Postmaster-Gen- 


eral for clerk hire in offices of the third and fourth class designated as distribut- 
ing offices. 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
ment. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The Chair has already ruled upon that point 
of order. My amendment is exactly the same as that offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WHITE,] except that it is half a 
mnillion less in amount. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Admitting all that to be true, the point of order 
is now made in good season. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The expenditure of the money given to this branch 
of the service is now by existing law in the discretion of the Post- 
master-General. This amendment proposes to take away that dis- 
cretion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to hear the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Hiscock,] but will hear the gentleman from 
as (Mr. VALENTINE] upon the point of order, if he desires to 
be heard. 

Mr. VALENTINE. My amendment does not propose to change 
any existing law. That I understand is the point of order made by 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order that 
it increases expenditures and changes existing law. 

Mr. VALENTINE. It does not increase expenditures, nor does it 
change existing law. It simply directs the Postmaster-General to 
expend a portion of this fund for a certain purpose. 

r. HEWITT, of Alabama. Which the law now authorizes? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Which the law now authorizes. I donotknow 
just why it is; but since the 1st day of August last I have been in 
receipt of letters, as undoubtedly other members of Congress have 
been, from the Post-Office Department, stating that the appropriation 
made by Congress for the purpose of paying the expenses of distrib- 
ting offices is about exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman give his attention for a 
moment ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The law as it now is gives the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral discretion as to the expenditure of this sum of money. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman will take away that discre- 
tion to some extent. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I understand that that has never been ruled 
as changing existing law. We have always claimed the power to 
direct how the money shall be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Probably that is true, where there is no law 
bearing upon the subject directly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have never heard any such ruling as the gentle- 
man claims since I have been here. 

Mr. HERBERT. I submit that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. VALELTINE] is not subject to the point of order. 
The point made against it is that it takes away from the Postmaster- 
General the discretion which is now vested in him by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. And does not retrench expenditures. 


Does the gentleman insist upon his point of 


I make the same point of order on that amend- 


Mr. HERBERT. And does not retrench expenditures ; and there- 
fore it is a change of existing law. Now, I submit that point is not 
well taken. 


This item is an appropriation of a sum of money in to be used 
for compensating clerks in offices of the first, second, third, and fourth 
classes respectively. As I understand it, the law gives a discretion 
to the Postmaster-General only in relation to offices of the second 
and third class. This amendment simply designates how much of 
this fund to be appropriated by Congress shall be devoted to offices 
of the first and second class, and how much to offices of the third and 
fourth class. 

In other words, the amendment proposes that of this sum hereby 
appropriated, $500,000 shall be subject to the discretion vested in the 
Postmaster-General, by the law which has been read, in regard to 
offices of the third and fourth class, It does not change the law at 
all. Itsimply saysthat of this appropriation, which is made in gross, 
this particular sum shall be used by the Postmaster-General in the 
exercise of his discretion under the law. For these reasons it seems 
to me clearly that this amendment is in order under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. HERBERT, ] that he regards this as quite a close ques- 
tion; but the Chair is inclined to believe that it is safer, under a 
strict construction of the rule, to hold that all these amendments, 
unless clearly within the words and spirit of the rule, are out of order. 
The Chair, therefore, is compelled to hold that the amendment is 
obnoxious to the rules and not in order. 

Mr. HOUK. I move to amend the pending clause by striking out 
“$4,235,000 ” and inserting in lieu thereof “$4,535,000.” I desire at 
this time only to renew in brief the argument I made awhile ago. 
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ment itself makes it clear that it is intended for the payment of the 
clerks in the flice. 


The CHAT . That.there may be no confusion the Clerk will 
again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky a question for information. If this sum is appropriated for 
clerks in offices of the fourth class I wish to ask whether there will 
not necessarily be a deficiency for the payment of clerks in other 
classes which would be made under the bill as it now is? 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, I 
will answer the question of the gentleman from Illinois, who, I be- 
lieve, was not in his seat when the correct answer to that inquiry 
was given by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 
He said that in preparing the estimate for this clerical hire the 
fourth class offices were included along with the first, second and 
third. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this amount should go to fourth class offices 
would there then be a deficiency as regards the others ? 

Mr. ATKINS. That cannot be answered by any member of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] proceeds with his argument the Chair will state that 
he quite agrees with that gentleman that this, being a decrease of 
the amount covered by the bill, falls within the rule. The third 
clause of the rule says: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing 
law be in order, a such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, 
shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and salary of the ofti- 
cers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid 


out of the reemnery of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money 
covered by the bill. 


The Chair clearly thinks that this, being a reduction, is within the 
rule as it has been construed by former occupants of the Chair, and 
must therefore, unless some gentleman desires to be heard further 
upon the point, hold the amendment to be in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point of order having been overruled, I 
desire to say upon this amendment that after some years’ service, 
not only upon the Committee on Appropriations but upon the sub- 
committee having charge of the Post-Office appropriation bill, and 
after having made the most careful investigation that it was possi- 
ble to make as to the distribution of this appropriation, I am satisfied 
that without some such limitation as that proposed by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEwItT?r] ingrafted upon 
this bill, the offices which it provides for and covers, those of the 
third and fourth class, will not get, as they have never yet received, 
a fair consideration in the distribution of this fund. 

In years gone by, I have asked the officials of the Post-Office De- 
partment whether this money that was appropriated, either origin- 
ally in regular appropriation bills or subsequently to meet defi- 
ciencies, would ever permeate the postal service so as to reach offices 
of the third and fourth class. They have invariably answered that 
it would not; that the heaviest pressure to which the Department 
was subjected in this regard came from the offices in the larger cities, 
and that none of this money had ever gone down to offices of the 
fourth class and probably would not go there. 

There is scarcely a member on this floor who represents a district 
in which is not to be found one of the great metropolitan offices of 
this country, who represents a rural district, who is not beset every 
day and week of his life while Congress is in session with appeals 
for appropriations in order to increase the clerical force in these small 
offices. That is not an exceptional experience; it constitutes the 
rule throughout the country everywhere. 

The officials of the Department when inquired of tell you frankly 
that when - make these appropriations they prefer some such lim- 
itation as this upon them; that the pressure is so heavy upon them 
now—and in saying this I do not desire to reflect at all upon their con- 
duct—the pressure is so heavy upon them from the great offices of 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, Saint Louis, and other 
places that it is impossible for them to get down to the demands and 
wants of these smaller offices in the more remote sections of the 
country. 

= HASKELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HASKELL. If the animes from Kentucky [Mr. Biack- 
BURN] will observe the wating of this amendment, he will see that 
while it is phrased so as to apparently help the third and fourth class 
offices—a pesnesicn. which I, like him, would be glad to agree to— 
yet the phraseology of the amendment limits the amount paid for 
clerks in third and fourth class offices to $200,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I certainly do not want to do that. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is the trouble with this amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not had an opportunity to examine 
the amendment closely. I was speaking to it believing that its pur- 
pose was to aid the third and fourth class offices, and that a fair 
construction of it would not limit the clerk hire in those offices to 

,000, I certainly do not want to put that limitation upon it. I 
mean simply this: I want to put a limitation on this clause of the 


bill which will inure to the benefit of these third and fourth class 
offices to the extent of $200,000 or $250,000, for they need that: sum. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. One word only in reply to the line of the question 
of the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL.] And I will ask this 
— Is there a member of this committee who knows whether 
there is to-day being allowed for the services in the third and fourth 
class oftices $200,000 or $500,000? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In the direction of the question of the 
gentleman allow me to ask, is this amendment based on any estimate, 
or does it simply propose an arbitrary distribution of the amount 
named ? 

Mr. CANNON. Purely an arbitrary distribution of it. I feel pretty 
well satisfied that instead of accomplishing what gentlemen say they 
desire to accomplish they will further cut down and cripple by this, 
and probably by any kindred amendment, the third and fourth class 
offices. 

One other word. We on this side of the House are now in the 
majority. We are chargeable for these appropriation bills for the 
first time in six years. The estimate for this item of expenditure is 
a liberal one, and we have agreed to allow it. 

We have a First Assistant Postmaster-General who openly avows 
himself in favor of a fair distribution of this fund, and who says 
that there has not heretofore been sufficient attention paid to the 
third and fourth class offices. Taking these things into considera- 
tion we have given him $385,000. 

Being charged with these appropriation bills for the tirst time in 
six years, it looks to me like we are striking in the dark to incor- 
porate any such amendment as this. Therefore I hope that we will 
shoulder our responsibility and be content with this liberal appro- 
priation, which I have no doubt will be fairly used by the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General. I hope the amendment will be voted 
down and that we will proceed with the bill. 

The amendment of Mr. Hewrrt, of Alabama, was not agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend by inserting after line 31 that 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For allowance for clerks at separating offices in class 4, $300,000, which may be 
used in the discretion of the Postmaster-General under existing law. 

Mr, HASKELL. That is just as bad as the other. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say in answer—— 

Mr. CASWELL. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let the amendment be read again. 

Mr. WHITE. I make the point that I am entitled to the floor; it 
is too late to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now I make the point of order—— 

Mr. WHITE. It is too late to make the point of order, as I had 
i recognized to debate the amendment and had begun my re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cas- 
WELL] as on the floor. He did not know that the gentleman from 
Kentucky desired to debate the amendment, and was about to put 
the question when his attention was arrested. The Chair will have 
to rule upon this amendment in the same manner as he has ruled 
upon that of the gentleman from Alabama—that it does limit the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General to a certain extent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it ought to be stated here that the rule: 
now in question requires that the very provision proposed to be made 
law by the action of Congress shall itself show the reduction, and 
it does not meet the requirement of the rule at all to say that the 
general appropriation provided for in the item is reduced. The pro- 
vision of law proposed to be put upon the statute-book—the amend- 
ment itself—must by its own operation make a reduction in order 
to be admissible under the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order upon this amendment will 
be sustained; but the Chair desires to say that if the construction 
for which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] con- 
tends were now presented as a new question to be decided for the first 
time by the present oceupant of the chair, he would be inclined to. 
hold that the amendment must of itself retrench expenditures, and 
that it must not be a mere subterfuge to evade the operation of the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is an excellent decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair feels bound by the precedents: 
established in former Congresses, when the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. CARLISLE] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE} ruled 
that amendments similar to the one offered by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] were in order. The ee the present 
occupant of the chair has followed those precedents. e Chair could 
not regard the question as a new one. 

Mr. RANDALL. While I have at confidence in the parlia- 
mentary knowledge of both the gentlemen referred to by the Chair, 
I would prefer that the present occupant of the chair should now. 
when we have more light on this subject, make a decision in aceord 
with what I believe to be the true intent of the rule, rather than 
that he should adhere to a decision which may open the door to enor- 
nous appropriations. ; 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


853 





The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word ‘‘hundred,” in line 33, add ‘and fifty; and in line 34, page 2, 
strike out the word ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘ one hundred.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands this to be an amend- 
ment to the original text of the bill, and will be in order to perfect 
the text of the bill, or as an amendment to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The Chair understands, how- 
ever, that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] desires to sub- 
mit a substitute. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, sir. 
tute for the entire clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from 
Iowa that he withdraw his amendment for the present, until the 
amendment and substitute are disposed of. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I will do so, but I wish to state that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not meet 
the objection that I desire to make to this portion ofthe bill. There 
is not enough appropriated to pay for the free delivery of letters in 
cities of my State. 1 want to increase the amount to $100,000. How- 
ever, for the present I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a question. , 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman if in this proposed 
amendment it is his intention to increase the sum of $50,000, in line 
34, to $100,000, so that if adopted it will read: 

Of which sum $100,000 may be used in the discretion of the Postmaster-General 
for the establishment of the free-delivery system in cities where it is not now 
established. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to state that my amendment was only 
to increase the amount to $3,000,000. The Postmaster-General has 
asked for $3,000,000. My amendment proposes to give him that 
amount. It leaves the question of establishing the free-delivery 
system in cities where it is not now established in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General, so that he can spend $50,000 or $100,000 
or any sum for that purpose in his discretion. The end of the para- 
graph provides that $50,000 may be used for the purpose of institut- 
ing this free-delivery system. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Butsuppose you authorize him to expend $100,000 
for increasing these services. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He would be authorized to expend it all. 
general statute of 1879, February 21, gives him the power. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Then does the gentleman’s amend- 
ment cover the point of this increase of $100,000 ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It does not. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE. I make the point of order that this whole clause is 
outof order, under the ruling of the Chair on the amendment offered 
a moment ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is now too late. The sec- 
tion has been under discussion without objection, and the Chair is 
of the opinion that the objection comes too late. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it too late to make the point of order upon the 
section before we vote upon it? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late to make the point of order now. 
It should have been made upon the reading of the clause and before 
the discussion commenced. 

Mr. WHITE. I make the point of order that it does not show 
upon its face that it is a proposition to retrench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order. The 
ruling is that the gentleman is precluded from making the point as 
it comes too late. 
’ om RANDALL. The point of order would have been good if made 
in time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will modify his amendment 
by striking out “fifty” and inserting ‘‘one hundred.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 
gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. UPSON. What is the pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘ hundred,” in line 33, add ‘and fifty,” and in line 34, on page 2, 
strike out ‘fifty * and insert ‘‘ one hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the modification to be 
accepted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been accepted. My amendment origin- 
ally increased the amount proposed by the bill from $2,900,000 to 
$3,000,000, and I am willing to further modify it by accepting the 
proposed amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, so far as the change 
is ee in line 34, from $50,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. MONEY. Do I understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has been so modified as to leave the amount as it 
is in the bill, $2,900,000 ? . 

The CHAIRMAN. It makes the amount $3,000,000. 

Mr. HORR. I offer as a substitute for the entire clause what I 
send to the desk. 


I rise for the purpose of offering a substi- 


The 


I accept the 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I beg to say Lhave not either left the 
floor or withdrawaz my substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Iowa 
had yielded the floor. , 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I did for the purpose of having the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania understood. If it 
is as I understand it, and as he wishes it, I withdraw my substitute. 
I ask that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. BINGHAM, ] as modified be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as moditied by him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘‘$2,900,000” and insert ‘‘ $3,000,000.” 

Strike out ‘‘ $50,000,” in line 34, and insert in lieu thereof ‘ $100,000.” 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I now withdraw my 
substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman now yield the floor? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is 
now recognized to offer a substitute. 

Mr. HORR. I offer the substitute which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 32 and 37, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof these words: 

“For payment to letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free-delivery 
system, $3,000,000 ; $150,000 of which, or so much of the same as shall be necessary, 
to be used in the discretion of the Postmaster-General for the establishment of the 
free-delivery system in cities entitled thereto under existing law.” 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer an amendment to the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan desire to be 
heard before the amendment is offered ? 

Mr. HORR. I would like to hear what the amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON} 
would be entitled to the floor if his amendment is read. 

Mr. HORR. I may accept it. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think the gentleman will accept it. 

The Clerk read Mr. CANNON’s proposed amendment, as follows: 

Strike out of the substitute ‘‘ $150,000," and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $55,000.” 

Mr. CANNON. That amendment may be regarded as pending, and 
I yield the floor to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HORR. I cannotaccept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois. My object in offering this substitute is simply forthe pur- 
pose of taking the sense of the House upon the question as to whether 
the bill reported by the committee does justice to the cities in the 
United States which, under the law, are entitled to free delivery, 
and which, up to this time, have failed to getit. I make the amount 
$150,000 for this reason: my experience has led me to believe that it 
will need that much additional to secure free delivery to all the cities 
of the country that are by law justly entitled to it. 

The committee will not, I know, claim thatitisnot proper for us to 
direct the use of this amount, for in their bill they have directed the 
$50,000 to be used in thissame particular way, subject to the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster-General. Hencethey are estopped from such 
a@ complaint against my substitute. If they can so direct $50,000, 
they can as well control $150,000. 

Now, what are the facts? I have in my district two cities which 
to-day number over 22,000 inhabitants in each. They pay a yearly 
revenue to the Post-Oftice Department of nearly or quite $25,000 each. 
There are in the United States some thirty-six cities similarly situ- 
ated, none of which have free delivery, and most of them are de- 
manding it. Immediately after the appropriation made by the last 
Congress I called upon the Postmaster-General in order to have these 
two cities designated as offices for free delivery. I received this 
reply: ‘‘We have established already a hundred and odd offices 
throughout the United States. You have not appropriated money 
enough to run them with the increase of service needed therein.” 
said: ‘‘How is this?” ‘‘ Why,” said he, “New York City has got 
to have so many more carriers,” giving a large number, “Philadelphia 
so many more, Chicago 80 many more, and so on with all the large 
cities of the country, and when we get through with increasing t 
service which we have already established in those places there will 
not be a dollar left for these smaller cities which have not yet re- 
ceived free delivery.” And he added: “It seems to me advisable to 
preserve and properly run what we have already on our hands and 
not incur other liabilities which we know we cannot meet.” 

I could but admit the force of his argument, that it was better to 
maintain properly those that had been established and not to cripple 
the service in them by Negus. new free deliveries. And now I 
propose by this substitute to remedy that very difficulty, and I expect 
that not only those gentlemen who represent States in which cities 
are located which are now entitled to this service will assist in thus 
amending this bill, but that we will be re-enforced by every fair- 
minded member of this House. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] yesterday told us that some 
of those large cities paid an enormous surplus revenue from this serv- 
ice by way of local postage. So they do; but does it follow that 
because Chicago, New York, and Philadelphia can pay in local post- 
age a large surplus that therefore cities that come within the law 
shall be denied their rights in this matter, simply because they will 
not at first very largely increase their revenues by reason of free de- 
livery? I do not believe that any man will claim that. Why is it, 


That is right. 
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Mr. Chairman, that Chicago is able to-day to pay this large surplus? 
We people of the country are proud of these large cities. We help 
to make them. They could not live a single day if it were not for 
the muscle and labor of the people scattered all over this broad land 

which is expended in creating the supplies that are being poured 
into the laps of these great towns for their support. All these smaller 
cities pay now a revenue of over $20,000 a year each into the common 
Treasury. Cities of 20,000 inhabitants are just as much entitled to 
their legal rights as those having half a million. We should be as 
just to these smaller towns as we are to larger ones. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LORD. I most heartily concur in the proposition laid down by 
my colleague from Michigan, [Mr. Horr. ] But it seems to me the dis- 
cussion has strayed outside the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that we should increase the amount to $3,000,000 in order 
that the carriers’ pay should be increased. If I understand the bear- 
ing of the substitute offered by the gentleman from Michigan, my 
colleague, it is that the whole amount proposed to be added to this 
appropriation shall be expended on establishing the free-delivery 
service in some cities where it does not now exist, For that purpose 
I shall go with him and vote with him. But I do not want to be left 
out of this discussion those letter-carriers in view of whose interest 
the amendment was first offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

There are four hundred and odd carriers, as the gentleman has stated 
to us, who are serving this Government at the rate of $400 a year. 
Now when I learned that those carriers, faithful men discharging 
duties of the same responsibility, requiring the same industry, requir- 
ing the same two suits of uniform, requiring to give the same bond 
as guarantee of their integrity—when I found they were willing to 
undertake this work at $400 I concluded they had some chance of 
promotion and that they undertook the work with that view. And 
I sat down and wrote tothe postmaster at Philadelphia and to the 
postmaster at New York before I came to Washington, early in the 
autumn. I asked the postmaster at Philadelphia what chance these 
men had for promotion. His answer was it does not exceed 25 per 
cent. in the most liberal view of it and that they would ‘necessarily 
serve four years before they arrived at the grade above them. The 
postmaster at New York presented it in a much stronger light. He 
represented it would require much more than four years for them to 
be promoted from the four-hundred dollar position. 

Now, what is the extent of promotion they may expect to reach? 
They are not like cadets in the Army and the Navy, who have careers 
before them and can afford to serve at first for small compensation. 
The utmost expectation these men have of promotion is bounded by 
the sum of $1,000 a year after they shall have served for years and 
years. Arriving at the very climax of their service the sum of $1,000 
2 year limits their expectations. 

They must be men between twenty and forty years of age. They 
must be men of integrity. They must give their word of honor not 
to incur debts that they cannot pay. They must performtheir duties 
with perfect propriety, and they have the same responsibility devolv- 
ing upon them as do others in the service receiving far higher com- 
pensation. 

Furthermore, the Postmaster-General recommends that their com- 
pensation be advanced to $600 or $700 a year. There are bills pend- 
ing in this House now, to which I believe there will scarcely be an 
objecting voice, providing that their compensation shall be advanced 
to six or seven hundred dollarsa year. But I understand this appro- 
priation is not based on any expectation whatever that their com- 
pensation will be advanced. 

Whatever shall be the action of this House upon the matter of in- 
crease of compensation, I hope that the suggestion of my colleague 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] will be adopted, that the free-delivery 
service shall be extended to cities like those to which he refers in his 
district, which are cities of very active business and need the free- 
delivery service as much as any cities in any other State in the Union. 
But I hope that his substitute will not be allowed to obstruct the 
effort made to increase the compensation of these letter-carriers. I 
shall look to my friend from Philadelphia, coming from the very cit, 
from which much of my correspondence originated, to combine wit 
members on both sides of the House to sustain the propositions which 
may be brought forward for advancing the compensation of these 
forty men to $600 and $700 a year. 

Mr. UPSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Horr. } 

Fe CHAIRMAN. One amendment is already pending to that sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. HORR. I wish to withdraw my substitute, and to move to 
strike out the last words in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman withdraw his substitute when 
my amendment has been offered to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair isnot certain but that the gentleman 
may withdraw his substitute, because no action of the Committee of 
the Whole has been taken upon it. The Chair is rather inclined 
to think that the gentleman may withdraw his substitute, in which 
case the amendment will fall with it. 

Mr. CANNON. I have noobjection to that if the Chair will recog- 
nize me to:ofter an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
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being pending to the substitute, the Chair will hold that the substi- 
tute cannot be withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON. If Ican be recognized next to offer an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brnc- 
HAM,]I am willing to consent to the withdrawal of the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Rule XIX provides: 


When a motion or proposition is under consideration, a motion to amend and a 
motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and it shal] also be in order to 
offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which one amendment may be 
offered, but which shall not be voted on until the original matter is perfected: but 
either may be withdrawn beforc amendment or decision is had thereon. 


The gentleman from Illinois can withdraw his amendment, atter 
which the gentleman from Michigan can withdraw his substitute, 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HORR. I withdraw my substitute. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend the amendment of the gentle- 
| man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] by striking out $100,000” 
| and inserting ‘‘ $55,000,” so that it will read ‘$55,000 of which may 
| be used, &c. for the establishment of the free-delivery system in 

cities where it is not now established.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be considered as pending. 

Mr, CANNON. The gentleman from Michigan desires to speak, 
and I would rather reply to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois is now entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I will proceed. I will not take more than 
a minute or two, and the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Horr] can 
reply tome. We have heard much from the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Brne@Ham] and from other gentlemen about the poor pay 
of letter-carriers. Granted they are paid very poorly, it will take 
from $200,000 to $250,000 to promote them and to give you in the 
cities where this service now exists money enough to pay them what 
they ought to be paid. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania proposes to take $100,000 ofthe sum to be appropriated 
by this clause to establish the free-delivery system in cities where it 
is not now established. In that way you will cripple in part the 
force you are so anxious to protect. 

By my amendment I propose that only $55,000 of this sum shall be 
taken for the free-delivery service in new cities, leaving $45,000 for 
the promotion of these auxiliary letter-carriers. I propose to see 
whether you gentlemen who are so fierce in behalf of this much bur- 
dened class of public servants are their friends in fact as you pro- 
fess to be in theory. In other words, by my amendment I propose 
to give $45,000 for the promotion of these carriers, and I ask you 
to vote with me to give $55,000 to establish the free-delivery service 
in new cities. 

Mr. HORR. I wish tosay in addition to what I said a few moments 
ago that the amendment now offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. CANNON] is not in the spirit of liberality, and I was about 
to say of good sense, that generally characterizes that gentleman. 
We learned, yesterday, that the State of Illinois had got to be a pay- 
ing State in the postal service; that her receipts exceeded her expend- 
itures by.a small amount. This led me to hope for better things of 
the gentleman, because I have learned this fact in my short life, that 
there is no better index of the intelligence of a oss than the 
number of letters they write. I do not care what they write about. 
Take it the world over, that nation or people which writes the most 
letters, which sends and receives through the mails the largest num- 
ber of letters, will be found to be the most intelligent. I do not say 
this because my State of Michigan has for some years past been a 
paying State, in this respect, nor would I seem to be pufted up on that 
account. 

But I say it as a matter of encouragement to the gentleman from 
Illinois. I am glad that his State is thus progressing and that she 
gives us this sure evidence of her increasing intelligence. But Lpro- 
test against making the matter of local postage, or the money receipts 
of any locality a test of what they should receive from the Government 
as far as postal facilities are concerned. We have long ago learned 
that the letters which are most needed are those which cost the Gov- 
ernment the most to carry. I believe that the rich portions of this 
nation should assist in sending letters to every nook and corner of 
thisbroadland. I believethat this discrimination in favor of rich dis- 
tricts against poorer ones, in favor of large cities against those which 
are smaller, is unjust and unwise. Why did your committee not cut 
off some of the letter carriers at Chicago? Simply, ofcourse, because 
they are all needed there. I am even in favor of increasing them, 
provided the service demands such inerease. I would do justice by 
Chicago, by all our large towns. I am not seeking to cripple their 
service. But, Mr. Chairman, thirty-six cities in the United States, 
having over twenty thousand inhabitants each, whose receipts are 
over twenty thousand dollars each—for both these conditions exist 
in most of these towns—stand asking that the law which was 
years ago fixing the policy of this nation that such cities should -be 
entitled to the free-delivery system, I say they stand now demand- 
ing that this policy shall be carried out. 

I ask of this appocnenee Committee and of this House isto 
meet this question like fair-minded men. Fifty thousand dollars 
will not establish this service in over one-half of the places now ap- 
plying for it, and in not over one-third of those entitled to it. 
Because I happened to be early in filing my application for this serv- 
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ice and hence could, perhaps, get a portion even of the $50,000 
appropriated by the committee, is no reason why I should be satis- 
fied with this bill. I am asking that the law shall be faithfully ad- 
ministered. I would scorn to claim that this bill isright, although I 
might get the benefit of it as it now stands. I shall vote against so 
small an appropriation for this object. What we want is enough to 
meet the demands of the country as shown by the census and the 
increasing revenues of these cities. This service should keep pace 
with our growing townsall over our broad land. I very much doubt 
if the Committee on Appropriations had this matter properly pre- 
sented to them. I cannot think that they understood the needs of 
our peoplein this respect. There is not to-day asmall struggling city 
which has reached the point where its post-office pays more than 
$20,000 to the Government that is not entitled to this encourage- 
ment. No nation can afford to do injustice to any of its citizens, and 
all we ask is simple justice. Ido not desire to debate this propo- 
sition for hours; 1 prefer to vote on it at once, and I believe the mem- 
bers of this House are ready now to say that these smaller cities 
shall have the recognition contemplated by law, and will show that 
the sense of a large majority of this House favors fair and just treat- 
ment toward all the cities of this Union, be they great or small. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Horr] has alluded to the city of Chicago in such a man- 
ner as I believe makes it my duty to reply. The petition which 
through the courtesy of this House I presented last evening, and 
which is published in to-day’s RECORD, asks for our people the same 
which the gentleman from Michigan is asking for his district. When 
Chicago votes against extending the carrier system, when Chicago 
refuses to contribute liberally for this object, it will be time for gen- 
tlemen living in cities of 20,000 inhabitants to make complaint of 
our great city. 

Chicago pays a net revenue to this service of more than $900,000 a 
year; and all that she asks is that this money may be fairly distrib- 
uted, and that she may have some share of thisincrease. How stands 
the record? According to the report of the committee 145 additional 
carriers of the eight-hundred-dollar class are asked for ; 46 for the city 
of New York, 20 for the city of Philadelphia, 12 for Boston, and 15 
for Chicago. If the service in Chicago were extended by 71, each 
carrier in the city would handle over 30,000 more pieces of mail mat- 
ter than are handled by each carrier in Boston, and over 6,000 more 
pieces than are handled by each carrier in Philadelphia. 

The record of the Chicago office shows that each of its 199 carriers 
delivers within 20,000 as many parcels as each carrier in New York, 
at an expense of 1.7 mills apiece. At Boston the expense for each 
piece is 2.6 mills, and at Philadelphia 2.4 mills. I trust that this 
Committee of the Whole will give proper weight to the petition of 
leading business men of Chicago, asking that the service in that city 
be increased not only in respect to the carrier system, but also as to 
the clerical force. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will ask the gentleman whether the appro- 
priation reported by the committee gives the increase he desires ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. No, sir; I amin favor of adding $100,000. 
If you will appropriate $20,000 additional, for the carrier system in 
Chicago, giving us not fifteen but thirty additional carriers, the serv- 
ice there may be done efficiently and promptly. 

a CANNON. Does my colleague think that $2,900,000 will allow 
that 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. 
tion. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. UPSON. Ioffer as a substitute for the pending paragraph the 
provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment to the letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free-delivery 
‘system, $3,000,000 ; $150,000 of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
8 be used in the discretion of the Posmaster-General for the establishment of 
the freedelivery system in cities where it is not now, but may be, established in 
accordance with law. 


Mr. UPSON. Mr. Chairman, the substitute which I have submit- 
ted is substantially the same as the substitute just offered and with- 
drawn by the gentleman from Michigan. There is simply a slight 
variation in the language of the two propositions, both having the 
same object in view. 

I do not te ga sir, in this discussion, to investigate the policy of 
the free-delivery system, assuming that it is to be upheld in the fut- 
ure. My object rather is to point out the injustice which will follow 
the passage of this provision of the bill as it was reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations. To illustrate, I need only take the 
case of my own city of San Antonio, which has been appealing for 
over two years for the benefits of this system, and has so far been un- 
successful in obtaining them because of the insufficiency of appropri- 
ations. The population of San Antonio, Texas, in 1880 was 20,561, 
and at the present time is over 25,000, while the gross receipts of the 
post-office at that city in 1881 were $22,621. So it will be seen it 
comes under both requisites of the law which authorizes the estab- 
lishment of the free-delivery system. 

Let me read the law authorizing the letter-carrier system. 
under section 5, which provides as follows : 

Letter-carriers shall be employed for the free delivery of mail matter as fre- 
quently as the public convenience may require at every place containing a popu- 


Ido not understand my colleague’s ques- 
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lation of 50,000 within the delivery of its post-office, and may be so employed at ev 
place conamiains © (me mene of not less than 20,000 within its corporate limits, 
at post-otlices which produced a gross revenue forthe preceding fiscal year of not leas 
than $20,000. 

Now I find by comparison of the cities which now have the benefit 
of this free-delivery system that the city of San Antonio exceeds in 
population twenty-four of those now enjoying its benefits, while in 
post-office revenue it exceeds nine of them. Not only that, sir, but 
of the one hundred cities of the United States San Antonio outranks 
nineteen of them; and yet under this bill, with the appropriation 
made as it is, providing only $50,000 for new cities, San Antonie 
would be left out and unable to obtain the benefits of the free-deliv- 
ery system, which it is fairly entitled to under the law as it now 
exists. My substitute changes the original bill from $50,000 to 
$150,000, to be used by the Postmaster-General in his discretion, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, in establishing the system in 
new cities, so that the sum for that purpose may be sufficiently am- 
ple. I do not increase the appropriation over the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. If $100,000 be sufficient, 
of course the Postmaster-General will use no more than $100,000; if 
$50,000 be sufficient, he will only use $50,000 ; but I apprehend that 
$100,000 will not be sufficient for the purpose. 

In the estimates of the Postmaster-General I notice he desires $257,400 
to be applied to the increase of the salaries of employés in cities now 
having this letter-carrier system. I do insist, Mr. Chairman, that it 
would be an act of injustice to give an additional $250,000 to cities 
now upon the list before providing for other cities equally entitled 
to the system, particularly as to cities like San Antonio, with more 
population and postal revenue than some which are upon the list, and 
thereby deprive such new cities of the benefits of the free-delivery 
system. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to oppose the amendment, and will yield 
my oe to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Upson] to finish his 
remarks. 


Mr. UPSON. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania for his 


‘kindness. 


Now, sir, let me state some facts in reference to this matter, which 
will show the injustice of the bill as reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations. . 

The following are ten of the cities, among the twenty-four apply- 
ing for the free-carrier system, to which it will be denied under the 
present bill: 
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San Antonio, Texas ....... 20, 561 | 22, 621 
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Four of the above-named cities are entitled, both from their popu- 
ulation and post-office receipts, to the free-carrier system. Should 
only $50,000, or perhaps only $100,000, be used in establishing the 
system in new cities, the ten just named would be deprived of its 
benefits. 

If it isa bad law, if it is not good policy to continue it, then strike 
it down altogether by a repeal of the law. But so long asthe system 
continues to be maintained let the privileges and advantages under 
the law be justly and equitably extended to all portions of the coun- 
try. It certainly is not fair or just, when the city of San Antonio, 
whe interests I have the honor to represent at this time, outranks 
in population twenty-four cities now on the list, and in the revenue 
of its post-office nine. It should no longer be denied the benefits of 
the letter-carrier system. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the amendment I have submitted will enable 
the Postmaster-General to extend the system to the cities now enti- 
tled toit underthe law. Ii designates that out of the general appro- 
priation $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
used, in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, for the extension 
of this system to new cities under the law. It is only fair dealing 
and simple justice which I ask, and I hope and trust the substitute 
I have offered will be adopted by the House. 

(Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I understand the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Texas is substantially the one moved by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, with the exception that it increase» 
the amount to be expended for the establishment of new letter-car- 
riers from $100,000 to $150,000, and makes it mandatory instead of 
permissible. i 

I stand on the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
as it is substantially what the Postmaster-General recommends. It 






































A arm ON Or cp re oN MZ eg Rat NE 











































830" CONGRESSIONAL 


increases the appropriation $100,000 and permits that amount to be 
expended in the establishment of the free-delivery system in addi- 
tional cities under thelaw. And that permits this amount to be used 
or expended for the establishment in these cities. That is all we want 
in this bill, and all the Department asks; and I think this committee 
can do no better than to stand by that amendment and the recom- 
mendation of the Post-Office Department. 

There is doubtless great necessity for the establishment of the let- 
ter-carrier system in other cities, and this additional appropriation 
of $100,000 is ample to provide for the pay of letter-carriers, as Iam 
informed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BINGHAM, ] who 
has investigated the subject. 

We will all, I think, at the proper time give our full assent to this 
bill, and to such a provision as will give such a meritorious class as 
these letter-carriers a fair compensation, a class who are entitled to 
consideration for the faithful service they perform. 

I trust the substitute will be voted down or withdrawn and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania adopted by the 
committee. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. CASWELL. Unless a vote can be taken upon this section I 
shall move that the committee rise. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “‘ Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama insist upon 
the motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. SHELLEY. I do. 

Mr. ROBESON. If it is understood that a vote can be taken upon 
this clause now, had not we better vote upon it? I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I must insist upon the motion. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 83, noes 55. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1883, and 
for other purposes, had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. I hope the gentleman will yield to me fora propo- 
sition from the Naval Committee. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


TESTIMONY BEFORE NAVAL CDMMITTEE, 


Mr. ROBESON. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to ask permission of the House to take the testimony of certain 

rsons whom they have called before them with regard to ship-build- 
ing and the increase of the Navy, and to have the same printed for 
the information of the committee and the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that a report submitted in writing, as the rule 
requires? 

Mr.RANDALL. Isitareport from the Committee on Naval Affairs ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis areport, as the Chair understands, from that 
— made under instructions by the gentleman from New 

ersey. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What testimony is it contemplated to take? 

Mr. MORSE. The testimony of various officers and other persons 
with regard to increasing the efficiency of the Navy. 

Mr. ROBESON. This is a proposition to procure useful and valu- 
able information from persons qualified to give it upon subjects con- 
nected with the Navy, for the information of the House, and to have 
such testimony printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman insists upon his objection, the 
question will come up to-morrow. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the Post-Office appropriation bill if it is his desire and intention to 

the consideration of that bill to-morrow ? 

Mr. CASWELL. It is my intention to ask the House to proceed 
with its consideration to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To-morrow is private-bill day. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hopethe gentleman will not insist upon the further 
consideration of the bill to-morrow. Let us devote the private-bill 
day to its eat purposes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill will not take effect until the end of next 
June, and there will be ample time to devote to its consideration with- 
out interfering with private-bill days. 

Mr. CASWELL. There is a desire to get through with the bill, and 
I shall feel compelled to call it up for consideration to-morrow. I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will withhold the 
motion for a moment to allow the introduction of some bills, by con- 
sent, and to permit the Chair to lay before the House certain execu- 
tive communications. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will withhold the motion for that purpose. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 
Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
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No. 3861) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions,, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA AND DAKOTA. , 


Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R?. 
No. 3862) for the relief of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota and Territory of Dakota; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be: 
printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. McCLURE, by unanimous consent, submitted a concurrent 
resolution to provide for the distribution of the Congressional 
GLOBES and RECORDS; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

DISTRIBUTION OF JOURNALS OF SENATE AND HOUSE. 

Mr. McCLURE also, by unanimous consent, submitted a concur- 
rent resolution to provide for the distribution of surplus copies of 
the Journals of the Senate and House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

TABULATED STATEMENT OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. McCLURE also, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolu- 
tion to provide a tabulated statement of public documents, &c.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

CANCELED LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3863) for the relief of persons who have heretofore 
made entries of lands and paid the Governmen price thereof, and 
which entries have been canceled because improperly permitted to 
be made; which was read a first and second time, referred to the: 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3864) to amend the laws relative to internal revenue ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on: 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NIEL NIELSSON. 

Mr. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No.. 
3865) for the relief of Niel Nielsson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous cousent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Town- 
SHEND, of Illinois, for two weeks from the 3d instant, on account of 
important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, if there be no objection, to lay 
before the House sundry messages from the President of the United 
States and communications from the Executive Departments. 

There was no objection. 


BUILDINGS FOR RECRUITING SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following somes from. 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, dated the 27th January, 1882, and accom anying estimates for 
new buildings for the general recruiting service at David's Island, New York Har- 
bor, and Columbus barracks, Ohio. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. 
LAWLESSNESS IN ARIZONA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, with accompanying 
papers, relative to lawlessness which prevails in parts of Arizona, and in connec- 
tion therewith call attention to that portion of my message of the 6th of December 
last in which suggestions were made as to legislation which seems to be required 
to enable the General Government to assist the local authorities of the Territory in 


restoring and maintaining order. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. : 
DEAD AND DAMAGED TIMBER UPON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Afiairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior with a 
draft of a bill authorizing the disposal of dead and timber upon Indian: 
reservations, under the direction of the Interior Department, and correspondence 
noted by the Secretary. The subject is presented for the consideration of Con- 


gress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 2, 1882. 
EXPENSES OF TENTH CENSUS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
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from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 
the Committee on the Census, and ordered to be printed: Mr. MILLS. I object. The House is not now in a condition to 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : transact business. e 
I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman will with- 
Secretary of the Interior, dated January 30, 1882, upon the subject of additional draw his objection. 
legislation for the expenses of the tenth census, and inclose draft of an act supple- Mr. TALBOTT. I understand the gentleman withdraws his objec- 
mental to the act approved January 28, 1882. cine A seen tion. 
Executive Mansion, February 2, 1882. ee ne * a ae _I give eaten that hereafter I will object to this mode 
5 i tiki AEBS of transacting important business just at the close of the day’s ses- 
PATMENT OF CBEILERS IN NEVADA. sion when but few members are present. : 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message} Mr. HATCH. Then let members remain here. 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to | The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist upon his objection ? 
































the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : Mr. MILLS. I will not object to this proposition. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with . ee 

draft of a bill for the payment of certain settlers in the State of Nevada for im- OT tee 

provements on lands in Duck Valley, in said State, taken for the use and occupancy Mr. MILLS. _I call for the regular order. 

of the Shoshone Indians. . The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. f N ; 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1882. rom Massachusetts, [Mr. Harris, ] that the House now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 





SALE OF KANSAS INDIAN LANDS. fifty-five minutes p. m.) th se adiourne 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message FPS MANNE Dy Sh). TRS eT REE 
from the President of the United States ; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : PETITIONS, ETC. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : ‘ The following menwrials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with a | the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 
draft of a bill to authorize the settlement of certain accounts for advertising the By Mr. BLACKBURN: Papers relating to the claim of James Saf. 
0 . ? > ; - 


K Indian lands, with accompanying ferred to i id - : : : 
—s Deere Paes Se eT ae een ee ie Eee compensation for horses and other property lost while em- 



















The subject is commended to the consideration of Congress. ployed in the United States mail service—to the Committee on War 

‘ aan “ is CHESTER A. ARTHUR. Claims. 

re ee re 5 ot Nai By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petition of citizens of North Louisiana, 
CLASEAL, FORCR OF GERERAL LARD OFFIUM. praying the closing of certain outlets of Red River above the city of 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message | Shreveport, with a view of improving the navigation of Red River— 





from the President of the United States ; which was read, referred to | to the Committee on Commerce. 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. By Mr. CABELL: The petition of citizens of Kentucky, for legisla- 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : tion regulating the charges for railroad transportation—to the same 
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing copy of | Committee. . i ery ; 
a letter addressed to him by the Commissioner of the General Land Office asking, By Mr. COOK: A bill making an appropriation to continue the 
for reasons stated therein, that Congress may be requested to make a special ap- | work on the Ocmulgee, Oconee, and Flint Rivers, in the State of Geor- 
Bagueinton for, fmmporaryinoTease of he clenidl force of the General Land | gia—to the same committee. 3 
cauananetiad to the consideration Congress. F By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. — Union, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic 
Some time subsequently, neeecnae throughout the national domain—to the Committee on the 


Mr. ATKINS said: I heard indistinctly the Clerk a few moments | Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
ago, when he read the indorsement on some communication in refer- |__| By Mr. EVINS: The petition of Cadwallader J. Pride and others, 
ence to an increase of clerical force in the Land Office. That was | for additional compensation as United States census supervisors— 
referred by the Speaker to the Committee on Appropriations, I be- | to the Committee on the Census. $ 
lieve. By Mr. HARMER: The petition of Phineas Burgess, for adjustment 
The SPEAKER. It was. of ¢ amages under a certain contract—to the Committee on Naval 
Mr. ATKINS. I think it should be referred to the Committee on | Affairs. sve a . . : 
Expenditures in the Interior Department. Also, the petition of citizens sopeeeeeee ie industries connected 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the Committee on | With the book and printing trades of the United States, asking the 
Expenditures in the Interior Department, like other committees of a | Consideration of a bill extending the privileges of copyright in the 
similar character in relation to other Departments, is merely for the | United States to foreign authors, composers, and designers—to the 
se of investigating and examining past expenditures, the mode Committee on Ways and Means. aed. i ’ 
of expending appropriations already made. That does not give them By Mr. B. W. HARRIS : Memorial of A. H. Hutchins, to have his 
the right to report any appropriation. honorable discharge from the United States Army restored to him, or 
Mr. ATKINS. Very wail. that the charge of desertion against him be removed—to the Com- 


Mr. SPRINGER. Does not an increase of the f f the Interior | Mittee on Military Affairs. 
Department Lavetvo a change of cxioting Lay Pe ne Interior | "By Mr. HASKELL : Papers relating to the pension claim of D. 


he SPEAKER. The Chair is not called upon to determine that Hamlin—to the Committee on Invali P ensions. 
question at this time. It is a question of appropriation, and no doubt | __ Also, papers relating to the claim of William P. Hogarty, for re- 
will be considered by the Committee on Appropriations. lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Would not any provision having that end in view |- _By Mr. HERNDON: The petition of Frank 8. Moody and others, 
citizens of Alabama, for an appropriation for the improvement of 


be subject to int of order if brought in b i 
audio ster eee er ee locks and dams of the University Falls of the Black Warrior River, 
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Appropriations ? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the ; nit shal] | near Tuskaloosa, Alabama—to the Committee on Commerce, 
eit r ett ER By Mr. HOUK: The aoe of Mrs. Sidney A. Robertson, for com- 
pensation for rent and destruction of property by United States 





0JO DE LA CABRA LAND CLAIM. : to the itt War Clai 
—_ : . ., @ roops—to the Committee on War Claims. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- Also, papers relating to the claim of John Turner, sr., for compen- 


tary of the Interior, transmitting papers in the case of the New Mex- : oe : : 

ico land ciaim, Ojo de la Cabra; which was referred to the Com- oy Mn IUMPHR pyr eee or eons Lottridge and 

mittee on Private Land Claims. others, census supervisors, for additional compensation—to the Select 
LOS NOGALES DE ELIAS CLAIM, Committee on the Census. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- By Mr. GEORGE W. JONES: A bill to provide for deficiency in 
tory of the Interior, transmitting papers in the Arizona private land | appropriation for improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the Com- 
claim of Los Nogales de Elias ; Sin was referred to the Committee | mittee on Commerce. 
on Private Land Claims. By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of the Sons of Temperance of New 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. Ft og ye ne + hs rene ose oy the Right oe 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Brum, | Grand Lodge of G emplars of tho United States, representing 
until Tuesday next, on account of business off great importance.’ | 390,000members, foran amendment to the Constitution of the Unite 

‘ States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of ald alcoholic beverages 
CONSTRUCTION OF WAR VESSELS. throughout the national domain—severally to the Select Committee 

Mr. TALBOTT. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs | on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
to ask permission of the House for that committee to obtain the | By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of merchants and traders of the 
views of certain officers of the Navy, and manufacturers of iron and | District of Columbia, protesting against any reduction of the license 
steel, and shipbuilders, as to the best mode of constructing vessels | tax to commercial traders, &c.—to the Committee on the District of 
of war and the character of material most fitted to be used for that | Columbia. 
purpose, and to have the same printed for the use of the House. By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of citizens of Berwick, Pennsylvania, 























858 CONGRESSIONAL 


for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LADD: Papers relating to the claim of Milton B. Dufield— 
to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of Elizabeth H. Hartwell, for in- 
crease of pension--to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RTIN: The petition of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Delaware, asking for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all 
.aleoholic beverages throughout the national domain—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of the Christian Union Temperance 
Association, for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concern- 
ing the alcoholic liquor trafiic—to the same committee. 

y Mr. McMILLIN: The petition of J. H. Adkins and 68 others, 
citizens of Fentress County, Tennessee, for a mail-route from James- 
town, via Bairdstown, to Mouth of Wolf—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOSGROVE: The petition of citizens and soldiers of 
Clarion County, Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of House bill 
4495, known as the Keifer bill, which provides for granting a pen- 
sion of $8 per month to all Unicn soldiers and sailors who were con- 
fined in rebel prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of the Grand Division of Sons of 
Temperance of Indiana, representing 600 members, praying for an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the 
national domain—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The petition of Mrs. Sarah Dukes, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of citizens of Brunswick and Top- 
sham, Maine, for the improvement of Androscoggin River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: Memorial of H. P. Delwaaf, president 
of Bowery Savings-Bank, and other citizens, of New York, for the 
passage of joint resolution No. 59, for the Harlem River improve- 
ment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of the State Temperance Alliance of 
New Jersey, asking for an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic 
beverages throughout the national domain—to the Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. SKINNER: The petition of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Westbury, New York, and of the Grand Division of 
the Sons of Temperance of Maryland, praying for the appointment 
of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic— 
severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPAULDING: The petition of G. E. Morgan and 20 others, 
and of A. E. Green and 27 others, citizens of Oakland County, Michi- 
gan, for legislation regulating railroad transportation—severally to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY G. TURNER: A bil making an appropriation for 
continuing the improvement of the Chattahoochee River from Co- 
lumbus, Georgia, to the Florida State line—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Silas Reed, for 
compensation for property taken for new custom-house, Saint Louis, 
Missouri—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: The memorial of the Woman’s Suffrage Asso- 
ciation of Missouri, against the unconditional disfranchisement of 
women in Utah—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of John Hennessy and many 
others, mechanics and laborers of various occupations and trades, 
asking relief for labor and material furnished for buildings erected 
on the Fort Snelling reservation—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Henry Theirman and White 
Frost, for compensation for property wrongfully sold by the United 
States for taxes alleged to have been illegally assessed—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By GEORGE D. WISE: The petition of H. C. Acton and others, 
late messengers of the Post-Office, House of Representatives, for addi- 
tional compensation—to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, the petition of Edward T. Pilkenton, for repayment for cer- 
tain internal-revenue stamps for manufactured tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


Petitions and papers were reported from committees, under clause 
2 of Rule XXII, and referred as follows: 

From the Committee on Military Affairs: The petition of William 
H. Cox and 29 others, ex-soldiers of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of New wae: of E. Mills and 23 others, citizens of Minnesota; 
of Arthur F. Derby and others, citizens of New York; of W. E. Wood 
and others; of A. N. Dunn and 12 others, of Littleton, New Hamp- 
shire; of Colonel D. R. Haggard and others, soldiers of Kentucky ; 
of Jacob Clark and 47 others, of Ellenburgh, New York; of Luther 
C. Nye and others, of Blandford, Massachusetts; of Charles Adams 
and others; and of 40 citizens of Yorkshire, New York, praying for 
the enactment of a law for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Baek Pay. 

From the Committee on Claims: Papers relating to the claim of 
John Kennedy—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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FRIDAY, February 3, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, presented the petition of Murphy, 
Grant & Co. and others, of San Francisco, California, praying for 
the passage of the bill incorporating the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present the petition of the National Mechanics’ 
Banking Association, praying for the passage of a law authorizing 
the change of its name to ‘‘ Wall Street National Bank.” This peti- 
tion has been submitted to the Comptroller of the Currency, as I 
am informed, and meets his entire approval. I move its reference to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Connecticut, representing 900 members, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Grand Division of the Sons 
of Temperance of Maine, praying for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Grand Division of Sons 
of Temperance of New Jersey, representing 1,465 members, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic : 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of Hon. E. J. Turner, a mem- 
ber of the lower house of the Legislature of Kansas, and 1,765 others, 
residents of the county of Sheridan, in the State of Kansas, praying 
that section 2291 of the Revised Statutes be so amended as to allow 
homestead settlers west of the sixth principal meridian in Kansas to 
receive certificates and patents for their lands after two years’ resi- 
dence instead of five. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for an abolition of taxes on national and other banking cor- 
porations; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARLEY. I present a petition of citizens of California, pray- 
ing for immediate action on the bill incorporating the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua, which I ask be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tor from California th 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARLEY. I understand that the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations have had this particular subject under consideration. For 
that reason I ask the reference of the petition to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask that the reference of the peti- 
tion I presented this morning be changed, and that it be also re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change of reference will be 
made. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of citizens of Waynesburgh and 
Woodstock, Kentucky, praying for legislation regulating charges for 
railroad transportation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented a resolution of the Council of the Creek 
Nation in favor of the payment of money due to the loyal Creeks for 
losses sustained by them during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Captain Leo Vogel, William 
H. Shaw, W. B. Webster, J. N. Harrison, C. A. Brock, and H. T. 
Baya, captains of steamers and owners of the same running on Saint 
John’s River, praying the establishment of certain lights on that 
river. Idesire to say that this is a matter of very great importance. 
There is a large amount of commerce there, and an immense amount 
of traffic and travel, and I ask the early consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to the subject, to which committee J move the 
reference of the petition. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of citizens of Alabama, praying 
a grant of land to aid in the construction of the Gulf and Chicago 
pad agg Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. GROVER presented a petition of Messrs.Allan and Lewis, the 
Board of Trade, and prominent merchants of Portland, Oregon, ask- 
Rew passage of a bill to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company 
~ icaragua ; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

ations. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Milton L. Sparr, late second 
lieutenant Company K, Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers, ‘praying 
restoration to proper rank on pension-roll from date of discharge for 
disability; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


The Chair would inform the Sena- . 
ata similar petition was referred to the Com- 











REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TELLER. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 876) granting a pension to Lucretia R. Garfield, have 
directed me to report it back with a substitute. 

The PRESIDE ro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
report an original b 

. TELLER. I report this as a subititute for the original bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the bill read at length. Let 
us hear what the committee have reported. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows : 

A bill providing for a pension for Lucretia R. Garfield, Sarah Childress Polk, and 
Julia Gardner Tyler. 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to place the names of Lucretia R. Garfield, widow of James A. Garfield, deceased, 
Sarah Childress Polk, widow of James K. Polk, deceased, and Julia Gardner Tyler, 
widow of John Tyler, deceased, on the pension-roll, and pay toeach of them durin 
their respective natural lives, at the rate of $5,000 a year, from and after the 19t 
day of September, 1881. 


to Julia Gardner 


wther enacted, That the pension of $5,000 granted by this act 
er shall be in lieu of the pension heretofore granted to her by 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar, as reported with this amendment. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MINERAL SPECIMENS. 


Iam directed by the Committee on Agriculture, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2796) to appropriate $5,000 
for packing, transporting, and arranging certain agricultural and 
mineral specimens, to report it with an amendment. The bill pro- 
vides for defraying the expenses of the transportation and placing 
of certain industrial products which were given to the Agricultural 
Department by the Atlanta exposition. Itis necessary that the bill 
be passed as proposed to be amended by the Committee on Agricult- 
ure in order to cover expenses already incurred, and if there is no 
objection the committee would desire to have action upon the bill at 


Mr. MAHONE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the bill will pass unanimously. I have 
seen these agricultural specimens, and I can say that they are very 
extensive, important, and beautiful, and the mineral specimens are 
of the largest kind that I have ever seen anywhere. I understand 
that the Commissioner of Agriculture has a place for these speci- 
mens where they will remain permanently on exhibition if they are 
received here, and they will form a very important addition to the 
agricultural museum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know from my friend from Vir- 
ginia, before I consent to the present consideration of the bill, whether 
I understood him correctly in saying that the purpose is to cover ex- 
penses already incurred, and if so who incurred the expenses, my 
point being to know whether any officer of the United States has 
been, in spite of the statutes to the contrary, incurring expenses 
chargeable against the Treasury ? 

Mr. MAHONE. Iam not advised that any expenses have been 
incurred on the part of any officer of the United States, but these 
articles were given with the understanding that the expenses of trans- 
portation would be borne by the United States. They have been 
brought here already, and hence the expense has been incurred. The 
object of the amendment reported by the committee is to enable the 
Commissioner of Agriculture to refund the expenses which have been 
ineurred in the transportation of these articles from Atlanta to the 
city of Washington. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _IfI correctly understand it, then, the fact is that 
the citizens of the United States who were the proprietors of these 
objects have transported them to Washington at their own expense, 
and the object of the bill is to reimburse to them the expense of 
bringing these contributions here. Is that it? 

AHONE. That is what I understand, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being so, of course the bill is not obnox- 

ious to the suggestion I made, and I do not object to its present con- 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Agriculture with an 
amendment in line 10, after the word ‘‘ exhibitors,” to insert ‘‘and 
to pay any necessary expenses already incurred for that purpose ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That there is hereby cupeepsieted, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum o 

be necessary, for the purpose of enabling the Commissioner of Agriculture to pac 
m, and arrange for permanent exhibition, certain agri- 
ens recently exhibited at the Atlanta exposition and 
of Ageoiowe by the exhibitors, and to pay any 


and transport to W 
cultural and mineral 
presented to the Department 


ry expe 
available; and that the Commissioner of Agriculture shall report to Congress ap 
itemized account of expenditures. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Agriculture. 

The amendment was a 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to report favorably the bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for 
the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and te 
ve for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and 

ice-President, and the decision of questions arising thereon. This 
bill is one originally, I think, reported by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMuNDs] from the Judiciary Committee, which passed 
the Senate in the year 1878, and it is the uuanimous report of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, with the exception of per- 
haps one gentleman who was not able to be present at the meeting, 
and I am not aware that he objects to the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that the bill be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is unusual to print bills in the 
REcorD. An extra number of copies can be printed. 

Mr. HALE. I knowitis unusual, but I also know that it is arule 
which is broken here not infrequently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not aware that it is 
as to bills. The object of the Senator would be attained by having 
additional copies printed. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble is that it would not then be disseminated. 
This is a very important bill, it seems to me, and everybody reading 
the Recorp I believe would be glad to see it in print. I make the 
request that it be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the bill be spread at length in the Recorp of to-day’s proceedings. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill (S. No. 613) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and 
Vice-President, and to provide for and re te the counting of the votes for 
President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions arising thereon. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the electors of each State shall meet and give their votes 
on the second Monday in January next following their appointment, at such place 
in each State as the Legislature of such State shall direct. 

Sec. 2. That each State may, pursuant to its laws existing on the day fixed for 
the nme mage of the electors, try and determine before the time fixed for the 
meeting of the electors any controversy ao appointment, or the ap- 
pointment of any of them. Every such determination made pursuant to such law 
so existing on said day and made prior to the said time of meeting of the electors, 
shall be conclusive evidence of the lawful title of the electors who shall have been 
so determined to have been appointed, and shall Fa ee in the counting of the 
electoral votes as provided in the Constitution, and as hereinafter regulated. 

Src. 3. That its) be the duty of the executive of each State to cause three lista 
of the names of the electors of such State, duly ascertained according to the law of 
the State to have been chosen, to be made and certified, and to be delivered, as soon 
as may be after such final determination shall be had, to the electors, and before 
the day on which they are aegeiens by law to meet. 

Sec. 4. That Congress shall bein session on the second Wednesday in February 
succeeding every meeting of the electors. The Senate and House of Representa- 
tives 8) meet in the Hall of the House of Representatives at the hour of one 
o'clock in the afternoon on that day; and the President of the Senate shall be their 

residing officer. Two tellers shall be previously appointed on the part of the 
Senate, and two on the part of the House of Representatives, to whom shall be 
handed, as they are ——— by the President of the Senate, all the certificates, and 
papers p rting to be certificates, of the electoral votes, which certificates and 
ome shall be opened, presented, and acted pee in the alphabetical order of the 
tates, beginning with the letter A ; and said tellers, ha’ then read the same 
in the presence and hearing of the two Houses, shall make a list of the votes as the 
shall appear from the said certificates ; and the votes having been ascertained an 
coun) in the manner and according to the rules in this act provided, the result of 
the same shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall thereupon an- 
nounce the state of the vote, and the names of the persons, if any, elected, which an- 
nouncement shall be deemed a sufficient declaration of the persons elected President 
and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list of the votes, be 
entered on the Journals of the two Houses. Upon such reading of any such certifi- 
cate or paper, the President of the Senate shall call for objections, if any. Every 
objection shall be made in writing, and shall state clearly and concisely, and with- 
out argument, the ground thereof, and shall be signed by at least one Senator and 
one member of the House of Representatives before the same shall be received. 
When all objections so made to any vote or paper from a State shall have been re- 
ceived and read, the Senate shall thereupon withdraw, and such objections shall 
be submitted to the Senate for its decision ; and the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall, in like manner, submit such objections to the House of Repre- 
sentatives for its decision ; and no electoral vote or votes from any State from which 
bat one return has been received shall be rejected except by the affirmative votes 
of both Houses. If more than one return or paper purporting to be a return from 
a State shall have been received by the President of the Senate, those votes, and 
those only, shall be counted which shall have been re; ly given by the electors 
who are shown by the evidence mentioned in section 2 of this act to have been ap- 
inted if the determination in said section provided for shall have been made; 
ut in case there shall arise the question which of two or more of such State tri- 
bunals, determining what electors have been appointed, as mentioned in section 2 
of this act, is the lawful tribunal of such State, the votes poamiasty ven of those 
electors, and those only, from such State shall be counted whose title as electors 
the two Houses, acting separately,.shall concurrently decide is supported by the 
decision of the tribunal of such State so authorized by its laws. And in such case 
of more than one-return, or paper purporting to be a return, from a State, if there 
shall have been no such determination of the question in the State aforesaid, then 
those votes and those only shall be counted which the two Houses, acting separately, 
shall conaenrentity desite to be the lawful votes of the legally appointed electors 
of such State. When the two Houses have voted, they again 
meet, and as officer shall then announce the decision of the questions 
submitted. No votes or papers from any other State shall be acted upon until the 
chgeens poovionsly made to the votes or papers from any State shall have been 
finally dis: of, 

See. 5. Pat white the two Houses shall be in meeting, as provided in this act, 
the President of the Senate shall have power to preserve order; and no debate 
shall be allowed and no question shall be put by the presiding officer except to 
either House on a motion to withdraw. ’ 

Sc. 6. That when the two Houses separate to decide upon an objection that may 
have been made to the counting of any electoral vote or votes from any State, or 
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other question arising in the matter, each Senator and Representative may speak to 
such objection or question five minutes, and not oftener than once; butafter such 
debate shall bave Tasted two hours it shall be the duty of the presiding officer of 
each House to put the main question without further debate. 

Sxc. 7. That at such joint meeting of the two Houses seats shall be provided as 
follows: For the President of the Senate, the Speaker's chair; for the Speaker, 
immediately upon his left; the Senators, in the body of the Hall upon the right of 
the presiding ofticer; for the Representatives, in the body of the Hall not provided 
for the Senators; for the tellers, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, at the Clerk’s desk; for the other officers of the two Houses, 
in front of the Clerk’s desk and upon each side of the Speaker's platform. Such 
joint meeting shall not be dissolved until the count of electoral votes shall be 
completed and the result declared; and no recess shall be taken unless a question 
shall have arisen in regard to counting any such votes, or otherwise under this act, 
in whieh case it shall be competent for either House, acting separately, in the man- 
ner hereinbefore provided, to direct a recess of such House not beyond the next 
day, Sunday excepted, at the hour of teno’clockinthe forenoon. Butif the count- 
ing of the electoral votes and the declaration of the result shall not have been com- 
pleted before the fifth calendar day next after such first meeting of the two Houses 
no further or other recess shall be taken by either House. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of T. W. Tansell be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, it was 


Ordered, That the letter of the Secretary of War in relation to arms issued to 
the State of South Carolina be taken from the files and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to accompany Senate bill No. 1082. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1093) for the relief of George W. Saulpaw ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the papers in relation to the case, if 
there are any, be taken from the files of the Senateand referred. The 
veport of the committee on a former occasion was favorable, and I 
think the bill poem the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers on file will be with- 
drawn. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1094) to change the name of the National 
Mechanics’ Banking Association of New York to that of Wall Street 
National Bank; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1095) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Poughkeepsie, New York; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1096) for the relief of Harlan & Hollings- 
worth & Co; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present with the bill the petition of Harlan 
and Hollingsworth & Co., praying that their claim may be heard 
and decided in the United States Court of Claims, which I move 
be referred with the bill to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8S. No. 1097) to compensate the families of persons 
killed by the wrongful act, neglect, or default of another person ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1098) to release to the owners of the adjacent 
lands the interest of the United States in the Maria Sanchez Creek, 
Saint John’s County, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1099) granting a pension to Bridget Sher- 


lock ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1100) to regulate the carriage of passengers 
by sea; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 


AMENDMENT TO THE POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. JONAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No, 3844) to establish post-routes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC COMMISSION. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call up the motion which I submitted 
on the 11th of January last for the raising of a select committee on 
the alcoholic liquor traffic. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition presented by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi on which he made the motion he now calls up 
will be stated. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. ‘A petition of Good Templars of Verona, 
Mississippi, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to prohibit the mannfacture and sale of alcoholic bev- 
erages throughout the national domain.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion to 
refer this and similar petitions which have becn !2id on the table 


sé 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 3, 


until the motion shall have been decided to a select committee of five 
Senators. 

Mr. GARLAND. , Were not a number of similar petitians referred 
to the Committee on Finance ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Some few were so referred, but 
there are a great many of them on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let one of the petitions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition presented by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi will be read at length. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


National constitutional amendment. 
To the United States Senate and House of Representatives : 

Your petitioners, citizens of the United States, to secure the better protection of 
the American people from the great evils attendant upon the traffic in intoxicating 
liquors, and for the promotion of the general welfare, respectfully and earnestly 
a you, by an oo joint résolution, to adopt and por to the several 
States an amendment to the Constitution of the United States which, when ratified, 
will prohibit henceforth the manufacture, importation, and sale of all alcoholic bev- 
erages throughout our national domain. 

R. C. CUNNINGHAM, W. OC. Templar. 

Number of members of this lodge, 125. 

8. C. SWEN, Secretary. 


VERONA, MississirPl, December 12, 1881. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish to say that I have no objection to 
the appointment of a select committee, but the Senator from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. CoNGER,] who takes an interest in this matter, and who 
made a similar motion a few days ago, is not present. I suggest 
whether the Senate had not better defer action upon the motion until 
he comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] made the motion which is now pending. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Michigan also made a similar 
motion, as did other Senators. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to the motion going over at 
this time, in view of the absence of the Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The further consideration of the 
matter will be postponed for the present. 

Mr. GEORGE. However, I should like to have the motion dis- 
posed of in some way or other at an early day. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I rise for the purpose of moving to take from 
the Calendar Senate bill No. 17. 

Mr. VEST. If bills are to be taken from the Calendar I have a 
bill in charge which I was instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to urge immediately. I have not done so. 
It is a bill that does not affect my State more than any other, a bill 
of the greatest public importance. It passed the Senate at the last 
session of Congress unanimously. Not a Senator here can state 
one word against it, and the Quartermaster-General and the Secre- 
tary of War are urging its passage daily. It is a bill to provide for 
the erection of a hall of records to preserve the public documents 


and records of the Government. There are portions of this Capitol . 


where are stored large quantities of combustible material, subject at 
any time to conflagration, documents in regard to claims, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska thinks. 
his bill will not take more than a few moments. If so the Senator 
from Missouri then can call his measure up. 

Mr.GEORGE. Ishould like to call upmy motion now. The Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] is in his seat now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan being 
in his seat, the Senator from Mississippi asks to eall up the motion 
submitted by him. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. This bill was up a few mornings ago and I 
must insist upon its consideration now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi gave 
way and the Chair a the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall not press the motion now, under the cir- 
cumstances. 

NEBRASKA BOUNDARY LINE. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. The bill which I ask to have taken up was be- 
fore the Senate a few mornings ago, and at the instance of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] it was laid aside for the time 
being. He has suggested certain amendments to the bill, to which 
I have no objection, and it can be readily disposed of. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8S. No. 17) to extend the northern 
boundary of the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I ask that the amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont and accepted by me be read. I send them to 
the desk. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regularly they cannot be accepted, as this is a 
bill reported by a committee. They must be submitted to the Senate. 

ba PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The AcTING SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word “is,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions hereinafter contained ;” so 
as to read: 

That the northern boundary of the State of Nebraska shall be, and posehy Ss, 

a 


subject to the ———— hereinafter contained, extended so as to include all 


portion of the Territory of Dakota, &c. 


to 


ps 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
who has title or claim now to the land that it is proposed to incor- 
porate into the State of Nebraska? Is it public land? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. It belongs to the Government; that is, it is 
included in an Indian reservation. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then this is a proposition to take part of an 
Indian reservation and incorporate it in the State of Nebraska ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The provision of the billis that it does not take 
effect until the Indian title is extinguished, so that is all provided 
for in the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Thenit is to give the public lands tothe State 
of Nebraska, which I understand has a large territory now? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. No; under the bill the Government will have 
the right to control the lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 11, before the word “extended,” 
to strike out the words ‘‘ and hereby is;” so as to read : 

And the northern boundary of the State shall be extended to said forty-third 
parallel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, to add: 

And if the State of Nebraska shall not by an act of its Legislature consent to 
the provisions of this act within two years after the passage hereof, this act shall 
cease and be of no effect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to inquire why it is that the State of 
Nebraska has not by some home authority made some profert of its 
wishes in regard to this matter, and I should like to ask further what 
is the feeling of the people of Dakota about it? We are taking away 
what is apparently valuable property from the Territory of Dakota, 
which is here seeking admission as a State. It seemstome we ought 
to have regard for the wishes of those people, and the fact that the 
State of Nebraska apparently never has put in an appearance here 
or asked anything about it ought to enter into the considerations 
bearing upon this question. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. This bill was before the Senate more than a 
year ago, almost two years ago, and it was thoroughly canvassed 
both in committee and in the Senate. Seven times, I think, it was 
up and finally it was adopted exactly as reported, and the amend- 
ments which have been agreed to this morning were suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont, and remove all possible objection to the 
measure. So far as the territory is concerned it belongs to an Indian 
reservation, and there are no persons particularly affected by it, be- 
cause there are no white people upon the reservation, and I do not 
know that there are any Indians on it now. 

The object of the bill is to straighten the line between Dakota and 
Nebraska. If the line had been straight, orif there had been a well- 
defined line, no bill would have been brought before Congress in re- 

ard to the matter. The bill provides that the line shall go up the 
Niobrara River to the mouth of the Keya Paha River. The Niobrara 
River in many places there is a very wide and shallow stream, 
chenging its channel frequently. Sometimes in twenty-four hours 
the channel has been removed a quarter of a mile or more. So diffi- 


cult has it been to decide what is the real channel of that stream, ! 
that one of the judges in that district told me himself that he had |- 


released a prisoner and refused to act upon the case because he would 
nottakeit upon himself to decide t henorthern boundary of Nebraska 
where it was the main channel of that stream, because it was so 
difficult to tell where the channel was. 

For these and other reasons, the main reason being to straighten 
the line, (which would have been done when the act was passed 
originally if Congress had known anything about where it would be, ) 
oak not for the purpose alone of attaching territory to Nebraska, I 
ask for the passage of the bill. It does not affect anybody’s interest 
partjcularly, but straightens the line and gives the map an appear- 
ance which it would not have without this enactment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to inquire of the Senator 
from Nebraska how extensive the territory is which it is proposed 
by the bill to transfer from the Territory of Dakota to the State of 
Nebraska; that is, how many square miles does it contain ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I cannot tell exactly, but it is about forty miles 
in length and probably there is a mean width of about three miles, 
perhaps not quite so much. There are, I think, over two townships 
of land, but it is in such an irregular shape that I cannot tell exactly 
the quantity. 

Mr. HALE. Is there any population there whatever? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. There is no population there, and no population 
is affected by the bill at all. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire if the Indians are not 
affected by it? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Not the Indians themselves, 

Mr. DAWES. The Indians have all been removed to the Indian 
Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the point of the bayonet. 

Mr. DAWES. Theyhave hone removed at the point of the bayonet, 
so that the bill does not affect them. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is fair to say in behalf of the bill that it 
was considered by the Committee on Territories and unanimously 
reported favorably. My friend from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] made an 


inquiry as to what the feeling of the people of Dakota is upon the 
subject. The only information I have on that point is that quite a 
large delegation of very intelligent gentlemen from Dakota was be- 
fore the Committee on Territories, where this matter was informally 
discussed, although not specially with reference to this line, and no 
objection was made to it by them that I could hear. I think the bill 
is an entirely proper one for the reasons assigned by the chairman of 
the committee, and I hope the Senate will pass it. I do not see that 
it can affect the Indians, as their rights are thoroughly protected by 
the proviso. It simply straightens the line and gives symmetry to 
the northern line of the State of Nebraska. That is about all there 
is in it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let the bill be read in full. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has just 
suggested to me, and I think with great wisdom, that this grant of 
territory should be subject to all the provisions in regard to the 
admission of the State of Nebraska into the Union. The only real 
point about it that I can now think of would be as to reserving the 
free navigation of the Missouri River. 1 do not remember how the 
old acts in regard to the States that border on the Mississippi and 
the Missouri run, whether their jurisdiction is extended to the center, 
to the main channel, or whether to the shore. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. ‘To the main channel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is extended to the main channel, ther there 
should be what was, I am sure, in the earlier acts in regard to these 
States, a provision that would make the whole of the river free for 
navigation, &c., to all the people of the United States. Undoubtedly 
if we had a provision subjecting this tract to all the conditions and 
limitations of the original act of admission, it would probably cover 
the point, although I have not looked at the law. At any rate I 
will move to insert, after the word ‘‘ Nebraska,” in line 10, the words 
“and subject to all the conditions and limitations provided in the 
act of Congress admitting Nebraska into the Union.” That will 
probably secure what I have in view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the safeguards that have been put upon the 
bill are very desirable. As to the question of extending ’the bound- 
ary, I think any one who looks upon the map will see the propriety 
of it. The bill includes in the State of Nebraska just the old Ponca 
reservation, about which so much was said in the last Congress. It 
does not affect the title to that reservation, which has never by any 
legal means been taken out of the Ponca tribe. I suppose there can 
be no doubt in the mind of lawyers that it still remains there. The 
Ponca tribe have been driven off; ne one inhabits the reservation 
now, and their dwellings, those that have not been carried over this 
river by enterprising settlers in Nebraska, have been swept down the 
river by the floods that have been described by the Senator from 
Nebraska. But the rights of the Indians, whatever they are, do not 
seem to be affected by the bill, and the straightening of the line of 
Nebraska does seem to be very desirable. I hope, therefore, the bill 
will pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
propose any further amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the provision we have inserted is 
adequate to the purpose I had in view. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HALL OF RECORDS. 

Mr. VEST. I now ask the Senate to take from the Calendar the 
bill (S. No. 817) making appropriation for the purchase of ground 
and the erection thereon in the city of Washington of a building to 
be used as a hall of records. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the matter of raising a select 
committee was laid over in my absence, and I wish she Senate would 
take it up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Michigan that after it was laid over the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. VEsT] was recognized and the Chair stated that that matter 
could be taken up the next morning or to-day in case the time is 
lengthened. The Senator from Missouri has the floor and asks for 
the present consideration of the bill he has named. If there be no 
objection the bill is before the Senate and will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. VEST. There is a report with the bill made at the last session 
which can be read if any Senator desires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on proceeding to 
the consideration of the bill moved by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, 
and, unless by unanimous consent, the bill cannot be proceeded with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope now, asthe unfinished business comes up, 
the Senate will be kind enough to finish the funding bill to-day, and 
I trust, if possible, we can obtain some kind of understanding from 
the Senate whether we shall sit the bill out and finish it to-day. I 
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has been presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
disputed, as it seems to me, quite successfully by the Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB. ] 

Therefore I shall vote against the bill, and not occupy the time of 
the Senate any longer this morning, simply repeating that I called 
the attention of the Senate last evening to the impropriety of press- 
ing a vote at that time rather in the interest of others than my own, 
for I have felt ready to vote upon the question for the last week or 
two. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. DoI understand my friend from 
Indiana to say that the option of the Government to redeem at its 
pleasure as the bill now stands has been taken away ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I presume it has to some extent. I know the 
amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia relieves the 
bill somewhat from that objection, but not entirely. It is not possi- 
ble for any funding bill to be passed unless it does take away to some 
extent the option of the Government to pay these bonds whenever it 
is ready to do so. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It was my intention, and I under- 
stand the bill now to be in that state, that at the option of the Govern- 
ment these bonds should be paid, let it be this year or next year or 
five years hence. I just wanted to correct my friend on that point. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am very glad that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia prevailed, and it isthe only good thing that 
has prevailed in connection with the bill, the only thing that is good 
in it. It would induce me somewhat to forbear my opposition. 
But there are other reasons which induce me not to vote for this 
measure. It is a measure which in funding discriminates in favor 
of the bankers who are doing business with this Government. I am 
not in favor by my vote of giving the sanction of the Government 
to such a principle of discrimination. If these bonds can be floated 
in the hands of the people, they ought to be floated in the hands of 
bankers and bondholders; and I see no reason why at this session 
of Congress we should discriminate in their favor when we refused 
to do so a year ago. The bill we passed a year ago was passed with- 
out this discriminating feature in it, and 1 would vote for the same 
kind of a bill again, but I will not vote for this. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] should, I think, be adopted, although 
it does not go far enough, but it tends to make the bill better; and 
I want to say that while the bill is not so good as it ought to have 
been, and as the Senate had a chance to make it, still it preserves 
the principle which I contended for and which pertains to the pres- 
ent condition of the debt, and that is the preservation of the option 
of the Government to pay at any time. The changesthat have been 
made in it are such that I imagine the mover can hardly recognize 
it. ‘*Thevoiceis Jacob’s voice, but the handsarethe hands of Esau.” 
The bill is still Senate bill No. 46, introduced by the Senator from 
Ohio and reported by the Finance Committee, but the Esau of West 
Virginia has so amended it thatI think he is really entitled to stand 
in the parental relation to it. 

I think, Mr. President, that this discussion has done some good. 
I think we shall be able to some day arrive at the conclusion that 
the people of the United States are entitled to have applied to the 
finances of this Government that plain, practical, common sense 
which they apply to every-day affairs, that there is to be no monop- 
oly or patent whereby a certain set of individuals are to control and 
manage the finances of this Government to the exclusion of the peo- 
ple and their methods. 

We have been told in the course of this debate, that we should be 
‘it owen for panics, and every art of persuasion, and I might say of 
bulldozing, has been brought to bear here for the purpose of keeping 
this bill in the line of direction which was given to it by the Finance 
Committee; and that was done on the assumption that all the knowl- 
ba, applicable to this subject resides not only within the breasts 
and knowledge of a few individuals, but those few individuals living 
uncommonly close to the sea-coast. I think the public sentiment of 
this country has been stifled heretofore, and perverted to the ve 
great wrong of the people. Various performances that look exceed- 
ingly ugly now, in the new light of the present time, were taken in 
deference to what was called a sound system of finance, and which 
was so very sound that it could not be indulged in or spoken of 
except by a few privileged people. 

Under that process the bonded debt which we seek now to get rid 
of was largely increased in volume and value, at a great expense to 
the people of the United States. Now we say, those of us who agree 
with me on this subject, that this debt having been thus enormously, 
unwisely, and wickedly enhanced, shall not continue as an incubus 
to another generation, but shall be paid off as soon as possible, because 
it,is a rock of offense by reason of this process of accretion which has 
been applied to it, but because independent of that it is in the way 
of the development of this country; and the purpose as I believe, 
certainly one of the effects of this bill as originally introduced and 
as it came from the committee, was to perpetuate that debt. In that 
shape I could not have voted for it, but as it now is whether any 
portion is refunded or not is of ong consequence, for the option is 
preserved and the Secretary of the Treasury has before him the plain 
duty to pay it as fast as the revenues come in, which will I believe 
be to as great an extent during the next five years as during the 
prosperous ones just behind us. In not over five years the extended 


bonds and all the new ones which may be issued under this bill will 
be paid off. 

I doubt very much whether, even if the bonds are negotiated at 3 
per cent., there will be any saving, because I have noted it as a 

eculiarity of the Treasury transactions that a large amount of double 

interest is certain to be paid whenever funding is provided for, and 
that the expenses are enormous; but at all events it probably will 
not cost the Government more t it saves, and as the option is pre- 
served, I for one, while thinking 1t unnecessary to provide. for any 
funding at the present time and especially in view of the half-way 
measure about to be added to the bill, on the motion of the Senator 
from Connecticut, shall feel constrained to vote for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I should like to hear the bill read now, as it is 
about to be proposed to be engrossed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as it stands. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
receive at the Treasury, and at the office of any Assistant Treasurer of the United 
States, and at any postal money-order office, lawful money of the United States to 
the amount of $50 or any multiple of that sum, or any bonds of the United States 
bearing 34 per cent. interest, (which are hereby declared valid,) and to issue in ex- 
change therefor an equal amount of registered or coupon bonds of the United States 
of the denominations of fifty, one hundred, five hundred, one thousand, and ten 
thousand dollars, of such form as he may prescribe, bearing interest.at the rate of 
3 P; r cent. perannum, payable, either quarterly or semi-annually, at the Treasury 
of the United States. Such bonds shall be exempt from all taxation by or under 
State authority, and be payable at the pleasure of the United States : Provided, That 
the bonds herein authorized shall not be called in and paid so long as any bonds 
of the United States heretofore issued bearing a higher rate of interest than 3 per 
cent., and which shall be redeemable at the pleasure of the United States, shall be 
outstanding and uncalled. The last of the said bonds originally issued, and their 
substitutes, under this act, shall be first called in, and this order of payment shall 
be followed until all shall have been paid. The money ee osited under this act 
shall be promptly applied solely to the redemption of the bonds of the United States 
bearing 3} per cent. interest; and the aggregate amount of deposits made and bonds 


issued aah this act shall not exceed the sum of $200,000,000. The amount of lawful 


money so received on deposit as aforesaid shall not exceed at any time the sum of 
$25,000,000. Before any deposits are received at any postal money-order office under 
this act the postmaster at such office shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury 
his bond, with satisfactory security, conditioned that he will promptly transmit to 
the Treasurer of the United States the money received by him in conformity with 
regulations to be prescribed by said Seeneeeey and the deposits of any postmaster 
shall not at any time exceed the amount of his bond. 

Sec. 2. That any national banking association now organized, or hereafter organ- 
ized, desiring to withdraw its circulating notes upon a deposit of lawful money 
with the Treasurer of the United States, as provided in section4of the act of June 
20, 1874, entitled ‘‘ An act fixing the amount of United States notes, yroviling for 
aredistribution of national-bank currency, and for other purposes,” shall be required 
to give thirty days’ notice to the Comptroller of the Currency of its intention to 
deposit lawful money and withdraw its circulating notes: Provided, That not more 
than $5,000,000 of lawful money shall be deposited during any calendar month for 
this purpose: And provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not 
apply to bonds called for redemption LU ee Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sue. 3. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to authorize an increase 
of the public debt. 


Mr. ALLISON. Should not the last section read ‘‘ principal of the 
public?” Ido not see how the funding operations can go on without 
at least temporarily increasing the public debt, and there must be 
some little period of double interest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, the total is the amount of 
the debt less the amount on hand. The same provision is in all the 
acts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand perfectly well that it is in the act of 
1870, but under the provisions here now it is necessary to give notice 
of the withdrawal or payment of the 3} per cent. bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was so under the last act, and the money 
on hand always balances the amount of bonds, 

* Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will move no amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask one question about this bill. 
These bonds are to be coupons. I should like to ask somebody who 
is skilled in the Treasury methods, how many coupons the Secretary 
will put on each bond? 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
for two or three minutes. 

There has been so much said by two or three Senators, repeated 
again yesterday by the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS,] about 
the bill which passed the last Congress, the 3 per cent. bill so called, 
being so much cheaper to this Government than the existing arrange- 
ment, that I wish to refer for a few moments to the facts connected 
with the passage of that 3 per cent. bill. 

The bill itself did not comprise the entire programme at that time. 
Although it passed both Houses of Congress and was vetoed, there 
were other bills in connection with it, one of which passed the Sen- 
ate and the other was reported from the committee of the House, and 
intended to accompany that bill and to secure the taking of the 
bonds in the country by the banks and others, particularly by the 
banks. 

It has been asserted that this 3} per cent. arrangement was in the 
interest of the banks, I will show any gentleman who will listen to 
the figures that the programme at that time was far more in the in- 
terest of the banks than this3} per cent. arrangement, and that Pres- 
ident Hayes in vetoing that bill did not act so much in the interest 
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of the banks as charged as did the two Houses of Congress, the Sen- 
ate by its unanimous vote and the House committee by its recom- 
mendation. 

Now, I want the attention of the Senate for two or three minutes 
while I present the figures to prove what I have said. The total 
amount of continued bonds at 3} per cent. was $579,560,050. The 3 
per cent. bill of the last Congress appropriated one-quarter of 1 per 
cent. as the expense of refunding that amount. That one-quarter 
of 1 per cent. amounted to $1,448,900, which Congress proposed to 
pay for having this work done. It was done for less than $10,000, 
as against $1,448,900. 

Now, look a little further at the figures. Asa part of that refund- 
ing programme at the last session of Congress, the Senate unani- 
mously passed a bill repealing the tax on bank deposits, which would 
have reduced the annual revenues $6,569,486, as shown by the actual 
receipts of 1880. In other words, the Senate unanimously proposed— 
all our friends, including the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
and the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULsBURY, } who have been 
very much troubled on this matter, and all other Senators here as- 
senting—every one on this floor voted to relieve the banks of the 
$6,596,486 of taxation. Why? Because they thought the 3 per cent. 
bond would not go unless they sweetened it with something else, 
-and they offered a bonus to the banks of six and one-half million 
dollars for them to take the threes. 

If I am not misinformed, and I think I am not, the House Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, by its representative, Mr. CARLISLE, who is 
quoted as the father of the fifth section of the vetoed bill, reported 
favorably a bill from that committee, proposing to repeal the tax on 
bank deposits, and also the 2 per cent. stamp tax on bank-checks, 
drafts, and orders, amounting in the aggregate, as shown by last year’s 
receipts, to $8,676,699 per annum. 

This sum added to the one-quarter of 1 per cent., which was pro- 
posed for refunding under the 3 per cent. bill, amounts to $10,125,599. 
The one-half per cent. difference between the 3 per cent. and the 3} 
per cent. on the entire amount of bonds refunded is $2,897,800 per 
annum, which deducted from the total of $10,125,599 which it was 
proposed to relieve the banks from by way of taxation shows an ad- 
vantage to the Government by the present plan adopted by the late 
Secretary of the Treasury over that proposed by Congress between 
seven and eight million dollars; to be exact, $7,227,799. And as it 
was proposed by the House Committee on Ways and Means to reduce 
the annual revenue derived from the banks $8,676,699 in order to 
induce the banks to take the 3 per cent. loan, the 34 per cent. plan 
adopted shows a permanent advantage, an annual saving to the “bam 
ernment of $5,777,899 per annum over and above the 3 per cent. meas- 
ure with its adjuncts which it was proposed to pass at the last session 
of Congress. 

So that when the Senator from Kansas and others say there is no 
economy in this measure, [ refer them to the fact that it cost the 
Government but $10,000 to do it; whereas the bill for which that 
Senator voted was to cost the Goverment a million and a half to put 
it in operation, and after it had been in operation, together with the 
proposed repeal of taxes by which it was sought to bribe the banks 
to take the 3 per cent. loan, it would have cost the Government an- 
nually $5,777,899 more than the present plan costs to-day. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I regret very much that the Senator 
from Minnesota has weakened his position by the speech he has just 
made. It was strong enough before without resorting to the argu- 
ment which he has just made. Ihave had occasion to commend that 
action of his, as he knows. I believe in what he did, and am will- 
ing to give him credit for it; but it doesnot stand on any such foun- 
dation as he now putsit, and that can be shown by the statement of 
one fact. The funding bill of last year proposed to compel new 
national banks to take the bonds, but the bill to abolish bank taxa- 
tion was not only a separate measure and never became a law, but 
it proposed to take the tax from State banks and private bankers, as 
well as from national banks; and only the latter were required to 
take the bonds. The bill was not even considered in the House, and 
there was no more connection between it and the funding bill than 
between the Senator and myself. He is simply begging the question 
and destroying the effect of what he has done by consenting to resort 
to an argument of that kind to sustain his action. It is justifiable on 
sufficient grounds without reproach either to him, or to the admin- 
istration, or to the party ; and I am sorry that he resorts to so far- 
fetched an argument for justification when the obvious and impreg- 
nable argument is so near at hand. His comparison is withthe con- 
dition of the things he found when he went into office, and not with 
the funding bill vetoed by Mr. Hayes. 

The Senator can of course speak for himself as to his own motive 
in voting for the repeal of the bank taxes, but not for others. He 
will probably vote for the measure again this session, and if itshould 
become a law would he then ask that the saving he effected by fund- 
ing be debited with the loss to the revenue accruing by reason of the 
repeal of these taxes ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator asks me a question. I voted for that 
repeal of taxes then, and I will vote for it again ; but I do know the 
fact that both those bills, the one that was run through the Senate 
and the other reported from the House committee, were in connec- 
tion with the funding bill, and on account of the circumstances which 
then existed I think the Senator, if he knows the fact, knows it, too. 
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They were connected together and were inthe minds of both Houses 
of Congress at that time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think it is possible for any one to know a 
thing that is not true. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BayarD] 
reported the bill repealing the tax on the banks, but he voted against 
the funding bill and voted with the Senator from Minnesota, and now 
the latter Senator asks us to believe that a measure which related to 
all the banks of the country was designed to sugar-eoat the 3 per 
cent. funding bill—make it acceptable to the national banks, who 
alone were affected by it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I voted in favor of the funding bill. 
is mistaken. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator has given himself a new claim upon 
my regard. I know he opposed the bill in argument, and I supposed 
he had followed his argument with his vote. 

Mr. President, I was in favor of the 3} per cent. arrangement made 
by the Senator from Minnesota because I believed it was the less of 
two evils, and I am willing to stand by it; and after the credit the 
Senator from Minnesota has had and after the very fine effect that 
his funding had on the fortunes of the political party to which he 
and I are glad to belong, and upon the country generally and its 
credit, I do not want the force of it broken by such arguments as the 
Senator has put forth. He has nothing to be ashamed of and does 
not need to prove or seek to prove that his plan was better than one 
which was merely proposed, and especially he wants to avoid the 
uncertain ground he is now seeking to stand upon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the bill still open to amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and adopted renders it necessary, in my 
opinion, that we should make some additional provision to prevent 
the banks from getting, if possible, a much heavier control over the 
commercial affairs of this country than they have now. The amend- 
ment provides that a bank desiring to withdraw its circulating notes 
shall give thirty days’ notice of its intention, and further provides 
that not more than $5,000,000 shall be deposited and circulation with- 
drawn during the period of one calendar month. Now, it seems to me 
that unless we append some provision to that amendment by which 
the banks shall be compelled to withdraw the circulating notes after 
giving the notice, they will have it in their power by giving such 
notice to produce a very marked and perhaps a very injurious effect 
on the market. If some of the larger banks, for instanee, in the city 
of New York should give notice that after thirty days they would 
withdraw $50,000,000 of circulation, (which, of course, would cover 
the amount permitted for several months,) the mere notice would 
probably produce upon the minds of all persons connected with com- 
mercial affairs an impression that money was about to become very 
scarce in thirty days or sixty days or ninety days, and thereby they 
could create a panic if they chose to do it, or at allevents they could 
thus either elevate or depress prices very much at their own will. 

I propose to add to the amendment of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut which we have adopted a provision which I will read: 

And provided further, That any bank that shall give the notice required by this 
section for withdrawing its circulating notes shall be required to withdraw the 
amount specified in such notice and at the time therein designated, and failing te 
so withdraw its circulation it shall forfeit its charter and be put in liquidation. 


I do not desire to give the banks the opportunity of affecting the 
money market of the country simply by giving notices which they 
are not required to perform, and that will be the effect of the amend- 
ment as adopted without some additional provision of the kind I 
now suggest. 

It seems to me that no elaboration of this argument is at all neces- 
sary to make its importance felt by those who desire to provide a 
safe means for the regulation of the banks in their control over the 
currency, the crops, and the prices of the country. I therefore offer 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama offers 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 2 the 
following: 

And provided further, That any bank that shall gre the notice required by this 
section for withdrawing its circulating notes shall be required-to withdraw the 
amount specified in such notice and at the time therein designated, and failing so 
to withdraw its circulation shall forfeit its charter and be put into liquidation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hesitate very much to trouble the Senate after 
so long a discussion, but I say that that amendment is not necessary, 
in my opinion, to the safe and proper conduct of business. I think 
the Senator from Alabama very much mistakes the character of the 
great financial institutions of the country ; he very greatly under- 
estimates the powers that they already have. Ihave not the slightest 
idea that it would ever have occurred to a banking officer in the 
United States that he would take that process for affecting the mar- 
kets of the country which the Senator has described. 

As I said the other day, and I tried to make it emphatic—I made 
it so emphatic that several Senators on the other side have endeav- 
ored to make capital against me on it—with their $95,000,000 of call 
loans, with their hundreds of thousands of millions of time loans, 
the banks have every imaginable facility for depressing and elevat- 
ing the market or creating disturbance if that should be their desire. 
Nor is that in any way peculiar to the national banking system. It 
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is simply the obvious and inevitable incident of the existence of the 
great capital, which can do these things whether it exist in the form 
of national banks or State banks or in the hands of private bankers. 
No man supposes that surplus earnings in the form of capital will 
exist in this country and remain in the pockets of each individual 
citizen. They will be deposited and accumulated ; it is for the bene- 
fit of civilization that they should be; and when they are gathered 
together men will sometimes be led by their selfishness or their folly 
to use that aggregated capital ina way not wholesome to the general 
interest. But we have this general compensation or consolation that 
the capitalists who venture upon that course of proceeding uni- 
formly find that their action recoils to their own great damage. The 
national banks are under bond to the extent of all their liabilities 
to conduct themselves with temperance and with moderation. I 
dislike to see a statute-book cumbered with harsh, arbitrary pro- 
visions like that the Senator from Alabama proposes to add at the 
close of my amendment: if you do not withdraw, if you should 
change your mind within thirty days and do not actually make a 
withdrawal, you shall be thrown into bankruptcy. It is too harsh, 
altogether unnecessary, excessively eee and goes to the extent 
of taking the money of innocent shareholders and depositors and 
throwing it all into confusion in the hands of receivers. Ishould be 
—T see that provision adopted. Ithink itis unnecessary in any 
regard. 

r. MORGAN. It is said the law is a terror to the evil-doer, not 
to the man who desires to do right. All the laws upon our statute 
book of a criminal and penal character are intended to prevent 
crime and vice. We should not repeal those laws, even if we were 
satisfied that every man and woman in the United States was en- 
tirely a virtuous person and a good person inevery sense. We should 
fortify ourselves by the penalties imposed as a necessary part of our 
éivilization. No chabel, I suppose, however much confidence it 
might have in the piety of its membership, would undertake to abol- 
ish the Ten Commandments as applicable to that church, because it 
no longer had any use for them. 

I think that there is enough in the history of the national banks 
and other banking corporations in this country to justify the expec- 
tation that they will not be more virtuous, more honest, more discreet, 
and more unselfish than any other class in their dealings with the 
community on the basis of the great amount of capital which they 
get together. I therefore think that it is not only prudent in us but 
it becomes a positive duty on our part when we put opportunities 
into the hands of these large aggregations of capital, to guard those 
opportunities just to the same extent as if we expected them to be 
abused wherever they could be abused for the advantage of the banks 
and the disadvantage of the community; and I can see no other just 
rule of legislation but that in reference to these institutions. 

I do not know enough about the national banks or, in fact, about 
any of the other great corporations of the country to be able to justify 
by any experience of mine the high opinion which is entertained of 
them by the Senator from Connecticut. I have no idea that that 
honorable Senator would have any connection with them, either 
directly or indirectly, unless he believed them to be entirely incor- 
ruptible ; but I have heard it said by men who have had some im- 
portant connection with financial and commercial affairs in the past 
that the great panic of 1873 was produced largely, if not entirely, 
by a combination of national banks. Whether that be true in point 
of history or not, I cannot say ; but the mere assertion of men of that 
character that such results have followed in the past from their 
ability to combine and to produce very marked effects upon the com- 
merce of the country, suggests to me the necessity of making a pro- 
vision of this kind, that we should put some guards and restrictions 
about them. 

I cannot understand the necessity of the amendment of the Sena- 

tor from Connecticut, which we have adopted, unless it shall mean 
something. If a national bank can give notice of its intention to 
withdraw that large amount of its circulating notes and may then 
withdraw from that committal at pleasure, the amendment which 
the Senator offers and which we have adopted amounts to nothing in 
practice. There is no advantage certainly to the country to ‘be de- 
rived from that amendment. hy should we furnish by statute an 
ae to the national banks to say thirty days in advance what 
they intend to do in reference to the withdrawal of their currency ? 
They have not got that opportunity now. Now, when they wish to 
withdraw their circulating notes, they must deposit lawful money of 
the United States and then withdraw their own notes; they must 
take out of their current capital stock, their financial power, the 
amount of money that they propose to withdraw and put it up in the 
Treasury of the United States. The amendment as it stands does not 
require them to place acent on deposit in the Treasury, but gives 
them all the ativantage of a thirty-days’ notice, from which they may 
recede at pleasure ant thereby produce a depression upon the markets 
of the country at any time they see proper. 
_ Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him how much 
impression upon fifty millions of people and the thousands of millions 
of dollars involved in banking would be produced by a notice that 
a bank intended to withdraw its cirenlation in the course of thirty 
days, or that all the banks did, to the amount of only $5,000,000 ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The amount of $5,000,000 per month would be 
$60,000,000 a year. I sheuld say $60,000,000 withdrawn within the 
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course of a year from the circulating medium of this country would 

roduce a very powerful impression on the market. Ihappen to live 
in a region of country where the people are naturally and justly sen- 
sitive upon questions of this kind, because we find that by the strin- 
gency of the money market in New York City the prices of our prod- 
ucts can be put up and down from a half cent to a cent a pound 
without the slightest difficulty and without any opportunity on our 
part to remedy it. We have no means of resisting it; and that is 
one of the reasons why we have been so anxious to get silver in cir- 
culation in our country, a money that would be all the time finding 
its way back to the banks, a money which would do its work among 
the people. If the power is given to the banks to produce an im- 
pression on the markets to the extent of only $10, it is that much 
power to do injustice. 

The Senator says he does not want our statute-book disfigured with 
harsh enacments against the national banks. Why, sir, no bank that 
wishes to do its duty and act in good faith with the people would 
ever take the slightest exception to such a statute as that which I 
propose. Suppose a number of banks come forward and say, “‘ We 
want to withdraw $10,000,000 of our circulation within a month,” or 
five, as the case may be. I a to say to them, ‘‘ You must make 
that overture in good faith, and if you propose to withdraw that cir- 
culation you must withdraw it; otherwise you shall forfeit your char- 
ter; because if you propose to do it anddo not do it, that is clear, in- 
a evidence of an attempt to swindle the country.” That is 
all of it. 

Now, why should a bank give a notice of this kind and then recede 
from it, unless the bank gave the notice for the pu of merely cre- 
ating an impression on the financial and commercial markets of the 
country? And if the bank gives the notice and then recedes, what 
can you say about it except that it is acting in bad faith with the 
country? I desire to compel them to act in good faith with the coun- 
try, and that is the whole purport of this amendment. 

The action we have taken here is not only without merit but it is 
absolutely vicious, unless we proceed further and restrain the banks 
by putting a provision in that they shall comply with their notice 
under a severe penalty. That penalty is simply this: they have 
proved, by giving the notice, and by their non-compliance with it, 
either that they did not intend to comply with it when they gave it 
or that they are unable to comply with it, and in either event the 
bank is in a ae situation, according to the proof it has furnished 
against itself, to be putin liquidation. I therefore hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama; but the Senator from Min- 
nesota has seen proper to refer to the bill passed at the last session 
and to claim that the arrangement that he made with the public 
creditors was for the interest of the country as compared with the 
bill passed at the last session. In the first place he says we allowed 
one quarter of 1 per cent. on the total debt to be funded for the 
purpose of carrying out the provisions of that bill. That was simply 
a provision to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate the 
3 per cent. bonds provided for in the bill of the last session. We did 
not think that amount would be spent, we did not think it would be 
necessary for the Secretary of the Treasury to use it all, and we only 
authorized him to use so much as would be necessary for the purpose 
not exceeding that maximum. That is the answer to that part of 
the statement. . 

Now, in reference to the bill that was passed to take the tax off 
deposits, I believe almost every Senator, whether he was in favor of 
the 3 per cent. bill passed at the last session or not, voted for it, be- 
cause it was considered an unnecessary tax on the banking interest. 
I voted for it then, I will do so again, whenever a proposition of that 
kind is brought forward. I donot think banks ought to be taxed on 
their deposits. That reaches not only national banks, but private 
bankers and State banks, and there aremore State and private banks 
in the country than there are national banks, It was not a measure 
in favor of national banks only, as the Senator from Minnesota would 
have us believe. 

Mr. President, that is all the reply I wish to make to that state- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota. I shall vote for this bill, though 
it is not in such a shape as I desire it should be. Ishould have been 
= that the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. VEST, ] 

nown as the Carlisle amendment, had met with the favor of the 
Senate. I think there was nothing unjust toward the banks in that 
amendment known as the Carlisle amendment. It did not apply to 
existing banks so far as they postponed coming forward; it only ap- 
plied to those which should hereafter desire to go into the banking 
business and to the increase of the circulation of existing banks. 
Now, if you desire to float a 3 per cent. bond ought you not to say to 
banking associations who want to go into business, “‘ Take the low- 
est-interest bond the Government issues, because we pay the interest 
on these bonds, and it is to the interest of the publie that you should 
deposit in the Treasury the lowest safe-interest bond that the Gov- 
ernment issues.” ‘There is nothing unfair in that proposition, and I 
am only sorry it did not prevail and was not attached to the bill. 

I was also in hopes that the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas (Mr. PLuMB] would have been incorporated in the bill that pro- 
posed to dispose of the funds that are now held in the Treasury for 
the purpose of redeeming the greenback circulation in excess of 
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$100,000,000. Iclaim that that is ample for the protection of the 
greenback circulation. Indeed I believe that $50,000,000 in the Treas- 
ury would protect the notes of the Government, that no raid could 
be successfully made upon the Treasury if we had $50,000,000 in the 
vaults of the Treasury. We are keeping there a large amount of 
money and losing interest on it, as I conceive, unnecessarily. 

Now, sir, will you tell me that this Government, with its income 
not less than $1,000,000 a day from taxation imposed on the people 
and with $100,000,000 in the Treasury, would not be able to meet any 
demand for the paymentof the Government notes? Ithink it is mere 
nonsense ; Isayit withrespect. Ibelieve that with $50,000,000, much 
less with $100,000,000, the Treasury could protect the greenback 
circulation against any raid that might be made on the Treasury. I 
should prefer reducing that fund, because I remember in the early 
days of my life to have read that when the proceeds of the public 
lands had accumulated in the Treasury of the United States, 1t was 
then said by those who sat in this Hall and in the other House that 
it was not good policy to let accumulations of money arise in the 
public Treasury, and Congress went to work and distributed the 
surplus proceeds arising from the sales of the public lands among the 
different States. I would be glad now if, with provision to take care 
of the debt, we had only $50,000,000 in the Treasury. . I should feel 
that the Treasury was perfectly safe with that amount, especially 
since we have passed the silver bill, because I believe now that with 
even $20,000,000, one-half of it in silver, no combination of capitalists 
would dare go to the Treasury and demand coin for $20,000,000 of 
greenback circulation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me that the effect of this amendment will 
be, if there should be any serious panic which made a large num- 
ber of banks threaten to withdraw their circulation and thereby 
create a contraction of the currency, to provide that there shall be 
no possible locus penitentia, so that the evil which sometimes injures 
the country so much by the mere alarm may be made certain beyond 
the hope of any change of purpose on the part of the banks. Itseems 
to me that the amendment of the Senator from Alabama is one of 
unmitigated evil. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it appears to me that tlie answer 
to what the Senator from Massachusetts has said would naturally be 
that, so far as human experience has yet gone, in a time of actual 
panic banks are not putting up lawful money in the Treasury to 
withdraw their circulation; they are using their lawful money to 
accomplish other objects; and when they have got their circulation 
redeemed, (for that is what they must use it for,) if there was a run 
on the banks they would not be bound to put itout again. So there 
they stand. I do not see, then, how it would happen possibly that 
the time of withdrawal would be in the case of a real and actual 
panic, but a realand actual panic might follow but for the $5,000,000 
limitation (which may cover it substantially) from banks combining 
to propose a withdrawal of a vast amount of currency and thus pro- 
pe a stress of money and a panic and a very unpleasant state of 
things. 

~ what the Senator from Alabama proposes is that when any 
bank deliberately, on a month’s notice, informs the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States that it wishes to withdraw its circulation 
or any part of it, whatever the law may be about that, it shall take 
that action with deliberation and shall be bound by it—that is all 
that it amounts to—and being bound by it, if it does not do what it 
has given the public notice it was going to do and thereby diminish 
the circulation of the country by so much, it shall be wound up; and 
now that we are to have the yeas and nays I feel obliged myself to 
vote in favor of that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the Senator from Vermont answers the 
pupertiion. The Senator from Alabama bases his amendment on a 

lief, which I do not share with him, that it either has been or may 
be for the interest of national banks to combine to propose a con- 
traction of the currency by a proposition to withdraw their circu- 
lating notes, and that the anticipation of such a contraction will 
produce an alarm among the business men, which will haveits effect 
on prices and create a panic and a business disturbance out of which 
the banks may believe they will derive an advantage by the lower- 
ing of prices, or other advantage such as comes to capitalists who 
have money at their command in times of panic to force sales, &c. 
I do not believe such a thing ever has been done or ever will be done 
by the national banks of this country or by any other banks. I do 
not think as a rule that banks are in the hands of gamblers or specu- 
lators. But assuming the Senator from Alabama to be right, my 
criticism upon his amendment is—and the Senator from Vermont 
does not seem to me to answer it—that it is not a good plan to make 
certain a sudden contraction of the currency if the banks should 
have taken this imprudent or dishonest step, as the penalty for a 
mere threat of it. Ifthe banks want to accomplish this thing, they 
will do it even if they proceed to the redemption if they shall find 
their profit in it, and the Senator from Alabama says by his amend- 
ment that if the banks combine to produce this disturbance by a 
threat, it shall then be out of their power not to produce it, not to 
do the mischief which they have only threatened. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts used a very good word when he referred to this action on 
the part of the banks as a threat, in the event of the banks not com- 
plying with what they had proposed to do. I do not wish to put it 
in the power of the banks to threaten the commercial or industrial 
circles of the country. It is much better that we should not have 
adopted the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut than that 
we should leave that amendment in the shape it isnowin. If a bank 
under existing laws desires to take up its circulating notes, as I re- 
marked when on the floor before, it must take its money to the Treas- 
ury and deposit it, and must take the risk and chance of that being 
a fortunate or unfortunate movement. Now we givethem the oppor- 
tunity to dispense with the actual deposit of the money by making 
a threat that they will do so after thirty days. I think that the 
people I have the honor to represent here would hold me remiss if 4 
did not undertake to protect. them against the opportunity of any 
financial power in this country thus to harass them in respect to 
their prices. It operates more particularly upon the Southern States, 
perhaps, than any others, because our produce comes into marketin 
a bulk and very much at the same time, and being so valuable and 
so light, so easy of transportation, it is converted into money with 
greater rapidity than any other marketable product. 

If the banks or bankers or capitalists who usually control banks 
should commence as early as the month of May to make these threats 
for the withdrawal of their currency, and should thereby get the im- 
pression prevalent in the land that money was going to be close, that 
times were going to be financially hard, prices would necessarily drop 
on the producer just at the very time when he was marketing his 
crop; then by non-compliance with this threat, and by holding on 
to the volume of money, or even increasing it—for they may increase 
it notwithstanding the statute we have enacted—prices would go up 
immediately and an enormous speculation be made upon the people 
of the South, to say the least of it, by the opportunity which we 
furnish in the bill as it now stands. I desire to avoid that. 

It is no hardship at all upon any bank if it makes an offer of this 
kind that it should do it, as the Senator from Vermont well said, se- 
dately, and after looking at its resources and its business to see 
whether it could afford to do it or not. There can be hardship in 
holding a national bank or any other person up to a promise or a 
pledge that it makes to the entire country, for when a national bank 
comes forward with a notice that it will surrender its currency to a 
certain amount, good faith requires that business operations, which 
are based necessarily upon that reduction of the currency, should not 
be affected injuriously thereby. 

If the banks are to have the power to contract their currency per- 
manently, it does seem to me to be beyond all disputation that that 
power should be kept so far under control as that they should be 
compelled to comply with what they said they were going to do, and 
we should not give them an opportunity without putting up any 
capital, without doing more than merely giving notice to the world, 
to reduce the price of crops, the price of commerce generally, to pro- 
duce a heavy blow on the financial condition of the country, and 
then, at the very moment when they were to act, withdraw the no- 
tice, and let the money stand in the channels of commerce. 

I would not have introduced so heavy a penalty against the banks 
except for this reason: when they give the notice that they will 
withdraw their currency they admit one of two vee ; either that 
they have a redundancy of currency compared with the capital upon 
which they are acting, or that they must reduce their business opera- 
tions for some other cause. They propose that as a step in liquida- 
tion. Now, it makes no difference in what view a bank offers to 
reduce its currency, there can be no good reason, it seems to me, why 
a bank should not be held to reduce its currency according to its 
notice. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not propose to detain the Senate, but I wish to 
put on the record that while Isympathize with many of these amend- 
ments, I vote with very great reluctance upon them. I regret that 
they are brought forward in connection with this bill. "They are 
matters which concern the business and property of the country and 
its labor most profoundly. They cannot be properly understood in 
their whole range and effect in the short period of time which we 
are giving to them. I think very much like the Senator from Ala- 
bama in regard to, this amendment, but neither I, nor he, nor any 
other gentleman can see the extent to which it will affect the busi- 
ness of the country. We cannot tell without more deliberation and 
more discussion whether or not it would be expedient to force upon 
the country a retirement of currency when notice has been given by 
a combination of banks of their intention to retire a large amount 
of currency. 

For one, I wish to say that I regard all the questions connected 
with the finances which have been brought in as amendments to this 
bill as matters of too great importance to be decided in the way in 
which they have been decided and enacted into the forms of law with- 
out a more enlarged consideration by the Senate and a more enlarged 
consideration by the country at large. 

For these reasons, sir, I shall not feel at liberty to vote for the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN. } 

The Acting Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Hi.] If he were present, I should vote 
““ na ‘Pad 

Mr. JONAS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] on this bill and all amend- 
ments toit. I do not know how he would vote on this amendment. 
Therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLUMB, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. GEoRGE.] Ifhe were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. VANCE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KeLtLoaa@.] If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. VAN WYCK, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER.] If he were here, I should 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. VEST, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If he were here, Ishould vote 
“yea,” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] I do not know how he would vote on 
this question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Iam paired with the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. MILter.] Not knowing how he would vote on this 
amendment, I decline to vote. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (after having voted in the negative.) 
It did not occur to me at the time I voted that I was paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Harnis.] I therefore ask leave to 
withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his vote. : 

Mr. ALLISON, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I voted 
also in forgetfulness of the fact that I was paired with the Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Brown.] I do not know how he would vote on 
this amendment, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. SEWELL, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I desire to 
withdraw my vote, as I am paired with my colleague, [Mr. McPHER- 
SON, ] who is absent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator from New 
Jersey will be withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 20), nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Camden, Garland, Johnston, Slater, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Maxey, ‘Teller, 
Coke, Groome, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Davis of Ilinois, Ingalls, Pendleton, Walker, 
Edmunds, Jackson, Pugh, Williams. 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Lapham, Rollins, 
Anthony, Hale, ogee. Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Hampton, Mc Dill, Saunders, 
Beck, Haw ey, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Blair, Hill of Colorado, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Call, Hoar, Morrill, ‘Windom. 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Platt, 

ABSENT—29. 
Allison, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Brown, e, Kellogg, Sewell, 
Butler, George, Lamar, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, McMillan, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, McPherson, Vest. 
Davis of W. Va., Harrison, Miller of Cal.. 
Fair, Hill of Georgia, Miller of N. Y., 
Farley, Jonas, Plumb, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

My. INGALLS. Mr. President, in the debate that occurred yes- 
terday between the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM] and my- 
self he tendered an issue of veracity to mein the following language: 

T leave this question of veracity between the Senator and myself to the RECORD. 


I disavowed it in the following language : 
a is no question of veracity between the Senator from Minnesota and my- 
se 


After which I continued: 


The Senator says I am mistaken, and I repeat the assertion and say it is correct 
that the statement has been made again and again that the Government was a pas- 
sive party to this transaction, that the invitation came from the bondholders to the 
Government, that the Government merely assented to the proposition made by the 
bondholders, and that all there was of it was a simple release by these parties of 
the excess of interest above 3} per cent. While I have not the leisure now to refer 
to the Recorp, if that is denied, I shall take early occasion to find those statements 
made again and —. 

_ Mr. Wixpom, It is denied in the wayin which the Senator puts it. I refer the 
Senator to the Reconp. 

Mr. INGALLS. There it is again. There is great virtue inan “if.” ‘It is denied,” 
says the Senator from Minnesota, ‘‘in the way in which the Senator puts it.” 

r. WixpoM, It is denied as a fact in any way that the Senator can put it, for 
there has been nothing substantially of that kind said. 


Mr. President, on the seventh page of the RECORD issued on the 2d 
of February, in discussing the then pecs proposition, the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDs] used the following language: 


That was a release for the benefit_of the United States; and all that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, I suppose, did aboutit, certainly all that he could do about 





it, either physically or legally, was to allow these papers of release to be filed and 
to accept them on behalf of the United States to be filed in its public office. 

Again, in the same debate, on the same page, a little below, tho 
Senator from Vermont continued : 

I do not know any law that authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to enter 
into an agreement with anybody, unless it appears in some statute, and I do not 
understand that he has done so any more than if these releases had been filed in 
the office of the Department of Justice, where they might just as well for all legal 
purposes have gone. 

Upon the twelfth page of the Recorp of the same day, in a debate 
upon the same proposition, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] used the following language: 

I should like to ask the honorable Senator from South Carolina if he does not 
entirely approve of the Secretary of the Treasury’s failure to act in failing to pay 
24 per cent. more to these bondholders? ‘That is the only thing he has done. 

Again, in the debate reported in the issue of the Recorp of Feb- 
ruary 3, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DawEs] used the fol- 
lowing language : 

That bond is outstanding with a stipulation of the holder of it that he is content 
to take 34 per cent. Nothing further exists as an act of the Government except 
that the Government takes the proposition of the bondholder and conforms to it 
until such time as it may desire to call in the bond. 

Again, on page 30 of the Recorp for the same day, the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] used the following language : 

The Government has been entirely passive in this matter and is only presumed 
to have power to accept from the bondholder an agreement to take a less sum than 
the Government stands ready, according to its obligation, to pay. 

I have not had time to examine the RECORD more minutely, but 
I think that the five statements that I have quoted from three Sena- 
tors is sufficient to establish the fact that I was right in the state- 
ment I made that it had been alleged on the floor that the Govern- 
ment had been entirely passive in this matter, and that nothing had 
been done by it exeept to allow a rebate of interest offered by the 
creditor. 

And in this connection I beg to say to the Senator from Minnesota 
that I trust the expression he used in tendering an issue of veracity 
to me resulted from the heat of debate, and not from a supposition 
that it was possible for me to misrepresent voluntarily a position he 
had assumed. I assure him that in all that I have said there has 
been nothing personal, but only a desire to elucidate what I sup- 
posed to be the legal aspects of this case. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, of course I did not intend to assert 
that the Senator wilfully stated what he knew was nottrue. There 
was a flat contradiction between the Senator and myself as to what 
had been said, and Tin referring the question of veracity to the REc- 
ORD meant simply to have the Recorp decide which of us was right. 

Mr. INGALLS. Which of us was mistaken, in other words. 

Mr. WINDOM. Perhaps that is a better way to put it. The Sen- 
ator, however, did in his remarks yesterday frequently misrepresent 
me—unintentionally of course, I presume, from his present remarks— 
and in what I said at that time I confess I was a little annoyed at 
the misrepresentation. 

Mr. INGALLS. I trust the Senator will accept my statement that 
nothing was further from my purpose than to do so. 

Mr. WINDOM. Of course I shall do so; but I want before I take 
my seat to show that the Senator is not wholly right in his recollec- 
tion as to the controversy between us yesterday. He very conven- 
iently perhaps, and doubtless unintentionally, commenced a little 
late in the question which arose between us on that oeeasion. If I 
recollect aright, in his quotation from the Recorp of this morning,. 

on page 33, he commenced just after the remark of his te which 
took specialexception. I want to begin one paragraph further back 
and show what it was that I really disputed, and then submit to the 
Senator whether his evidence has or has not shown him to have been 
correct. 


Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator answer my question ? 

Mr. INGALLs. I say there was no compulsion, but I say again that the state- 
ment made here that this was a plan suggested by the bondholders themselves is 
not borne out by the facts. 

Mr. Winpom. Again I say that nobody has ever made thatstatement except 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The remarks of the Senator from Kansas amounted to just this— 
let me quote them again: 

But I say again that the statement made here that this was a plan suggested by 
the bondholders themselves is not borne out by the facts. 

If that means anything, it means that a statement had been made 
on this floor that the plan was ngmnates. by the bondholders. I 
never claimed it. I denied if on the floor yesterday. I said that 
nobody had ever asserted it. And then follows the language which 
the Senator has quoted to-day. That was the beginning of the mis- 
understanding between the Senator and myself; but I submit that 
the remarks he has read do not prove that any Senator has yet stated 
that this was a plan suggested by the bondholders. Ht could not 
have had any influence on the legality of the proceeding if they had 
done so, but I do not want to be placed in the position of having mis- 
represented the facts by stating on the floor of the Senate that it was 
suggested by them. It did not have any weight in the argument, 
but it placed mein a false position, and hence Y acsired to correct it. 

I submit that the Senator’s proofs do not meet the question. 1 
wish to say before taking my seat that nothing could have been fur- 
ther from my purpose than to intimate an intentional misrepresenta- 
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‘tion by the honorable Senator from Kansas, and I beg to reciprocate 
‘the kindly feeling he has expressed. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill be 
‘engrossed for a third reading ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the reading be in full now. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was read in full a short 
time since at the request of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has been amended since it was last read, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No, it has not been amended since 
thatreading. Does the Senator from Missouri desire to have it read ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to have it read because I was not in 
when it was read in full. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been read in full since any amendment 
was made. However, I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered, and 
the Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
bill with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. BRown.] I am not quite 
— how he would vote ; but if he were here I should vote for the 
bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] If he 
were present I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, (when his name was called.) I am 
paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. MILLER, ] but I have 
‘been informediby the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that 
tthe Senator from New York, if here, would vote for the bill; and as 
I am for the bill, I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 

; Senator from rgia,[Mr. HiL..] If he were present I should vote 
~se n a 

Mr. JACKSON, (when the name of Mr. HaRRIs was called.) My 
scolleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator from Colorado, 
(Mr. TELLER.] If my colleague were here he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. JONAS, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this bill 
with the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN.] If he were pres- 
ent I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL, (when his name was called.) I am paired with my 
colleague, {Mr. McPHERSON.] If he were here I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On the final passage 
of this bill I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Har- 
a If he were present I should vote ‘‘nay,” and I suppose he 
would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. VANCE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLoGG.] Ifhe were present Ishould 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VAN WYCK, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER.] Ifhe were present I should 
vote “‘yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I was not in my seat when the name of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. BRowN] was called. Heinformed me that he 
was paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The Chair would inform the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina that the Senator from Iowa has so stated. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 
Aldrich, Davis of linois, Hoar, Pendleton, 
Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Jackson, Plumb, 
Beck, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Blair, Farley, Lamar, Rollins, 
Call, Ferry, McDill, Saulsbury, 
Camden, George, Mahone, Saunders, 
Cameron of Wis., Gorman, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Cockrell, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sherman. 
Coke, Harrison, Mitchell, 
Conger, Hill of Colorado, Morrill, 

NAYS—18. 
Bayard, Hawley, Platt, Walker, 
Fair, alls, Pugh, Williams, 
Garland, Johnston, Slater, Windom. 
Groome, Lapham, Vest, 
Hampton, Morgan, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—20. 
Allison, Frye; Jones of Nevada, MillerofN. Y., 
Brown, Grover, Kellogg, Sewell, 
Butler, Harris, Logan. Teller, 
‘Cameron of Pa., Hill of Georgia, MeMillan, Vance, 
unds, Jonas, McPherson, Van Wyck. 
So the bill was passed. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 


Mr. INGAIALS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution offered by me on a former 
day in re to the arrears of pensions act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
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the Senator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution mentioned by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL: Let the resolution be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following resolution submitted by 
Mr. INGALLS on the 12th of January: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the act of January 25, 1879, commonly 
known as the arrears of pensions act, ought not to be repealed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Kansas 
expects to proceed with the consideration of this resolution this after- 
noon? 

Mr. INGALLS. I should prefer to have it go over until morning 
if it can remain the unfinished business for to-morrow after the morn- 


ing hour. 

ie. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Kansas will proceed to- 
day, because on Monday I desire to bring up another bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. The funding bill debate having suddenly closed, 
some documents and papers I desire to refer to are at my house and 
I cannot conveniently proceed at this time; but I desire that the 
resolution may remain as the unfinished business, and with that un- 
derstanding I am ready to yield to any Senator who desires to pre- 
sent other business for the consideration of the Senate. : 

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator yield to me for a bill I have been 
trying to get up? 

Mr. INGALLS. Temporarily. 

one FERRY. The Senator yields to me for the consideration 
olt-—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I want the action of the Senate on my motion 
first. I do not yield until the Senate has taken up the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe I have the floor, having asked a ques- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas, and he was not through with an- 
swering the question. 


fl 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has the 


oor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to state to the Senator from Kansas, in 
regard to taking up this resolution and leaving it as the unfinished 
business for Monday, that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILL- 
eee to address the Senate on that day, and I hope nothing 
will be done which will interfere with that. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Kentucky and myself have an 
absolute understanding about the matter. He has eee | given 
notice that on Monday next he will ask an opportunity to deliver an 
address upon the subject of the tariff, previously prepared, and I have 
assured him that if my resolution is taken up I will yield to him for 
that ee. in accordance with the courtesy of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isit the pleasure of the Senate that 
the resolution referred to by the Senator from Kansas be now taken 
up, with a view to leaving it as the unfinished business? If there be 
no objection it is before the Senate. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now I yield to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask that the bill authorizing the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General to sign warrants be passed. It has been recom- 
mended by the unanimous voice of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas stands as the unfinished business, and will be temporarily 
laid aside. The request of the Senator from Michigan is that it be 
temporarily laid aside so as to take up the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us have a definite understanding about this 
matter, Mr. President. I yield to the Senator from Michigan or any 
other Senator desiring to present business, with the understanding 
that before the adjournment this evening the resolution shall be laid 
— the Senate as the unfinished business for the next legislative 

ay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask permission to offer an amendment to the 
resolution of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received 
and printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that it be read. 

The ACTING Secretary. After the word “repealed” it is proposed 
to add “and that Congress ought to enact a law granting a pension 
to the soldiers of the Mexican war.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I desire to give notice also of an 
amendment to the effect that Congress ought to pass some law to 
prevent frauds on the pension law as it now exists. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. I will accept any amendment of that kind 
promptly, without any necessity for a motion. 

SIGNING OF POSTAL WARRANTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
FERRY] asks the Senate to take up the bill indicated by him. If 
there be no objection, the bill will be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill (S. No. 937) to enable the Post- 
master-General to delegate authority to sign warrants; and by unan- 
imous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, after the word ‘‘to,” to strike 
out ‘one of the Assistant Postmasters-General” and insert ‘the 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. é 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


ene That when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 


Third Assistant Postmaster-General,” and in line 6, after the word 
“warrants,” to insert “registered and countersigned by the Auditor 
of the Treasury for thé Post-Office Department;” so as to make the 
section read: 

That the Postmaster-General may, by appointment under his hand and official 
seal, delegate to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General authority to sign in his 
stead all warrants, registered and countersigned by the Auditor of the Treasury 
for the Post-Office Department, for the payment of money from the public Treas- 
ury on account of the postal service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, before the word 
“+ Assistant,” to insert ‘‘ Third;” so as to make the section read: 

Src. 2. That warrants signed by the said Third Assistant Postmaster-General 
shall be in all cases of the same validity as if they had been signed by the Post- 
master-General himself. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. . 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
CHANGES IN HOUSE WING OF CAPITOL, 


Mr. ROLLINS. I ask the Senate to consider House bill No. 3181, 
to provide changes in the House part of the Capitol, to which my 
attention has been called to-day by several members of the House. 
They are very anxious it should be passed, and there is no objection 
to it. It will take but a moment. ‘ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No, 3181) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Architect of the Capitol to make certain changes and repairs in 
the House wing of the Capitol. 

_ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HALL OF RECORDS. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate now to take up the bill I called at- 
tention to this morning. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 817) making appropriation for 
the pee of irosnt and the erection thereon, in the city of 
Washington, of a building to be used as a hall of records. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, after the word “ executive,” in line 7, 
to insert ‘‘and legislative,” and in line 9, before the worl ‘ offices,” 
to insert “or legislative ;” so as to make the bill read : 

cue me —m of $900, 008, ot 80 oe Savant p may be nacenee y,be, and the 

e ‘ 
Sol Gavetheg Guetta OF a Weiek end Pustal fire proof building, to le need for the Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has 
safe-keeping of records of the executive and legislative departments not required | especially interested himself in a matter bearing on that subject, and 
ae ptt wea net eben for constant refer-nce, ag recom. | T suggest that it should not be taken up in his absence. 
ing to be arected according to plans prepared by the Quartermasier-General and | Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He is in the building. We will 
heretofore submitted, and under his supervision and direction. send for him. 

The amendment was agreed to. = BAYARD. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend by inserting: one" . ae . y 

Provided, That the costof the ground purchased shall not exceed $50,000. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a question before the Sen- 


‘ ate. Is there objection to the request of the Senater from Wiscon- 
Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not move that | gin, that the Senate shall consider the resolution of the Senator from 
amendment. I do not think the ground is going to cost more than 


: Rhode Island relative to the Calendar ? 
that; but I would prefer much to rely — the prudence and judg-| Mr. HOAR. I understood it was suggested to lay aside the reso- 
ment of General Meigs in the matter. This amendment may embar- 


ion f fi i t of the ab 
rach @hnenhiect, and I. hone is will nob be insisted epen. lution for a few minutes on account 0 e absence of the Senator 


from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, ] who is now in his seat; but the Sen- 
Mr. ALLISON. The reason I offer the amendment is this: I happen ator from Ohio ae amend who reported adversely from acom- ‘ 
to know that this ground was selected by the Quartermaster-General | mittee of the Senate the proposition of the Senator from Vermont is 
for a building to be used by the Pension Office, and that this ground 


: 3. b absent, and I do not think it ought to come up in his absence. 
was offered for that purpose at $50,000. Of course it was offered at Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We will send for him also. 
that sum in competition with all the rest of the city. Now, this bill 


; : aaa cena’ st hi 
proposes that this building shall be erected upon this ground, and I Sede coeeh oeerte eee aaa a 


t be passed , t tion here- 
oe people to take what they have offered to take for this ground mee oe eStart innate iittala at 
eretofore. 


: : ; Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not. 
_. Mr. MORRILL. The bill does not specify any particular spot; but | ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin. 
it is to be somewhere near the War Department, and asI understand 


. insist ote on the question to take up the resolution submitted 
from General Meigs, there are two or three sites which can be had by the Benatar ee Rhode Island ? ? or 
near the War Department. 


. CAME f Wisconsin. I think we had b ke i 
SAMLMNE Slee Lek Ghteiniedtaistinaed:| cao ee ee 


mated or supposed cost of the site will be? eee Th ion i i F 
Mr. MORRILE, Ti ie bb seoderate that hie days he dan biey the vite The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion of 


Be the Senator from Wisconsin, to proceed to the consideration of the 
and erect the building for the $200,000. ; resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island in relatien to the Calen- 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt he can do that, provided he can 


) dar. 
secure ground at this low rate. Of course he can build a small or The motion was agreed io; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
large building ; there is no size mentioned in the bill. If he pays | the following resolution submitted by Mr. ANTHONY on the 11th of 
$100,000 for the ground he can erect a one-hundred-thousand-dollar January : 
building. I donot wish to embarrass the bill. LIonly give notice now 


. Resolved, That at th lusi f the morning busi fe day, unless, 
that the site could have been purchased for the purposes of the Pen- upon saoliin the Senate shall os caption etharwios evden! tho Benate wil roceed 
sion Bureau for $50,000 


ws ; . to the consideration of the Calendar, and continue such consideration watil half 
Mr. INGALLS. There is no use to put any limit in the bill either 


past one o'clock ; and bills that are not eee to shall be taken up in their order, 
as to the cost of the ground or the expenditure for the building. The | °%4,¢¢h Senator shall be entitled to speak once and for five minutes only upon any 
officers in charge will spend exactly what they please, and come back 


question ; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the Lorgear pr ole 
er 
to Congress for a deficiency. The Senator from Iowa knows that has 

































EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the permission of the Senate, 
the Chair will lay before it several messages from the President of 
the United States. 

The following message was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, of this date, with accom- 
panying papers, furnished in obedience to a resolution of the Senate of the 12th 
ultimo ing for certain correspondence in the case of claim of Antonio Pelletier 
against the Government of Hayti. 





































CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 







EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 3, 1882. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid the following message before 
the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with a 
draft of a bill to prevent timber depredations on Indian reservations; and corre- 
spondence noted by the Secretary. 

The subject is presented for the consideration of Congress, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 






































EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 3, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication of the 
Secretary of the Interior of the 27th ultimo, with Sqoemmpenring yeuees, on the 
subject of the confirmation of the homestead entries of certain in Marquette 
district, Michigan, made by Hugh Foster and John Waishkey, jr. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
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EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 3, 1882. 
THE CALENDAR. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. With the concurrence of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, ] I ask that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution introduced by that Senator 
several weeks ago in reference to the consideration of the Calendar. 
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and this order shall commence immediately after the call for “‘ concurrent and o 
resolutions,” and shall take precedence of the unfinished business and other special 








e been the-uniform experience, and I suggest to him that his amend- | oe". 
ment is ee ey: p f The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
Mr. ALLISON. Ihave withdrawn it ; so the Senator from Kansas | amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. EDMUNDS, } 






need give himself no further trouble about it. which will be read. 
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The ACTING SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘resolved” and to insert: 

That Rule 13 be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Immediately after the privileged morning business is completed, and not later 
than one o'clock, the unfinished business of the preceding day and the Calendar of 
Special Orders, if any, for that day, shall betaken up and disposed of; and afterthat, 
or if there shall be no special orders for that time, the Calendar of General Orders 
shall be taken up and proceeded with in its order, beginning with the first subject 
on the Calendar next after the last subject disposed of in proceeding with the Cal- 
endar; and in such case the following motions shall be in order at any time as priv- 
ileged motions, save as against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, or questions of privilege, to wit: 

‘First. A motion to proceed to the aa ration of an appropriation bill. 

“*Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar; but this motion shall not be considered as agreed to unless two-thirds of 
the Senators present vote in favor thereof. 

“Third. A motion to passoverthe pending subject, which, if carried, shall have 
the effect to leave such subject in its existing place on the Calendar for action at 
the next call of the Calendar after the pending call shall have been gone through 
with. 

‘* Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 

‘* Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
precedence in the orderabove named, and may be submitted as in the nature and 
with all the rights of questions of order.” 

Resolved further, That the twenty-fourth rule be amended by adding thereto the 
following words : 

‘* After the introduction of resolutions is completed there shall, on the demand 
of any Senator, be laid before the Senate, in its order, any resolution or concurrent 
resolution introduced on any prior day, and the same shall be proceeded with in 
the same manner a:; is provided in the rule for the Calendar of General Orders.” 

Resolved further, That all rales or orders setting apart particular days for par- 
ticular classes of business be, and they are hereby, abolished. 


Mr.SHERMAN. The proposition of the Senator from Vermont was 
referred to the Committee on Rules, was considered by that commit- 
tee, and reported adversely. This is a matter which relates very 
much to the convenience of Senators, and it is important that every 
one should understand the nature of the rules and precisely the 
changes that would be made by the amendment proposed. 

The first clause of the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
would not materially change the rules as they now stand. It reads: 

Immediately after the privileged morning business is completed, and not later 
than one o'clock, the unfinished business of the preceding day and the Calendar of 
Special Orders, if any, for that day, shall be taken up and disposed of. 

The unfinished business of the preceding day, as a matter of course, 
comes over as the unfinished business, and under the present rules 
will be proceeded with, and I think under the present rules the Cal- 
endar of Special Orders would come up inthe order here stated; 
though perhaps in that Iam mistaken. Then the amendment pro- 
ceeds: 

And after that, or if there shall be no special orders for that time, the Calendar 
of General Orders shall be taken up and proceeded with in its order, beginning with 
the first subject on the Calendar next after the last subject disposed of in proceed- 
ing with the Calendar; and in such case the following motions shall be in order at 
any time as ns motions, save as against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, or questions of privilege. 

The effect of such a rule would be to confine the Senate to the reg- 
ular Calendar of business, unless disposed of by a motion either to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business or questions of 
privilege, the first of which is a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of an appropriation bill. Then follows the operative clause of 
this proposed rule, and the important change that it would make in 
the rules of the Senate : 

A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Calendar; but 


this motion shall not be considered as agreed to unless two-thirds of the Senators 
present vote in favor thereof. 


Under the present rules a majority of the Senate can always regu- 
late its order of business. This gives to the appropriation bills the 
preference, so that a majority may proceed to the consideration of 
an appropriation bill but not any other bill that a majority of the 
Senate may desire to act upon. While Iam disposed to think that 
the Senate is growing so large that several restrictive rules ought to 
be adopted, I doubt if the Senate is prepared to vote for a rule which 
would prevent a majority from taking up a bill at its discretion. 
The Committee on Rules, I think, were disposed to agree to certain 
restrictive rules so as to enable a majority of the Senate to get at the 
business in hand and to dispose of it in order, for instance, to dispose 
of an amendment to a bill by laying it on the table without carrying 
the bill with it. But the Senate would hardly yield the right of a 
majority to take up a bill when it deemed that bill important, and 
that was the principal ground upon which the committee based its 
action in reporting against the proposition. 

Let me proceed further with the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont: 

Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall have 
the effect to leave such subject in its existing place on the Calendar for action at the 
next call of the Calendar aiter the pending call shall have been gone through with. 

This does not vary much from the existing rule. 

Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 

Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
precedence in the order above named, and may be submitted as in the nature and 
with all the rights of questions of order. 

This would prevent the Senate from debating the question of post- 
ponement. Sometimes a brief debate on that question is absolutely 
necessary. The reason why a particular bill should be taken up or 
why it should not be taken up should certainly be stated; but if 
this proposed rule is adopted there can be no debate whatever on the 
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question of postponing a bill, and it would have to be taken up in 
its order. 

The next resolution in the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
proposes to amend the twenty-fourth rule by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing words: 

After the introduction of resolations is completed there shall, onthe demand of 
any Senator, be laid before the Senate, in its order, any resolution or concurrent 
resolution introduced on any prior day, and the same shall be proceeded with in the 
same manner as is provided in the rule for the Calendar of General Orders. 


Resolutions of a great variety are introduced and laid upon tho 
table. They are not I believe entered upon the Calendar in their 
order to be taken up in order, but upon the motion of the Senator 
who introduces a resolution it has been usually taken up and acted 
upon. Very often these resolutions are introduced merely for debate. 
A Senator desires to present his views upon a subject-matter, and he 
introduces a resolution or even a bill for reference, and usually as a 
matter of courtesy upon the motion of any Senator such a proposi- 
tion is taken up for debate, or at least to enable him to make a speech 
when he is prepared to make it. 

It seems to me that there is now no practical difficulty in dispos- 
ing of the resolutions, and that there is no special reason why they 
should be considered in their order, but that rather upon the motion 
of the Senator introducing aresolution it should be taken up on the 
order of a majority of the Senate. The lastresolutionin the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont I do not think operates at all, 
although he tells me it did at the time the proposed rule was drawn. 
It is as follows: 

Resolved further, That all rules or orders setting apart particular days for par- 
ticular classes of business be, and they are hereby, abolished. 

I believe that under the general rules of the Senate there are no 
particular days set aside for particular business, asin the House. In 
the House they have a private bill day, but we have no such order 
in regard to bills here. 

The material change proposed by the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont is that it requires two-thirds of the Senate to take up 
a particular bill out of its order, except an appropriation bill; and, 
second, that it prohibits all debate on the question of taking up a 
bill. Ifthe Senate is prepared to make these radical changes in its 
rules it will greatly change the order of doing business here, and I 
for one am not willing to consent to it. 

Mr. HOAR. It displaces the Anthony rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course it is inconsistent with what 
is known as the Anthony rule, which provides for a short debate of 
five minutes to each Senator upon a bill reached on the Calendar. 
The proposition of the Senator from Vermont is now antagonized to 
what is called the Anthonyrule. That rule has been usually adopted 
at each session of the Senate for a number of years. It was first 
adopted ten or twelve years ago, and it has operated very well, I 
think. It did so when I was formerly a member of the Senate. It 
enabled us to take up a bill and discuss it briefly under a five-min- 
ute rule, and if the Senate was indisposed to act upon it, orif more 
time was considered necessary to debate it, the bill was laid aside 
to be taken up again. In that way a great number of bills were 
passed under the five-minute rule, and the docket was very largely 
reduced, 

I believe I have stated the material points involved in the propo- 
sition before the Senate. For myself, I prefer to act under the An- 
thony rule rather than to restrict the Senate in its control over the 
business of the body. I thirfk a majority of the Senate ought to have 
the power at any time to say what bill it will proceed to consider, 
and what it will not consider; but if the amendment is adopted, to 
take up a bill out of its order will require a vote of two-thirds of the 
Senate; and it would limit debate also on a proposition to postpone. 
I think I have stated it correctly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not on a proposition to postpone. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it does. It reads: 


Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate. 


AsI understand, the motion to postpone is one of those. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it is a motion to pass over and go on with 
something beyond. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is what I mean; a motion to postpone or 
lay aside a bill cannot be debated. It seems to me that if the pro- 
posed rule is to be adopted some limit to debate upon the question 
of laying aside a bill should be allowed. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Ohio will pardon me, I will state 
that the motion to postpone to a day certain or to postpone indefin- 
itely, the ordinary parliamentary motion, is not decided without de- 
bate, but that of course takes the bill off this Calendar or has the 
effect of putting it at the foot ; but the postponing motions which are 
enumerated here, to wit, to pass over the pending subject, leaving 
it to come up the next day in its place, or to put it at the foot of the 
Calendar, or to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill, 
or to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Calendar— 
all those are not debatable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In regard to appropriation bills let me say that 
there never has been any difficulty in the Senate in getting up a reg- 
ular appropriation bill, because a certain custom has arisen, and a 
very proper one, that those great bills which affect the ordinary op- 
erations of the Government, and appropriate money to carry on the 
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Jovernment, shall have a kind of precedence. That precedence has 
always been given as a matter of courtesy, not as a matter of rule, 
and therefore a motion to take up an appropriation bill cannot be 
considered in any other way than a motion to take up any other bill, 
to be decided by a majority of the Senate, and I see no reason for 
giving it any special advantage. The great appropriation bills do 
not come to the Senate until the latter period of the session, and 
then as a matter of courtesy they are usually given the preference. 
Tt seems to me that is a question which ought to be left to a major- 
ity of a Senate and not fixed as a matter of right. I think appro- 

riation bills ought to be left like other bills, and that no preference 
should be given to them by rule, although a very decided preference 
is given by the proposition of the Senator from Vermont. 

Without committing ourselves against the adoption of any reason- 
able changes in the rules that might be proposed, we thought on the 
whole it was better not to adoptthese rules as an independent propo- 
sition. They are now offered as an amendment to the Anthony rule, 
which I think has worked very well. For one, I should not like to 
vote for them as an amendment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, at any rate. I think the Anthony rule has worked 
well, and under it more bills can be passed and have been passed than 
ever before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be excused perhaps, even in a thin Sen- 
ate, for stating the grounds that occurred to the Committee on Rules 
when I had the honor to be a member of it, and when it reported this 
proposition in the last Congress. I think it was reported unani- 
mously; but it was not considered by the Senate as it was not con- 
venient to get it out of the Calendar, which was then swamped as 
it always is toward the end of a session under the present rules, so 
that no judgment of the Senate has been taken upon it. 

The Senator from Ohio has stated with great candor the objections 
that can be made to this provision. In one respect, however, he is 
in error. He says as to the first proposition in this proposed change 
that it is just as the rule is now, if I correctly understood him, which 
I humbly submit is a mistake. The eighth rule of the Senate, on 
page 133 of the Manual of Rules &c., reads: 

If any portion of the morning hour shall remain after the call for resolutions the 
Presiding Officer shall lay before the Senate, in their order, resolutions and concur- 
rent resolutions introduced on any prior day, and the same may be proceeded with, 


but not beyond the expiration of the morning hour, unless by the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. 





Something else is done. The amendment provides that instead of 
your being obliged, as if anybody insists upon the regular order now 
you are, when we have gone through with the call for resolutions, to 
lay before the Senate twenty or thirty or-toward the end of a session 
perhaps fifty resolutions which have been previously introduced and 
which nobody cares about taking up, we shall begin immediately 
with the business in hand, the unfinished business of the day before, 
unless some Senator having a resolution already on the calendar of 
resolutions especially desires that that shall be taken up. If he does, 
then it istakenup. If taken up, the Senate has a right to pass that 
by, without spending the whole morning in debating whether it will 
consider it, but it may pass it by without debate. That cuts off de- 
bate, it is true. However it does not cut off debate on the merit of 
the proposition, but only ori the question whether we shall waste all 
our time in discussing what we are willing to take up to consider. 
That is the point. 

When the Senate contained only thirty or forty members you could 
get on almost any way, with the comparatively small amount of busi- 
ness that was done in Congress at that time; but when it contains 
seventy-six members and the bills on your Calendar have run up 
already to more than a thousand with a great variety of resolutions 
touching public business and affairs, &c., besides, it is indispensable, 
as it appears to me, that we should try some experiment (because we 
can back out of it if we do not like it) to see if we cannot limit dis- 
cussion upon immaterial questions as to which measure shall be taken 
up and proceeded with first, and still preserve our right to discuss a 
proposition that is to be voted upon and passed into an order of the 
Senate or into a law. 

Every session of the Senate terminates with hundreds of bills, and 
at the short session perhaps thousands, certainly thousands in both 
Houses, sometimes more than a thousand here, that have not been 
acted upon at all, and with hundreds and hundreds that have been 
reported favorably and put upon your Calendar that have not been 
acted upon at all, merely from the fact that we have not the time to 
dlo it; and one great reason why we have not the time to do it is the 
fact that every morning, as the rules now stand, after we have gone 
through with the presentation of petitions and memorials, the reports 

of committees, the introduction of bills and the introduction of reso- 
lutions, if half an hour be left some Senator rises and asks the Sen- 
ate to take up a measure in which his constituent is interested, or 
some hard case, or whatever it may be that he thinks justifies him 
in moving to consider it. Some other Senator, and as we press along 
twenty other Senators rise and beg for their measure, and it takes us 
fifteen minutes of that half hour to determine which of those we shall 
take up. Having decided that we we will take one or the other, it is 
takenup. That then leads to debate upon the merits of the proposi- 
sition, and the clock points to the hour of one o’clock, when that all 
drops, and we begin with the unfinished business of the day before 
or begin with the Calendar of General Orders where it was left off 
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before. Thus, that is alllost. The next morning comes and the samé 
scene is gone over again. We spend another quarter of an hour or 
half an hour in struggling to get before the Senate for consideration 
measures in which we feel a special interest, (and by that I do not 
mean a personal interest, but an interest that has appealed to our 
consideration, of something that is pressing,) and we get up again 
perhaps the same measure we had the day before. Then it is debated 
again, and the whole thing of the day before is gone over, and then 
one o’clock comes and away it goes; and so on from day to day. 
Seventy-six representatives of States, so great a number as that, with 
the amount of business that they have to do, cannot get on a great 
while in that way, and it has been demonstrated to us. 

Now, what is proposed on this occasion? It is proposed that when 
we have gone through with the order of calls for reports and bills 
and resolutions, &c., unless some Senator has aresolution which has 
been introduced before, which he desires to have considered then 
(and he must have some time to have it done) we begin where we 
left off the day before. We do not spend the remaining half hour or 
the remaining hour, if we extend the time to an hour and a half, in a 
struggle to see what shall be considered, but we begin exactly as we 
ought logically and economically in point of time, at what we were 
discussing when we adjourned last, and we finish that. 

What is the next fair step this rule provides for? It is that the 
next case on the Calendar comes up of itself; it is before the Senate; 
and then the next case on the Calendar; which is the next one in the 
order of time in which it has been reported; for the Calendar is made 
up of the reports of committees almost exclusively ; for all practical 
purposes it is sufficient to say that it is made up entirely of the re- 
ports of committees. Therefore, just as it isin a court of justice and 
in every other well ordered body that tries to get on in this world, 
the first thing that is reported is first to be considered, and it is up. 

Suppose my friend from Ohio has a bill of great public importance, 
the one we have just passed, (although there is a difference of opin- 
ion about that,) which he thinks ought to be considered immedi- 
ately, and he moves to pass over everything else and take that up. 
We do not spend the whole of an hour or two in discussing whether 
we will do that, but every Senator is supposed to be sufficiently well 
advised as to the importance of considering the measure first, to vote 
at once. The motion is put. If two-thirds of the Senate are willing 
to jump over all the pension bills, all the private claim bills, all the 
judicial! bills, all the other bills, and take that up, it is done, and you 
have lost no time in endless and usually fruitless discussions as to 
whether it shall be taken up then or not. 

Suppose the Senator cannot get a two-third vote, but a majority 
of the Senate are of opinion that the public interest requires them to 
consider that measure to-day, what then? All that you have to do 
is, without debate, to move to lay aside the pending order right 
where it is, and that is done; and then the next one; so that with 
our calender, until you get down to the end of the session or nearly 
that, a majority of the Senate can in a little while and without any 
loss of time in discussion run down to the very bill that a majority 
of the Senate, not two-thirds, is determined to take up. That pre- 
serves the right of the majority. 

If Senators do not like this two-thirds proposition they can make 
it a majority vote, although that would set us at large again, I am 
afraid. The point of it is that it is fair and just to everybody who 
has interests in our charge that they should have a hearing, just as 
fair and just as it is that they should have a hearing in a court of 
justice, in the order in which the subject is presented to us. It is 
almost a fundamental principle that, in matters of this kind, which 
affect private interests and affect public interests in so many ways, 
every citizen, and every interest, and every class of citizens, should 
have some day in court, in this great court, when he can be heard. 
He cannot get it now. I have reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary three or four important bills. I know half a dozen others, 
private bills, that are of great importance to the poor and innocent 
people who need the money that the bills provide to pay them, cases 
where there is not the slightest possible dispute as to the duty of the 
Government to pay the money. I jump up and try to get the floor to 
call up one of those bills, or a bill reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. There are twenty other Senators who have matters equally 
important, that are in their charge, who are struggling at the same 
time, and we waste the time in which we might have passed half of 
these bills in struggling to see which shall be gotten up first. 

This proposition leaves the Senate to proceed in regular order with 
the reports of the committees that come before it, and leaves it in 
the power of the majority of the Senate, if it does not wish to con- 
sider a particular measure in its order to-day, to pass it ¢ver without 
wasting time in discussion as to whether it shall be passed over or 
not, and go to the next. It leaves it in the power of a majority of 
two-thirds of the Senate to go over everything and take up the very 
last case on the Calendar, if you like, to provide for instances of 
great public stress and emergency, where you may be sure if there 
were a great public stress or emergency that was not of party, or of 
bias, or of considerations of that kind, but one that all honorable 
men of all parties, patriotic as we all are, felt ought to be considered 
immediately, the opportunity being given it would bé considered. 
You have cut off, it is true, what has never yet been done in this 
body, the debate of us all on the question whether we will consider 

it. Now, it being considered, what then? Then debate is free; but 






























Seareerneanae ee Sa TT SE TT Te ee 






























































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 3, 




























































“if the Senate gets impatient of debate on that bill and finds it is | that there shall be hereafter no parliamentary way in which a single pel 
fruitless, finds that it is far better it should be laid aside and we should | Senator may state to this body his reason for desiring that a partic- col 
beyond to something else, you can stop debate by passing it over | ular measure shall be forthwith considered ; it cannot be done except pe 
without further debate, just as you do by a motion to lay on the table. | by the unanimous consent which brushes away all the rules of this it: 
We must limit ourselves in some way, but so long as the merits of the | body, of course. The Senator very ingeniously and persuasively sup- to 
question are before the Senate debate is free, as in this body I think | poses it as the case of somebody wanting to get up alittle bill of his cal 
it ought always to be. own in which the public have no interest; but how often are there ad 
Compare that with the rule of my friend from Rhode Island, which | measures which came from some Department of the Government where go 
has been in many respects, I agree, a useful rule. Under that rule, | prompt action is rendered necessary to save infinite and incalculable mi 
inasmuch as we on the merits have limited debate to five minutes, | mischief? The Senator from Vermont proposes to enact that there as 
it was thought necessary to previde that in any stage of that debate | shall be all the time pending something in this body, to wit, the di 
a single Senator by an objection may carry the thing over, and it is | Calendar, during every hour when the Senate is in session after thé la 
gone by, and the whole debate is lost then. It is in the power of a | morning routine business is over, which shall not be laid aside except 
single Senator to cut off debate and pass the bill over, and take up | by a two-thirds vote — al 
something else. That goes too far the other way, because it may be Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not correct. 
that but for the captious objection of a single Senator (and very | Mr. HOAR. There is a qualification which I was going to make g' 
likely I am the very person who would do it) the Senate in five min- | before I got through. I say something shall be pending which can- 
utes more would have been entirely convinced either that the bill | not be laid aside except by a two-thirds vote, and shall not be laid vi 
ought to be defeated or that it ought to be passed. Therefore I think | aside by the Senate understanding anything more of the propriety bi 
it should not be in the power of a single Senator to do that thing, if | of laying it aside, except what every Senator takes judicial notice tl 
you are to take up the bill at all and go on with it; but yet it isnot | of, without explanation, except that you may put a pening meas- it 
safe without some such limitation to say that anything shall passthe | ure at the foot of the Calendar, or you may postpone, one by one, b 
Senate with only a five minutes’ debate. We know that in the other | every one of the hundred or the five hundred measures on the Calen- p 
branch—if I may refer to it on this question without impropriety, | dar until you reach the matter that you want to bring in and have d 
and I can for I allude to no measure of it—their numbers are so great | taken up out of order. Anything else has got to be accomplished e 
that debate is almost entirely cut off except by the will of the com- | by a two-thirds vote. s 
mittee that has ameasure incharge. They are authorized to do that Let us take the bill that we have been spending a month over, and I 
on account of their great numbers apparently, and therefore many | which had its right of way, and apply to it the rule proposed by the ‘ 
measures come up here and many might go from usif we had not free | Senator from Vermont. We have spent an entire month over the ‘ 
debate that would be very likely to get through both Houses of Con- | bill of the Senator from Ohio. If the rule of the Senator from Ver- 1 





gress without that full consideration on all sides that would justify 
their passage or justify their being defeated. 

That is how it stands as it appearstome. I, of course, have no 
more interest than any other Senator in desiring to get on with the 
business of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr.HALE. AstheSenatoris referring to action in the other House, 
let me ask him if it is not always the rule there that an objection to a 
bill must be made early in the proceeding, and if waived at that time 
it cannot be made afterward, which is like the provision of the Sena- 
tor’s ainendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, it must be made early, and if not made then 
it cannot be made afterwards, whereas under the rule of my friend 
from Rhode Island which is proposed, (and which is far better than 
nothing, and which we have got on with the best way we could,) the 
objection may be made at any time, and that operates as I say to an 
extreme in the opposite direction. But if you limit debate to five 
minutes, that saving clause must be there in this body; so that it 
appeared to the committee two years ago or one year ago when this 
matter was under consideration, that it was the wise and right thing 
to try the experiment, which very likely many of us, or perhaps all 
of us, for the first two weeks may be dissatisfied with because we 
cannot beg up or force up our particular measure out of itsorder. It 
will pinch us all undoubtedly until we get used toit. When we have 
come to settle down to a practical administration of it, I am per- 
suaded that it will save the Senate on an average two hours a day of 
debate which is lost in all these various ways and which might be 
saved by getting on with the business. If the Senate think I am 
wrong about this, and that the Committeo on Rules of last year is 
wrong of course they will sayso. We have no pride about the mat- 
ter at all. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate will observe that the measure of the Sen- 

ator from Vermont is not to be weighed alone by its own merits or 
demerits, but the Senator proposes it and insists on continuing to pro- 
pose it, nut by itself but as a substitute forthe Anthonyrule. Ifthe 
amendment is adopted the habit of the Senate to devote an hour in 
the morning to unobjected cases under a system which allows five 
minutes’ debate on each such is doneaway with. The Anthony rule, 
I submit to every experienced Senator, whether it be sufficient to ac- 
complish all we desire or not, so far as it has gone has been product- 
ive of great convenience and good. Hundreds of cases have been dis- 
posed of under it. It is true that it does not violate the privilege of 
the Senate of unlimited discussion upon any measure before it is 
passed, because at any stage any single objection sends over the meas- 
ure which is being considered under that rule, but practically it isa 
great restraint on debate. When a Senator finds that his five min- 
utes are up he stops, and he does not come in with an objection and 
demand that the matter shall go over and lose its place after it has 
been partly considered. 
_ It seems to me that whatever advantage the Senator from Vermont 
is to gain by the adoption of any of the provisions contained in his 
amendment, it would be dearly purchased at the cost of all the great 
advantage we have hitherto received from the existing Anthony rule. 
The experience of the Senate of some ten or fifteen years has led it 
to adopt, by unanimous consent, year after year this scheme which 
the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island first devised. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Vermont asks us to brush it all away as the condition of 
trying the experiment which he proposes. 

What, in the next place, is his proposition? He proposes to enact 


ment had been in force, we should have been obliged to have had 
that always before the Senate as the unfinished business, and then if 
there was any particular matter, like the pension granted to Mrs. 
Lincoln, or something which was required to be done to save some 
forfeiture, or for the exigencies of a Department you could have 
moved to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill, and 
there were none ready, you could have moved to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill which was desired to be taken up, but it was 
necessary to have two-thirds of the Senate favor that proposition, 
without explanation and without any knowledge of the reason — 
what each Senator got outside, or it must fail. Next, you might 
have moved under the third clause of the Senator’s proposition to pass 
over the pending subject. That would have left the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio in its place for the next day, but that would not have 
brought up the matter you intended to reach. You could not move 
to pass over all the pending subjects, as we now do, to take up your 
particular measure, but you would have to take an especial vote on 
them, probably a yea and nay vote, one by one, until the whole five 
hundred are laid aside and left in their existing places; and you have 
got to lay before the Senate as you go through that process each of 
them in its order, and you have got to have them read and the ques- 
tion stated from the Chair ; or fourth and lastly, youmight have moved 
to postpone the funding bill of the Senator from Ohio to the foot of 
the Calendar, and of course that would mean its destruction. 

I say that such a rule would not be wise. This body has been or- 
ganized and has proceeded from the foundation of the Government 
on a principle to which its weight and dignity are largely owing, 
that it is not to be fettered or restrained by previous questions or by 
ironrules. Itis a body of men representing, I will not say the sover- 
eignty, (though I am a believer in State sovereignty as properly de- 
fined and understood, ) but as representing certainly the interest and 
the political strength and power of great States. The presumption 
is that this body, by its lawful and constitutional majority, is com- 
petent to regulate and conduct its business, and I do not think it 
ought to put itself into a straight waistcoat because the Senator 
thinks, as some other Senators do, that he finds it more tiresome to 
listen to the discussion of other Senators or to their arguments than 
formerly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And yet the Senator will remember that for 
probably fifty years the Senate, as dignified as 1t 1s, has had a rule 
that a special order should not be made without a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Not for fifty years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For a long time. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a rule which lasted a few years and then was 
abolished by the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Did not the Senate formerly, as. 
the House now has, have a private bill day. ’ 

Mr. HOAR. I am not urging or arguing that there are not impor- 
tant defects and inconveniences in the existing system. I am not 
urging upon the Senate the consideration that we cannot adopt some 
portion of the scheme of the Senator from Vermont. I think we may 
well do it. I have now a matter pending before the Committee on 
Rules which I think itself weail be a very convenient provision, 
amended a little. That proposes to authorize the Senate to lay on 
the table a pending amendment to any measure without carrying the 
measure itself with it. Under our existing rules, if there is a bill for 
a public building in the State of some Senator, you may move the 
repeal of the sugar duties as an amendment to that bill, the ordinary 
parliamentary rule that amendments must be germane to be in order 
not existing here. Thus, the mover of such an amendment may com- 
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pel Senators to have a vote upon the question on its merits, and of 
course the Senate ordinarily will be compelled to turn aside from the 
pending bill to discuss that amendment ; for they may not know that 
it will not pass, and if they are going to vote against it they desire 
to state the reasons and justify themselves to the public, and, if they 
can, persuade their associates in thisbody. It seems to me that the 
adoption of such an amendment to the rules as I have stated would 
go very far to hasten business, so that after the mover of an amend- 
ment has explained it (as he will have the right to do under the rule 
as it will be left) then the Senate shall have the right to remove the 
discussion of that particular amendment from the pending bill by 
laying it upon the table without carrying the bill with it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Justas may now be done with an amendment to 
an appropriation bill. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is only done by a special rule, made by 
general consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I say that is one of the amendments that I think may 
very properly be made by the Senate to its rules. But in answer to 
my honorable friend from Vermont the point I desire to make is not 
that there is not something of good in his proposition, not that there 
is not much of inconvenience in the present condition of our rules, 
but that the Anthony rule ought to be preserved so far at least as to 
permit a dealing with cases which are not debated, or which being 
debated are not objected to under this five minutes’ provision which 
enables the argument pro and con to be briefly stated before the 
Senate acts. I submit that whatever advantages would be gained 
by the proposition of the Senator from Vermont, that advantage will 
very far be outweighed by the mischief of abandoning the rule under 
which we always very soon after the commencement of a session 
unanimously consent to proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was a member of the Committee on Rules at the 
time the proposition of the Senator from Vermont was favorably 
reported. The proposition had then very oe consideration ; 
it was brought before the Senate, but it was not deemed expedient 
at that time to press the consideration of the rule for the reason that 
the business of the session had progressed so far under the Anthony 
rule and there was such a raft and accumulation of business upon 
the Calendar that it was thought the introduction of any new system 
at that late stage of the session might work inconvenience, and would 
probably not allow the rule to have a fair chance. 

I concur with the Senator from Vermont, and I believe also with 
the Senator from Massachusetts, in the opinion that some change 
must be made in our rules that shall make the transaction of business 
more just and equitable between the members of the Senate. [have 
had a painful experience under the Anthonyrule. I have seen cases 
brought up here, cases in which I have had concern, and they would 
be debated upon the merits, each Senator occupying five minutes, 
and some of the gentlemen whom the Senate liked to hear running 
over to fifteen or twenty minutes, as the case might be, and after the 
bill had been considered upon its merits until the debate upon the 
merits was about to close, then some Senator would rise and object, 
and the case would go over; all the debate upon it would be wasted, 
and there would be no further chance to give consideration to it. 
That has been the great difficulty about the Anthony rule. 

The limitation of five minutes upon debate upon the merits of a 
bill is a very extraordinary one for a body that is all the time boast- 
ing of freedom of discussion. That is not a proper limitation upon 
debate. A ae many gentlemen, after they get upon the floor here, 
cannot get their ideas collected in five minutes sufficiently to make a 
speech or to make a proper presentation of their case, and this is 
especially the case with a young Senator who has not become 
inured to the tribulations of this great and impressive body. 

The rule which the Senator from Vermont has seen proper to bring 
in now (and I am very glad he has done so) will have the effect of 
pry ar 3 the Calendar of the Senate to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, without placing the necessity on each gentleman of rising and 
urging the consideration of a particular measure. I think I can 
appeal to the experience of every Senator with effect when I say 
that during the first three years of a Senator’s appearance upon this 
floor he has great difficulty in getting himself up to the point of 
rising and asking the Senate to consider a measure in which he is 
very much interested. The system would be very much better if the 
Calendar were to be called in its order. When the Calendar is thus 
called some Senator may think that the question presented ought 
aot then to be considered finally. He moves, therefore, to pass over 
the pending question, and a majority vote carries it over; or he 

moves to place it at the heel of the docket, and a majority vote car- 
ries it to the foot of the Calendar. The Senator himself who is inter- 
ested in the measure may desire its postponement. Some other 
Senator who desires to get up a measure in which he has a great 
interest, or in which he fancies the country has a great interest, 
wishes to anticipate the call and bring it forward for the considera- 
tion of the Senate out of its order. Whenever a bill is pending upon 
the Calendar which is of general public importance the Senate may 
be relied upon to go to that bill immediately by a two-thirds vote. 
While the requirement of a two-thirds vote in any case appears to 
be a harsh one, yet when you come to consider the ease with which 
you can get rid of a measure that you take up even by a two-thirds 
vote, by passing it over by a majority vote, by passing it to the heel 
of the Calendar by a majority vote—when these objects are consid- 
ered the harshness of the rule gives way entirely. 








It is a very great injustice to any Senator or any committee hav- 
ing reported a bill that has been deemed of sufficient importance to 
engage the attention of the Senate, that some other gentleman of 
= popularity, of great powers of impressing himself upon the 

enate, may be able to get up and say, “ Do not let us consider the 
report of this committee,” or “the bill of this Senator ;” but “let us 
go to something else beyond that which I have got an interest in,” 
some matter it may be, as the Senator from Vermont said, of per- 
sonal bias or political bias, it makes no difference what the nature 
of it may be. It should require a two-thirds vote to leave the order 
of business on the Calendar to go to that measure, but if that meas- 
ure is one of general public importance the Senate may be counted 
upon always to go to it; there would beno difficulty in reaching it. 
Hence it was that the committee before agreed that the two-thirds 
requirement in the cases in which it is proposed is not a harsh re- 
quirement. On the contrary it is one that is necessary for the pro- 
tection of the rights of Senators. 

In this body, as in every other, more particularly here though, I 
think, where there are Senators who have been on this floor for a 
great many years, and who have become thoroughly entitled to the 
respect and veneration of their colleagues, and also of the whole 
country, where they have the eens of impressing themselves upon 
the order of business merely by the expression of a wish—in this 
body, I say, there may be great injustice done to gentlemen who do 
not possess these advantages in the way of getting their measures 
considered. Therefore the just and proper rule is to have an order 
of business which is not to be dispensed with except by a vote. If 
the Senate are not satisfied with the two-thirds proposition, they 
can go down to a majority vote upon that branch of this question, 
but I believe that the two-thirds vote is the safest vote; it is the 
safest regulation, because it would satisfy every gentleman on this 
floor that he has at least a fair chance to bring his measures to the 
consideration of the body. 

Who has not observed in the practice under the Anthony rule that 
the time of the Senate is occupied day after day, particularly toward 
the close of a session, in what might not be improperly termed a- 
wrangle to get measures forward in the Senate, not only to the great 
consumption of time but often very much to the disturbance of the 
feelings of Senators? Some Senator may not be disposed to object to 
@ measure because of a feeling of deference that he has for another 
Senator; others, however, not influenced by such considerations will 
object and will make such opposition, and a single objection takes 
the case out of the reach of the Senate and carries it to a point from 
which you can never recover your bill. There is as much danger of 
too much liberality in our practice as there is of too little. 

The merits of a question can be discussed here thoroughly ; no man 
can move the previous question upon the merits, and as our rules are 
now there is difficulty in even moving to lay an amendment upon the 
table in the case of most bills lest you carry the entire bill with it. 
There is perfect freedom over a discussion upon the merits; but as to 
the order of business we ought to have a little more stringency I think 
than we have got now, for the sake of justice to Senators of all classes 
on this floor. 

I hope that the amendment of the Senator from Vermont will be 
adopted as it is. However, if there should be any propositions to’ 
amend it, Ido not hold myself committed to vote for it in the form. 
in which it is now presented. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are eleven more Senators now than there 
were members of the House of Representatives when this Govern- 
ment was established ; and it may be that we shall soon be brought 
to confront the problem whether rigid and restrictive rules of debate 
shall not be enforced for the purpose of conducting the absolutely 
essential public business, I have sometimes thought that perhaps 
such a period had arrived; but I am not willing at this time, without 
some further expression of opinion on the part of those who are 
equally interested with myself, to agree to the proposition submitted 
by the Senator from Vermont, and for reasons somewhat different 
from those which have been given. 

In the first place, we have too many rules already. The difficulty 
in this body is not the want of rules, but_it is in the absence of a 
disposition to obey them. Everything that is sought to be accom- 
plished by the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont to 
the proposition known as the Anthony rule could be definitively 
reached if a majority of the Senate would comply with the rules 
now in force in the Senate. The difficulty is that rules are adopted 
in this body to be disobeyed, not to be complied with. There is no 
point of order that has ever been raised under a rule in this body 
that has not been decided again and again in opposite methods. I 


can find on some very important propositions, involving the right of 
amendment to appropriation bills, decisions upon points of order 


raised in this body that have been diametrically opposed to eacln 
other within a single week. So that in this body, under the usage, 


under the traditions, under the system of obedience to the will of 


the majority and the whole subject of comity and courtesy, we have 
reached a point where the only rules we see fit to observe are those 
that depend upon the fleeting desire of the majority from day to day. 

Take this proposition before us. Take the first motion that is pro- 
vided for in the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill, Does 
not every Senator who hears me know that is the invariable rule 
now? Itisunderstood by unanimous consent always, and always has 
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been since I have been here, for the last ae years, that an appro- 
priation bill, as it is called, has the rightof way. You gain nothing 
by adopting this asa rule, because it is simply an enactment of what 
is now the established practice and custom irrespective of a special 
declaration; and so I might go on, were it not for wearying the 
Senate, with every one of the propositions advanced by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

We cannot establish arigid, inflexible, cast-iron system simply 
because there is prevalent here a great abiding, penetrating sense 
of courtesy and good-will, a disposition to oblige on the part of the 
majority, that always results in the temporary abrogation of rules. 
The Senator from Alabamaa moment ago was speaking about the 
difficulty that a new member has in getting the consideration of his 
bill. I never have known a young member of this Senate to make a 
request that was not promptly acceded to and with the greatest alac- 
rity. Men having important interests at stake, advocating important 
measures, will uniformly, upon a mere suggestion that a new mem- 
ber desires to make a speech or call up a bill, yield promptly without 
the slightest hesitation or delay. 

Therefore, Mr. President, any attempt to add to the rules we 
already have will be nugatory, simply because you cannot get over 
that great precedent, which has been built up here, to allow the ma- 
jority to do exactly as they please, whether it is one way or another, 
trom day to day. 

I shall insist that, unless there is a better observance of the rules 
we have, we had better not fly to others we know not of. I have 
made myself obnoxious here for several days by calling for the reg- 
ular order; and itis in the power of any Senator at any time, by 
calling for the regular order, to prevent the interpolation of meas- 
ures in the morning hour ; it is in the power of any Senator to de- 
mand the consideration of the Calendar whenever unfinished business 
is not pending; and you gain nothing whatever by this proposed 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. I shall there- 
fore oppose it; and, if no other Senator desires to speak, I will move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before the Senator from Kansas moves to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, I desire—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I promptly withdraw the motion in vindication 
of the courtesy that prevails here. 

Mr. MORRILL. I want action on a House bill that will not take 
a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
consent to that? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Idonot. Let us take a vote now 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. MORRILL. I only presented the bill because a motion was 
about to be made to go into executive session. The bill will not take 
two minutes. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Kansas, with 
his usual courtesy, will not insist on that motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Underthe law that prevails in this body, I with- 
draw the motion in accordance with the request of the new Senator 
from Vermont. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I have but a word to say on this 
question. I certainly have no personal feeling in regard to the orig- 
inal resolution or the amendment. The original resolution has been 
tried ; it has been tried session after session, and has given very gen- 
eral satisfaction. That is proved by the number of Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber who have spoken to me about introducing it 
this session, somewhat later than usual. 

The proposition introduced by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] has also been tried and it has failed; it has broken down 
by its own weight and its own complication ; it lasted, I think, about 
-2 month, and then was repealed, I may say in a pet almost, repealed 
unanimously, and not a man spoke in favor of it. 

We have before us a system that has been tried and that has suc- 
ceeded, and a system that has been tried and has failed ; and we must 

- choose between them. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I see by reading the original resolu- 
tion that in lines 3, 4, and 5 it is provided that— 

The Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar of bills and resolu- 
‘tions, and continue such consideration until half-past one o'clock ; and bills that 
are not objected to, &c. 

It seems to me that in line 5, to make the resolution harmonious, 
the words “and resolutions” should be added after “ bills.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Probably the Senator from Rhode 
Island will accept that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is a very correct criticism. I accept the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 
The word ‘‘resolutions” is in the fourth line, and by the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maine it should also be in the fifth line, after 
the word “bills,” so as to read ‘‘ bills and resolutions.” The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. CALL. I was a member of the Committee on Rules that re- 
ported adversely on the proposition of the Senator from Vermont. 
in making that report I was not very confident that I was right in 
the conclusion which I arrived at; but we acted with deference and 
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respect to the opinion of members of the committee who had long 
been Senators and were experienced in the system of the body. For 
one, I wish to say that I think the feature of the Anthony rule which 
allows an objection at any stage of the proceeding upon a bill is pro- 
ductive of very considerakle injury to the public service. I agree 
that far with the Senator from Vermont, that when we enter upon 
the consideration of any measure here it ought to be proceeded with, 
unless a majority of the body shall declare otherwise. So far as the 
proposition of the Senator from Vermont attains that object, the free 
expression of the will of the majority in the consideration of any 
measure, I think it, or some measure similar to it, should be adopted. 

Now, I wish to say that so far as I as a member of the Committee 
on Rules am concerned, in reporting adversely to this proposition, I 
am not at all confident that our report was in the interest of the ex- 
peditious conduct of the public business. I should be very glad to 
see some rule adopted, if not the rule proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont in the measure which he has presented, some rule by 
which the business which has been entered upon in the regular order 
of the Calendar may not be disposed of by a single objection or with- 
out the assent of a majority. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me, before he takes his seat, 
to say that when the Anthony rule is in operation and the single 
objection is made, the majority of the Senate may, on motion, im- 
mediately declare that they will proceed with that particular case, 
and it isthe common practice of the Senate? Forinstance, suppose 
the Senate have heard under the five-minute debate a sufficient ex- 
planation, or have not heard a sufficient explanation, but at any rate 
have heard enough of the case to think that it ought to be disposed 
of then, one member objects ; thereupon any person favoring the bill 
gets up and says, ‘‘I move to lay aside the other matters on the Calen- 
dar and proceed with this bill; ” a majority of the Senate say “ay,” 
and it is done. That is a very common case. 

Mr. HALE. Is that the actual operation of the Anthony rule? 

Mr. HOAR. That is the actual operation of the Anthony rule. 

Mr. CALL. I would say, in answer to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that that is certainly so, but the weight of the authority of 
the rule which allows a single objection to prevail is always against 
the majority overruling the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. My own observation (which must be taken for what 
it is worth, though I think it will be concurred in by the Senators 
around me) is that generally that power of the majority of the Senate 
is exercised without restraint, without regard to what the Senate 
thinks best on the whole, but the Edmunds rule cuts up by the roots 
the practice in the Senate of winnowing out the unobjected cases, 
or cases which encounter no objection, after a brief explanation of 
five minutes on each side, from the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. I would suggest that, probably, if we delay any con- 
clusion on this resolution we may arrive at some rule which will 
suit all Senators, and perhaps the resolution had better stand over 
and let us go into executive session in order that there may be fur- 
ther consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to suggest that the Ed- 
munds rule might, I think, preserve nearly everything which the 
honorable Senator from Vermont desires—though I do not think I 
should go with him on his two-thirds provision—by allowing the 
Anthony rule, as now; to go on till half past one in the day, win- 
nowing out the unobjected cases in that way, and then having a cal- 
endar under some system which, if not exactly what he has suggested, 
would embrace a large portion of what he has suggested, and accom- 

lish, certainly, all the advantages he proposes. 

\ Mr. CALL. I should be very glad, if that be the pleasure of the 
Senate, that some Senator would move that this resolution be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Rules, and that we might give further 
consideration to the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Florida that the Anthony resolution has not been before the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CALL. I would move that both the Anthony resolution and 
that of the Senator from Vermont be referred to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Rules, the Chair 
is advised, has reported against the proposed amendment as a sepa- 
rate resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to a point that has been referred to by him in line 9 
of the resolution: ‘‘and the objection may be interposed at any stage 
of the proceedings.” I understand the Senator from Massachuset:s 
to say that the practical operation of business here is that when an 
objection is interposed a majority of the Senate may nevertheless 
continue the consideration of the bill or resolution objected to. If 
that is so, it seems to me that after the word “proceedings,” in line 
9, some words like these should be inserted: ‘* Unless upon motion 
the Senate should otherwise order.” I am informed that the old 
rule 

Mr. ANTHONY. Those words are in the first part of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, the Senator from Rhode Island says that that 
language is in the first part of the resolution; but it seems to me 
that that portion which he refers to in the first part of the resolution 
only applies to the beginning of business. ‘‘That at the conclusion 
of the morning business for each day, unless, upon motion, the Sen- 
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ate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar of bills,” &c. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend trom Maine will permit me to suggest to 
him that this is not anew rule newly moved, but it is a rule which 
has been in force for ten or more years. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand. 

Mr. HOAR. And it has received on all these practical questions 
an exposition. Now, if you put in new language, you have got to 
expound anew that language. 

Mr. HALE. I am informed that the words I have suggested here 
have heretofore been in the rule, and were originally in the rule as 
first suggested and reported and recommended by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, but have dropped out. It seems to me that to insert 
them here will only make clear what the Senator from Massachusetts 
says is the practice, which I have no doubt grew up when the words 
that I suggest were a part of the resolution, and I can see no possible 
harm in their being inserted. I will move their insertion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not in order at the 
present time, but will be after the disposition of the pending amend- 
ment. 


Mr. HALE. I shall move it at the proper time. 


COLORED EMIGRANTS. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iappeal to the Senator from South Carolina to 
allow a little bill reported several days ago by the Committee on 
Finance, that will not take two minutes, to be taken up. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very much inclined to oblige the Senator from 
Vermont, but I am afraid that if I withdraw the motion the endless 
subject of the rules will be brought up for discussion again. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will withdraw the motion with the understand- 
ing with the Senator from Vermont that he will renew it after his 
bill is acted on. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will yield the floor to the Senator from South 
Carolina to make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report the bill now? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is the bill (H. R. No. 2341) for the relief of 
colored emigrants. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 2341) for the relief of 
colored emigrants, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is one amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Finance was, in 
line 5, after the word “ faith,” to insert ‘‘ prior to January 1, 1883 ;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

That all clothing and other articles, being charitable contributions or the avails 
of charitable contributions, imported in good faith prior to January 1, 1883, for the 
relief or aid of colored persons who may ae emigrated from their homes in other 
States, and not for saie, and all such articles imported and now in bond, shall be 
admitted free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe: Provided, That such articles shall be delivered only to State or 
municipal corporations, or to some society or institution established for charitable 
purposes: And provided further, That the importers or consignees of such articles 
shall give such security as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe for the 
payment of lawful duties on such articles should any of them be sold or used con- 
‘trary to the provisions and intent of this act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was the bill reported ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It was reported some days ago, and the report 
then withdrawn, but it is now reported again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the last case on the Calendar,—an illustra- 
tion of fair play! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Vermont 
if he proposes in other things to introduce the same principle which 
seems to be introduced in this bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say to the Senator from Missouri that 
there is a considerable amount of clothing in bond that was given 
by some Quakers to the colored emigrants in Kansas, and this bill 
passed the House to allowit to be received without payment of duties, 
and was unanimously agreed to by the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate. I think there can be no objection to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood the nature of the bill; but the 
question was whether the Senator would apply the principle involved 
in this bill and extend it to other things. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will see what principle I adopt here- 
after. Sufficient unto the day is the principle of this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the word “colored” from the 
bill, as it now has to go back to the House of Representatives. The 
bill I understand contains a provision that it shall apply only to con- 
tributions made in the past for the relief of emigrants who have 
gone from their homes to other States, and I think there is a great 
deal of ‘propriety in the suggestion of the honorable Senator from 
Missouri. We should not put into the law distinctions of color or 
race. 

Mr. PLUMB. 


Does the Senator from Vermont 


The only point to that is just this: there are goods 
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now in bond in New York, as there have been for some time, designed 
specially for the colored people who went from the Southern States 
to Kansas. They are in great misery there and in great need of 
these things. If any one will come forward—the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts or anybody else—and say that any number of people of 
any other class are now needy and desirous of having a similar meas- 
ure passed for their benefit, of course there will be no objection to it ; 
but it has not been the proposition to open the door entirely but to 
deal with this particular case which is before the Senate now on well- 
authenticated facts, about which there is no dispute whatever. 
Therefore {here can be no objection to it as establishing a principle. 

Mr. HOAR. The fact that there are no others is the very fact 
which makes it specially proper, it seems to me, not to put in this 
description of them by their race and color. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is onthe amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] to strike out the 
word ‘colored ” from the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that amendment will not be adopted, be- 
cause these contributions have been made specially for these colored 
emigrants. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I submit that in regard to all matters of this kind 
it is a great deal better to say that a certain number of cases, fifteen 
or whatever it may be, intended for charitable purposes are hereby 
admitted free of duty, than it is to go on and establish a general 
description under which you may make precedents. Nobody here- 
after has the right to say you made a precedent of any kind if you 
simply say that seventeen cases, marked to Governor so-and-so, of 
Kansas, intended for charitable distribution, are hereby admitted 
free. That is a great deal better way to do it. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Now I yield the floor to the Senator from South 
Carolina to make his motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Vermont was to 
make the motion for an executive session. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, I left it to the Senator; but ifthe Senator 
yielded to me for that purpose, I will make the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the motion is put the Chair 
lays before the Senate the following resolution as the unfinished busi- 
ness : 


Resolved, Thatin the opinion of the Senate the act of January 25, 1879, commonly 
known as the ‘‘arrears of pensions act,” ought not to be repealed. 


Mr. BUTLER. I nowrenew my motion. 

Mr. CALL. Unless the Senator from South Carolina wishes par- 
ticularly to attend to executive business, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Florida takes precedence. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and twenty-nine 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


The motion of the Senator from 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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"The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


SAMPLE COINS OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I am directed by the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures to ask consent to submit for consideration at 
this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives cause a sample set of 
United States coin of recent and present issue to be placed in the room of the Com- 


mittee,on Coinage, Weights and’ Méastres, and kept there for the use of the com- 
mittee, the expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. MARTIN. I object to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Let it be referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will state to the gentleman from Delaware 
(Mr. Martin] that this is the unanimous report of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, the object being that they may 
have before them specimens of all the United States coins, The 
matter will involve comparatively little expense, and is of very great 
importance, not only to the committee but to other members who 
may visit their room. I trust the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iwill ask the gentleman.whether these specimens 
of coins were not provided for the committee in the last Congress? 
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ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. BOWMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
pill (H. R. No. 719) for the relief of Albert H. Emery ; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM W. BURNS. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 1141) for the relief of William W. Burns; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY ACCOUNTING OFFICERS. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3869) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the 
accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department ; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted. 

W. W. R. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. RANNEY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the petition of W. W. R. Elliott; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HUGH DAVIS. 


Mr. HALL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the petition of Hugh Davis; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports in the morn- 
ing hour has been completed. 

r. TAYLOR. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, for the purpose 
of proceeding with the consideration of private bills, for which this 
day has heen especially set apart by the rules. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to antagonize that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. CASWELL. I raise the question of consideration with the 
view of taking up the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be antagonized other than by voting 
against it. It is a proper motion on Friday. 

Mr. ROBESON. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to ask if the House shall decide not to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, will it then 
be in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to proceed with the consideration of the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when it 


comes up. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon going 
en with the Post-Office bill to-day. Let us proceed with the Private 
Calendar. 


Mr. ROBESON. We want to get to work. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in the affirmative, there 
being ayes 112, noes not counted. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, (Mr. DINGLEY in the chair.) 


PHILADELPHIA AND READING RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1378) to release the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company 
from certain taxes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, éc., That the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company is hereb: 
released from the payment of the taxes assessed by the Commissioner of Interna) 
Revenue upon the interest-bearing promissory notes heretofore issued by it to its 
employés, commonly known as wages certificates: Provided, That said company 
shall pay the actual costs and expenses incurred in the proceedings taken to en- 
force the payment of the said taxes. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows; 


The = on Ways and Means, to whom was referred House bill No. 1378, 
rt as follows: 
The: Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company and the Philadelphia and 
Reading Coal and Iron Compeny are eee though not legally, one and the 
same corporation. The former is a railroad and transportation company, and was 
incorporated by the State of Pennsylvania in the year 1833. The and iron com- 
my is, as the title implies, engaged in the business of mining coal and manu- 
facturing iron. It was organiz by the railroad company subscribing for all the 
shares of its capital stock ; and the business of the company has been, and is now, 
virtually that of a department of the railroad company. This relation of the two 
eompanies is mentioned to account for the fact that the notes, or ‘‘ wages certifi- 
cates,” referred to in the bill under consideration were made receivable in payment 
of indebtedness to either company. 

No department of productive industry suffered so severely from the business 
revulsion of 1873 as the coal and iron trades. ‘The entire trade of the valley of the 
#®chuylkill and the portions of Pennsylvania drained by the Reading Railroad Com- 
pany are dependent upon the prosperity of these trades. Much of the country is 
wanting in agricultural advantages; in nono of it do diversified industries prevail ; 
and the merchants whose stores are along the line of the road, or in the towns 
thereon, find their customers exclusively among the employés of these companies. 

The month of September, 1879, found the two companies in debt for -wages and 
salaries to their employés in the amount of $4,837,090. No payments on these ac- 


re 


counts had been made for months ; and the merchants, upon whom this class of the 
companies’ creditors had depended for supplies, were unable to meet their obliga- 
tions, and consequently were unable to furnish food and other necessaries of life to 


the only customers to whom they were in the habit of selling goods. Thecreditof 
the —— y was exhausted, and the condition of thousands of industrious and 
thrifty ies was utterly deplorable. To afford at least partial relief the presi- 
dent and managers of the railroad oman determined to issue the ‘ wages cer- 
tificates” upon which the tax from which the company now seeks relief was as- 
sessed. They are in the following form, the date of payment in every case being 
either four or five months after the date of the note itself: 


‘Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company—Wages certificate No. —. 
‘* PHILADELPHIA, September 18, 1879. 

“The EMinisieble and Reading Railroad Compeng gerninee to pay to the bearer 
hereof the sum of $10 on the 2ist day of February, 1880, with interest from date, 
without defalcation, for value received. 

“This note is issued for wages due by the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad 
Company, and will be received either before or at its meets St the amount due 
thereon in payment for freight and toll bills of the Philadelphia and Reading Rail- 
road Company, for coal bills of the Philadelphia and Reading Coal and Iron Com- 
pany, or any other debts due to either of the said companies. 

“F. B.GOWEN, President. 

**S. BrapDForD, Treasurer.” 

These notes were designated ‘‘ wages certificates," and the purpose for which 
they were issued, namely, the payment of wages due by the company, was, as has 
been seen, expressed in the notes themselves. They were not intended for circu- 
lation, but were payable with interest at a fixed date, and were by their terms made 
receivable either at or before maturity for amounts due in payment of freight or 
toll-bills of the Reading Railroad oer, or of coal bills of the Coal and Iron 
Company, or of any other debt due either of these com: es. 

In assessing the tax the Commissioner of Internal Revenue proceeded under the 
yee of the nineteenth section of the act of Congress approved the 8th of 

‘eb , A. D. 1875, which reads as follows: 

‘That every person, firm, association, other than national-bank association, and 
every corporation, State bank, or State banking association, shall pay a tax of 10 
per cent. on the amount of their own notes used for circulation and paid ont by 
them. (18 Stat. at L., ~~ 3, page 311.)” 

The obvious intent of Congress in adopting this provision was to secure to the 
national banks the right to issue notes for circulation exclusive of any other agency 
than that of the Government itself. It can hardly be contended that it was the 
purpose of Congress to prevent either corporations or individuals from issuin 
promissory notes, bills of exchange, or other negotiable instruments in the ordi- 
nary course of business, although in a certain sense such negotiable instruments 
are adapted to and by indorsement enter into circulation. But promissory notes 
issued in a, of existing debts, bearing interest at a fixed rate, having long 

eriods of time to run, and intended to be canceled and retired at maturity, are not 
in any popular or technical sense paper money. Their value varies from oq t 
day as interest accrues. They are neithermoney nor the equivalentof money, but 
— —* to pay money at a future day, on which payment they are to be 
canceled. 

That these ‘‘ wages certificates” were not intended to be used and reissued as 
currency is abundantly clear. They were to be issued and were only issued im pay- 
ment of existing debts for wages, and, as has been said, they bore interest and 
were to mature and be retired at a fixed date. 

Without committing themselves to the doctrine that these notes may not have 
been subject to the taxation assessed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
the committee submit that there is room for grave argument on that point; and 
that in view of the bankrupt condition of the railroad and coal and iron company, 
and of the suffering their — employés and their families were enduring, which 
could have been relieved only by such a use of the company’s credit, the tax should 


be remitted. They therefore report back the accompanying bill and recommend 
its passage. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, unlesssome gentleman desires to an- 
tagonize this bill I do not propose to detain the committee, and there- 
fore, if any gentleman desires to express an opinion against it I would 
be glad to hear him and shall reserve what I have to say for another 
occasion. I yield now to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I do not understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has yielded to me. I understood him to say that 
unless some gentleman desired to antagonize the bill he would yield 
the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. You are right, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia.” Mr. Chairman, this report is remark- 
able, first, for what it does disclose, and secondly, for what it does 
notdisclose. It is remarkable for what it discloses in this: that the 
committee unanimously report that they are unwilling to commit 
themselves to the principle of the bill, and yet ask the United States 
to relieve this corporation of some four hundred and eighty-three 
thousand dollars of taxes. It is remarkable in that it undertakes to 
show a connection between the panic of 1873 and the issue of these 
illegal notes in 1879, without any explanation whatever of any possi- 
ble relation between that panic and the issuance of that paper. It 
is remarkable in another particular, that it undertakes to carry this 
bill through upon the assumed idea that in first violating the law of 
the United States the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company 
was acting in the interest of its employés who would otherwise have 
starved or gone naked. 

These are the facts it discloses on its face. I desire now to call the 
attention of the committee to a few facts (perhaps I only know a few 
of them) which it does not disclose. It will be remembered that the 
note copied in the report is dated September 18, 1879. I wish to show 
to the committee how these notes were issued and the order in which 
they come. I read now from the official report of the Philadelphia 
and Reading Railroad Company a table which shows the total amount 
of wages certificates paid during the year, with the amount outstand- 
ing on the 10th day of January, 1880. This report is dated January 
12, 1880, and is signed by its president, Mr. Gowan. On December 
16, 1878, they issued $468,030 payable on the 15th of April, 1879, and 
on the same date they issued $470,000 payable May 15, 1879. 

I will stop there fora moment. The Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue of the United States determined that these things were taxable. 
He referred the matter, however, to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and he agreed with him. But as it was a matter of controversy be- 
tween them and the company he, desiring to do exact justice, asked 
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the opinion of the Attorney-General. That opinion is dated on the 
22d day of May, 1879. ; 

Mr. TUCKER. Who was the Attorney-General at that time? — 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Devens. I read from that opin- 
ion, page 343 of 16 Attorney-General’s Opinions: 

The inclosures accompanying and referred to in your communication (which are 
herewith returned) establish the fact that both these forms of obligation— 

The Attorney-General was referring in this connection to another 
similar case. 
circulate freely and extensively in the vicinage of their issue, and thus subserve 
all the uses of money. Persons competent to judge estimate the amount put and 
kept in circulation by Knapp, Stout & Co. at from $75,000 to $100,000; while the 
official report of the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company, dated on the 
13th day of January last— 

Which was the 13th of January, 1879— 
states that the unpaid wages due its employés for September, October, and Novem- 
ber preceding amounted to $983,141.59. for which it was determined to issue ‘‘ wages 
certificates” in sums of $10 each, (of which the foregoing is a sample,) of which 
$701,520 had been put in circulation up to January 11, 1879, and this issue has been 
kept up since that date. 

he report says of them— 

Mark you, now, the official report of the company— 

‘ These certificates have been very favorably received by the employés and the 
public, and they are generally taken in business transactions at par, and are readily 
sold for cash at but a trifling discount.” ‘ ; 

When it is considered that many other persons and corporations in many other 
sections of the country are doing the same thing, the extent to which these notes 
are used as currency can be understood. Thatthese instruments are all ‘‘ used for 
circulation "’— 

Which is the language of the statute— 
and as a medium of exchange, is fully proved. Those of the railroad company 

slainly contemplate circulation, since it is expressed upon their face that they are 
based upon the wages due, but are receivable from those indebted to the company 
for coal or for transportation; and their favorable reception by the public as weil 
as by employésand their general use in business transactions are subjects of felici- 
tation in the before-mentioned report. It seems clear to me that these notes come 
precisely within the language of the statute indicating what ‘‘ notes” are to be 
the subject of taxation. 

Hethen draws a distinction between that paper and some other con- 
sidered in a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. That 
opinion of the Attorney-General was delivered in May, 1879. The 
company was thusnotified by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and by the solemnly pronounced 
opinion of the Attorney-General that they were violating the law. 
And yet in 1879, in February—that was just before the opinion— 
they issued $633,230; in June and July, 1879, they issued $350,000, 
$400,000, and $425,000; and in 1880, in August, September, October, 
and November they issued $380,000, $410,000, $420,000, $460,000, and 
$420,830, making in all $4,837,090. 

It is a plain case, therefore, that this corporation has undertaken 
to make a square fight with the Government. It is no case of reliev- 
ing anybody who acted under a mistake or misapprehension. All 
the notes that they had issued prior to that opinion have, as is shown 
by this their official report, been redeemed except about $1,000. All 
that were issued and are taxed now, amounting to only $4,416,026, 
were issued after that opinion was delivered and, of course, after 
they had had notice of it. 

I wish to make another remark to show how lame is the commit- 
tee’s report based upon the idea that the panic of 1873 had aught to 
do with this matter. I read from the official report of 1875 of the 
Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company, signed by this same 
president on the 6th of January, 1875, at page 16, where a compari- 
son is made between the income of 1873 and the income of 1874, 
Without stopping to read more of it, I will read its conclusions: 

There was an increase in travel of 1.8 per cent.; in merchandise, 6.2 per cent. ; 
coal, 2 per cent.; mail, 13.5 per cent.; miscellaneous, 2.6 per cent.; and the net 
profits were 6.8 per cent. in the year 1874 over the year ending January 20, 1873. 

ut, notwithstanding this fact, in the year 1873 the gross receipts were 63.9 per 
cent., and in 1874 were only 60.4 per cent. So that with an income of 3} per cent. 
less there was a profit of 6.8 per cent. more in 1874 than there was in 1873. 

On page 17 of the report it will be found that in that year, 1874, so 
far from being poverty-ridden, the company had paid a quarterly 
dividend of 24 per cent., and had added a small amount to their stock 
besides. On page 18 of that report is this language: 

It might have been reasonably expected that during a period of such stagnation 
the traffic of the company would have fallen off very greatly, and yet, notwith- 
standing the very general suspension of manufactures, the gross receipts of the 
company are larger than those of any other year, except the last, while the net 
profits are greater than those of any previous year, without exception. 


How long this continued I do not know. I tried to find the re- 
ports of 1876, 1877, and 1878, but they were notinthe Library. But 
I wish to call attention to other facts that show, not that this com- 
pany was poor, but that it like other monopolies in this country got 
into difficulty by overreaching. The report says the company own 
the Pennsylvania Coal and Iron Company. They felicitate themselves 
in this report that they have bought for that company 100,000 acres 
of the best mining lands in the State. The report shows that they 
bought seven steamships; that they leased about half a dozen rail- 
roads; that they laid down double tracks on their own road and some 
of those that had been leased. They leased two canals, and the canals 
were the only items of property on which they failed to make an in- 
come, 

In 1878 they lost about a quarter of a million on the canals, in 1879 
they lest about five hundred thousand dollars on the canals. In 


order to enable them to make these enormous purchases, in order that 
they might ‘‘ stretch its arms like seas and grasp in all the shore,” 
they issued bonds to the amount of $10,000,000 besides the heavy 
floating debt that they were already carrying. And it was the ecar- 
rying of that enormous debt and not kindness to operatives that made 
them thus issue money in violation of the laws of the land. But, 
notwithstanding all that, they say the income of that year over the 
year previous, that is the year 1879 over the year 1878, was a net gain 
of nearly $3,000,000. I have not before me the exact figures, 
$2,733,000, I think. The company, at the time it first issued this 
paper, was not in distress at all but for the fact of this enormous 
reaching out. At that time, November 30, 1878, they owed for wages 
$1,137,900, but in November, 1879, only two months after this certifi- 
cate in the report it issued, they had reduced the debt to $460,- 
101.87. And they were still continuing their purchases; they were 
still continuing their leases; and in their report of that year isa 
felicitation by its president that they were in a position to carry their 
enormous debt and make enormous profits unless there should be a 
revulsion in public affairs. But, more than that, debtors will begin 
to clamor for pay ; magnificent monopolies, like the fabled frog, will 
sometimes swell until they burst. And this corporation found itself 
so crippled in 1880 that it was placed in the hands of a receiver and 
remains there to-day. 

Now let us see again whether the wages of these honest employés 
whose broad shoulders are expected to carry through this bill were 
afiected unfavorably by their failure. The very first act of the re- 
ceivers—and I hold the official report of this fact in my hands—was 
to raise the wages of the employés and the salaries of the employés 
by 10 per cent. ; and the receivers declare that the small losses which 
they made in the first ten months of their administration, as com- 
pared with the previous year, were due to the fact that they had be- 
gun to pay competent wages and salaries. They came under this 
control on the 24th of May, 1880, when the receivers were appointed ; 
and now during that time we havethe schedule of all the incomes of 
the property, and there was a net income during the ten months for 
which this report was issued of $18,040. 

Butthe Catawissa Railroad had increased its net earnings $17,880.51; 
the Philadelphia, Germantown and Norristown Railroad decreased 
its earnings $25,000 compared with the previous year, and the express 
department showed a net gain of $102,360.09 against $59,098.82 for 
the previous year. The seven ships that they had bought also had 
made a great gain. They were using the great coal-yards at Jersey 
City and at Philadelphia and at New York on which immense ex- 
penditures had been made before they went into receivers’ hands. 
They were all profitably used, and there can be no doubt about the 
fact that if the wages of employés are to be considered in this matter 
it is better that the road should remain forever in the hands of re 
ceivers. The company which issued this paper is to pay the tax, 
however, and not the employés who took it for wages. I feel great 
reluctance to attack what seems to be a unanimous report coming 
from such a committee as the Committee on Ways and Means of this 
House. But yet any one is excusable when the committee itself bases 
its recommendation for relief upon these grounds. 

The language of the committee’s report is: 

Without committing themselves to the doctrine that these notes may not have 
been subject to the taxation assessed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
the committee submit that there is room for grave argument on that point. 

Where ought that argument to be had? I call attention to another 
fact, not disclosed by this report. When the opinion of the Attor- 
ney-General was rendered and this company still continued to put 
forth this money, and taxes were assessed on them and they refused 
to pay them, process was issued by the Department of Internal Rev- 
enue and a levy was made upon their property. This remarkable 
state of facts exists: a Pennsylvania State judge issued an injunc- 
tion against a United States officer collecting United States taxes. 
On that it stands enjoined to-day. It has been removed into the 
United States district court of Pennsylvania, but on account of the 
absence of the judge and other causes, the United States tax is kept 
in the hands of this corporation, because a State judge has said to a 
Federal tax collector, ‘ Thus far shalt thou go, but no farther.” 

Where is this argument to be had? It ought to be had in the 
courts. If thiscompany is not taxable, then it seems to me this Com- 
mittee of the Whole might wait until the court had pronounced its 
judgment; and then, if there were special reasons for relieving this 
company, by reason of any hardship in its case, it might address itself 
to the law-making power of the Government. But it is manifestly 
wrong for us to intervene and take from the tribunals of the country 
these things which have been constitutionally committed to them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. _I desire to ask my colleague a question right here. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask my colleague if it is not true that 
a class of notes were issued by the Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing 
Company of Georgia under similar circumstances, and if Congress 
did not decline to relieve that company from the tax ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I thank my colleague for calling my 
attention to a matter which occurred while I was not here, because 
it enables me to go further in an investigation of this case. 

Mr. KELLEY. As the gentleman has already been interrupted, I 
would like to ask him the name of the Pennsylvania judge who issued 
that injunction. 
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Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Ido not knowthe name of the judge | Statement of assessments made and collected on circulating notes of State or 
who did it, and I hope not to know the name of a judge who so far private banks and corporations since March, 3, 1875. 





transcends his authority. Myinformation comes from Green B. Raum, | ——————— 





































United States Commissioner of Internal Revenue. X Name. | Location. | Collection district. 
Mr. KELLEY. Willthe gentleman allow me to say that the judge | __ ac 
referred to is the circuit judge of the United States for that district, Chavis tha 0 : ch “ 
Judge McKennon, and not a Pennsylvania judge. ede ene area esc tt | Xoungsboro ..| 2d Alabama......- 
aT , ee ee Poe ott ss = os J. B, Johnson .............----.--+) Pensacola ....} Florida ........... 
Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. My information, then, was Wrong, | Rixford & Co .......----------.+-- | Rixford....... wie 
if the gentleman is not wrong. It only relieves the Pennsylvania | Atlantic and Gulf Railroad Co....| Savannah..... 1st Georgia ....... 
judiciary, however, but does not change the force of the argu- | Brunswickand AlbanyRailroad Co | Brunswick ...| Ist Georgi 
say P , Central Railroad and Banking Co -| Savannah..... 1st Georgia -...... 
_—s e ta Mr B — s ealled attention to the case of the Cabbedge, Hazelhurst & Co....... Macon ........| 2d Georgia. ......- 
My colleague (Mr, BLountT] has called at ention o the case of the | Gity Bank wisn... 2d Georgia........ 
Eagie and Phanix Manufacturing Company, of Georgia. I answer | Eagle and P. Manufacturing Co...) Columbus ....} 2d Georgia. ....... 
him that that company was not relieved under any sueh circum- Se eae a te cane wee = Gesrem setteees 
stances whatever. The ac or whic “~v were relieve i Macon and Brunswick Railroad Co | Macon......-- 2d Georgia. .....-- 
stances whatever. The act under which they were relieved will be | Gayle & Kaufman.................. Washington ..| 7th Indiana....... 


found in 20 Statutes at Large, page 498, and is in these words: Kellenberger, P. B 






Dunes Gases a's af Cesena cee tee! ith Indiana 








Amount. 


That the Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing Company of Columbus, Georgia, be, ar. V -- 2-2-2 eee eee eee eee eee seeneienatye. 3d Iowa. . wee eee ees 
and is hereby, relieved from the payment of the taxes heretofore assessed upon its WI Ne Pi eG ee accmmbagee™ "7 7"S ed a ie * a vote 
capital stock as banking capital or capital employed in the business of banking, and ieee a y Bank ........- | oe ton... .. 2 ones wenn ness 
upon all future similar assessment of banking tax, so long as no part of its capital Ja “76m A Co Riadeewin the adseensy san ro sereeee] f a —— ese 
is employed in the business of banking, and said capital continues to be, as now, | y ‘| reanes sr 835-31 | ie steers - aaa a 
employed in the bisiness of manufacturing: Provided, That nothing in this act Ni hol: ¢ Strech ste ceeeceneseeees ee weceeee = Arkansas...... 
shall be construed to exempt said company from the payment of the tax upon de- Rix ok a ed De wloescceccenscceees te a seeceee + ee Rin C3 
posits, as required by law from savings-banks or savings institutions, nor from Atl: nti Ap 1G if Railroad an a weeeee : oric who seeereee 
any tax or penalty which may be hereafter incurred by issuing and circulating, or | 35, Pe ve i Pt eS Co PORES 2 > =< 397 | vl tne aie $2. hy Georgia -.....- 
continuing in circulation, notes or bills or certificates of deposit, as currency or Pla; t as heenix Company ..-.--- | wn umbus ..-.) 2¢ Georgia S eekaan 
as a substitute for notes, bills, or currency. er Een eters ote sess ws seeeee | Macon .. cess 2d Georgia. ....-..- 

: Naylor, A, N...--..----+------+++-| New Sharon ..| 4th Iowa........-. 

That act was approved February 27, 1878. If the attention of this Aree eee Ma inches aed Brownsboro’.. 6th Iowa.......... 
railroad company was at all attracted to the public history of the | jie. Barner & Go | eS eee anu 
country, they could there find another warning which Congress in- | Henry Kuntz...............-..---. | Slatington ....| 8th Pennsylvania. 
tended to give that this law would be enforced. Yet, in the face of | South Carolina Railroad Company _| Charleston. ...| South Carolina ... 

PARFOEE GOO... . on ncernvdiceccccs | Rixford....... Florida .......... 


that law, they issued their certificates; for very few of them had 
been issued prior to that date. 
Mark this: that act relieved the Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing 















Atlantic and Gulf Railroad. .....- | Savannah... ... 
Central Railroad and Banking Co..| Sayannah... -. 
Brooks County Manufacturing As- | Savannah..... } 





Company from what? From an assessed tax. Why? Because no | _ sociation. oe 
part of its capital had ever been engaged in the business of banking. | C@bbedge, Hazclhurst & Co... .... | Macon........ 


Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing | Columbus ....| 


To show that I cannot be mistaken about that I refer any gentle- | “Company. 





man to the statute. : : Henry H. Hyatt................... | Washington ..| 
It was put upon that identical ground by the Committee on the | Hicock, Barber & Co.............. | Homer. .......| 
Judiciary, who made the report in its favor. I will read the con- | Bank of Mecklenberg - Charlotte ..... 
° “3 i : : ek wdeetiocsen Whe Reale Chillicothe Bank ........-.......-. } Chillicothe -..| 
clusion of that report and hand it to other gentlemen who desire to | Logan Branch of State Bank... ._. | Chillicothe ...| 
read it: Ross County Branch of State Bank.| Chillicothe ...| 
In April, 1877, the Internal Revenue Department decided that all the capital jem, oe of Athens........... | ae wan aees 
stock of the said company was liable to taxation under section 3308 Revised Stat- | Fiji. woA eee 
utes, and instructed the collector to proceed to collect the same for the period of time Masiahte Chale Gompar y: snesinieny ae reser antl 


trom the said February 17, 1873, the date of the amendment of the charter of the 
company authorizing the savings department ; but at the request of the company 
the collection was postponed until the company could apply to Congress for relief. 

From the facts established, and after a consideration of the questions of law 
involved, your committee are of the opinion that the whole capital of the company 
was invested in mills and machinery alone several years before it was given power 
to establish a savings department for deposits, and that the act giving that author- 
ity only gave to depositors a lien or pledge on or of the property of the company 
to secure the payment of their deposits, and did not place the stock of the com- 


Syracuse Coal and Salt Company...) Syracuse -.... 
Carlisle, H........ cdeee 

Charles Cox & Co | Wartburgh ...| 
Sixty-four manufacturing firms in.) Salt Lake..-.. 
Alonez Mining Company ........-.. | Calumet ...... 
Osceola Consol Mining Company...) Calumet... --. | 
Lick Run Coal Company ........-. | Brittland. .... | 
few York and Ohio Coal Company} Nelsonville --. 








: . : Fi -* : Roan Iron Company...-.-....----.-- Rockwood .. -. 
pany in the condition of capital employed in banking; and the committee, there- skberre Mill & Minine C Se ees 
fore, report that the company should be relieved from the assessment or collection acme - oo Mining Company ae ny 994 
of such tax for past years and for the future, and recommend the passage of | p.0nilin Branch bank \ Genin | 
the bill herewith reported as a substitute for the one referred to the committee. Henry , howe = ae nn at Slatington ise ‘| 

Mr. BUCKNER. I would like to ask my friend, in the first place, | Brook Co. Mann facturing Ass’n...| Augusta .....- 
whether it appears that in the case to which he refers any certificates Consea Salrenagan Desking Co. pope yO “*] 
of any sort were issued by the company, and, if so, were they interest- Cabbedge, Hazelhurst & Go.......| Macon ..... =a 


bearing ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I will answer the gentleman. So 
far as this Eagle and Pheenix bill discloses, the issuance of notes had 
nothing to do with the question. The General Assembly of Georgia 
had authorized this manufacturing company to exercise certain 
banking privileges, which they had not seen proper to exercise. They 
were taxed anyhow upon their capital as a bank, and Congress re- 
lieved them from that tax because they did not come within the law 
providing for the imposition of the tax, as appears from the Judi- 
ciary Committee’s report and from the language of the statute. But 
the proviso to that act of February 27, 1878, declared that they should 
be taxable for any notes they had issued or might issue. Whether 
the notes which they issued were interest-bearing or not, I do not 
know; but they have been taxed on those notes every year 10 per 
cent. for every one that was put out. 

In May, 1875, an act was — by Congress for the relief of certain 
persons who had issued such notes under peculiar circumstances; and 
it declared that where mistakes of this kind had been made, where no 


Zion’s Co-operative Mercantile | Salt Lake... .. 
Institution. 
Watson & Palmer ..............--- Marquette ....| 
Knapp, Stout & Co..... | Mishicot...... 
Hicéck, Barber & Co. -. Homer... .....| 
Reno Savings-Bank ..........-..-. | en a 
Thomas Hart & Co...........-.... Abingdon ....! 
Bi, OUI 0 n.c0 5 h,0'n1s cawcencsace TGA. shins | 
Ds Gis GUID ooo so ce. ce en caves Bak te va ub os 
Ee NS aN cao d cies device ct RMN Na oe eee | 
i MER Sivdin ccacecebetsted PR Ge 5 ok. one | 
Hah J. BAGSD 6.02... scene davcds 1 RREEED 
Nd x60 56 508- padscadcgucs WR cen ndceee 
BS ees ee MOL joe 408 
Oe ER iin n 0955 o4hs cee enanes Re cua aiahd | 
OS es ya eee AL + cudalves 
iii nse ach aoauesnndepee TOR iavts iene 
le EME a's 40 bs 0n 50 densa ceadiunl MEEbnas 56008 | 
Mechanics’ Co-operative Associa- | Llion........-. | 
tion. | 
Fis in IIS is ci ints cn isles nine adn Sci ste Se8 | 
BOWREG BREE. 65 osc cnr eue sce cies asd b SEAM n a ~easeeh } 
Ogden & Downs.............5.2525 Ms sos «ss hac 















great harm had been done, and the cases were pending, the Commis- | }° G. Ross ........... lion 
sioner of Internal Revenue or the Secretary of the Treasury (I forget | J. H. Woodard.......... Tlion... . 
which) might stop the collection of the penalty, not the tax. Under | Emmett Mining Company. --| Negannee.. ... 
that act relief was granted in many cases. But because this Georgia | Frith Thoms Gy Pence CBr -: 
q a va  oanltn é& Co............ | Cheyboygan . . 
company had come up like an honest tax-payer and paid its money | Wetmore & Lathrop .......... ....| Cheyboygan .. 
into the Treasury of the United States, relief was refused to it upon | Daniel Francey & Co...........--. Sloans Station . 
the technicality that its case was not pending, but had been con- | 4- M.& B. F. Hodgens ........... Sloans Station. 
cluded by payment. So far from there being any relief from such Tecipah Coneolbdinted Sitabig and: ett’ 
taxes, everything issued in Georgia, in the Carolinas, and in Ala- Manufacturing Company. | 
bama that had the semblance of this character was taxed. . I have | Breon & Spear ..................-. | Mineral Park. 
here a list which I will incorporate as part of my remarks. I find | BR. Abraham & Coo -eses-so +: | Belleville ..... 
included in this list such corporations of my State as the Atlantic and tiie & Pihane Watlocea [pees ease ane 3" 
Gulf Railroad, and the Macon and Hrenewick Railroad, both abso- Telsvile Nell Cenmeage || gaaeee 


. ; " ; Belleville Nail Company........... | Belleville -.... 
lutely insolvent at the time, as I believe, and since sold out by a | 
receiver : 


3d Georgia. ...... 
3d Georgia. ...... 


3d Georgia. ....-.. 


2d Georgia. ...... 
2d Georgia. ...... 


1st Indiana ...... 
24th New York .. 


6th North Carolina.| 
12th Ohio........ 
12th Ohio ........ 
12th Ohio ........ 
15th Ohio. ....... 
15th Ohio ........ 
15th Ohio ........ 
oD ae 






15th Ohio . . 


2d Tennessee. ... 
2d Tennessee .. -.. 
Dee Sic eee csi 
Michigan ........ 
Michigan ........ 
CE cdaatase caves 
ee dt tape 


Arizona ......... 


New York .. 





Wth Ohio......... 
8th Pennsylvania . 
8d Georgia. .....- 
3d Georgia. ....-.- 


Dakota .. 


6th Michigan .... 
Wisconsin ....... 


$249 44 
30 00 
38 72 

650 50 

1, 800 60 
18 91 
47 50 
35 00 

320 63 
125 00 

14 64 

79 80 

5 00 

4 00 


124 30 


37 80 
76 80 


2 00 

4 8&2 
119 51 
80 38 
37 18 
62 57 
86 08 
36 03 








24th New York ... 


Nevada.......... 


Virginia.......... 
2ist New York. ... 
2ist New York.... 
2lst New York.... 
21st New York.... 


2ist New York.... 


21st New York.... 
2ist New York.... 


. 


2ist New York.... 
2ist New York.... 
2ist New York.... 
2ist New York.... 
2lst New York.... 





** Money in the hands of United States district court. 





21st New York.... 
2lst New York.... 
21st New York.... 





SS8e 
Ses 





--| 21st New York.... 00 
-| 2ist New York. ... 21 00 
6th Michigan ..... 100 00 
4th Michigan ..... 3, 656 39 
4th Michigan ..... 1, 766 44 
4th Michigan ..... 80 60 
Cie i. 8 52 00 
Ohio .....-.. iach 13 82 
Virginia 32 91 
Ist California. .... 1,401 85 
Arizona ....-..... 885 50 
Nevada........... 217 50 
13th Illinois ...... 11, 702 80 
3d Georgia. ....... *1, 800 00 
13th Illinois ...... *1, 569 27 
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These collections, it will be observed, run down in some cases to 
the pitiful sum of $3 and $4. The Government exacted in these 
cases the last farthing of tax, just as would have been done with this 
corporation in Pennsylvania, but for the injunction. 

I have here a statement of assessments made on circulating notes 
of State and private bankers and corporations not collected since 
March 3, 1875, which was the date of the bill that gave relief: 


Statement of assessments made on circulating notes of State and prirate 
banks and corporations not collected since March 3, 1875. 











Name. | Location. | Collection district.) Amount. 
i ' 
Aldrich, Sweetland & Warte...... | Kennedy......| 30th New York ...! $498 88 
‘Ore Knob Copper Company........ Ore Knob... .- | 6th North Carolina 57 21 
Saint Louis and Southeastern Rail- |................ | 5th Tennessee... ... 1, 971 96 
road Company. 
David McCartney............-.---- Medford ...... | 6th Wisconsin....| 1,051 98 


Philadelphia and Reading Railroad.) Philadelphia. -| Ist Pennsylvania. -ji41, 626 00 





By this list it appears that the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad 
Company was liable for tax on these notes to the amount of $441,626, 
but their official report shows that they had issued $42,000 more than 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue was aware of; so that instead 
of owing $441,626 they owed $483,000. I have also a statement of 
pending claims of assessments on circulating notes of State and pri- 
vate banks and corporations not decided at the time this statement 
was made : 


Pending claims of assessments on circulating notes of State and private 
banks and corporations not decided yet. 









| | 
Name. | Location. | Collection district. | Amount. 
| 
Rodine & Gone ................--.- | Fansboro ..... Ist New Jersey ...| 3,054 19 
REED daticee pannancsce ces cckcon Wolfordsboro.| Ist New Jersey ...| 7,201 18 
Warrick & Stanger -| Glassboro. .... | Ist New Jersey ...| 6,747 45 
Whitney & Bros . -| Glassboro. -... | Ist New Jersey . . | 16, 819 31 
‘Cook Bros. & Co . -| Brunswick ...; 2d Georgia........ 1, 872 00 
‘Thompson Smith. -- .--| Cheboygan ... | 4th Michigan -| 2,621 00 
Holston Salt & Plaster Co......... l etaahtsitabe sas Li ee (*) 
ee eer eee Mill Shoals ...| Illinois............ | ¢*) 
(*) 


Five cotton manufacturing Cus...!..........--..-. | North Carolina ... 





*Amounts not yet ascertanined. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The gentleman willallow me to ask him whether 
any of those certificatesor notes or whatever you may choose to call 
them were interest-bearing ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Idonot know ; but as the gentleman 
repeats his question I am led to suppose that he lays some stress 
upon that point; that he is inclined to hold that if you issue a plain 
note it is a violation of law, but if you declare on its face that it 
shall bear interest from date, it is not a violation. If that be true, 
then the law of the United States on this subject is very lame. If 
it be true that by issuing notes due ten days after date with interest 
from date you can flood the country with “shin-plasters,” theninstead 

of adopting this report we should pass an act amending the revenue 
Jaws of the country. 

That question was before the Attorney-General, who discussed it 
I think, perhaps in that portion of the opinion which I did not read. 
At any rate it can make no practical difference. The language of the 
statute is, “issue any note, bill, or certificate of deposit,” &c., anda 
note may just as well bear interest as not bear interest ; indeed most 
of them do bear interest. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. As the gentleman from Georgia is a 
lawyer and I am a layman, I wish to ask him whether there is any 
remedy at law for an unjust assessment under this act; whether a 
party assessed for taxes as this Reading Railroad Company was can 
go into court and obtain an adjudication as to the justice or legality 
of the assessment ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I suppose it can, or a judge, State 
or Federal, would not have granted an injunction in thiscase. The 
New York Central Railroad Company, as a gentleman tells me, has 
been obtaining reliefin court. I can only say, in answer to my friend 
from New York, that in some of the States no injunction lies against 
the collection of a tax; but in every State and, so far as I know, un- 
der every eeeeen government on earth a tax unjustly levied may 
be recovered by first paying it and then suing the officer; and there 
is a statute of the United States declaring that when a judgment is 
obtained against an officer for any act done in his official capacity 
for'the benefit of the Government, and a certificate to that effect is 
obtained from the judge of the court, the United States will assume 

and pay the judgment for its officer. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. AsI understand the gentleman from 
Georgia, the money must first be paid. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Certainly. That is a necessity of 
the situation. No government can stand a moment—— 

Mr. TUCKER. That was the difficulty on the part of the company, 
that it had not the money to pay the tax. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. No government on earth could stand 
that allowed its citizens to stop the collection of its debts. Hard- 
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ship thongh it may seem to be, it is a hardship growing out of tho 
very nature of government. In my own State, in the case of Eve, 
23 Georgia, the matter is learnedly and elaborately discussed, and 
satisfactorily, I think, to every judicial mind inthe country. There 
can be no other way to get along, as the Government might find itself 
crippled in time of need. Recalcitrant citizens might starve its Army 
or stop its Navy or have its bonds repudiated. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said these things because I was afraid with- 
out saying them this House might vote in ignorance of the facts. If 
Iam mistaken about them the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY ] and others on this floor can correct me. If Iam in error, 
either of fact or law, no man sooner than I would change front and 
vote for this bill. I make noimproper attack on this corporation. I 
make no improper appeal to you to collect the taxes of the United 
States. I do not avow myself the friend of the policy that taxes 
State banks out of existence by placing 10 per cent. on their circu- 
lation, but it is true, whether good policy or bad policy. Every 
financial system on earth that expects to stand and grow by its own 
vigor must prevent others from issuing money or other things in the 
shape of floating notes to take the place of its currency. Else where 
would this evilend? Here is a grand corporation that issues this 
scrip by the million. May not every other corporation do the same ? 
If a corporation can do so, by what right, pray, may not I do so? 
And if I may issue for $10, why may not I issue for fifty times what I 
am worth? Why may not I impose, if I have reputation enough as a 
financier and a man of means to float my notes, why may not I im- 
pose my notes on the public, and leave them without any possible 
means of redress by reason of my insolvency? 

Without advocating the principles of the law so far as applied to 
banks in the States, I simply stand as I think every member ought 
to stand, upon this ground: that while there is a law it should be 
obeyed, and that every one, high or low, rich or poor, individual or 
ose who defies the law should be made to feel its weight; 
and no man should be relieved from any burden he owes, any burden 
he has taken on himself particularly and that is due to the Govern- 
ment, unless there be special and cogent and compulsory reasons 
therefor. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great interest 
to the eloquent speech of the gentleman from Georgia. I have been 
gratified by the industry he has exhibited in looking up the reports, 
but I would have been still more gratified had he exhibited a like 
degree of industry in ascertaining the basis of his statements, seeing 
whether there was any basis for some of the most important ones. 

He told us in the case of the Eagle Manufacturing Company of 
Georgia no notes had been in circulation, that it was a technical 
assessment. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. You misunderstood me. I did not 
say no notes had beenincirculation. Isaid that report and that bill 
did not deal with that question, but that on the notes they issued in 
circulation they were taxed, and have been year after year. 

Mr. KELLEY. Now I beg leave to read a small portion of the re- 
port. The case was before two committees of the House, of one of 
which—that of Ways and Means—I was a member ; and my associates 
on that committee at that time who are nowin the House will bear 
me out that that committee acted and acted favorably, and instructed 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] to report the bill favor- 
ably, notwithstanding the argument had been made that in the 
then impoverished condition of the people of Georgia they were 
without a circulating medium except in the notes of this manufac- 
turing company, entitled ‘certificates of deposit.” It had out a 
large volume of notes, and the report says that in February, 1873, 
the Legislature of Georgia amended the charter of the company by 
giving them power to establish a savings department in connection 
with their business of manufacturing, and to receive money on deposit 
from the employés of the company and others, and pay such rate of 
interest, not exceeding 10 per cent. upon the same, as the directors of 
said company may determine, and providing that the company should 
pledge the entire capital stock of said company for the payment of 
depositors and those holding certificates of deposit in said savings 
department, and making each stockholder in said company individ- 
oe oe liable for the ultimate payment of depositors and those holding 
certificates of deposit. By the very law thoy were to go into circu- 
lation, and the protection that was thrown over the depositor covered 
whatever citizen of Georgia or elsewhere received their circulating 
paper in the form of certificates of deposit, covered it to every dol- 
lar of the property of the government, covered it by the private 

ees of the stockholders to the extent to which they were stock- 
olders. 

So that the gentleman there has argued the question entirely out- 
side of its facts; and I had relied upon this case, in which the very 
object was to furnish circulationin Georgia, as a precedent going far 
beyond the bill now before the House in the relief it gave from a vio- 
lation of the law. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. May I askthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania what it was he read from? Was it the report of Mr. Hart- 
ridge from the Judiciary Committee ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; the report of Mr. Julian Hartridge, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Your committee made no report? 
Mr. KELLEY. No, because this report camein. We were not 
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aware when we made the investigation that the question was also 
before the Judiciary Committee, and after their report was made no 
report from the Committee on Waysand Means followed. Had there 
not been any paper in circulation Mr. Hartridge would have been 
only too happy to deny the fact; but hisreport admits it, andshows 
how careful the Legislature was in connection with the matter. — 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Ladmit thatthere was a circulation ; 
but the gentleman is mistaken as to the facts. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman permit me to say a word? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS. In the case of the Eagle and Pheonix Manufac- 
suring Company of Columbus, the original charter of the company 
was $1,250,000. 

Mr. KELLEY. So the report shows. 

Mr. STEPHENS. That was manufacturing capital. Subsequently 
ithe Legislature permitted them to organize a sort of branch for depos- 
.its, to enable them to issue these certificates to their workmen. That 

was the state of things, and a great many certificates were issued in 
pursuance of that legislation which did circulate as money. The 
revenue officers taxed the entire million and a quarter as banking 
capital. This company thought that unjust—I thought it unjust— 
.and they came here and asked to be relieved from the payment of 
_all of that tax except that levied upon the deposit department. 

Mr. KELLEY. Exactly. 

Mr. STEPHENS. They offered to pay the tax upon the deposit 
«department, but claimed that the other, the tax upon the manufac- 
turing capital, was unjust. 

Mr. KELLEY. One moment, if you please. They offered to pay, 
it seems, the special tax upon their deposits, but they asked to be 
»relieved from the 10 per cent. upon the circulation issued, and were 
relieved of that. 

Mr. STEPHENS. They were relieved from nothing on their cir- 
culation, but only from the tax levied on the retired manufacturing 
capital of one and a quarter million of dollars; and all they asked 
was to be relieved from that tax, and they never asked to be relieved 
or to be exempted from the legitimate tax upon the circulation. 

Mr. KELLEY. My recollection differs from that of the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me to 
interrupt him for a moment ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Iam quite sure, Mr. Chairman, that when this mat- 
ter was before the Judiciary Committee of the Forty-fifth Congress 
there was no question of taxation on the circulation raised there. 

Mr. STEPHENS. None whatever. 

Mr. REED. The only question raised was with reference to the 
tax upon the manufacturing capital, and the claim that only the de- 
-posits should be taxed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Maine is entirely right. 
The manufacturing business was an entirely separate branch of the 
business. 

Mr. KELLEY. Now, I pass tothe examination of these Attorney- 
General’s reports. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit 
me to read a portion of the law upon the subject ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will read this section 21. It provides: 

That the amount of such circulating notes and of the tax due thereon shall be 
returned and the tax paid at the same time, and in the same manner, and with like 
penalties for failure to return and pay the same, as provided by law for the return 
and payment of taxes on deposits, capital, and circulation imposed by the existing 
provisions of internal-revenue law. 


Mr. KELLEY. I could not hear the gentleman well enough to fol- 
jJow him in his reading. Pot 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to refer to the opinion of the 
Attorney-General on this subject. The Attorney-General gave an 

. exhaustive opinion upon this subject, and I read from that opinion. 
He says: 

While the obligations solvable in merchandise may not come within the defini- 
tion of a negotiable promissory note as given by most text-writers and courts, yet 
itis of frequent occurrence ¢. eminent judges to speak of an instrument calling 
for goods to a specified value #& anote. Numerous cases of this kind might be cited. 
While, therefore, there is more room for doubt upon this species of obligation, I 
think these notes come so evidently within the mischief intended to be remedied by 
the statute that I advise an adherence by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 

. to the construction subjecting them to taxation, since thus only can the question 
be brought to an authoritative determination ‘of the highest Federal tribunal. 


Why does he adhere? Does he make an absolute decision? Does 
he give a legal opinion? He does on one point, and in that he is mis- 
taken if he means that the company could carry the case to court ? 


Since thus only can the question be brought to an authoritative determination 
of the highest Federal tribunal. 


Now, can he get to the highest Federal tribunal? A bankrupt 
company must pay the money or see its property sold, then go to 
court as plaintiff, the action being against the collector, and in due 
course of many years may get trial, and may get it before the highest 
tribunal, and may ultimately, after ruin shall have overtaken it, as has 
been the case with too many — from whom taxes have been im- 
properly collected in the South and in the North, may then get back 
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its money without interest and at the cost of the litigation. The 
Attorney-General’s opinion is, I say, by no means an opinion that 
these obligations were subject to the tax. Now what were the facts 
of the case? 

Mr. HOUSE. 
for information ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUSE. It is as to a matter that creates a difficulty in my 
mind. [understood from the statement of the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. HAMMOND] that this railroad company had applied for and ob- 
tained an injunction against the collection of this tax; that that 
injunction is still ee and undissolved ; and that this question 
is now pending in a federal court in Pennsylvania. Is that correct? 

Mr. KELLEY. I should have come to that point, and I come to 
it now directly. An injunction was applied for to the circuit court 
of the United States. A temporary injunction was issued. It has 
been continued from time to time, no argument being had, the Gov- 
ernment not pressing for a hearing, because as it appears the gen- 
eral judgment in the court-room is that it is a case for Congressional 
relief rather than the endurance of the hardships I have just por- 
trayed of paying in the taxes with the hope of recovering them at 
the end of years of litigation. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Do I correctly understand that that 
injunction has never been dissolved ? 

Mr. KELLEY. My information is, and I have sought it from the 
highest authority, that there has been no motion to dissolve because 
it is believed that it is a case for relief which cannot be had through 
the courts, to which the gentleman from Georgia would refer this 
company. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Therefore they will not be compelled 
to pay the tax until the question is decided, if your information is 
correct, and your hardship therefore is imaginary. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Georgia expresses great sur- 
prise at the report of the Committee on Ways and Means. I 
leave to say this is not the first unanimous report made on this sub- 
ject. The Committee on Ways and Means of the last House reported 
the case favorably and by a unanimous report. Therefore there is 
no politics in this case. The bill has been reported favorably by twe 
Committees on Ways and Means, and unanimously by gentlemen of 
conflicting political opinions. : 

The gentleman from Georgia says that there is an attempt here to 
connect the issue of these notes in 1878 and other years with the 
crisis of 1873. Now let me recur to the facts of the case. 

The Reading Railroad and the Reading Coal and Iron Company, of 
which the Reading Company is the sole stockholder, are almost the 
only source of employment and income to the people of the Schuyl- 
killabove Reading. They had intheiremploy 11,000men. The per- 
sons depending upon their daily wages largely exceed 25,000 in num- 
ber. The land is not agricultural. It is mineral. There are no diver- 
sified industries through the valley through which the Reading Rail- 
road and its branches run. The commercial business of the neigh- 
borhood depends upon supplying the wants of the employés of these 
companies, looks to receipts from them to keep its credits and accounts 
good in the cities in which the purchases are made. Yor four or five 
months after the panic set in, for four or five months at a time these 
companies would be unable to pay any part of their wages. No busi- 
ness, no one of all our industries, no one of all our branches of com- 
merce was so depressed by the crisis of 1873 and through ensuing 
years as was the iron and coal trade. The condition of the Schuyl- 
kill Valley became desperate. There were 25,000 people without the 
means of purchasing food or clothing. Here were those who had given 
them credit, the storekeepers along the line and in the little towns, 
with their credit exhausted, unable to procure additional supplies 
and unable to give credit for those they had. 

Now, the directors of the Reading Railroad Company determined— 
what? and I ask the attention of gentlemen to this point—not to 
issue money, not to issue that which should have the semblance of 
money, but to issue promissory notes payable at a day certain and 
bearing interest. If such notes be taxable as currency, the notes 
issued by every member of this House, payable a month ahead on a 
day certain, either with interest or without, will be liable to taxa- 
tion as currency. What was the form of these.notes? What was 
their undertaking? The law of currency is very well established. 
A bank note passes as money, though it is but a promise to pay 
money. The bank is dishonored when one of these notes is pre- 
sented and is not cashed upon the instant. A bank note never carries 
interest; is never payable in the future. If a bank issue paper in 
that form it is not among its circulating paper. It is a post note 
bringing a premium or selling at a depreciated rate, as the case may 
be, because the bank has confessed its inability to redeem its paper, 
and has demanded time by the issue of notes payable in the future. 

Who promises to pay these notes on demand? Who received one 
of these notes without finding on its face or its back the evidence 
that it was not payable till four or five months frem date, and that 
it bore interest? There is not a book on currency, there is not a 
book on banking in the English language, whose definition of cireu- 
lating currency does not exclude these wages certificates from the 
category; not one. I challenge any gentlemen to produce a recog- 
nized authority. I have here Morse, as high an authority as there 
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is, and his language is as express as language can be made on the 
point. He says: 

The instruments thus issued for circulation are technically or more accurately 
@escribed as bank notes, and are ordinarily so called inEngland. A bank note or 
es goes, is simply a promissory note of thecorporation. It 

nothing but the corporate ———— to pay acertain sum. That the 
payment is to be made on demand and without interest may or may not be stated ; 
the presence of the statement is not indispensable, for it would always be deemed 
to be implied. 

A fature debt, I repeat, and the fact that it carries interest, is ex- 
eluded from the category of paper money embraced in the terms of 
our statute. : 

This company determined to issue promissory notes. To whom? 
For purchases? No. In unlimited amount? No; to pay debts to 
creditors who were suffering for the common necessaries of life. It 
was idle to write the many thousand notes that it desired to issue, 
and it had them printed. 

They were carefully prepared. It provided not that they should 
be paid on demand, but, as I have said, should be paid at a fixed date 
with interest. It provided further, in order to relieve storekeepers 
and others, that it would receive them at any time in payment of any 
debt due to either of the companies, the railroad company or the coal 
and iron company. 

It never issued one of these notes to any creditor of this company 
who was not alaborer or an employé inits service. It paid noother 
character of creditors with them. They were wages certificates, and 
were paid only to those to whom they were indebted in wages. Now 
let the notes speak for themselves. Here we have the note: 

Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company—Wages Certificate No. —. 
PHILADELPHIA, Septenvber 18, 1879. 

The Philadelphia and Reading Railroad Company promises to pay to the bearer 
hereof the sum of ten dollars, on the 2ist day of February 1880, with interest from 
date, without defalcation, for value received. 

Who will say that is not a promissory note as known to men in all 
their business? Who will say that it is a circulating note, a bank 
note, and not payable on demand? But there was added: 

This note is issued for wages due by the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad 
Company, and will be received either before or at its maturity for the amonnt due 
thereon in payment for freight and toll bills of the Philadelphiaand Reading Rail- 
read Company, for coal bills of the Philadelphia and Reading Coal and Iron Com- 
pany, or any other debts due to either of the said companies. ; 

F. B. GOWEN, President. 
8S. BRADFORD, Treasurer. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] said rightly that the 
appointment of receivers was a relief to these people. And why? 
The receivers could go into court and receive instructions as to how 
money might be applied. They could go into court and remind the 
court that under the statute of Pennsylvania the wages of labor, 
wages for six months, are a preferred lien. They could ask the court, 
too, to order the payment of wages in accordance with the law ofthe 
State and that equity jurisdiction and administration which require 
receivers to keep a valuable property in productiveoperation. There- 
fore it was the duty of the receivers under the advice of the court to 
keep the laborers at work whenever they could be profitably em- 

loved. 
. For the present I have said about all I desire to say. I now yield 
to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewitt, ] who I see appears 
to be anxious to say something. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLEY. The balance of my time, if the gentleman needs 
it, if not, as much as he does need. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I shall not take much time. 

Mr. KELLEY. How much time have I remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I shall want very little of that time. 
T do not propose to discuss the law of this case. That has been done 
exhaustively by my distinguished friend from Georgia, [Mr. Ham- 
MOND, ] and I have no doubt conclusively. Certainly he has no mo- 
tive to fhisrepresent the state of the law to this committee, and his 
position here as a lawyer is a guarantee that his statements in that 
particular are correct. 

But when it comes to questionsof fact my friend from Georgia, with 
the documents before him, has been misled innocently, but as a mat- 
ter of fact misled as to the state of the case. 

The ae and Reading Railroad Company is a great cor- 
poration, and if there be a monopoly in this country it is a monopoly. 
I have no occasion myself to speak in its praise or to do anythi 
in its favor. I carry on business under its dominion, and I have suf, 
fered, grievously suffered, as other persons engaged in the iron and 
coal business in the Schuylkill Valley have suffered, from the grasp- 
ing spirit and policy of that great corporation. But that has no rela- 
tion to the case presented for the consideration of this committee. 

That corporation is a standing example of the dangers of over- 
reaching selfishness, et and ambition. In striving to hold nearly 
a whole county and the larger portion of two counties, and to arro- 
gate to itself the business of a large part of the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, it became bankrupt, properly bankrupt. I predicted bankruptcy 
to the president of that company who signed these wages certifi- 
eates, And I trust that every corporation in this country, aye, and 
every individual, too, who stretches his arms to grasp more than the 


grief with this great co tion. 
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best interests of society will allow him to hold shall come to equal 


Tt failed. It caelevel 35,000 workmen in the Schuylkill Valley. 
, and it was not able to give 
them the means of purchasing # supper for their children at home. 

How did it meet this state of affairs? It could pay no money; so 
it gave its notes. Itgaveits notes notaxs circulation under the terms 
of the statute; it gave its notes bearing interest and payable four 
and five months after date. So have I osten given my notes. 
is no man in business in this country, no man in this 
not had occasion at some time in the course of his career to pay a 
debt with his note of hand, bearing interest. In this country the 
ordinary method by which money is obtained to pay wages is this: 
a note of hand is made at three, four, or five months, bearing inter- 
est or not, as may be; but when it does not bear interest the dis- 
count is taken off; and that is the usual form. 
to a bank; the bank discounts it and paysthe money, which is taken 
That is the process that goes 
on every Saturday in every great manufacturing establishment in 
this country. Now will some gentleman tell me what difference 
there is between that process and the division of that great note which 
the manufacturer would take to the bank into portions equal to the 
wages of each workman, handing him a note and letting him take 
his share of it to the bank, get it discounted, and obtain the money ? 
It would be inconvenient, but in principle the process is exactly the 
same. Hence I say that it was not only the right of this company 
to pay its debt with a note payable at a future date and bearing 
interest, but in the absence of any other means of payment it was its. 
~— to do it, and it performed that duty. 

If these wages certificates afterwards circulated as money in that 
region this corporation is not responsible, 
that a corporation shall see that its obligations are not used as a cir- 
culating medium? They are necessarily so used when there is no 
other medium. It happened that in the Schuylkill Valley, owing to- 
the grasping policy of this + corporation, no business was possi- 
ble but that which was carried on by the Reading Railroad Company. 
I am not their defender here, but as they had the industry of that 
region within their grasp there was no method by which they could 

igations to the workmen but the method which 
they took. Now, it is said they took a method which is unlawful. 
The Attorney-General’s opinion and the decision of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue against this company are produced as the proof 
scuss the law, and I will not; 
but this much I will say: I was made by the United States court in 
the State of New York the receiver of the New York and Oswego Mid- 
land Railroad. I found it was in debt to its employés between five- 
and six hundred thousand dollars. I represented the facts to the cir- 
cuit judge—Judge Blatchford—and he ordered me to issue obligations 
exactly similar in form to these obligations. 
to each man a certificate that he was entitled to a certain sum of 
money due for wages. He compelled me to make these certificates 
bearing interest. 1 delivered these obligations to these men under 
the orders of the circuit court of the United States. 
I have no doubt, in lieu of money in the region which the road trav- 
ersed, for it wasa poor country; no specie or bank bills were to be eb- 
tained there, and these obligations passed from hand to hand in pay- 
ment of debts because there was nothing else with which to pay 


ouse, who has 


That note is carried 


What compulsion is there- 


He directed me to give 


They circulated, 


Was I as receiver responsible for the consequences of that order? 
Certainly not; and the order of the court could not give any other 
color or force to the certificates I issued than belo: 
cates issued by Mr. Gowen; for it is not the court which makes cur- 
rency; itis thefact. It is not the court which relieves the receiver 
from the violation of law ; the question is whether the law is violated. 

Mr. HOUSE. Did the gentleman issue to each man a certificate 


s to the certiti- 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. In that case the exact amount of 
every man’s wages was made up, and the sum due him was specified 
the Reading Railroad Company, there 
being something like five million dollars to be paid, it was exceed- 
ingly difficult to make up the precise agwount due each man; and 
hence the obligations were put in the form of ten-dollar certificates, 
which certificates were counted up until they reached the amount 
due in each case, and were handed over to the employé. 

Prior to the issue of these certificates, prior to the year 1875, many 
mining and manufacturing corporations that could not get the cash 
to pay their workmen issued drafts, which circulated asmoney. This 
was the case mostly in the Northwest, in Michigan, and generally in 
the Lake Superiorregion. These drafts were different from the cer- 
tificates issued by the Reading Railroad Company. They were the 
sight drafts of the manager of the mines or works, drawn upon the 
agent in New York. They.bore no interest. 
money. They were the only money in all that region. They circu- 
lated as money because the holders did not choose to forward them to- 
New York and collecttheamounts. They were finally taxed asmoney. 
The commissioner held that they were money ; and I have no doubt 
that his decision in that case was correct. But Congre 
and by the act of March 3, 1875, relieved the parties who had issued 


did circulate as 
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Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Willthe gentleman allow me to call 
his attention to one point in connection with that act? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. It relieved the parties from the pen- 
alty, not from the tax. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Well, sir, in this case the penalty 
and the tax arethesamething. Noman will say that 10 per cent. isa 
legitimate tax. Though called a tax in the statute, it is, in fact, as 
everybody can see, a penalty. It was intended absolutely to cut off 
State-bank circulation ; and it did so; but it was never expected that 
anybody would issue money and pay: such a tax. It was nota tax to 
raise revenue; it was a tax to prevent circulation. 

Now this act of March 3, 1875, gave a warning. 
conclusion : 

But such section shall be construed as applying to such evidences of indebted- 
ness issued after the passage hereof. 

It was a warning which I think the gentleman from Georgia very 
justly says ought to have been heeded. But what did it warn this 
company not todo? Not to issue a draft payable at sight and not 
bearing interest. That was the warning. There was no warning 
not to issue what are known as notesof hand payable at a future 
time and bearing interest. If it were a warning to the Reading Rail- 
road Company, it wasa warning to me and to every man on this 
floor not to make a note of hand. And if some person should do me 
the favor, after getting one of my notes, to use it for the payment of 
his debts, and that person who receives it should use it to pay his 
debt, and it should circulate through a dozen parties, how have I 
wronged the Government by that course and why should I be sub- 
jected to a penalty for the subsequent use of my note, over which I 
have no control? How has any wrong been done the Government ? 
Why, I have seen notes of hand, more particularly in England than 
in this country, with twenty indorsers on the back, passing from one 
to the other until finally it came to the last man, who collected it at 
maturity. That is theordinary commercial usage. There is no vio- 
lation of common law, or common sense, or common justice either in 
the issue of such obligations or in the passing of them from hand to 
hand in the liquidation of debts. 

Now, I am told there is a remedy for this thing in the courts. I 
asked my friend from Georgia the question whether there was a 
legal remedy, because I am a layman, and he says the granting of 
the injunction raised the legal question, and this company can get 
it decided, as I understand, without paying the $480,000 into the 
Treasury. Well I am just as much in favor of granting this relief 

now as I would be after the decision was given. My mind is made 
up that this was a tax which if enforced against the Reading Rail- 
road Company can equally be enforced against every merchant in 
the land who makesa note of hand which the holders choose to trans- 
fer to other holders. I know that was not the intention of the law 
whatever may be the legal effect of it. And if that be the legal 
effect of it, then the law ought to be repealed, orall business between 
men will come to an end in thiscountry. It is a practical question 
with which I want to deal, and in this House, and on every question, 
I wish to remove all obstructions to business as fast as I can, and 
not pile them up and compel suitors to go into the courts to get jus- 
tice, which is so expensive in ordinary cases that they are ruined 
in the precnee 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the attention of 
the committee but a very few moments while I present the difficul- 
ties I have on this subject. Now, sir, it is obvious to any one who 
has examined the legislation of Congress on the subject of circula- 
tion that this penalty was imposed on individuals, banking corpora- 
tions, and associations to prevent any other circulation than that of 
the national banks. The very object of these heavy penalties, which 
are imposed in the form of taxes, was to prevent anything coming 
into competition with the national-bank circulation. Instead of 
coming to the point directly, as I hold this Government ought todo, 
by safing that no State or individual shall issue circulation, it beats 
around the bush, and in point of fact imposes a tax which is equiva- 
lent to the absolute prohibition of any other circulation than that of 
the national banks. 

Now, what was the object which was intended to be provided for? 
It was that nothing in the shape of circulation like that issued by 
the banks should come into competition with it, thereby compelling 
everybody to use the national-bank notes and greenbacks so far as 
they could be used. That was the design of the act, as we all know. 
It is true, as I have already stated, a heavy penalty was imposed on 
the issue of any circulation other than that. 

Now the question is, does this sort of circulation—and that is the 
point in this case—does this character of circulation interfere either 
with the express provisions of the statute, or does it do the mischief 
which the law in its e was intended to remedy? I say it does 
not. A bank note is payable on demand, payable at a fixed place, 
and it does not bear interest. It does not, as this note does, provide 
means by which it may be paid conditionally. And, as.my friend 
from New York has very well stated, if you can tax this Reading 
Railroad Company on this assumed violation of the law, then you 
can tax hundreds of merchants and others carrying on. different 
occupations in the country for doing precisely the same thing. 

_ Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me for one moment to 
interrupt him. 


It says at the 
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Mr. BUCKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. There is one characteristic in this case, which I 
think the gentleman from Missouri and I have both failed to allude 
to, and that.is that the bank-note circulation comes back as paid and 
reissued, while these certificates were paid and were never reissued ; 
that no one of them went into cireulation or reissue. That alone 
disposes of the question. : 

Mr. BUCKNER. _ Yes, that is a marked distinction between that 
sort of indebtedness to which I have alluded and notes of hand or 
certificates bearing interest. The fact that the certificate bears in- 
terest, that it is payable at a future time, that it is not. reissned, but 
is destroyed and canceled, deprives it of the power to do the mischief 
intended to be remedied by the passage of the law. : 

Now Lundertake to say, not only according to the best authorities 
on the subject of curreney, but from every man’s experience, a note 
of hand bearing interest may go out and pay one or two debts, but it 
does not enter into the general circulation as the national-bank note: 
or the Government greenback. Because of its bearing interest and 
its peculiar qualities it goes at once into the hands of the traders, 
the business men, or the capitalists throughout the country. In this. 
way it becomes a circulating medium, and interferes to that extent 
with the circulation of the national banks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, who desires to reply to some remarks made by gentlemen on the 
other side. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I can sum up in a 
few words what I think is a reply to what has been said. Three gen- 
tlemen have said that these notes are not taxable under the law. 
The reply is, why not wait until this is decided? Why shall we in- 
terfere while the courts have charge of this matter ? The injunction 
exists now. Why not wait until that is determined? Any court 
seeing that it will be carried up—there is no doubt about, it—will 
continue the injunction, if it is in doubt. If it does not continue 
the injunction this corporation cannot pay, for it is broken and in the 
hands of a receiver now. 

They talk about 35,000 people who needed relief by this violation 
of the law. Why did not the corporation, when it broke, announce: 
the fact honestly and go into Coventry, as it should have gone and 
as it went at a later date, and turn over its assets with its immense 
powers and capital to a receiver, and allow its employés to receive 
10 per cent. advance of wages on what it had paid earlier as they 
did later? If I am not right about the law on this matter, how is it 
with the gentleman, [ Mr. KELLEY, ] who, with the former report before 
him, which, by the way, has not been read, induces his committee to 
go a little further than to say that they were unwilling to commit 
themselves to the principle laid down in this bill? 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwItT] says that I am 
mistaken beat the facts. He is mistaken about the law. He says 
that under the act of 1875, March 3, the persons taxed were relieved 
only of the penalty, but that the tax was the penalty. That is not 
the law. The law, section 21, Revised Statutes, is they shall be liable 
tc a tax of 10 per cent. on the circulation and a like penalty for the 
issue, making 20 per cent.; and this act relieved them of the extra 
10 per cent. upon the payment of the tax itself. 

ow, sir, I stand here to-day and challenge the naming a single 
instance where this Government has ever relieved a single man or 
corporation of the tax for violating that section of thelaw. If there 
be such a one some gentleman in this presence knows. I have never 
heard of it, though there may be such. 

Now as to this statement by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] and the epee from Missouri { Mr. BUCKNER] that any- 
body may be caught in this net by issuing his own notes in ordinary 
business, as when one — his notes to pay his servant.or butcher 
or baker and all that, he may be violating the law. That cannot 
be true. The language of the statute is, ‘“‘issue his notes)for cireu- 
lation as currency.” And it is clear where the distinction lies. ‘The 
testis the intention. In a letter,-which I will print in my. argu- 
ment, from Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Internal Revenne, dated 
March 8, 1879, and addressed to F. B. Gowen, esq., president of the 
road, having quoted the note in question, he uses this language : 

In your for the year ending November 30, 1878, say: ‘These certifi- 
cates have Savas favorably received by the employés and the public, They are- 
generally used in business transactions at par, and are readil for cash at but 
a trifling discount; and if a few weeks’ interest upon them accrued, it ia not 
doubted that they will command a premium.” 

And, Mr. Chairman, there are $625,000 of these still circulating in. 
the Schuylkill Valley. 

This letter continues : 

These notes are, as it appears from the statement above cited, and from, ether 
information before this office, used for circulation. The, are Dejied Rpatented 
paper, somewhat similar to bank-note paper, are num like wdinery. k 
notes, bear your imprinted signature as an officer of the corporation, and in various 
other ways resemble bank notes. 

The letter, which I willincorporate in my remarks, on toatate 
that under the law these notes were liable to a tax of 10 per cent. 

Upon tegen, of that letter they appealed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and not being satisfied with his decision a . to the 
Attorney-General of the United States, whose opinion I have alread 
referred to. Still unsatisfied, they sought an injunction, whieh.as 
have already stated is still pending. . 

Now it is said that this is a necessity, that things cannot ran with- 
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nia are contained in a little book, which I hold in my hand, of not 
more than one hundred pages. They are general in their nature. I 
will give the exact number of iv es, namely, eighty. This small 
volume is sufficient to contain all the laws which were passed by the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania in 1875 after the State had prohibited 
special legislation. I see before me the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. CURTIN, ] who was a member of the constitutional 
convention which submitted these provisions to the people of Penn- 
sylvania. I ask him to state to this committee the effect upon the 
State of the adoption of the constitutional provision abolishing special 
legislation. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, I certainly concur in all that the 
gentleman has said in reference to the salutary effect of the change 
in the constitution of Pennsylvania in reference to local and special 
legislation. I donot believe that any portion of the people of our 
State, or indeed any sensible man in the Commonwealth, would desire 
to go back to that system of indiscriminate special legislation which 
so oppressed our people before our new constitution went into opera- 
tion. Under the provision to which the gentleman has referred our 
people now enjoy ali the rights of person and property in the fullest 

iblemeasure, being no longer in terrorof a Legislature that might 
by special legislation interfere with those rights. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In 1874 amendments to the constitution of New 
York were submitted to the people for ratification or rejection. Ar- 
ticle 2, containing the provision in reference to special legislation, 
received 357,635 votes in its favor, while only 177,033 votes were cast 
against-it. I ask the Clerk to read the section. 

The Crerk. Section 18 of article 2 is as follows: 

The Legislature shall not pass a private or local billin any of the following cases: 

Changing the names of persons ; 

Laying out, , altering, working, or discontinuing roads, highways, or 
" swamp or other low lands ; 

Locating or county seats ; 
Providing for changing of tune in civil or criminal cases ; 


I villages ; 
Proviniag for election of members of boards of supervisors ; 


Selecting, drawing, summoning, or impaneling grand or petit jurors ; 

Regulating the rate of interest on money ; 

The opening and conducting of elections or designating places of voting ; 

Cc g, increasing, or decreasing fees, percentages or allowances of public offi- 
cers during the term for which said officers are appointed ; 

Granting to any corporation, association, or individual the right to lay down rail- 
road tracks ; 

Granti to any private corporation, association, or individual any exclusive 
privilege, munity, or franchise whatever ; 

Providing for building bridges and chartering companies for such purposes, ex- 
cept on the Hudson River below Waterford and on the East River or over the 
waters formin go pert of the boundaries of the State. 

The shall pass general laws providing for the cases enumerated in 
this section, and for all other cases which in its jadgment may be provided for by 
general laws. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hold in my hand two volumes of laws passed 
by the Legislature of the State of New Yori: in 1872, embracing about 
twelve hundred pages each. These were the private laws passed at 
one session of that Legislature under the system of special legislation 
such.as-this. House has been engaged in for the last twenty years. 
On the other hand, I find the laws of the State of New York passed 
at the legislative session of 1878 (since the adoption of the consti- 
tional amendment) are comprised in a volume of five hunnred pages, 
nearly all of them being general in their nature. 

A new constitution was adopted in Maryland in 1867. Section 33 
of article 3 is as follows ; I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


The General Assembly shall not pass local or special laws in any of the follow- 
a cases, namely : 
‘or extending the time for the collection of taxes ; 
divorces ; 
Changing the name of any person ; 
Providing for the sale of real estate belonging to minors or other persons labor- 
ing under legal disabilities or by executors, nistrators, guardians, or trustees, 
giving effect to invalid deeds or wills ; 
Refanding money paid into the State treasury, or releasing persons from their 
debts erebligntsearte the State unless recommended by the governor or officer 
of the treasury 


eo 
And the Gen Assembly shall pass no special law for any case for which pro- 
vision has been made by an existing general law. The General Assembly at its 
first session after the adoption of this constitution shall pass general laws provid- 
ing-for the cases enumerated in this section which are not already adequately pro- 
vided for, and for all other cases where a general law could be made applicable. 
Sxc. 48. Corporations may be formed under general laws; but shall not be ere- 
—_re act e it for municipal purposes and except in cases where no 
gone laws exist. pi ng for the creation of corporations of the same general 
eras the corporation proposed to be created ; and any act of incorporation 
passed in violation of this section shall be void. 
And as seon as practicable after the adoption of this constitution it shall bethe 
— 4 of the governor to appoint three persons learned in- the law, whose daty it 
be'to ——— drafts of general laws providing for the creation of ra- 
tions:in such cases as may be proper and for all.other cases where a general law 
can ‘be-made, and for revising and amending, so far as may be necessary, the gen- 
eral laws which may be in existence on the Ist day of June, 1867; providing forthe 
creation of'corporations and for other purposes, and such drafts of laws Shall, by 
issioners, be submitted to the General Assembly at its first meeting for 
its action thereon:; and each of said commissioners shall receive a compensation of 
$500-for his services as said commissioner. 


Mr. SPRINGER. In 1875 amendments to the constitution of the 
State of New Jersey were submitted to popular vote and adopted by 
the people. 

Paragraph: 11 of article 4 was amended by inserting a new par- 
agraph, as follows: 


The Legislature shall not pass private, local, or special laws in avy of the fol- 
Jowing enumerated cases; that is to say. 
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Here follows an enumeration of subjects upon which special legis- 
lation is prohibited, similar to that in the constitution of New York, 
and the section concludes as follows: 


The Legislature shall pass general laws providing for the cases enumerated in 
this paragraph and for all other cases which in its judgment may be provided for 
by general laws. The Legislature shall pass no — act conferring corporate 
powers, but they shall pass general laws under which corporations may be organ. 
ized, and corporate powers of every nature obtained, subject, nevertheless, to 
repeal or alteration at the will of the Legislature. 


Another paragraph was added, as follows: 


Property shall be assessed for taxes under general laws and by uniform rules 
according to its true value. 


In 1865.a constitution was adopted in Missouri. Section 27 of article 
4 prohibited special laws in a large number of enumerated cases, and 
provided that the General Assembly should not pass special laws for 
any case for which provision could be made by general law. 

Another constitution was adopted in Missouri in 1875. Section 53 
of article 4 was similar to the provision in the constitution of 1865, 
but the special subjects prohibited by the Legislature were largely 
increased. 

The revision of the new constitution of Missouri on the subject of 
special legislation is identical with that of the constitution of Penn- 
sylvania on the same subject, with the following special matters 
added thereto, namely: 

Declaring named person of age ; 

Extending the time for the assessment or collection of taxes, or otherwise reliev- 
ing any assessor or collector of taxes from the due performance of their official 
duties, or their securities from liability ; 

Giving effect to informal or invalid wills or deeds ; 

Sammoning or impaneling grand or petit juries ; 

For limitation of civil action ; 

Legalizing the unauthorized or invalid acts of any officer or agent of the State, 
or of any county or municipality thereof. 


The constitution of Missouri further provides similarly to the pro- 
visions in the Pennsylvania constitution, as follows : 

In all other cases where a general law can be made ——— no local or special 
law’ shall be enacted ; and whether a as law could have been made applicable 


in any case is hereby declared a judicial question, and as such shall be judicially 
determined without regard to any legislative assertion on that subject. 


This latter provision is very important, and was rendered necessary 
by reason of judicial decisions in some of the States to the effect that 
a legislative declaration declaring the subject-matter of the act 
could not be provided for in a general law was binding upon the 
courts, and under such decisions there was studied evasion of con- 
stitutional prohibitions by Legislatures. 

As early as 1851 the State of Ohio adopted a constitution, the arti- 
cle on the subject of corporations providing as follows. The Clerk 
may read the sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SECTION 1. The General Assembly shall pass no special act conferring corporate 
wers. 


Src. 2. Corporations may be formed under general laws, and all such laws may 
from time to time be altered or repealed. 

* * * : * * * 

Sec. 4. The General Assembly shall provide for the organization of cities and 
incorporated villages by general laws, and restrict their power of taxation, assess- 
ment, borrowing money, contracting debts, and loaning their credit so as to prevent 
the abuse of such power. 


Mr. SPRINGER. In 1874 a constitution was adopted by the State 
of Arkansas. Section 25 of article 5 is as follows: 

In all cases where a general law can be made applicable no special law shall be 
enacted; nor shall the operation of any general law be suspended by the Legisla- 


ture for the benefit of any individual, corporation, or association, or where the 
courts have jurisdiction to grant the powers or privileges or tlie relief asked for. 


If the Constitution of the United States contained such a provision 
it would prevent this Congress from considering this claim, being 
one of those provided for in the courts. 

Similar provisions on this subject have been pr in Alabama, 
Colorado, Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Texas, and other States. The 
State ef West Virginia by article 6, section 39 of her constitution, 
following the example of Illinois, prohibited the Legislature from 
passing local or special laws in enumerated cases. iseonsin has 
prohibited her Legislature from enacting special or private laws in 
certain enumerated cases similar to those specified in the constitu- 
tion of Illinois. The State of Texas prohibits special legislation in 
numerous classes of cases. Tennessee, also, has provided similar 
restrictions. Article 4, section 23 of the constitution of the State of 
Oregon, adopted in 1857, prohibits special legislation in enumerated 
cases similar to those specified in the constitution of Dlinois, New 
York, and other States to which I have called attention. Under this 
constitution Oregon was admitted into the Union, and her people 
are to be congratulated upon the fact that no special or private laws 
have ever been enacted in that State. 

The State of North Carolina has also by its constitution prohibited 
special legislation in cases which are enumerated. The creating of 
corporations, except by general law, is especially prohibited. By 
the constitution of the State of Nevada under which that State was 
brought into the Union special or local legislation is prohibited in 
certain enumerated cases. 

In the constitution of the State of Nebraska the provision of the 
constitution of the State of Illinois on this subject is copied nearly 
verbatim. The constitution of Michigan of 1850 prohibits special 
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legislation and special incorporating acts. The constitution of the 
State of Kansas, article 4, section 14, provides that— 

In all.cases where a general law can be made applicable, special laws shall not 
be enacted. 

This simple provision with the clause in the Missouri constitution 
making the question whether a particular provision could have been 
embraced in a general law a judicial question might seeure the re- 
lief needed. In the State of Florida, in a large number of cases 
enumerated, the constitution prohibits special legislation. 

I might enumerate other States, for my investigation has shown 
me that more than three-fourths of the States of this Union, having 
seen the evil effects of private and special legislation, have by con- 
stitutional provision prohibited forever any such legislation. But 
the Congress of the United States, representing the 50,000,000 people 
whose private, special, and class legislation is so great as to render it 
absolutely impossible for any a body to intelligently consider 
it, has from year to year been following the vicious systems long since 
discarded by the States. I hope, therefore, that we shall early in 
this session put the seal of our condemnation upon this vicious and 
outrageous system of private, special, and class legislation. 

About two weeks ago I called the attention of the House to a con- 
stitutional provision for the prohibition of special legislation which 
I introduced in the last Congress, and also in this. The measure 
known as the ‘‘ Potter bill,” introduced by the distinguished gentle- 
man from New York, is right. and proper as. a means of immediate 
relief; yet it does not and cannot go far enough in view of the fact 
that no Congress can bind subsequent Congresses. Nothing short 
of a constitutional amendment will take this evil by the roots and 
destroy it forever. 

I am amazed, Mr. Chairman, that the Representatives of 50,000,000 
of people should from day to day give their attention to the investi- 
gation of cases of private claims between citizens and the Govern- 
ment, thus giving to special and private interests theattention which 
belongs to the business of the whole people. We devote our time to 
the answering of letters, the hearing of speeches, the printing of 
documents which relate to insignificant and in many cases worth- 
less claims when we ought to be engaged in matters of interest to 
the whole people. Do away with this vicious system and then mem- 
bers of Congress will be relieved of three-fourths of the burdens im- 
posed upon them, and will be permitted to attend properly to the 
interests of all the people of all the land. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose, and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, sundry messages in writing were received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his private secre- 
taries. 

PHILADELPHIA AND READING RAILROAD 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield now five minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

Mr. McLANE, Mr. Chairman, I would vote for this bill if I could 
accept the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
KELLEY, ] that this was a case of relief given to the laboring men to 
the extent and number as stated in this report, but upon a careful 
consideration of his argument and reference to the report I do not 
find that is the issne. I have no doubt that the tax was properly 
assessed. The very object of the law was to prevent individuals and 
corporations other than national banking associations from issu- 
ing circulating notes, There is no doubt at all that the Readin 
Railroad Company was not.a banking corporation, and that it di 
issue notes that became circulating notes, as fully as any one of the 
national banking associations might have issued for circulation. 
The notes were given to the laborers that they might pay storekeep- 
ers and other parties to whom they were in debt, and these notes on 
their face were receivable for various objects by the railroad com- 
pany. The notes therefore were issued with the intent to circulate 
as money, and be of money value to the laborers, and they were lia- 
bletothetax. So the assessors, the Internal Revenue Commissioner, 
and the Attorney-General of the United States decided. 

The law was passed, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has very 
well stated, to protect national banks—banks that had the right by 
law to issue circulating money ; and in order to protect those banks 
individuals and corporations, including State banks which issued cir- 
culating notes, were required to pay a tax of 10 per cent. These 
notes, in fact, were issued to the laborers for the purpose of being 
circulated as money, and therefore they were liable to the tax. 

Now, the question submitted to this Congress is one of grace: 
Will this Congress relieve these laboring men? I am free to say if 
that were the true issue I should vote for the bill. But that is not 
the true issue at all. Laboring men no longer hold these notes. They 
have passed them away as circulating money. They paid them to 
storekeepers or to whomsoever they owed a debt. If the tax was 
properly laid, and I believe it was, then we are now called upon by 
this bill to waive our lien in favor of other creditors. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman let me ask him 
one question, and that is whethér he is informed as to-the faet 


whether after those notes were received in payment of debts of the 
company they were ever again reissued by the Reading Railroad 
Company ? 
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Mr. McLANE. They never were reissued. 

Mr. TUCKER. Not only were they never reissued, but when they 
were originally issued the board of directors passed a resolution that 
when they were received they never should be reissued. It wasnever 
intended that they should enter into the general circulation. 

Mr. KELLEY. And no one note ever was reissued, 

Mr. McLANE. I do not understand the inquiry of my friend from 
Illinois is at all pertinent to the argument I am making. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. My purpose is to show that they 
were never intended to pass as money, but were issued merely for 
the purpose of relieving the suffering, starving laborers engaged upon 
the road. 

Mr. McLANE. I take the factsas they have been reported to the 
committee. The report and documents have been read for our in- 
formation. I know nothing about the case except as presented in 
the report of the committee and the report of the company, with the 
other papers accompanying it ; and the fact that the notes were not 
reissued does not in any way affect the fact that they were circulat- 
ing notes of money value. The best bank notes inthe world are not 
reissued, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes longer. 

Mr. McLANE. The report and the papers accompanying it show 
they were circulated, and on their face they show they were to be 
receivable by the company as money for various purposes. It is net 
necessary, as I have said, that they should be reissued to make the 
fact of circulation their primary and principal character. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg to say to the gentleman that the report does 
not show one ever was reissued, for such was not the fact. They 
were all canceled as they were received. 

Mr. McLANE. So they might be if they were notes of a banking 
corporation, but I do not want to go into the general argument. I 
am confining myself to the simple issue as presented in the report. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania is responsible for that report. It 
states the fact that they were intended for circulation, since they 
bore on their face the obligation of the company to receive them for 
various kinds of debts, and finally to pay them in money when due. 

Mr. KELLEY. What report? 

Mr. McLANE. The company’s report read to the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am not responsible for the company’s report. Pf 
the gentleman will read my report he will not find any statement 
that they were reissued, for there never was one of them reissued. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman cannot misunderstand me at all. 

Mr. KELLEY. They were in circulation. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman cannot misunderstand me at all. 
His report and the report of the company bring to this committee 
information that the notes were issued with notice and intent that 
they had value as circulating money. They were issued to laboring 
men in payment of their wages, and, whether reissued or not, were 
circulating notes for their use. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. And to the public. 

Mr. McLANE. Whether bearing interest or not bearing interest 
is not material to the fact of their circulation; that is, if the fact is 
ascertained that the notes went into circulation. Now, I am argu- 
ing from the report of the committee and of the company and the 
statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the facts show that 
these notes were circulated and the laboring-men passed the notes 
away in payment for goods. I am now seeking to reply to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY.] Hestated 
distinctly that this was an issue between the Government of the 
United States and the laboring-men. I say that if that were the 
issue I should vote for the bill; but, Mr. Chairman, that is not the 
issue, and on that point I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to a few facts. This is a question between the United States and 
the.Reading Railroad Company, the former having levied a tax u 
the latter, a tax which in my oo was properly assessed. 
question is, ‘Shall we release the tax in favor of the road?” 

Mr. Chairman, let me call your attention to the fact that this would 
not even be a release of the tax in favor of the road; it would be a 
release of the tax in favorof the creditors of theroad. It is not even 
for the benefit of the road itself, but for the creditors, since the cor- 
poration is in bankruptcy. 

Mr. ATKINS. It has been paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. McLANE. No, it has not been paid into the Treasury, but it 
will be, I have no doubt, under judicial proceedings in a court of law, 
However, I shall not go into that question, which has been so fully 
and ably presented by the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. HAMMOND. } 
I desire to confine myself to the issue, Will the United States waive 
its right to this-tax in favor of the creditors of this road or of the 
road itself? It is not a waiver in favor of the laboring-men, for these 
certificates have passed out of their possession. It is not necessarily 
a waiver in favor of the road or its stockholders, because the 
has passed into the hands of its creditors; but it is a waiver in favor 
of the road or a creditor of the road to the amount of these certifi- 
cates. 

If I had any doubt that the tax had been properly assessed I would 
vote to release the tax. But if I show, or if it is clearly shown here 

by the facts in the case, that it was properly assessed, then I could 
only release it as an act of grace. Now, to whom shall we show this 
act of grace? The gentleman from Pennsylvania urges that this act 
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of grace would be in favor of twenty, thirty, or forty thousand labor- f 
mg men in Pennsylvania. That was his argument; and I do not | recent meeting of the stockholders ) 1 
«hoose to vote against the bill without showing him and the com- shares, being a large majority of the stock. It is therefore a bill for 
mittee that in voting to reject it I do not admit his claim that this | the relief of William H. Vanderbilt, a distin uished citizen of New 
favor is extended or in any manner proposed to be extended to these York, who may be a poor laboring-man, but there is a well-grounded 
laboring men. That claim which the gentleman from Pennsylvania | suspicion to the effect that he is worth over $100,000,000. I yield: 
sets up here is void upon its face and void in fact. E the balance of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, what would be gained by the laboring men | MUTCHLER. ab \ : 
of Pennsylvania if the issue is accepted and we shall release that Mr. MUTCHLER. This discussion has taken amuch wider range 
tax? It certainly will not be claimed justly that it would be in favor | than is necessary for the correct understanding of the matter in con- 
of the laboring man; it is too clear upon its face that it is some other | troversy. T 8 } 2 
creditor who will get the benefit, and not the laboring man. Some | Pennsylvania was owing to its laboring hands the sum 0 $4,000,000. 
man has taken this paper at par or at a discount, at what rate I am | It was owing to 11,000 people who had been working for the corpo- 
unable to say; but I have no doubt that it was taken at a discount. | ration that sum of money. Being embarrassed it was unable to pay 
This is not the first time that corporations have issued certificates to them. For the purpose of relieving them it issued its certificates of 
pay their debts ; and those certificates have circulated as money, pass- | indebtedness, or wages certificates, as they are called, and made them: 
ing from hand to hand as a part of the money exchange of the coun- | out for these people who were entitled to receive the money. They 
try. And we know, Mr. Chairman, that these certificates issued by | simply issued these promises to pay for the purpose of temporarily 
this road went into circulation as money. liquidating that existing indebtedness. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania says that he isnot respon- | Now, I contend that the act under which the assessor of internal 
sible for this report. I say to himI do not hold him responsible | revenue seems to proceed in taxing this corporation is penal in its 
for the report of the Reading Railroad Company, but I am bound to | provisions. It was not intended by Congress when it enacted that 
take notice of the fact set out here in the report and documents ac- | law that it was for the purpose of raising revenue, but it was passed 
companying the bill and inform myself from that report of all the | in the interest of the national pprcaomes associations of the country 
facts in this case. In going into this case I must take it upon the | and for the purpose of imposing a penalty upon every person or every 
facts as they are presented, and from the report of the railroad com- | other association that should attempt to issue any circulation. 
pany I find it clearly and distinctly set out that these certificates {Here the hammer fell. } 
cireulated as money. This is very material to the issue, because if | Mr. WARD obtained the floor. 
they circulated as money they were liable for the tax, and the gen- Mr. KELLEY. My colleague yields to me to state that at the close: 
tleman from Pennsylvania is as much bound as I am to take note of | of his time I shall ask the committee to lay aside the bill that it may 
that report, and taking note of it, if he finds that they were circu- | be reported favorably to the House. 
lated as money, he cannot accept the argument which the gentle- Mr. WARD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Minne- 
man from New York made that they were not circulating money. | sota, [Mr. DUNNELL. 

He may take his own abstract view that they were not interest- Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman not first yield to my col- 
bearing notes, but need I remind him that the mdney circulation of | league, [Mr. MUTCHLER, ] that he may cenclude his remarks so that 
the United States itself was based on notes bearing interest as well | what he has to say may appear in a connected formin the RECORD ? 
as non-interest-bearing notes? These non-interest-bearing notes, to Mr. MUTCHLER. I do not desire more than five minutes. 

a very large extent, went into the circulating currency of the coun- Mr. WARD. I yield to my colleague tive minutes. 


try, and we must take note of that fact. Mr. MUTCHLER. I thank my ae for his courtesy. When 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But the gentleman must take note | the hammer fell I was going on to say that this act was passed for- 
of the fact also that they were legal tender. the purpose of preventing this circulation and that it was passed in 
Mr. McLANE. Yes; made legal tender by the United States. the interest of the national banks, and therefore is penal in its pro- 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And that they went into circulation | visions. And, being penal in its provisions, I think every lawyer 
as a legitimate portion of the money circulation of the country. will agree with me when I say it must be strictly construed. 

Mr. McLANE. Yes. The point that I make is as to the fact that a Now, what will a strict construction of the act show? Why that 
note bearing interest iscirculating money. And the gentleman from | this class of paper is not taxable unless it is put in circulation; that 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] argued the contrary. It may be circu- | is, unless it is issued and reissued and kept out for the purpose of 
lating money whether it bears interest or whether it does not bear | making money. A circulation that is put out simply to pay an exist- 
imterest. And I stated the fact that the United States made their | ing indebtedness, bearing interest and redeemable at a time certain 
notescirculating money, some interest-bearing and some non-interest- | and which is redeemed when due, is not a circulation under the pro- 
bearing. They remained in circulation as circulating money until | visions of that act when strictly construed. 
the Government paid them up or funded them, and the point is that Now, all this corporation asks is that it shall be relieved from pay- 
if these railroad notes were interest-bearing circulation or non-inter- | ing this amount of tax to the Government, and then going into the 
est-bearing circulation, the company issuing them are liable for the | courtsto get itback. If it was asolvent corporation, if it had plenty 
tax. Why, Mr. Chairman, what better thing would the bankers of | of money, it would perhaps not be here to-day asking thisrelief. But 
this country ask for than to be allowed to circulate their notes with | inasmuch as it is in the hands of receivers now, its rolling stock under 
or without interest. They cannot do it now, because they cannot | execution or attached by the officers of the Government, it is asking 
pay that tax of 10 per cent. that that property shall not be taken away from it, shali not be sol 

ow I am as free as any man in this House to show an act of grace. | and its money lie idle until it can pass through the courts and get its 
Qnly let the question be put to us on the true state of the facts. In | money back. 


this case the gentleman from Georgia has well made the point that | I contend, Mr. Chairman, that this question has been adjudicated 
the law is against this bill; and I want to make the further point | by the supreme courts of at least two of the States of this Union. 
that the facts are against this bill. The facts are that this is cireu- 


In the case of the New York and Harlem River Railroad Company, in 
lating money. It has been represented to us it is not circulating | 14 Abbott’s Practice Reports, the supreme court of New York say: 
money. Now, the citation I make shows thatthe Governmentof the | gpjicati hich ci , 

United States treated interest-bearing paper as circulating money, gh enalnbs saber tpomshadeuaamead ear eeia 


and made it legal tender just as they made non-interest-bearing pa- | No other obligations can circulate and be taxable under the pro- 
per legal tender; and the argument of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | Visions of the act of 1875. There is a decision also of the supreme 
Yania{ Mr. KELLEY J is altogether fallacious; itis not material whether | court of the State of Iowa, under a code which exists in that State, 
these notes bore interest or not, or whether they were reissued or not. | Containing this provision : 
All we have to decide in this case is, whether the notes of this cor- 
poration did circulate, were used as money, paid debts between man d 0 2 
and man, and came back to the Reading Railroad for redemption. | ®¢y oF circulating medium. 

Now, alb the facts have been presented to us either in the report of | With this law in force, the city of Cedar Falls, for the purpose of 
the committee or the report of the company, and the facts clearly | providing means to pay for a bridge, issued its obligations payable 
establish they were circulating notes. We are called on to-day to | at a certain time in two-dollar notes and five-dollar notes. And 
relieve this corporation from that which the law puts on every in- | when the attempt was made to repudiate them on the ground they 
dividual and every corporation who avail themselves of the privilege | were illegally issued, because they were issued as a currency, the 
of circulating paper money, and the attempt to interpose the interest | supreme court of that State said they were not issued as currency 
ef the laboring-men who originally received these ‘‘ wages certifi- | and should not be so considered. 

cates” as money is fallacious, and ought not to mislead the judgment Now, here are two decisions from the supreme courts of two dif- 
of the committee or excuse partial and special legislation. 


relief of stockholders of the Reading Railroad Company, and at a 


No person, association, or corporation shall issue any bills, drafts, or other evi- 
dences of debt, to be loaned or put in circulation as money, or to be used as a cur- 


ferent States of this Union that I say are exactly in point in this. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe I have ten minutes still remaining. case. I have not heard any decision quoted by any gentleman on 

ron se renga een The hour allotted to the gentleman is exhausted, | the other side of the case. There has been no decision quoted here 
i ut three minutes. 


to-day showing that a promise to pay, redeemable at a certain time, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I regret I have so short atime. I had promised | and ranning with interest,is taxable under the act of 1875. All that 

to yield to the gentleman frem Pennsylvania, [Mr. MUTCHLER.] But | this corporation is asking is that we shall consider the question 
re I yield to him, I desire to occupy one minute of the time my- 


1 whether it is liable under that act or not, and if we come to the 
self in answer to the gentleman who stated this was a bill for the 
relief of the poor laborer. As I understand it, this is a bill for the 


conclusion that it is not liable that it shall be released from thie. 
obligation. 






r. Vanderbilt voted over 42,000’ 


The case is simply this: an embarrassed corporation in: 
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Mr. WARD. I now yield to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. 
DUNNELL. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have but a word or two to say upon the pend- 
ing bill. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has given us 
a history of constitutional revison and constitutional conventions, 
and has said a great deal which is wholly foreign to the subject now 
before the Committee of the Whole. 

During the last Congress this question was before the Committee 
on Ways and Means and was more elaborately presented than any 
other private bill with which I have had any connection as a mem- 
ber of any committee of this House. It was not only well presented 
by the Government, (Mr. Raum was present at the investigation, ) 
but it was also well presented by the parties in interest. It has also 
been examined in this Congress. 

Now, so far as I am myself concerned, I have reached the conclu- 
sion that it is right to relieve this railroad company from this lia- 
bility. Why? Ido not believe that these notes were ever issued as 
a circulating medium. It may be asked whether they were such, 
although they may not have been intended as such. These notes were 
simply certificates of indebtedness; they were simply wages certifi- 
cates. The notes themselves declare that they are such. I want to 
call the atterftion of this committee to the language of these notes: 


This note is issued for wages due by the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad 
Company, and will be received either before or at its maturity for the amount due 
thereon in payment for freight and toll bills of the Philadelphia and Reading Rail- 
road Company, for coal bills of the Philadelphia and Reading Coal and Iron Com- 
pany, or any other debts due to either of the said companies. 

It is said by some gentlemen that because this indebtedness was 
divided into amounts of $10 and other denominations therefore these 
certificates became a circulating medium. They were so divided, as 
I understand the history of the case, that they might be convenient 
for use by the parties receiving them. This company was compelled 
to pursue this course. They adopted this method of settling with 
their creditors for the time. They issued these certificates of indebt- 
edness and allowed the holders of them to use them as indicated in 
the body of the note itself. 

If I felt that these notes were issued for circulating purposes I 
would be unwilling to grant this relief. But there is no evidence 
at all that they were issued for any such purpose. If they had been 
issued for any such purpose, then the company would not have de- 
clared its intention to take them up and destroy them at maturity. 
Not one of these notes was ever duplicated. When once paid it was 
paid forever, like a promissory note. That quality adhering to the 
note made it rather a promissory note with conditions attached than 
a circulating medium. 

My friend from Maine [Mr. REED] knows that they have what is 
known as the ‘‘ Holmes” note in the State of Mainé. It is a note 
like the first _ of this note, and there isa condition attached. It 
is not a circulating medium. 

Mr. REED. That is to prevent the horse from circulating, not the 
note. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNNELL. That is true. 
the history of the Holmes note. 

But it may be said that this note was used for circulation. I un- 
dertake to say that what is a circulating medium is not a medium 
restricted and hemmed in by conditions at the time of itsissue. This 
note could not have been circulated except upon conditions set forth 
in the note itself. It was intended only to wipe out an existing lia- 
bility oppressive to the company and asked for by its creditors at 
the time. This company therefore issued these notes that they 
might be used from time to time by its creditors for their benefit, 
relieving the company, but in no sense in my judgment becoming a 
circulating medium. 

The notes were passed from hand to hand. If John Smith, for in- 
stance, held a note for $10 and desired to buy ten dollars’ worth of 
groceries he could go to the grocery dealer and trade off that note, 
because the grocery dealer had a freight bill to pay of the amount 
of $10 and he could pay the bill with that note.’ And when he had 
once parted with the note and the company had once received it the 
note was at anend. It ceased to be used, and in my judgment was 
in no sense a circulating medium, money, or the representative of 
money. 

I have no desire to discuss other questions which may be involved 
in the consideration of this subject. I have no desire to go over the 
legalarguments, A great deal has been'said here by some gentlemen 
about the present condition of this road.. Some one has said that 
Vanderbilt recently voted upon some stock of this road. What has 
that to do with it? Somebody says that Schell voted upon some of 
the stock of this road. Sir, it is unworthy the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] to argue that to vote for this bill is to vote for 
William H. Vanderbilt. This bill has not a particle of connection 
with him; it is nothing to him. : 

It matters not who owns this road, or who ever didown it. Were 
these notes, sent out at the time and under the circumstances, and 
with the conditions and limitations set out in them, notes dying and 
perishing when once used—were these notes the notes of a corpora- 
tion liable to be assessed under the internal-revenue laws? ° 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
hima question ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Certainly. 


I understand that. I remember 
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Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Is not every note issued by the 
Bank of England destroyed when it is returned to the bank? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Undoubtedlyitis. And every note issued by the 
Bank of England is issued for circulation. It may be out for five 
years, and may pass from hand to hand. But there are no conditions 
attached to the note, either appearing in the body of it or affecting 
its use. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will permit me one moment, I 
would like to say to the gentleman from Georgia that the only bank 
in the world whose circulating notes are destroyed when returned to 
the bank is the Bank of England. The characteristic of all other 
bank-notes throughout the world is that they come in to be reissued. 
Every writer on banking and currency defines circulation to be paper 
that may be kept in constant issue by constant reissue. 

Mr. FLOWER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania a question. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
a moment? 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WarD] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WARD. Has the gentleman from Minnesota finished ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have. 

Mr. RANDALL. As tothe aggregate of the notes outstanding, the 
Bank of England does constantly reissue its circulation, The simple 
requirement that a note shall not be reissued on the same paper is 
a precaution against counterfeiting ; thatisall. There is no analogy 
between the two cases. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The point made was that a note 
destroyed when it came back to the counter could not be a cireu- 
lating note. I gave an instance of the greatest bank on earth that 
put out its circulation upon just that condition. 

Mr. KELLEY. And the only bank on earth. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
undertakes to tell me it isthe only one. I donotcare if itis. What 
difference does that make? Mystatement shows that this great bank, 
perhaps the best in the world, adopts that plan. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why? Simply as a safeguard against counter- 
feiting. 

Mr. WARD. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the passage of this 
bill, because I think it is right in point of law and also in point of 
equity and justice.. I believe it right in point of law because under 
the section of the Revised Statutes which has been referred to taxes 
were intended to be imposed only upon circulation ; and I submit to 
the sense and judgment of every member of this House whether a 
promissory note issued for a subsisting debt, payable at a day certain 
and ———e interest, is circulation or currency under any proper defi- 
nition—either that of Webster as a literary authority or that of any 
financial writer who can becited. In addition to this distinguishing 
feature of these certificates, 1 am reminded by my colleague [ Mr. 
FIsHER] who sits beside me, that these notes were not regular: in 
amount—that they were issued in irregular sums. He vouches for 
this fact upon the strength of his personal knowledge and observa- 
tion. I yield to him a moment that he may state the facts. 

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that these certiticates, which came. under my personal obser- 
vation, were not printed on bank-paper and did not resemble bank 
notes. They were printed in the form of ordinary checks; and if 
they were not promissory notes it would be impossible for the Read- 
ing Railroad Company to issue promissory notes. Many of these cer- 
tificates came into my possession ; and I held them until they were 
redeemed. Not one of them was for an even sum either of dollars 
or cents; they bore on their face the evidence that they were promis- 
sory notes, not circulating notes. 

Mr. WARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the incidents and ele- 
ments of a circulating note? First, that it shall be payable on de- 
mand. Not one of these wages certificates contains that element. 
What next? The business idea of circulation is that it may be freely 
received by all creditors of the debtor who issues it. Was that the 
case in this instance? Not at all? Who could obtain these wages 
certificates ? Could the creditor for materials? No. Could the bond- 
holder whose coupon for interest was due? No. Could any class of 
creditors of the Reading Railroad Company, except the men who 
were entitled to wages from that company, get these certificates ? 
No, sir; they were restricted to that particular class of men. That 
being the fact, these certificates when issued being restricted to a 
particular class of creditors, not circulating freely, what other ele- 
ment is there about them that takes them out of the definition of 
circulation ? They made only one trip; they were never used but 
on the one issue. When they came back after that issue, they were 
destroyed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, clearly these were promissory notes. There 
is not a gentleman on this floor who can doubt that they were prom- 
issory notes. If so, what feature about them enlarges their charac- 
ter, and makes them circulation? Nothing, unless it be the fact that 
the debtor who issues these restricted wages certificates agrees that 
before their maturity he will receive them from his creditors for any 
debt due by the creditor to him. That is everything in point of law 
that can raise any doubt whether these are promissory notes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another question; that is, whether 
this petitioner, the Reading Railroad Company, comes before the 


Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield to me 
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House entitled to ask for this relief. I happen to know something 
personally about the operation of these wages certificates. I happen 
to live in a locality where one branch of this railroad enters and 
where the employés of the company depend on the wages paid them 
for the support of themselves and families. I know, sir, that these 
wage-certificates that were issued were the salvation of the railroad 
men who depended upon them for support. 

The railroad company was inthe throesot bankruptcy. The waves 
of disaster which finally ingulfed it were then rolling upon it. Its 
creditors were clamorous. The question presented to the officers of 
the company was, what shall we do for the relief,—not of the bond- 
helders to the extent of ten or twenty million dollars, to which the 
gentleman from South Carolina hasreferred ; not tothe stockholders, 
the Vanderbilts, to whom the gentleman from Illinois has alluded ; 
not for them were the officers of this company solicitous in that time 
of disaster and distress; but the question before the board was, What 
shall we do for the men who depend upon their monthly wages for 
bread for themselves and families? And Istand here, Mr. Chairman, 
to defend, and not only to defend but toapplaud, the officers of that 
Reading Railroad Company for making the first object of their solici- 
tude the men who depended on their monthly wages for the support 
of themselves and families. 

The gentieman from Illinois says, Why those men were protected 
enough anyhow; that their wages were a lien which, under the laws 
of Pennsylvania, were sufficient protection. What kind of lien was 
that? It was a lien to be worked out through the processes of insol- 
vency and bankruptcy. One of these employés could not get a cent 
ot his wages until after the mills of the courts had ground out slowly 
a process of thatsort. The law of Pennsylvania, while it.givesa lien, 
affords no immediate relief, and it was to the officers of the company 
to apply the remedy, whieh they did, and to apply it at once. 

I have been asked a question by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] which I now desire to answer, and that is whether or not the 
courts do not afford adequate relief in this case. The same subject 
has been alluded to by the gentleman from Illinois, and I answer 
unequivocally they donot, The courts do not afford adequate relief. 
The only relief which the courts afford is a post mortem relief, so to 
speak. The damage is done, the destruction ensues before any relief 
can be granted. The laws of the United States, properly, I admit, are 
of such a character no court can interfere to prevent the execution 
of process to collect taxes. The duty of the judge is clear when an 
application of that sort is made, that the collector must go on and 
collect the taxes, that he must seize and sell the property of the 
debtor upon whom he distrains, whether that distraint be lawful or 
not, whether ultimately, after full investigation by the court, the facts 
upon whieh the distraint is based can be maintained or not. The 
courts, therefore, do not grant adequate relief in a case like this. 
The relief, therefore, is applied for here in the only tribunal and the 
only forum where it can be granted. 

I now yield for five minutes to my colleague, [Mr. BAYNE. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to vote for this bill, but I shall not vote for 
it for the reasons given in its support by several gentlemen who have 
advocated its passage on the floor. I shall not vote for it upon the 
ground that it does not fall within the inhibition of the law which 
assesses 10 percent. tax onthe circulation ofcorporations. I think the 
issuance of this paper falls within this inhibition, and I think if that 
law were strictly construed and enforced, as I hope it will be, and 
as I believe it justly is in this case, then these certificates intended 
to pass as a circulating medium to pay debts and repay debts would 
be prohibited from circulating at all. Ido not wish to see any pos- 
sible evasion of that law sanctioned by Con I want to see Con- 
gress hold that law up as a monitor and guide for all corporations 

ereafter. In every case, unless there be some other element which 
shall invoke relief, unless there is some equity appealing to Congress 
sufficient to influence the minds of members, I would under circum- 
stances similar to these enforce the payment of the tax. 

In this case, however, this corporation is in great difficulty ; it is 
in great distress ; it owes a large amount of money; itis barely upon 
its feet; it is a competing line with other railroads; it should meet 
with encouragement ; it will avoid the necessity of Congress taking 
action on a certain question and formulating a law for the protec- 
tion of shippers, which is now very much needed, and for that rea- 
son I will —— this measure, simply because this corporation is 
in distress and needs relief. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Does Vanderbilt own any of the stock in this 
Philadelphia and Reading Company ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Vanderbilt owns a good many shares of stock, but 
there are many others who own stock in it. My friend from Wis- 
consin may own stock in it, but let me tell him that while Vander- 
bilt owns stock in it there are widows and orphans who own far be- 
yond anything held either by Vanderbilt, McCalmont, or other indi- 
viduals. And so with the national banks. And it is for the relief of 
this corporation, in which Mr. Vanderbilt has held. an interest as one 
of the shareholders in common with other people all over Pennsy]- 
vania and other States besides perhaps, who are poor and who under 
the cireumstances are entitled to relief. For that reason I shall vote 
for the bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. I now move thatthe bill be laid aside and reported 
to the House with fuvorable recommendation. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 3, 


Mr. CAMP. I move to amend the motion by striking out “ favor- 
able” and inserting unfavorable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be taken on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The committee divided ; and there were ayes 101. 

Before the result of the negative vote was announced, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The result of the vote has not been announced. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I wish to make an inquiry in refer- 
ence to the pending question. Is not the affirmative of one propo- 
sition the negative of the other, and under the circumstances, such 
as are presented by this case, should the Chair have submitted any 
other than the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The House is dividing, and 
the point of order cannot be entertained under the circumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts and will announce the vote on 
the proposition. The ayes were 101, noes 38. 

Mr. KELLEY. I call for tellers and ask that the proposition be 
restated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now submit the question in a 
different form. The gentleman from New York now moves that the 
bill be laid. aside and reported to the House adversely; on that 
question tellers are demanded. 

Mr. KELLEY and Mr. HamMonpD of Georgia were appointed tellers. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 45. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to move that the commit- 
tee now rise? 

Mr. CAMP. Was not that motion, that the committee rise, sub- 
mitted with the motion to report the bill adversely ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That being the case, the motion to rise has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. TUCKER. The motion was that the bill be laid aside and 
reported unfavorably. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 22. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DinGLry reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 1378) to release the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad 
Company from certain taxes, had instructed him to report the same 
back to the House with an adverse recommendation. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I understand, that being an adverse 
recommendation, fhe way to get at it now is to move that the bill be 
laid upon the table. I therefore make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. FLOWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, BR. No. 
3870) to change the name of the National Mechanics’ Banking Asse- 
ciation of New York to that of Wall Street National Bank; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMP. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold the motion for 9 
moment to allow the Chair to submit some personal requests of 
members. 


Mr. CAMP. I will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted for four days 
from Monday next to Mr. CABELL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires also to submit the request of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CORNELL] for indefinite leave 
of absence on account of important business. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I must object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ohio 
as objecting to the request ? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; I must object to granting leave of absence 
in that case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willsubmit the question to the House, 
objection having been made. Shall the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CORNELL] be granted? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I wish to make a suggestion 
to the Chair though I do not desire to discuss the question at this 
moment. I doubt whether it is competent under the rules by a 
majority vote for the House to excuse a member from presence atits 
sittings. My impression is that a single objection will prevent leave 
of absence being granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from: Massa- 
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chusetts now or at any other time on that quéstion. 
of opinion the House may grant a leave of absence. A single objec- 
tion would prevent the Chair from announcing the granting of the 
leave in the usual form in which it has been done. 
to say, “Inthe absence of objection leave will be granted.” Incase 
of objection the request must be submitted to a vote of the House. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
. tention of the Chair to this point because I think a ruling was made 
in a former Congress that if objection was made leave of absence 
could only be granted under a suspension of the rules. 
KANSAS PACIFIC LANDS. 
Mr. ANDERSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print a 
speech on the bill to open certain lands in the State of Kansas to set- 


tlement and pre-emption. [See Appendix.] 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be 


to meet on Monday. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to announce the Committee on Appropri- 
ations is very anxious that to-morrow the House shall go on with 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
The question was taken on Mr. HOOKER’s motion ; and there were— 


YEAS—104. 
Dibrell. Jorgensen, 
Dunneli, Knott, 
Finley, Ladd, 
Fisher, Latham, 
Flower Leedom, 
Ford, Lewis, 
Forney, Manning, 
Fulkerson, Marsh, 
Garrison, Martin, 
Geddes, MoClure, 
Ganter, McLane, 
Hardenbergh, MeMillin. 
Haskell, Morrison, 
Hawk, Mutehler, 
Hazelton, Noreross, 
Henderson, Oates, 
Herndon, Paul, 
Hewitt, Abram S. Pound, 
Hewitt, G. W. Randall, 
— Ranney, 
oge, agan, 
Holman, Rice, John B. 
Hooker, Rice, William W. 
Houk, Richardson, Jno. 8. 
House, Robinson, James S. 
Jones, James K. Rosecrans, 
NAYS—105. 
Dingley, Kenna, 
wad, Ketcham, 
Ermentrout, Klotz, 
Errett, Lindsey, 
Evins, Lord, 
Farwell, Sewell S. McCoid, 
Godshalk, MeKinley 
Grout, Miles, 
Guenther, ills, 
Hall, Moore, 
Hammond, N. J. Morse; 
Harris, Henry S. Mosgrove 
— —- 
atch, age, 
si Pa: 
Hill, Peelle, 
Hiscock, Piercé, 
Horr, Pettibone. 
Hubbell, Ray, 
Hamphrey Reed, 
Jacobs, Rice, Theron M. 
Jadwin, Rioh, 
Jones, Geo. W. Richardson, D. P. 
Jones, Phineas Ritchie, 
Ji yj Robeson, 


Kasson, 
Kelley, 


Mr. PAGE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 105, not 
voting 83; as follows: 


Robinson, Geo: D. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 


NOT VOTING—383. 


De Motte, 
——” 
D . 

t,.. 
zie 
Farwell, Chas. B. 
Frost, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Hammond, John 


Harmer, - 
=e, _— : 
Herbert, 
Hubbs, 
Hatchins, 


King, 
Ie Wire, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mason, 
Matson, 
MoCook, 
McKenzie, 
Miller, 
Money, 
Morey, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murch, 
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The Chair is 


It has been usual 


I only desired to call the at- 


Scales, 
Shackelford, 
Shelley, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Sparks, 
Speer, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
‘Thos P.E 
ompson, P. B. 
Tilman 


Tucker, 

Turner, Henry G. 
Upson, 

Urner, 

Vance, 

Walker, 

Ward, 

Wellborn, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Williams, Thomas 
Wise, George D. 
Young. 


Russell, 

Sherwin, 

Shultz, 

Skinner, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
8 ’ 

Si , 
Strait, 

Taylor, 

Thompson, Wm. G. 
‘Townsend, Amos 
‘Turner, Oscar 
Upde, J. T. 

‘an Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 

Washburn, 
‘Webber, 
West. 


White, 
Williams, Chas. G. 
Willis, 
Willits. 


Thomas, 
Townshend, R. W. 


Updegraff, Th 
egraff, omas 
Valentine, 

Ven Aernam, 

Van Horn, 
Wilson, 


; Morgan R. 
Wend Walter 4. 
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The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. PrEscotTT with Mr. Cox of New York. 
. THOMAS with Mr. Davipson. 
. HARMER with Mr. Ets. 
. WAIT with Mr. Wiison. 
. KETCHAM with Mr. Hutcuins. 
. FARWELL, of Illinois, with Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. 
. LACEY with Mr. HERBERT. 
. VALENTINE with Mr. McKenzie. 
. SCOVILLE with Mr. CROWLEY. 
*; DUNN with Mr. MILLER. 
. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, with Mr. TALBOTT. 
. Smith, of New York, with Mr. HArpy. 
. SHALLENBERGER with Mr. DuGRo. 
. KInG with Mr. McCook. 
. LE FEVRE with Mr. Ryan. 
. MATSON with Mr. DE Motte. 
. WALKER with Mr. Cox of North Carolina. 
. Davis, of Illinois, with Mr. CALDWELL. 
. CALKINS with Mr. Mouton. 
. KENNA. A pair has been announced of my colleague, [ Mr. 
Witson.] I desire to say he is at his hotel sick. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the House do:now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is pending, having been made by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr.Camp.] There are still some 
personal requests of members which the Chair desires to submit. 

Mr. CAMP. I object, because if those requests are submitted the 
motion to adjourn over will be made right over again as it was one 
week ago. I insist on the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. There are some messages from the President of 
the United States that ought to be laid before the House. 

Mr. CAMP. They can be laid before the House in the morning. 
I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for a division. , 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 69. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOOKER said: I rise to a privileged question. 
reconsider—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must announce the result. 

Mr. SPARKS. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Camp and Mr. FLOWER were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes. 76, 
noes 71. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock p. 
m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and other papers were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of citizens of Stone County, Missouri, 
asking that a pension be granted Lewis Hembree—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Mary E. Pocock, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of masters and owners of vessels at 
Sheboygan, and of Two Rivers, Wisconsin, for increased compensa- 
tion for employés in the Life-Saving: Service—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Elisha Hyatt and others, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of White River, in Indiana— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: The petition of F. S. Fassett and others, of 
Tonawanda, New York, relative to removing obstructions in the 
Niagara River—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. G. Newcomb and others, of Niagara County, 
New York, to permit the use of alcoholic spirits in the manufacture 
of vinegar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Peter A. Porter and others, citizens of Niagara 
Falls, for an appropriation for deepening the channel of Niagara 
River between Port Day and Tonawanda—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, the petition of E. G. Matthews and others, of Wyoming 
County, New York, forthe repeal of the law imposing taxes on banks— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL; Papers relating to the claim of William Lav- 

-ery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of George W. Thompson and oth- 
ers, citizens of New York, for the yesenge of joint resolution No; 59, 
for the Harlem River improvement—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FLOWER: The petition of the National Mechanics’ Bank- 
jing Association, authorizing the change of its name to Wall Street 
‘National Bank—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

' By Mr. FORD: The petition of Thomas. lL. Robinson and: others, 
citizens:of Nodaway County, Missouri, asking that the tax on banks 
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be repealed ; also, repeal of law requiring two-cent stamp on bank- 
checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. A. 8. HEWITT: The petition of Smith Ely, jr., and others, 
citizens of New York, for the passage of joint resolution No. 59, for 
the Harlem River improvement—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to Government property at Har- 
per’s Ferry, West Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
-and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of John Johnson and others, citizens of Mineral 
County, West Virginia, relative to interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of Wilkins W. Waggoner, for com- 
pensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCLANE: The petition of Mrs. Sarah A. Darley, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: The petition of G. H. Morgan and others, for 
a mail-route from Gainesborough, Jackson County, to Bloomington, 
Putnam County, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of William Holston, jr., Company F, 
Thirty-third Ohio Infantry Volunteers, praying for an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Massachusetts, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the manufacture and 
sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain—to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of J. Howard Livingston, late 
second lieutenant Seventh New Jersey Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. W. W. RICE: The petition of Frederick A. Holden, for 
compensation for property destroyed by fire while occupied by the 
pes ne States military authorities—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of John R. Parker, for the establish- 
ee of a postal-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. W. G. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the pension claim 
of Miss M. L. Hammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of George 
Trupnall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Susan P. Vance—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of John Eicher and 66 
others, citizens of Noble County, Ohio, for legislation regulating 
charges for railroad transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: Papers relating to the application of George 
Maurer for the removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of North Carolina, representing 6,000 members, for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national 
domain—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the reselution of the Creek council relative to paying awards 
to the loyal Creeks—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: Papers relating to the claim of Perry P.. Wilson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: The resolutions adopted at a public meeting held 
at Erie, Pennsylvania, January 29, 1882, condemning Mormonism— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Haxthau- 
sen—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Edward Holbrook, for relief—to the same 
committee. 


The following papers were reported under clause 2 of Rule XXII, 
and referred as follows: 

From the Committee on Claims: Papers relating to the claim of 
Mathias App—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 4, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. 
F. D. PowEr. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

OFFICE OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 

Mr. URNER. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will present it. 

Mr. URNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Accounts to 
report back, with a recommendation that the same be adopted, the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives be, and he 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
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Forty-seventh Congress, dhe assistant book-keeper and two deputy sergeants-at- 
arms, to be paid the same compensation as is now paid the clerks of committees 
employed during the session. 

Mr. BRIGGS. How does that resolution come in? 

The SPEAKER. It is reported from the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. URNER. I desire to say in this connection that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms informs us that it is very important he should have this 
additional force in his office; that with this increase his force would 
not be more than that given his predecessor. This resolution does 
not increase the force of the office, but provides for it in alegal way 
so that reliable men may be employed. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. URNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPENSES OF FUNERAL OF PRESIDENT GARFIELD. 

Mr. PAGE. Iam instructed unanimously by the select committee 
to audit expenses of the late President James A. Garfield’s illness 
and funeral to report for consideration at this time the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House $8,245.41 
to John G. Thompson, late Sergeant-at-Arms, for moneys advanced and eee 
incurred by. him in payment of the funeral expenses of the late President, James 
A. Garfield. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

M. KENNEDY AND R. KING. 

Mr. UPSON. Iask consent that the House Calendar be discharged 
from the joint resolution (H. R. No. 111) ss the withdrawal 
from the Department of State of a certificate of indebtedness in 
favor of Mifflin Kennedy and Richard King against the Republic of 
Mexico, and that the same be now considered. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The joint resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this joint reso- 
lution at this time? 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to offer a resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The call for the regular order cuts off every- 
thing else except privileged matters. 

NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. I desire to submit a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be instructed to make such 


arrangements whereby members of the House can find supplies of newspapers. 
issued by the principal cities of the Union. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. NEAL and Mr. HUBBELL called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the 
call of committees for reports. 

BRIDGE AT HAMBURG, MISSOURI. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as: 
a substitute for House bill No. 2484, a bill (H. R. No. 3871) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near 
Hamburg, Missouri; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT ARROW ROCK, MISSOURI. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, from the same committee, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 879) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near 
Arrow Rock, Missouri; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, from the same committee, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 2313) authorizing the Sioux City 
and Pacific Railroad Company to construct and maintain a railroad 
bridge over the Missouri River ; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT-SAND BEACH, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, from the Committee on Commerce, 

reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 


is hereby, authorized to appoint, to be employed only during the session of the | 797) for the government and control of tlhe harbor of refuge at Sand 
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Beach, Lake Huron, Michigan; which was referred to the Coumittee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES OVER SAINT JOHN AND SAINT FRANCIS RIVERS. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. No. 2929) for 
the construction of bridges across the Saint John and Saint Francis 
Rivers where they form the boundary between the State of Maine 
and the Province of New Brunswick; which was recommitted to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FISHERIES. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, from the same committee, also re- 
ported back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 99) requesting the Presi- 
dent to give notice to Great Britain of the termination of certain 
provisions of the treaty of Washington relating to the fisheries; 
which was recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN SCHOOL AT SITKA, ALASKA, 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, with accompanying documents, respecting the transfer to the 
Board of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church of a building in 
Sitka, Alaska, for a school for the training of Indian children, and 
moved that the same be printed and recommitted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 498, a bill (H. R. 
No. 3872) for the erection of a public building at Frankfort, Ken- 
tucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ; 

WILLIAM T. LEAGUE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3114) for the 
relief of William T. League ; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

A. O. SIPLE. 

Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2479) for the relief of 
A. O. Siple; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. PEELLE, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the following petitions; which were laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying reports ordered to be printed : 

Petition for the relief of Frederick Zarracher; and 

Petition for the relief of H. H. Zane. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GARRISON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 2538) to extend 
the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in the District of Columbia, 
and to regulate the proceedings before them; which was placed on 
the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

The call of committees was continued and concluded, no further 
reports being presented. 

CHANGE OF RETERENCE. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Iintroduced some time ago a bill (H. R. No. 2996) 
to open to settlement and entry certain lands in the State of Nebraska 
withdrawn by executive order for military purposes. By mistake it 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when it ought to 
have gone to the Committee on Military Affairs. I ask unanimous 
consent that the reference be changed. 

There being no objection, the change of reference was accordingly 
made. 

M. KENNEDY AND R. KING. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I objected to the consideration of 
‘the joint resolution of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. UPSoN, ] sup- 
posing that it was upon the Calendar; for I think the Calendar 
ought not to be interfered with by taking up single cases therefrom, 
but that bills on the Calendar ought to be reached in regular order. 
I find, however, on examination, that this resolution is not on the 

Calendar; and believing it a proper measure I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Upson] asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a.joint resolution which 
has already been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 111) authorizing the withdrawal from the Department 
of State of a certificate of indebtedness in favor of Mifflin Kennedy and Richard 
King against the Republic of Mexico. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
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ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to deliver to Mifflin Kennedy and Richard King, or to their 
order, a certain certificate of indebtedness for the sum of $76,032.90, dated Febru- 
ary 24, 1869, and payable to the order of King & Kennedy, and signed by certain 
officials of the Republic of Mexico, which said certificate was filed in the Ameri- 
can and Mexican Mixed Commission under the treaty with Mexico of July 4, 1868, 
in support of a claim which was dismissed because the commission had no juris- 
diction thereof. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is this resolution reported from a committee ? 

Mr. UPSON. Yes, sir; from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution ; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask that the resolution be read again. 

The SPEAKER. It has already been read twice; if there be ne 
objection it will be again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there any report in regard to it? We donot 
understand it. Who reported it? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I did. 

Ba SPRINGER. Then I hope the gentleman from Texas will ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Having reported this resolution from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, I will state that its object is merely to give 
consent for the withdrawal from the files of the Department of State 
of a certificate of indebtedness which was before the American and 
Mexican mixed commission, the claim having been rejected by the 
commission. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
cate? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That it may be presented to the Mexican 
Government for payment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw my call for the reading of the resolution. 

The joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. UPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS. 


Mr. PEELLE. I move that House bill No. 3251 be taken from the 
House Calendar, and that on Tuesday next, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, it be taken up for consideration, with the 
view of putting it on its passage. It is a bill authorizing the Post- 
master-General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for losses by 
burglary, fire, and other unavoidable casualties. As is well known, 
the files of this House are now encumbered with a large number of 
bills of this class, as to the wisdom of which we are compelled to rely 
upon the judgment of the Post-Office officials and the report of the 
inspectors of the Department. This bill merely proposes that such 
claims be referred to the Postmaster-General for adjustment. It will 
thus relieve Congress from the consideration of this special class 
legislation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman’s proposition will be agreed 


What is the object of withdrawing the certifi- 


to. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. While I have no objection to this 
measure, and believe it to be meritorious, I must object to making it 
a special order. ; 

Mr. PEELLE. Iam not asking unanimous consent to put the bill 
on its passage now; but I understand I have the right to move.to 
take it from the Calendar, though it requires a two-thirds vote to 
sustain that motion. 

Mr. HORR. I think there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. PEELLE. I would much prefer to have unanimous consent to 
consider the bill now, in order that the committees to whom these 
various bills have been referred might have some prospect of relief. 
I withdraw the notice which I have already given, and will now, Mr. 
Speaker, ask for unanimous consent to take the bill up for present 
consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The gentleman will understand that 
I do not object to action now. My objection was to set this bill down 
as a special order for Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill referred to by the gentleman from Indiana ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The House by unanimous consent has discharged 
the House Calendar from the bill (H. R. No. 3251) authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for loss 
by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty ; and the bill is now 
before the House for present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General be, and heis hereby, authorized 
to investigate all claims of postmasters for the loss of money-order funds, postage- 
stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper-wrappers, and postal cards belonging to 
the United States in the hands of such postmasters, resulting from burglary, fire, 
or other unavoidable casualty, and if he shall determine that such loss resulted 
from no fault or negligence as aforesaid, to pay to such postmasters or credit them 
with the amount so ascertained to have been lost or destroyed: Provided, That no 
claim exceeding the sum of $2,000 shall be paid or credited until after the facts shall 
have been ascertained by the Postmaster-General and reported to Congress, together 
with his recommendation thereon, and an appropriation made therefor: And a 
vided further, That this act shall not embrace any claim for losses as aforesaid which 
accrued more than six years prior to its passage; and all such claims must be pre- 
sented to the Postmaster-General within six months after the taking effect of this 
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act; and no claim for losses which may hereafter accrne shall be allowed unless 
presented within three months trom the time the loss accrued. , 
Sec. 2. Thatit is hereby made the duty of the Postmaster-General to report his 
ation herein to Congress annually, with his reasons therefor in each particular 
case. 
Mr. PEELLE. The report of the committee will disclose the rea- 
sons which induced the committee to recommend the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
whether claims for loss of postage funds is included ? 

Mr. PEELLE. There are no funds included in the bill except the 
loss of money-order fundson hand. We cannot ascertain the amount 
of funds which may have been received for the sale of stamps; and 
in order that postmasters may not have a possible opportunity of 
covering up losses in case of burglary or fire for the sale of stamps 
which may not possibly have been on hand, your committee thought 
it wise not to include anything but money-order funds. The amount 
of those funds can always be ascertained at the Department. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I should like to have the Clerk read again the 
funds which are included. 

Mr. PEELLE. The bill provides that the Postmaster-General is 
authorized to investigate all claims of postmasters for the loss of 
money-order funds, postage-stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper 
wrappers, and postal cards belonging to the United States in the 
hands of such postmasters resulting from burglary, fire, or other 
unavoidable casualty. 

Mr. GUNTER. I see this is limited to cases not older than six years 
ago. Why not embrace all unadjusted claims now before Congress ? 

Mr. PEELLE. Our committee considered that question, and were 
of the opinion that it ought not to extend. beyond the period of six 
years. That is the uniform statute of limitations already upou our 
books, and the committee were of the opinion that would be the best 
time within which to limit these claims. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
as has been already suggested, there must be some limit, otherwise 
they might go back to the foundation of the Government when every- 
body who knew anything at all about the case might be consigned to 
the tomb. 

Mr. JOYCE. AslI understand the gentleman from Indiana, the bill 
by its provision is limited to claims arising within the last six years. 

Mr. PEELLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I move to strike out the limitation of six years, 
so the bill will apply to all unadjusted claims of this character. 

Mr. PEELLE. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the portion of the bill which 
the gentleman from Michigan moves to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That this act shall not embrace any claim for loss as 
aforesaid which accrued more than six years prior toits passage. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, a word toshow why 
I have moved to strike out that limitation of six years. There area 
great many claims now pending before Congress which are older than 
six years, and which have been reported favorably time and again 
and placed upon the Calendar, but have never been reached ; cases 
#0 clearly just that the Postmaster-General always reports in their 
favor; and unless this bill will include those cases it will not afford 
half the relief it ought to. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask the gentleman whether he proposes any limita- 
tien to these claims ? 

Mr. HUBBELL. None at all. 

Mr. PAGE. There may then be representations made in behalf of 
persons who are dead, and unless some limitation is provided the 
Post-Office Department will be flooded with such cases. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I will say that the evidence on which these claims 
are allowed by committees of Congress is obtained from the Post- 
Office Department and consists of the reports of the special agents. 
It is not possible for us to pass a claim for the loss of postage-stamps or 
money-order funds, unless we get a report from the special agent of 
the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. GUNTER. And after these claims are allowed by the Depart- 
ment, if allowed, then they have to come to Congress and wait until 
an appropriation is made to pay them the money. Many of these 
elaims have been presented here from year to year and have not been 
paid or even acted on. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan, to the effect that where claims have 
been presented to Congress and prosecuted with due diligence they 
shall not be excluded by this limitation. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I accept that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will reduce his amendment to 
writing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to approach this 
subject of extending the limitation of the time within which such 
elaims may be presented indefinitely with a great deal of care. 

The committee have carefully considered this bill. It is a general 
law, and the Committee on the Post-office and Post-Roads have re- 
ported to the House, unanimously, the class of claims which come 
within its provisions. We have thought it best to report a general 
law, which is here presented, on the subject, so as to confer authority 
upon the Postmaster-General, under certain limitations, to dispose 


of the claims withont reference to the various committees of Con- 
gress. We believe this better than, as at present, to burden Congress. 
and the committees with the consideration of private claims which 
should come under the provisions of the generallaw. Ihave myself, 
in my desk, two cases of loss arising in my own district where the 
claims are less than $100; and I have not presented bills, because it 
looks as if the time of Congress might be better employed than in 
the consideration of such claims. 

The committee therefore recommend that all cases arising of this 
character, where the amount involved is less than $2,000, be left to 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General, requiring that he shall in- 
vestigate and determine whether there is any negligence on the part 
of the postmaster which contributed to the loss. if the loess is occa- 
sioned by the negligence of the officer in charge, and if he has failed. 
to discharge his duty under the law, then of course he should not be 
regarded as entitled to relief. But if it be shown that he has faith- 
fully discharged his duty, and the loss has occurred through no neg- 
ligence of his, and because of circumstances over whiaieke had no 
control, more than men can exercise in ordinary business transactions, 
then he should not be regarded as an insurer of Government property 
or held responsible for its loss. There are many meritorious doles. 
of this kind pending before Congress, and there are claims of this 
character before the ‘Department ; butallshould be considered by the 
Department, separately and under the general law, where the Post- 
master-General can send out his special agents and investigate each 
case, and report upon it to Congress while all of the facts are fresh 
in the minds of living witnesses, or while the evidence is readily 
obtainable. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MoNEY] a few years ago ob- 
tained the passage of a bill through Congress to reimburse the post- 
master in an office where the whole office with its contents was carried 
away by a tornado, leaving not a vestige of it, and where nothing 
belonging to the office was ever found. In such a case as that, of 
course, the postmaster should not be required to bear the loss, nor: 
should he be regarded as an insurer against tornadoes, conflagra- 
tion, or other causes over which he mak exercise no possible con- 
trol and where no human agency could protect the property. Such 
circumstances will arise, notwithstanding every precaution that the 


most prudent man may take. We thought it well, however, to . 


place a limitation upon the time when these claims for loss may be- 
presented, or within which time the postmaster should be allowed 
to receive a credit in his accounts with the Department for such loss. 
It seems to be only reasonable to fix a limit, so that all the facts 
bearing upon the case may be had from living witnesses. Other- 
wise, if no limitis fixed, these claims will flood the Department, and 


will extend back to the very organization of the postal service. If 


there are claims which have been pending for six years, let them. 
come to Congress and get relief in the ordinary way. But this re- 
striction will limit the number of claims that will come before Con- 


gress and enable the committee and the House to act upon them. 


with some degree of celerity. 
Mr. HOUSE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOUSE. What is the pending question? 


The SPEAKER. It is the consideration of a bill relating to the- 


Post-Office Department and the adjustment of certain losses; and 
upon that there is a pending amendment. 
Mr. HOUSE. I wish to offer an amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair was proceeding to state that there was: 
a ae amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan, to- 
Ww. 


ich the gentleman from Pennsylvania has offered an amendment. 


Mr. HOUSE. Would it be now in order to offer an amendment to- 


another portion of the bill? 
Mr. HISCOCK. Would it be in order forme to move the previous 
question on the bill and amendments ? 
4 are ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman will not 
o that. 
The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Then I make,the motion. 


Mr. HOUSE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the demand to. 


enable me to offer an amendment, which I think necessary to perfect 
the text of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There are two amendments now pending. 

Mr. HOUSE. But this relates to a different portion of the bill. I 
desire to submit it now before it is cut off by the previous question, 
and let it be considered as pending. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. I ask that the last amendment be again re- 

orted. . 
The SPEAKER. The proposed amendment will be read after it is 
reduced to writing. 

Mr. HOUSE. I hope the amendment I desire to offer may be read 
for information before the previous question is demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York as demanding the previous question. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I will consent that the proposed amendment of’ 


the gentleman from Tennessee may be deemed pending. The reason 
I demand the previous question is this: I understood by the vote 


taken yesterday that it was the desire and intention of the House to- 


consider the Post-Office appropriation bill to-day, and Iam unwill- 
ing that the entire day shall be wasted upon another subject. Iam 
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entirely willing that the subject shall be considered if it can be done 
without debate. 

Mr. HOUSE. I now submit the following amendment, which the 
gentleman from New York allows to be read and considered as pend- 


ing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line 6, after the words “ postal card,” insert ‘‘ or money arising from the sale 
thereof.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Let me appeal tothe gentleman 
from New York. I hope he will not insist upon the demand for the 
previous question. Itis true we may be taking a little time from the 
appropriation bill, but this came in, in the firstinstance, by unanimous 
consent this morning, and certainly if the House wants to do anything 
about this matter it wants to do it right, and notin a pell-mell fashion. 
Now this bill can be amended, I think, so that it will meet the objec- 
tions of the different gentlemen on this floor, and we shall be able in a 
few minutes to pass it satisfactorily. I want to say further—it will 
only take a minute—— 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York withdraw the 
demand for the previous question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Then I hope the House will 
vote down the demand for the previous 7 svar 

Mr. GUNTER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GUNTER. I would like to know what amendments are to be 
voted on first if the previous question should be ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendment to be voted on first will be the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. BAYNE] 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. HUBBELL. | 

Mr. HUBBELL. I accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the demand for the pre- 
vious question on the bill and pending amendments. 

The question being taken there were—ayes 62, noes 75. 

So (further count not being called for) the previous question was 
not ordered. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the House 
will bear with me I want te make a suggestion. Everybody knows 
that we have several of those claims now pending before Congress. 
In the majority of those cases this bill would not give any relief at 
all. I have myself introduced three or four bills that were pending 
prior to the time I came into Congress and are still pending. Those 
cases have had favorable reports and favorable action first in the one 
House and then in the other, but never in both Houses in any one 
Congress. Some of them are now reported back favorably and are 
on the Calendar. Other gentlemen are in precisely the same condi- 
tion with respect to bills in their charge. 

I say an amendment should be made, not to open the limitation as 
to six years at all, but to include bills now pending before Congress. 
Let us clear our calendars of those bills because they are here and 
have been here time after time and, as I have said, have been reported 
favorably over and over again. As the gentleman from Michigan has 
well said, none of those reports are made unless they are based on the 
facts given us by the Post-Oftice Department. I say, therefore, we 
ought to have this properly considered. The bill ought not to be put 
through here with arash. Let us do this so that we can stand by it 
and clear our calendars of these bills and then take up the other work. 
We do not gain any advantage by putting through our business with 
a rush in this way. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts whether this amendment would not cover the object he has 
m view: 

Provided, however, The limitation of six years here provided shall not apply to 
7 — presented to Congress for relief within six years prior to the passage of 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. That does not quite satisfy 
me, What I wish to provide is that the limitation shall not apply 
to any claims now pending before Congress, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The amendment I have suggested would 
include the meritorious cases to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It will only take me a mo- 
ment to draw an amendment so as to cover what I have indicated. 

Mr. PEELLE. I will ask the Clerk to read the report of the com- 
mittee. He did not read the bill as it was recommended to be 
amended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk read the bill as it was sent up by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. PEELLE. ] 

Mr. PEELLE. But that was not the amended bill. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. PEELLE. Let the report be read. : 

The SPEAKER. Is the amended bill printed ? 

Mr. PEELLE. [supposed it was. The report was made several 
— ago, and it specifies the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
there are amendments pending to this bill—— 

Mr. PEELLE. Let the report be read. 
amendments are. 


I understand 


That will show what the 
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Mr. WHITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. CANNON] al- 
ready has the floor on a parliamentary inquiry. He will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to inquire whether there are amendments 
offered and pending to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. There are. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I should like to hear the amendments read. 

The SPEAKER. There seems to have been some mistake about 
the reading of the bill. The bill which was furnished to the Clerk 
and which was read was the bill originally introduced into the House. 
But it is said that the bill reported by the committee includes amend- 
ments. 

Mr.PEELLE. Thereport of the committee will disclose the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. The bill we are called upon to act 
on, then, is not printed and before us? 

Mr. CANNON. If the bill as amended is not printed I desire to 
appeal to the gentleman in charge of it to consent it shall go over 
as unfinished business until the next legislative day, so that we can 
have it before us in print. 

Mr. PEELLE. I supposed the report which specifies the amend- 
ments was printed several days ago. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PEELLE. In order that there may be no confusion about this 
and that the House may be fully advised, I will consent that this may 
go over until after the reading of the Journal next Monday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And let it then be considered asunfinished busi- 
ness. 

Several MEMBERS. Say Tuesday. 

Mr. PEELLE. Well, [ will say Tuesday after the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a privileged motion. It is utterly im- 
possible, as it has been seen, to consider a bill not before the House. 
I move that the further consideration of this matter be postponed 
until Tuesday next. 

Mr. PEELLE. Say Wednesday. 

Mr. HASKELL. Well, Wednesday next; and that in the mean 
time the bill and report be printed in the REcorpD for the informa- 
tion of the House, and we can at that time proceed with the consid- 
eration of it. I move to postpone the further consideration of the 
bill as unfinished business until Wednesday. 

Mr. PEELLE. I consent to that. 

Mr. ROBESON. Does that make a special order of it ? 

The SPEAKER. It goes over as unfinished business. 

Mr. ROBESON. I am willing that it shall go over as unfinished 
business, but I object to its being made a special order. 

The motion of Mr. HASKELL was agreed to. 

The bill, with the proposed amendments, is as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Postmaster-General be, and heis hereby, authorized 
to investigate all claims of postmasters for the loss of money-order funds, postage- 
stamps, 8 mped envelopes, newspaper-wrappers, and cards ne to 
the United States in the hands of such postmasters, resulting from burglary, fire, 
or other unavoidable casualty, and if he shall determine that such loss resulted 
from no fault or negligence on the part of such postmasters, to pay to such postmas- 
ters or credit them with the amount so ascertained to have been lost or destroyed, 
and also to credit postmasters with the amount of ang remittance of money-order funds 
made by them, in compliance with the instructions of the Postmaster-G , which 
shall have been lost or stolen while in transit by mail from the office of the remitting 

master to the office designated as be deneotioey + Provided, That no claim exceed- 
ng the sum of $2,000 be paid or ¢: until after the facts shall have been 
ascertained by the Postmaster-General and reported to Congres together with his 

.recommen thereon, and an appropriation made therefor: A goons Sur- 
ther, That this act shall not embrace any claim for losses as aforesaid which accrued 
more than six years prior to its passage; and all such claims must be presented to 
the Postmaster-General within six months after the taking effect of this act; and 
no claim for losses which may hereafter accrue shall be allowed unless presented 
within three months from the time the loss accrued. 

Sec. 2. That it is hereby made the duty of the Postmaster-General to report his 
action herein to Congress annually, with his reasons therefor in each particular 
case. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred House 
pill No. 3251, having had the same under i tion, re} as follows: 

- Said bill seeks to confer apes the Postmaster-General au hority to adjust, within 
os a eo in ow ill, Scovel “envohs postmasters for the loss of money 
order funds, -stamps, 8 envelopes, newspaper-wrappers, posta 
cards, belonging to e United States, in the hands of one peatamncters, resulting 
from burglary, re, or other unavoidable casualty. As is well known, numerous 
bills have been and are constantly being introduced to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to adjust such claims separately, thereby a F gap legislation ; 
and in view of the fact that your committees are compelled, in almost all such 
cases, to rely upon the investigations made by inspectors under the direction of the 
Post-Office Department, as the most reliable proof in such eases, your committee 
see no reason why power should not be conferred upon the Postmaster-General to 

ust such claims, and especially under the restrictions prescribed in said bill. 

our committee also report that there is now no law authorizing the Postmaster- 
General to adjust the claims of postmasters for the loss of eeepetees funds in tran- 
sit, such claims, when adjusted, being under the rules of the Department only, (see 
section 1099, © 228, Postal Laws and Regulations.) 

Your committee recommend that said bill be amended by adding, after the word 
“destroyed,” in section 1, line 11, the following: ‘ And also to credit postmasters 
with the amount of any remittance of money-order funds made by them, in com- 
pliance with the instructions of the Postmaster-General, which s have been lost 
or stolen while in transit by mail from the office of the remitting postmaster to the 
postmaster at the office designated as his d jitory.”” 

Your committee also recommend that said bill be farther amended by striking 
out the words ‘‘as aforesaid” in section 1, line 9, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words ‘on the part of such postmasters,” and that when said bill be so amended 
your committee recommend that it do pass. 
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are not left; unjust and unfair discriminations in the extension of 
the letter-carrier system are conclusively established. 
FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 


The estimates, appropriations, and expenditures for this service for the past two 
years were as follows: 





| 
| Increase. 
| 


1879-'80. 1880-'81. 


Per cent. 
Appropriation 
Expenditures 


The expenditures for this service since the last fiscal year it will 
be seen were $2,499,911.54. 

Using the language of the Postmaster-General— 

The increase in the cost of the service over that of the previous year was 
$136,218.40. This increase was owing to the extension of the service to addi- 
tional cities as authorized by the act of February 21, 1879, and to the appointment 
of additional letter-carriers to improve its efficiency where already in operation.— 
Postmaster-General’s Report, page 47. 

How much of this amount, $136,218.40, was paid out to “additional 
letter-carriers” in cities where the service had been previously estab- 
lished or how much to extend the service to the five new cities given 
the service last year the Postmaster-General does not tell us; but, 
taking his estimate of the cost of extending the service to the twenty- 
tive cities now applying for it, namely, $100,000, it would appear that 
during the past year $116,218.40 was expended in the employment of 
additional letter-carriers in cities. already enjoying the service, while 
the twenty-five new cities appealing for the service were denied it 
under the plea of insufficient appropriation, although an ample amount 
had been appropriated by Congress to have given the service to them. 

For the free-delivery service for the coming year the Postmaster- 
General recommends an appropriation of $3,000,000. The cost last 
year being $2,499,911.54, there is a difference of $500,088.46, of which, 
estimating the cost of the service for the twenty-five new cities at 
$100,000, ,088.46 is to be set apart for the increase of the pay of 
the ree letter-carriers and the employment of additional carriers 
in the cities now having the service. No provision whatever is made 
for any other new cities than the twenty-five named, which may be 
entitled to and hereafter within the coming year apply for the serv- 
ice. Under the bill as reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, setting apart only $50,000 for the new cities, there would be 
$350,088.46 to be used for the sole benefit of the cities already having 
the service, over and above its cost last year, for increasing the pay 
and number of their letter-carriers, while ‘at least thirteen cities en- 
titled to the service will be denied its benefits, This, I submit, would 
not be fair and impartial legislation. It will not stand the test of 
the constitutional injunction that “the citizens of each State shall 


4 entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the several 
tates. 
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* This includes circulars. 


It should be remembered that when inaugurated it was in every 
instance run at a loss. We are now surely warranted in extending 
it to the other cities, in accordance with law, as contemplated by 
the paces amendment. I sincerely hope it will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under the order of 
the House debate on this paragraph and the amendments thereto 
is now closed. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is an amendment in order to the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desireto submit such an amendment, which I will 
reduce to writing; and I wish to address the committee upon it. 

Mr. HORR. 1 wish to ask a question in reference to the matter of 
procedure. I understood the Chair to state that the time for debate 
‘on this para fra h was exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so held. 

Mr. HORR. The first question, as I understand, is on the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Upson, ] which makes the 
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It is quite evident to my mind, from the previous history and cost 
of this service, that $100,000 will not be sufficient to put the new cities 
upon an equality with the cities now having the service. Let us 
have a fair deal, an honest count, and no jumping the game. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, we have often met a class of people 
who never believed they were buying anything cheap unless they could 
purchase at a lower figure than the price asked. I have sometimes 
thought that the Committee on Appropriations were disposed to act 
upon this principle; that they were really not doing their whole duty 
unless they cut down in the appropriation the amount asked for by the 
several Departments, however conservative and careful they might be. 
That asked for in the pending paragraph was just $100,000 more than 
the committee recommended, and this was the smallest possible sum 
the Department believed would enable it to get along with. The 
same thing was done last year in providing for the payment of let- 
ter-carriers, which resulted in the employment of what is now known 
as auxiliary letter-carriers, at the starvation price of $400 per annum, 
or about $1.10 per day, for they are expected to work every day in 
the week. A most iniquitous thing, to ask faithful men to do this 
work at such an outrageous price! And yet these men must even 
dress in uniform atalargely increased expense. They must be above 
reproach in every way; honest, faithful, and industrious; and must 
give bonds for the proper performance of their duties. 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that my acquaintance with the letter- 
carriers of my city warrants me in saying that they number in their 
ranks many excellent men, and all seem to be industrious, faithful, 
and honest. If they have families to support out of this pauper 
price, Heaven help them! With the increased cost of living, the in- 
crease in rents, the increase in cost of clothing, and this general in- 
crease everywhere—to attempt to meet these expenses out of $1.10 a 
day is a sorrowful picture, indeed. 

But some will say they are not obliged to accept these situations. 
Of course they are not. But these poor men must get something to 
do, and they take this with the hope of promotion and better pay. 
Alas, how many of them are hoping in vain. The promotion does 
not come. Why, sir, if any business firm or private corporation 
should use their employés in this way they would be drummed out 
of town, and justly so. Why, Mr. Chairman, I can scarcely speak 
with any degree of allowance of the men who have been instrumental 
in making it necessary for any postmaster to call for the enforcement 
of this law. I sincerely hope that such action will now be taken by 
this Congress as will make it impossible for any of the Departments 
to again starve its employés. I want to see this law blotted out 
and no man asked to do this work for anything less than the regular 

rice of letter-carriers to-day. They are all of them overworked. 
hy, at this time, what do these letter-carriers accomplish? I de- 
sire to show their work for the month of December last, as exhibited 
by the books in the Department, and will add the statistics of the 
seven leading cities, showing the number of carriers, the work per- 
formed, the amount received therefor, and the expense, which I 
think will demonstrate that the free-delivery system is not a fail- 
ure. 
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amount of the appropriation $3,000,000 and provides that $150,000 of 
this sum shall be employed for the establishment of the carrier system 
in the smaller cities. Am I right? 

TheCHAIRMAN. When the amendments come to be voted on the 
first question will be on the substitute of the gentleman from Texas 
or any amendment thereto. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HooKER] has indicated his desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HORR. Did not the resolution of the House cut off the right 
to offer any further amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. It did not. Amendments if in conformity of 
the rule are in order; but no debate can be had thereon. The amend- 
ment sent up by the gentleman from Mississippi will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding : 

*‘ All cities having a population of 20,000 or revenue of $20,000 shall be entitled 
on application to the benefit of the postal-carrier system provided by law.” 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order that this amendment 
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changes the present law, which leaves this matter to the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General ; and it is not in the line of economy. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the Chair will look at the terms of my amend- 
ment he will find that it does not contemplate any change of existing 
law, except that it proposes to limit the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General in regard to the establishing of the carrier system in cities 
and towns having a certain eee or paying a certain revenue. 
The amendment is not amenable tothe objection made by the gentle- 
man from New York. It does not propose to change existing law. 
If the point is made that the amendment is not in the line of economy 
and retrenchment, the gentleman might, on the same ground, have 
o the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. BrInGHAM,] the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post-Roads. That amendment, proposing an increase of the ap- 
propriation from $2,900,000 to $3,000,000, has already been adopted, as 
I understand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has not been adopted. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then it is pending. I take it for granted that if 
the objection which the gentleman from New York makes to my 
amendment is good it would apply equally to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Yetif the temper of the House 
may be judged of by what has been said, I think it will see the pro- 
priety of the increase proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
What my amendment proposes simply is that instead of leaving arbi- 
trarily to the Postmaster-General—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to call your attention, Mr. Chairman, as 
well as that of the gentleman from Mississippi, to what the law is in 
reference to the establishment of the free-delivery system of letter- 
carriers. It is as follows: 

Letter-carriers shall be employed for the free delivery of mail matter as frequently 
as the public convenience may require at every place containing a population of 
50,000 within the delivery of its post-office, and may be so employed at every place 
containing a eae of not less than 20,000 within its corporate limits, and at 
post-offices which produced a gross revenue for the preceding fiscal year of not less 
than $20,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It will be seen by the phraseology of the last 
clause that the cities named in the amendment of the gentleman are 
within the discretionary power of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HOOKER. I perfectly understood, Mr. Chairman, what the 
law was when I offered my amendment, and I now still insist that 
the objection of the gentleman from New York does not apply to that 
amendment because it does not propose to increase the power of the 
Postmaster-General, but, on the contrary, to limit it; for instead of 
saying that he may establish the letter-carrier system in cities hav- 
ing a population of over 20,000 inhabitants or a postal revenue of over 
$20,000 it makes it compulsory on him to do so. In what sense, there- 
fore, can it be said this changes existing law except in so far as it 
limits the discretionary power of the Postmaster-General? Certainly 
that is in the power of Congress, unquestionably. Suppose you in- 
crease the number of population and the amount of postal revenue 
where the letter-carrier system should be established. You might 
say that, too, was a change of existing law. My idea is this, and I 
have been struck with the argument of my friend from Texas [Mr. 
Upson] on the subject: this discretionary power of the Postmaster- 
General has been exercised unwisely, unjustly, and improperly in 
refusing the letter-carrier system to some cities having the requisite 
population as well as the requisite postal revenue when it has been 
extended to others. As a general principle, when we have the right 
to make an appropriation we should make it in such terms as to leave 
no discretion to the head of any one of the Departments. Whatever 
our intention is should be accurately defined, so there may be no ques- 
tion about it. Therefore I would take away the power of discretion 
in the Postmaster-General, and establish the free delivery of letters 
by carriers in cities having a certain population and a certain postal 
revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The law as it now is gives this discretionary 
power to the Postmaster-General to extend this service, while the 
amendment of the Swe sooo from Mississippi, as he admits, makes it 
obligatory on the Postmaster-General on certain conditions named 
in the amendment todoso. It is obnoxious, therefore, to the rule 
that upon a general appropriation bill no amendment changing the 
law is in order unless it retrenches expenditure. It cannot be urged 
that the amendment does retrench expenditure, but on the contrary 
increases it. The point of order is sustained and the amendment is 
ruled out. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move the following amendment to the substitute: 

Provided, That hereafter letter-carriers for the free delivery of mail matter shall i, i : 
be limited to all pluces containing a population of 50,000 or more inhabitants Mr. ATKINS. It is too late now to interpose it. 
ee the eee eae — = = —_— oe. re peo The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
offices which produced a gross revenue for the preceding fiscal year of not lessthan | LX4S that, inasmuch as he did not insist upon his objection at the 
$30,000 as found in the last preceding census. time, in all fairness it ought to be considered as waived. The Clerk 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from ee ee ee : 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and the amendment to the amend- Provided, That h: 1 es for the free deli: eset eateneinn 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] are to the | po jimited to eS ee ee 000 or moxe inhabitante within 
original text of the bill, and the vote therefore will be taken first | the delivery of its post-office, ands may be so applied at every place containing a pop- 
upon them and afterward upon the substitute of the gentleman from | ulation of not less than 30,000 within its corporate limits, and at post-offices which 
Texas [Mr. Upson] and the amendment moved thereto by the gen- | Produced a gross revenue for the preceding fiseal year of not less than $30,000. 
tleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. aeons The Clerk will first read the 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 86. 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BINGHAM. ] So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The clerk read as follows: 

In lines 33 and 34 strike out ‘‘$2,900,000"" and insert ‘' $3,000,000,” and strike out 
‘* $50,000 ” and insert ‘! $100,000 ;"" so it will read : 

‘‘ For payment to letter-carriers, and the incidental expenses of the free-delivery 
system, $3,000,000, $100,000 of which may be used in the discretion of the Postmas- 
ter-General for the establishment of the free-delivery system in cities where it is 
not now established.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment to the 
amendment proprosed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CANNON. } 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘ $100,000” and in lieu thereof insert ‘' $55,000.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question first recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON’s amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

The question then recurred on Mr. BINGHAM’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 61. 

Mr. CASWELL. I demand tellers. 

Mr. HORR. If the amendment and the amendment to the amend- 
ment are agreed to it will not cut off, as I understand, a vote on the 
substitute of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. UPSON. ] 

The CHAIR - It will not. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CASWELL and Mr. UPSON were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 91,. 
noes 53. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has a quorum voted? 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has not voted. Does the gentleman 
make the point? 

Mr. R. ALL. I make the point that no quorum has voted. I 
make this point of order, and insist upon it, unless a vote by ayes: 
and noes is allowed. in the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think a quorum should vote upon a matter 
of such poesrenee as this. 

Mr. RANDALL. If a vote by ayes and noes is allowed in the 
House I shall have no objection to withdrawing the point, 

Mr. HASKELL. It cannot be denied in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be denied ; the House may refuse to order 
the ayes and noes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, where a committee reporting 
a bill is overruled by a vote of the Committee of the Whole House 
on a question involving a sum of money so large as this, I think it 
but fair to protect ourselves by all the safeguards provided at the 
rules, and shall insist that a quorum vote, and if necessary will rest 
upon a call for the ayes and noes in the House. 

aoe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the tellers to resume their 
places. , 

Mr. CANNON. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. The bill being changed by this amendment is not 
what was reported by the committee. Would we not be entitled to 
a vote in the House ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, if one-fifth of the members shall demand it ; 
but one-fifth may not ask it. If consent is given for an ay-and-no 
vote I shall not insist upon the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, 
noes 53. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to the substitute presented by the gentleman from Texas will 
now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That hereafter letter-carriers for the free delivery of mail matter-—— 


Mr. UPSON. Mr. Chairman, I made the point of order upon that 
amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is too late to make the point. 

Mr. UPSON. I made the objection at the time it was presented. 
I rose at once, and the Chairman, being in conversation with other 
members, did not note my objection. I could not get his attention. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would be perfectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to discuss the point of order with him, but I think the gen- 
tleman has made his point at a time when it cannot be entertained. 
It is now too late. 

Mr, UPSON. It was made as soon as the amendment was read. I 
could not get the eye of the Chair. ; 
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The CHAIRMAN. The substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Texas will now be reported. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the proposed substitute. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. What has become of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. THomMpson] to line 34 of the bill, to 
increase $50,000 to $100,000 ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That was accepted by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. BINGHAM] and was incorporated with his amendment. 

Mr. HOUK. Would an amendment to the pending substitute be 
now in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN, It would. 

Mr. HOUK. Then I offer the amendment which I send tothe desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this sum shall be expended in establishing the carrier system and 
for delivery in cities of not less than 15,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the same point of order upon that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that in effect this is substan- 
tially the same amendment as that offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] and ruled out on the point of order. The 
Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

The substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas will now be 
reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free-delivery 
system. $3,000,000, $150,000 of which, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall, 
in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, be used for the establishment of the 
free-delivery system in cities where it is not now, but may be, established in ac- 
cordance with law. 

The committee divided ; and there were ayes 10, noes not counted. 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rent, light, and fuel, $450,000. 

For office furniture, $20,000. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to strike out “$20,000” in line 40, and 
insert ‘‘$10,000;” so that it will read, if adopted: 

For office furniture, $10,000. 


I do this to enable me to obtain some information on the subject 
from the Committee on Aupropet ations. I would like to know where 
this furniture is to be used. 

Mr. CASWELL. It is to be used throughout the country wher- 
ever the service extends and it may be required, in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General. . 

Mr. DUNNELL. I only wanted to obtain the information. I 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 40, after the word “ dollars,”’ add: 

‘* Which may be used, in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, for furnishing 
necessary furniture for separating post-offices of class 4.” 

Mr. CASWELL. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis compelled to hold the amendment 
is not — to the subject-matter before the committee. He sus- 
tains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : \ 

For miscellaneous and incidental items, $90,000. 


Mr. SHELLEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line 43, after the word ‘‘dollars,” add the following : 

‘‘ Provided, That of such sum $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be expended by the proper officers of the Post-Office Department in purchas- 
ing the Leavitt or other letter-canceling and post-marking machine for the use of 
first class post-oftices, if in the opinion of the Postmaster-General the machines can 
tomer useful and profitable in the dispatch of business in the said first-class 
omices. 

Mr. CASWELL. I make the point of order that the amendment 
changes existing law, and is not germane or in the line of retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. HOUK. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, SHELLEY] 
is recognized on the point of order. 

Mr. SHELLEY. The item includes the purchase of canceling- 
machines. This amendment does not increase the appropriation, but 
it gives the Postmaster-General larger discretion in the selection of 
machines for the purposes intended by the ee. Therefore 
I think it is not obnoxious to the point of order. It does not change 
existing law; it merely enlarges the authority or discretion of the 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CANNON, I desire to say before the Chair rules on the point 
of order that the amendment is not germane to thisitem. If in order 
at all it would have been in order at line 22: 

For marking and rating stamps, $15,000. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I would ask the gentleman from Illinois if he does 
not think the Postmaster-General, at his discretion, might use this 
appropriation for the purpose indicated without this amendment ? 

Mr, CANNON. I would be inclined to doubt that. I think he 
could not use the miscellaneous fund for this purpose, becouse we 





i eae specifically at line 22 “for marking and rating stamps, 
$15,000.” This is for a marking-stamp and it proposes te authorize- 
the purchase of a machine at a cost not exceeding $25,000 for that 
urpose. 

7 The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama whether without this amendment, under existing law, the 
Postmaster-General is authorized to purchase the machine named in 
the amendment, or whether the amendment does not clothe him with 
new power? 

Mr. SHELLEY. It enlarges his discretion or authority in that 
direction, but subject to the provision that the machine can be made 
useful and profitable so as to economize in the expenditure of the 
Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair dislikes to rule that matters of this 
kind are not in order, and thereby take away from the committee the 
right to vote upon them, unless they are clearly obnoxious to the 
rule. But the Chair thinks this is clearly within the prohibition of 
the rule, because it is new legislation and does not upon its face 
retrench expenditures. It is true it might retrench expenditures, 
but that is a matter which could only be solved hereafter by the use 
of the machine. The Chair therefore holds it is obnoxious to the 
rule. The amendment does not on its face retrench expenditures, 
and the Chair with some reluctance sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line 43, after the word “ dollars,” add the following : 

‘Which may be used in the discretion of the Postmaster-General for providing 
necessary furniture for separating-offices of class 4.” 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order upon that amendment 
for two reasons, 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point the gentleman makes? 

Mr. CANNON. In the first place it is not germane. At line 40 
there is a paragraph, which has just been passed : 

For office furniture, $20,000. 

If the amendment was in order at all it would have been in order 
at that point. Certainly it is not in order at line 42 on an appro- 
priation for miscellaneous items. 

Mr. WHITE. Miscellaneous and incidental items. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask that the amendment may be again reported. . 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is not ger- 
mane to this clause of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. If Lunderstand the decision of the Chair, the-amend- 
ment would not be germane to any part of this bill, 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair is of opinion that at the preper clause 
providing for that class of offices a provision of that kind might be 
germane and within the rule. But at this point the Chair is of the 
opinion that it isnot germane. The Chair therefore sustains the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

Office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General : 

For inland mail-transportation, namely: For transportation on railroad routes, 
$10,655,000. And herea: the Postmaster-General is authorized to expend not to 
exceed $25,000 annum of the appropriation for transportation on railroad routes 
for special railroad service between the union depot in East Saint Louis, Illinois, 
and the union depot in Saint Louis, Missouri; and such sum shall include depot 
room and transfer service at each terminal. 

Mr. ROBESON. Iask the division of the paragraph after ‘$10,655, - 
000,” in line 47. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order on the latter clause of 
the para oh. 

Mr. ROB SON. If the paragraph be divided that will leave the 
eee of order to be made to the clause to which it relates. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My point of order is on that part of the para- 
graph beginning at line 47: 

And hereafter the Postmaster-Genoral is autherized to e not to exceed, 
$25,000 per annum of the appropriation for transportation cn railread routes for spe- 
cial rai service between the union pe in East Saint Louis, Dlinois, and the 
union depot in Saint Louis, Missouri; and such sum shall nclude depot room and: 
transfer service at each terminal. 

I make the point of order on that clause that it is | aap a legisla- 
lation and changes existing law, and that it is not in the line of econ- 
omy or retrenchment. At the last session of Congress there was 
incorporated in the bill a similar clause. 

But if the Chair will observe the reading of the clause of the bill of 
the last Congress, it will be seen that that was a limitation upon that: 
particular appropriation bill only. But this is a law which is to be 
permanent in its character, and provides that hereafter the Postmas- 
ter-General is authorized to expend so muchannually for this purpose. 

Now I think, in addition to the point of order, it is bad policy to 
make permanent contracts of this kind against the existing law on. 
that subject. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] I believe - 
has the existing Jaw before him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not the law just here. But itis quite well 
known to us all that the law compensates the railroad by weight. . 
Gentlemen on the other side will not deny that this is a change. 
There never was but one appropriation of this kind and that was on: 
the last appropriation bill. I think the peint of order was waived at 
that time by the gentleman having the bill in-charge. . No:point was.. 
made, I am sure. 
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Mr.CASWELL. Oneworduponthispoint. Last year there was a 
clause in the bill which gave $30,000 for this service. I think the 
exact situation is this: that the railroads on each side of the river 
‘have a terminus, and that this bridge is not a part of either railroad 
-eorporation, and there is no provision of law authorizing the transfer 
of the mails over that bridge as a railroad. 

Here is a chapter of the laws to which my attention has been called, 
I will read it, although Ido not knowexactly whatitis. Itischapter 
167 of the session laws of 1880 and 1881 : 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, authorized to treat the trans- 
portation of mails between East Saint Louis and the union depot in Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri, as other than railroad service, and to pay for the same to the lowest bidder 
therefor, having due regard to the efficiency of the sex rice, out of any appropriation 
available for that purpose. 

I was not aware of that provision, but it is fully in the line of the 
idea I was trying to submit tothe committee. [had examined section 
3999 of the Revised Statutes, which I will read, and which I thought 
possibly might cover this case: 

If the Postmaster-General is unable to contract for carrying the mail on any rail- 
way route at a compensation not exceeding the maximum rates herein provided, or 
for what he may deem a reasonable and fair compensation, he may separate the 
letter-mail from the other mail, and contract, either with or without advertising, for 
carrying such letter-mail by horse-express or otherwise, at the greatest speed that 
can re obtained, and for carrying the other mail in wagons, or otherwise, 
at a slower of speed. 

There is no law that can compel either of the railroads which have 
a terminus at each end of this ites to carry the mails across the 
bridge at Saint Louis. It isa large bridge, owned by aseparate cor- 
poration, and constructed at a cost of six or seven millions of dollars, 
As I understand, that corporation has refused to recognize the right 

of any railroad company to transport the mails across it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say a word in reply to the point of order 
made by the ‘gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER.] As the law 
‘now stands the Postmaster-General can treat this mail service across 
the bridge at Saint Louis as other than railway transportation. He 
is nevertheless compelled to advertise it and to let it to the lowest 

“bidder. The clause of this bill under consideration puts a further 
restriction upon the power of the Postmaster-General, and to that 
extent is certainly in the interest of reducing expenditures. It limits 
the ameunt at which the Postmaster-General can let this service to 
$25,000 per annum. Even if the lowest bid exceeds that amount, 
he is limited to an expenditure of $25,000. 

_ HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the gentleman not concede that this pro- 
vision changes existing law? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; I concede the fact that it changes ex- 
isting law, but I maintain that it does so in the direction of decreas- 
ing expenditures. 

Mr. CANN ON. And the gentleman may well state further, that the 
officer in charge of this service, the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, has asked that it be so restricted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under existing law if the lowest bid is $100,000 
per annum the Postmaster-General has authority to contract for that 
amount. Bat under the restriction which we propose to put in this 
bill, if the lowest bid is $100,000 the Postmaster-General cannot ac- 
cept that bid; he can only accept bids that shall not exceed $25,000 
per annum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have here the appropriation bill of the last ses- 
sion on this subject and I ask the attention of the committee to it. 
The clause is as foliows: 

For transportation on railroad routes, $9,488,282; and the Postmaster-General is 
hereby authorized to expend not to exceed $30,000 thereof for special railroad serv- 
ice between the union depot in East Saint Louis, Illinois, and the union depot 
in Saint LouissMissouri; and such sum shall include depot room and transfer serv- 
ice at each terminal. 

Now, that provision was limited to the appropriation then being 
made. On page 170 of the Statutes at Large, volume 21, I find a 
special act upon the same subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is the one just read by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. CASWELL. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Authorizing the Postmaster-General to contract 
with the lowest bidder for this service ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; that has just been read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If we refuse to adopt the provision in the bill 
now before,us, the Postmaster-General will be remitted to the gen- 
eral law passed June 9, 1880. Ido not believe that we can possibly 
increase the expenditures by permitting this work to be done by the 
lowest bidder. There is a large bridge at Saint Louis which provides 
facilities for passing vehicles as well as railway trains overit. Every 
man may pass over that bridge in a vehicle by paying the prescribed 
«toll. Therefore any citizen may put in his bid to carry the mails 

«across the bridge, and if the railroad company will not carry it over 
the bridge, he can himself carry it over by putting it in a vehicle and 
«crossing the bridge. I do not believe that $25,000 will be allowed 
|. for any such service when the contract is let to the lowest bidder. 
»Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Is it in order to discuss the merits 
-of.this proposition upon a point of order ? 
Mr: SPRINGER. I was answering the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr..Hiscock,] who stated that this provision, although a change 
~ of law,.was in the line of reducing expenditures. 
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Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I call the attention of my colleague 
(Mr. SPRINGER] to the fact that an appropriation was made at the 
last session of Congress for this object, so that this is a continuation 
of that appropriation, and is thus brought within the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This makes the law permanent. 

“pi SINGLETON, of Illinois. Let me read the language of the 
rule: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any geet appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not poeviensy. authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. 

Now, is not this a continuing appropriation for the same purpose 
for which an appropriation was made last year? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This appropriation is not for a single year only, 
but for the future indefinitely. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HISCOCK] a question before we vote upon this clause. This bill pro- 
vides: 

And hereafter the Postmaster-General is authorized to expend not to exceed 
$25,000 per annum of the appropriation for transportation on railroad routes for 
cpanel railroad service between the union depot in East Saint Louis, Illinois, and 

e union depot at Saint Louis, Missouri. 

Now I want to ask whether the existing contracts with the railroad 
companies provide for carrying the mails to Saint Louis or only for 
delivering them at East Saint Louis, leaving a hiatus between the 
two points unprovided for? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwillanswerthe gentleman. The contract exist- 
ing between the Government and the railroad companies is found in 
the statute. There may be in some cases a written contract; but, if 
80, itisthe exception. In general, there are‘no written contracts, the 
compensation being paid to the railroad companies under the statute 
——- to the weight or space or whatever other standard may be 
provided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this discussion is not 
in order pending a point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think the statute which has been read re- 
lieves the difficulty at all as to the point of order. The actof June9, 
1880, provides that the Postmaster-General shall let to the lowest 
bidder the contract for the transportation of mails between East Saint 
Louis and the union depot in Saint Louis. It is not provided in the 
law that this contract shall be made withany railroadcompany. The 
Postmaster-General may contract for any mode of transportation 
that will answer the purpose, and he is to give the contract to the 
lowest bidder, whether the mode of conveyance be by rail or by some 
other species of conveyance. He is to let out the service to the 
lowest bidder under the law. Now, what is the proposition here? 
It is entirely different. The Postmaster-General is now held down by 
the provision of the act of June 9, 1880, under which this service is 
to be let to the lowest bidder; but inthis bill it is provided that— 

Hereafter the Postmaster-General is authorized to expend not to exceed $25,000 
per annum of the appropriation for transportation on railroad routes for special 
railroad service between the union depot in East Saint Louis, Dlinois, and the 
union depot in Saint Louis, Missouri. 

Under this clause the transportation provided for is on railroad 
routes. Hence there is a material change in the law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I concede that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman says he concedes it; and I presume 
he holds that the proposition is in order on the ground of reducing 
expenditures. But, I ask, how does it appear from this amendment 
that there is any reduction of expenditures? Is the restriction to an 
expenditure of $25,000 regarded as showing a reduction? May not 
these mails be carried, so far as appears from the face of these papers, 
for $10,000 or $5,000? Where is there upon the face of the amend- 
ment the slightest indication of any retrenchment? Even if we 
leave the face of the papers, it does not appear as a matter of fact 
that there is any reduction. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, there is existing law upon two 
subjects affecting this question. One is the regulating the transpor- 
tation on mail routes by railroad trains, called railway mail service. 
The other is a special provision in the act of 1880 which authorizes 

the Postmaster-General to secure the transportation from Saint Louis 
to East Saint Louis, as on a different basis from railroad service. 
Now I understand that this provision was adopted in order that the 
Postmaster-General might advertise and see if he could not get some 
efficient service other than railroad service. He did advertise, as I 
am told, and did for a time employ a transfer company or a ferry 
company, but that method was not found to be efficient; therefore, 
last year, or the year before, the Appropriations Committee put in 
their bill a clause authorizing the Postmaster-General to expend not 
to exceed $30,000—for what? For special railroad service. And the 
bill we are now considering, following the last, recites that this is 
railroad service. It provides that the Postmaster-General is ‘‘ to ex- 
pend not to exceed $25,000 per annum of the ee for trans- 
portation on railroad routes for special railroad service between the 
union ‘depot in East Saint Louis, Illinois, and the union depot in 
Saint Louis, Missouri.” There is no other railroad route there ex- 
cept across this bridge, and can be no other than railroad service 
over it. ‘ 

Thus the service is confined to the only railroad that there is across 
that bridge. But the act of 1880, which has been read, does not cover 
this case, but applies to a case where there is a chance for some other 
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service to compete; and therefore if the other service competes suc- 
cessfully it authorizes the Postmaster-General to deal with something 

other than railroad service. But this is a provision relating to rail- 

road service specifically, contemplates the case which has arisen, 

namely, the case where he is driven to return to railroad service; and 

when this happens, as it has, the service comes again under railroad- 

service law. 

Having reached this condition we come to another point, namely, 
that for all railroad transportation of the mails the law fixes the com- 
pensation by weight per mile. This clause proposes to change that 
compensation and make it many times larger for the particular mile 
or the mile and a half between East Saint Louis and Saint Louis. 

And it proposes to change it in this way, in a sweeping act, making 
a law which will be good for the future as well as to-day. The act 
of last year was this: ‘‘ And the Postmaster-General is hereby author- 
ized to expend not exceeding $30,000 thereof.” Of what? Why, of 
the appropriation in the clause provided for, and nothing else. What 
isthat provision? ‘‘And the Postmaster-General” shall “ hereafter,” 
without limit and for all time, making the law for the future in this 
appropriation bill—“the Postmaster-General is authorized to expend 
not to exceed $25,000.” Not “thereof,” as in the last law, but $25,000 
‘‘ner annum” for the transportation over this bridge, of hardly more 
thanone mile. Authorizing the owners of that bridge, whoever they 
may be, to stand like brigands at its mouth, taking toll of the indus- 
tries of the American people, and levying tax upon its mail service 
and the intercommunication of its citizens. 

Therefore, sir, I say it does change existing law, and is amenable 
to the point of order, since it not only changes the law governing 
the rates of railroad transportation, but, so far from decreasing ex- 
penditure, it raises it by five times the rate per mile authorized under 
existing general law. 

Mr. MOORE. I did not get through my inquiry. I desire to ask, 
Mr. Chairman, whether this railroad hires that bridge by the year for 
the transportation of its freight and merchandise. If that be so, 
why, then, should the railroad be paid for extra service for the car- 
riage of the mails over that bridge when it is a part of the contract 
to carry anything they please over it? 

Mr. CLARDY. I wish to say one word in reply to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. CASWELL. Before the gentleman proceeds, I hope he will 
permit - to make one remark in answer to the gentlema u from New 
Jersey 

Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. CASWELL. 
proposition is germane to the railway mail service. 
of the paragraph reads: 

And such sum— 

Twenty-five thousand dollars— 
shall include depot room and transfer service at each terminal. 


It is germane because this clause relates to the railway mail serv- 
ice, and we can prescribe it should include depot room for the 
transfer of the mails. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make this further suggestion in refer- 
ence to the point of its being germane. 

Mr. HOOKER. No point of order has been made against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; I understand that the gentleman from New 
Jersey has made a point that it is not germane to this subject. 

Mr. ROBESON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, the construction which the gentle- 
man from New Jersey puts upon the act of 1880, it seems to me, is a 
very peculiar one. He says the language in that act, “other than 
railroad service,” shows conclusively that the authority which we 
now wndertake by this bill to clothe the Postmaster-General with is 
an authority with which he cannot be clothed. I take it, sir, it is 
evident there is no change of existing law, as stated by the gentle- 
man, except that this bill proposes a limitation upon the power of 
the Postmaster-General by prescribing a maximum sum which shall 
be appropriated or paid for the transfer of these mails from East Saint 
Louis to the city of Saint Louis proper. This is not an appropriation 
not previously authorized by law, because when the route is estab- 
lished it is competent, certainly, to make appropriations for the car- 
riage of mailsoverit. It doesnot interfere with existing law, because 
we have a law that specially excepts this mail service from the opera- 
tion of the general law which fixes the amount to be paid to the rail- 
road companies. 

Gentlemen have traveled a little outside to discuss the question on 
the merits, and seem to be astonished that $25,000 should be paid, or 
that it should be popens® in any event to pay $25,000 to this trans- 
fer company, to this bridge and tunnel company, for carrying these 
mails about three miles. And inasmuch asthe gentleman from New 
Jersey referred to that and to the greed of this corporation, it might 
be competent for me to say that these three miles of railway cost as 
much as two hundred and fifty miles of ordinary railway in this 
country ; that instead of costing $25,000 or $30,000 a mile, they cost 
$5,000,000 per mile. 

And the Department has tried, as the committee has been informed, 
the policy of letting the contract for the carriage of these mails, and 


I yield for that purpose. 
I wish to make one remark, to show why this 
Th: last clause 
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has failed because no private enterprise can be started that will carry 
them as expeditiously as they can be by this railroad company, 
this bridge company, this tunnel company, which are entirely dis- 
tinct from the railroad company or from the sixteen railways which 
center there ; as these companies have facilities not possessed by any 
corporation or individual, the Department has determined to them 
alone can be committed this privilege, under the law, of transfer of 
the mails. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause to be read, before deciding 
upon the point of order, certain sections of the statutes which bear 
upon this point, so that the ruling upon the question may be taken 
in connection with the statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3999. If the Postmaster-General is unable to contract for carrying the mail 
on any railway route at a compensation not exceeding the maximum rates herein 
provided, or for what he may deem a reasonable and fair compensation, he may 
separate the letter-mail from the other mail, and contract, either with or without 
advertising, for carrying such letter-mail by horse-express or otherwise, at the 
greatest speed that can reasonably be obtained, and for carrying the other mail in 
wagons, or otherwise, at a slower rate of speed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the act of June 9, 1880. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, authorized 
to treat the transportation of mails between East Saint Louis and the union depot 
in Saint Louis, Missouri, as other than railroad service, and to pay for the same 
to the lowest bidder therefor, having due regard to the efticiency of the service, out 
of any appropriation available for the purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, also, in this connection the 
act passed by the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to expend not to exceed $30,000- 
thereof for special railroad service between the anion depot in East Saint Louis, 
Illinois, and the union depot in Saint Louis, Missouri, and such sam shall include 
depot room and transfer service at each terminal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the clause of the bill 
against which the point of order is made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And hereafter the Postmaster-General is authorized to expend not to exceed 
$25,000 per annum of the appropriation for transportation on railroad routes for 
special railroad service between the union depot in East Saint Louis, Mlinois, and 
the union depot in Saint Louis, Missouri; and such sum shall include depot room 
and transfer service at each terminal. , 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now cause to be read a ruling of 
Mr. CARLISLE, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, on the Post- 
Office appropriation bill oflast year; which, however, isnot exactly in 
reference to this point of order, though it covers similar ground. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CHareMANn. ‘The Chair, of course, desires to construe the third clause of 
the twenty-third rule according to its spirit and the manifest object and intent of 
the House in adopting it. The difficulty in the mind of the Chair arises upon two 
points: First, whether the provision in the act of 1876, which is substantially the 
same as the present one, was really a temporary or permanent provision. We all 
know that a great many provisions incorporated in appropriation bills are perma- 
nent. Therefore, if the provision incorporated in the act of 1876 merely provided 
that no part of the money thereby appropriated should be expended in advertising 
otherwise than by posting up notices in the post-office, it clearly would have been 
a temporary provision, which would have ceased to be of any force or effect after 
the expiration of that year. 

But that was not the language. It provided, not as to the mere manner of ex- 
pending the money appropriated by that act, but definitely as to the manner of 
advertising mail lettings thereafter; so that the Chair has doubt upon that question. 

And then the Chair has doubt upon the question prappees by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Krirer] as to whether, to come within the prohibition of this rule, it 
must not change existing law, whether the existing law be a permanent one or tem- 
porary. Entertaining these views, the Chair thinks he ought not to exclude the 
amendment, and prevent the committee from voting = it. Therefore, without 
absolutely deciding either one of the questions, the Chair prefers to submit the 
paragraph to the vote of the committee, and overrules the point of order for that. 


purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the attention of the Chair was called to 
the provisions of the law of 1880, the Chair was inclined to the opin- 
ion that the clause against which the point of order was made was. 
obnoxious to the rule, but since the attention of the Chair was called 
to the provisions of the statute of 1880, the Chair is in doubt upon. 
the subject. The clause of the rule bearing upon this question is as 
follows: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing 
law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, 
shall retrench expenditures— 

In one of three ways. 

The second one mentioned in the rule is the one that the Chair 
thinks this question hinges upon, namely: 

By the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States. 

The Chair would hold that any provision looking to the retrench- 
ment of expenditures upon the face of the provision itself would be 
in order, coming from the Committee on Appropriations. This act 
of 1880 leaves the question open; and, as suggested by the gentle- 
man from New York, any sum may be cope by the Postmaster- 
General, under a contract with persons to carry the mail across the 
river, exceeding the sum which is limited in the bill. The Chair 
therefore holds that this provision in the bill is germane; that it re- 
trenches expenditures upon its face; isnot a change of existing law 
such as the gentleman from Illinois suggested, and is in order under 
this clause of the rule which the Chair has just read. Therefore the 
Chair thinks, although not wholly without doubt, that he should 







































































not exclude this provision from a vote by the committee, and over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask a division of that section after the word 
~*¢ dollars,” in line 47. , 

Mr. HOOKER. Before that I hope the Chair will hear the motion 
-of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the desire of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey to submit this clause of the bill to a separate vote ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Beforethat I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois rose, and my object is to prevent the interpo- 
sition of any business which shall have the effect of preventing an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the appeal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state before any other business is 
‘taken up that I will appeal from the decision of the Chair upon this 
question. I think it of so much importance that the House ought 
not to be committed to a ruling which will have the effect that. this 
ruling will have in the future. I do it with the utmost deference 
to the Chair. I regard it asanerroneousruling. I therefore appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, and ask to be heard for a moment 
upon the question. 

Several Mempers. Is an appeal from the decision of the Chair 

debatable? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is just as debatable as the other proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal, the Chair thinks, is debatable. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this provision related only to the sums voted 
in this bill I would not make this appeal and would concur with the 
Chair in its ruling. But this is a permanent law which appropriates 
for all time to come, until both Houses of Congress and the Presi- 
dent shall repeal that law, $25,000 a year for the transportation of 
the mails across this bridge. 

Now, can the Committee on Appropriations bring in a permanent 
law making a permanent appropriation for all time to come, and 
insist, according to the Chair’s ruling, that that is not a change of 
existing law and is in the line of retrenchment? I hope the Chair 
himself, upon a careful consideration, will see the mistake he has 
made. If this were an appropriation, as I said before, limited to the 
sum in this bill, it would be different. But one of the most objection- 
able features of legislation, and which is clearly against the rule, is 
the provision of law which makes 9k, permanent and 
takes them out of the cognizance of this House from year to year, 
and gives the appropriation, as the bill does, to that railroad alone to 
the exclusion of all competitors in this service. There may be, afew 
years from now, another bridge across the Missouri at Saint Louis, 
-and the new bridge company may desire to carry the mails for less 
than $25,000. But that company would be confronted with the fact 
that Congress for all time to come had appropriated $25,000 a year for 
this object. 

It is easier to prevent the repeal of a law than to secure an appro- 
priation from year to year for an existing service; and that is what 
I desire shall not be done so as to give the bridge company the ad- 
vantage of existing law. 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question f 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HASKELL. If in the future another railroad bridge should 
be built at Saint Louis and the company owning it would carry the 
mail across for $10,000, would it not then be a wise decision of the 
Chair that would admit precisely this amendment to accomplish pre- 

-cisely that reduction, that retrenchment, and that economy. Foliow- 
ing out the gentleman’s own argument, doesit not support the decision 
of the Chair? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman assumes that Congress will vote 
in the future in reference to this subject as it is proposed we should 
vote now. But this provision takes the subject of compensation out 
of future appropriation bills, and makes this allowance a permanent 
appropriation. I yield to the gentleman from Texas, [ Mr. et 

Mr. REAGAN. I desireto say a word on the subject of the appea 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. [rise to a question of order. I have no objection 
to the gentleman from Texas proceeding in his own time, but I want 
to ask the Chair whether the gentleman from Illinois has an hour 
which he can yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not assume that. I yielded the floor abso- 
lutely to the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, for the information of the commit- 
tee, will cause the Clerk to read the practice from the Digest on page 
‘206. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made for the previous 
‘question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on a: peal or other- 
wise, without debate. (Under the practice all questions of order which may arise, 
pending a question which is not debatable, must be decided without debate. It is 
customary, however, for the age a or Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 


to permita briefdiscussion of the point of order, if the question be a new one, which, 
of course, can only be done by unanimous consent. | 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. As the Chair has directed the 
Clerk to read the practice in reference to this matter, I desire also to 
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call attention to the provision in the first rule relating to the duties 
of the Speaker : 
He shall decide all questions of order subject to on soeetl by any member, on 


_ appeal no member shall speak more than once unless by permission of the 
ouse. 


That implies a member may speak once on an appeal; and as the 
rules of the House are ere to the Committee of the Whole it 
seems to me that covers the whole ground. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that, subject to the 
general ree usage which the Chair has had read. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall detain the House only a moment and I shall 
do so because it appears to me to be well to avoid a violation of the 
rule when it may be invoked as a precedent for other violations of 
the rule. A provision in the bill which will amount to new legisla- 
tion is obnoxious to the question of order unless it reduces expendi- 
ture. Nor can the provision of the bill here referred to be construed 
otherwise than as new legislation. But as new legislation does it 
reduce expenditure? This provision of the bill is: 

And hereafter the Postmaster-General is authorized to expend not to exceed 
$25,000 per annum of the appropriation for transportation on railroad routes for 
eae railroad service between the union depot in East Saint Louis, Mlinois, and 
the union depot in Saint Louis, Missouri; and such sum shall include depot room 
and transfer service at each terminal. 

That is a permanent provision of law in relation to the powers of 
the Postmaster-General over that portion of the transportation of 
the mails. 

Now, that has analogy to the act of March 1, 1881, which in a 
similar clause of appropriation for the support of the postal service 
for the then ensuing year provided : 

And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to expend not to exceed bpd 
thereof for special railroad service between the union depot in East Saint Louis, 
Tilinois, and the union depotin Saint Louis, Missouri; and such sum shall includo 
depot room and transfer service at each terminal. 

Now, under the act of March 1, 1881, that I have just read from it 
is provided that a sum not exceeding $30,000 may be used during 
the next ensuing year for that purpose. After this fiscal year shall 
have expired this law will have no existence. It will not be law. 
It is not, therefore, alaw that by analogy can be held to support the 
provisions of the bill reported by the committee. It is a mere tem- 
porary provision for an existing year and is not a general law in any 
sense, and cannot therefore be a foundation upon which to say this 
bill proposes to limit the amount to $25,000 while the other extended 
it to $30,000. For this is a permanent provision in the present bill 
and the other was purely a temporary provision for the fiscal year 
and limited to the appropriation for that year. 

Now I will read the act of 1880: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized to treat the trans- 


pestetien of the mails between East Saint Louis and the union depot in Saint Louis, 
issouri, as other than railroad service, and pay for the same to the lowest bidder 


therefor, having due regard to the efficiency of the service, out of any appropria- - 


tion available for that purpose. 


That is a general law. The provision of the bill now under con- 
sideration is not in support of that general law, for that is to author- 
ize the letting out of a contract to carry the mails across the Missis- 
sippi River at that point to the lowest bidder. This bill contains 
the provision to pay so much to a railroad company. 

Now, if it be said that under the general law the contract with the 
lowest bidder may involve more than $25,000, it might also be said 
that it may involve a sum greatly less than $25,000. By decisions 
made in former Congresses on this subject after elaborate considera- 
tion, by Speaker Kerr, by Speaker Randall in a number of cases, 
and also by gentlemen who have occupied the chair in Committee of 
the Whole, it has been held that it must appear affirmatively by the 
provision under consideration that it will reduce existing expendi- 
tures. This provision does not show that affirmatively, even if it 
could be attached to that law. The trouble is that the provision of 
the bill now pending cannot be attached to that law. 

ert If the gentleman will permit the Chair a mo- 
ment 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The general law now allows the Postmaster- 
General to let this contract at any sum. The provision under con- 
sideration, so far as the letting of the contract under the general law 
is concerned, as the Chair thinks, does affirmatively retrench expendi- 
tures, because it confines the Postmaster-General to an expenditure 
of $25,000 for this purpose. : 

Mr. REAGAN. The general law of 1880, which I suppose is the 
one to which reference has been made, authorizes a contract to be let 
out to the lowest bidder. This provision in the pending bill changes 
existing law by providing that the contract shall be let to a specific 
corporation. Inasmuch as it changes the law in that respect, it seems 
to _ it is clearly obnoxious to the point of order which has been 
made. 

This is all I desire to say on the point of order, or rather upon the 
appeal. It seems to me with all deference to the Chair, and { know 
the difficulty which one encounters in deciding questions of this kind, 
that the ruling of the Chair is erroneous, and that the clause in the 
bill is obnoxious to the rule of the House in that it changes existing 
law and does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to be heard a moment touching the 
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appeal from the decision of the Chair upon the point of order, and 
also upon the point of order itself which is involved in the appeal. 

The Committee on Appropriations placed the Penae tae in the bill 
because, first, it was substantially in the Post-Office Aerie 
bill of last year. The amountin the bill of last year for this purpose 
was $30,000, and applied to that fiscal year only. 

The facts are that since that time the service has been arranged 
for this year for $25,000, although not without very considerable 
difficulty, the parties owning the bridge and the tunnel ‘protesting 
that they will not perform the service forthat amount. For the pur- 
pose of setting the matter at rest so far as the Department was con- 
cerned the Second Assistant Postmaster-General suggested that this 
limitation should be placed permanently upon the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General; and for that reason we have inserted this clause 
in the bill. It is in the direction of economy, in the direction of 
limiting the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

Tohearthe gentleman from Illinois, my colleague, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] 
whose eye for economy is better than the most powerful telescope in 
the country I sometimes think, one would suppose that if this pro- 
vision was passed in its present shape, then for all time to come and 
until eternity shall be ushered in this contract must go to this bridge 
company at this price. Sir, it is no such thing. The law of 1880 
has just been read, and under that law a contract may be made with 
this bridge company, without the provision which we here propose, 
which will give them $100,000 or any other sum for this service. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do you repeal that law ? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; we limit the law. And I desire to call 
the attention of my economical friend from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, } 
and also to call the attention of my friend from New Jersey, [ Mr. 
ROBESON, }] who speaks of this brigand standing at the Mississippi 
River, to the effect of voting down this provision of this bill, which 
leaves the law as it now is in force, and under which there is no 
limit to the price that might be paid for this service. This provision 
would be a notice to this brigand which the gentleman says is wait- 
ing at the Mississippi River that while he has the bridge under his 
control we cannot, under existing law, make him take the mails 
across it unless he will, and that we will bring to bear upon him 
public ene and public power to such an extent that he must carry 
it at a charge of not more than $25,000, and we say to the Postmaster- 
General that he shall not pay more than that sum. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBESON. How much would it cost to carry the mail across 
this bridge at the same rate per mile that is paid for other railway 
mail service ? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman asks me how much it would cost. 
I answer him frankly that Ido not know. Under the ruling of the 
Court of Claims this bridge company is entitled, if it choose to allow 
every railroad that passes over it to carry the mails, to be designated 
as a separate railroad route for each company performing such service. 
Itissaid by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. CLanpy] that there are 
sixteen railroad companies crossing this bridge, and therefore there 
would be sixteen railroad routes across this bridge so far as payment 
for the service is concerned. 

I know as a practical question that here is a bridge which cost 
$15,000,000, extending from East Saint Louis to Saint Louis proper. 
It is controlled by a separate corporation. Under existing law con- 
tracts may be made under advertisement to carry the mails across 
this bridge, and the price to be paid may reach $100,000 a year or 
more. We propose to limit the power of the Postmaster-General 
under that general law, and to say to him that in the exercise of his 
discretion he shall not give more than $25,000 a year to this brigand 
for carrying mails across the Mississippi River. 

Mr. ROBESON. Now I wish to ask one more question. If we pay 
ordinary railroad transportation rates for transportation of the mails 
through the Hoosac tunnel, across the Susquehanna River, through 
the tunnels under Baltimore, why should we pay more than ordinary 
railroad transportation rates across this bridge? And would it not be 
better to insert a limitation and say to this brigand, ‘‘ You shall not 
have $25,000, or $20,000; you shall have what we give others for sim- 
ilar service?” 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad the gentleman has asked that question. 
This “ brigand” has its bridge, which in fact spans the Mississippi 
River. Now, being aseparate corporation, divorced from the sixteen 
railroad companies running their trains into Saint Louis, if it does 
not take the mails they are delayed substantially twelve hours. 
Congress knowing this fact, passed the act of 1880 under which 
$100,000 or more might be paid for this service. We now step in and 
say ‘‘ $25,000 is enough for this service ; and no payment shall be made 
in excess ofthis.” We limit the discretion of the Postmaster-General 
in this respect. Who, then, I ask, is bringing food to the maw of this 
‘“brigand ?” 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to put a question to the gentleman 
from Illinois. If the provision of the bill in regard to the transpor- 
tation of the mails over the bridge at Saint Louis is correct, why do 
you not apply the same method of compensation to the great Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company, which, at an expense of millions of dollars, 
has recently established a new depot in the city of Philadelphia? 
Do you propose to make any change in'the rates of payment to that 
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company? If you pay in this way at one place, why not pay in the 
same way at a thousand other places? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave substantially answered that question al- 
ready, but can do so again. He asks, do you propose to change the 
rate of payment to the great Pennsylvania Railroad Company? No, 
sir. This Committee on Appropriations did not make the change in 
the law by the passage of the act of 1880, under which $100,000 or 
$500,000 may be paid for the transportation of these mails. But find- 
ing that law on the statute-book we come in under the advice of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General and propose to provide that 
not more than $25,000 shall be paid for this service, and that it shall 
be obtained for less if possible. 

But, says my colleague, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] this provision operates 
for all time. I say in reply that in the first place the amount which 
shall be paid, provided it does not exceed $25,000, is discretionary 
with the Postmaster-General. We donotsay that it shall be $25,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But we know that it will be. 

Mr. CANNON. In the second place, the exercise of this discretion 
can be limited by further legislation at any time; and in the third 
place, I had in my innocence supposed that it was competent for 
Congress at any time to change or repeal any legislation of this sort. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ido not know that I understood the gentleman’s 
answer, and I do not know that I am for paying this $25,000; but I 
am for justice and fairness, as I understandthem. There is a differ- 
ence between the company that runs its roads through the Baltimore 
tunnel and the companies running their trains over this bridge. 
There are sixteen companies that run their trains over this bridge, 
and there is but one company that runs through this Baltimore tun- 
nel. That is the difference. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] has 
correctly stated the facts, as I understandthem. Now I want to add 
that the Committee on Appropriations, so far as I understand, do not 
care whether you insert the word “ hereafter” or not. We are per- 
fectly willing, if you choose, that you shall make this provision pre- 
cisely similar to that in the bill of last year, making it an annual 
appropriation. Wedo notcare anything about that, but we do want 
this service provided for, and provided for at such rates as will not 
be extortionate. Therefore we have proposed this limit. 

Mr. ROBESON. The answer of the gentleman to my question 
was in effect that there is a route controlled by one corporation—a 
bridge across the great Mississippi River—and that if we do not 
give this company $25,000 they will interefere with the mail service 
of the United States. Now, I want to say to that corporation, or any 
other corporation occupying the same position, that the moment 
they dare to interfere unreasonably with the mail service of the 
United States the American Congress will undertake to regulate the 
transportation of. its mails in the hands of those corporations that 
undertake to occupy and control the highways of the nation across 
its country and between its States. 

Mr. ATKINS. Laltogether sympathize with the gentleman in that 
sentiment. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I make the point of order that the 
debate must be confined to the question of appeal from the decision 
of the Chair on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say-that he thinks the debate 
should be confined pretty closely to the question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I only desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Con- 
stitution of the United States, as interpreted by the Supreme Court, 
gives to the American Congress a remedy, if it chooses to exercise it, 
against such a state of things; and one of the justices of that court 
has declared, in a judicial decision, with the approbation of all dis- 
interested lawyers, a principle which the party of the people will not 
hesitate to enforce if need be. 

I read from the opinion of Jifstice Miller in the Clinton Bridge case: 

However this question may be answered in regard to that commerce which is 
conducted wholly within the limits of the State, and which is therefore neither 
foreign commerce nor commerce among the States, it seems to me that when these 
roads become parts of the great highways of our Union, acting an important part 
in a commerce which embraces many States and destined, as some of these roads 
are, to become the channels through which the nations of Europe and Asia shall 
interchange their commodities, there can be no reason to doubt that to regulate 
them is to regulate commerce both with foreign nations and with the States, and 


that to refuse to do this is a refusal to discharge one of the most important duties 
of the Federal Government. 


Mr. MORRISON. Read that part which requires railroads or ferry 
companies or bridges to carry mails on the terms of the United States. 

Mr. ROBESON. Here it is, embodied in half a dozen sections 
fixing it by weight. 

Mr. HASKELL. I wish to say a word on the pending appeal. 
This debate, Mr. Chairman, has run off into the merits of the ques- 
tion and the duty of Congress to limit the powers of railroad cor- 
porations, until the point at issue has been obscured. 

An appeal has been taken from the decision of the Chair, and that 
appeal rests upon the ground that the clause under consideration 
changes existing law and does not retrench expenditure. The easiest 
way in the world to settle this question of order so often arising 
under Rule XXI is to examine briefly what the Postmaster-General 
can ‘ig before you pass on the question, and what he can do after- 
ward. 

Now, before this clause becomes a law the Postmaster-General can- 
not let this contract to a railroad company, or to » common carrier 
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by wagon or steamboat, or to anybody, by advertising and letting it 
to the lowest bidder. After this clause has passed and becomes the 
law the Postmaster-General is at liberty to do all these things. It 
does not change his power in the most remote particular as to whom 
he shall contract with, as to how the mail shall be carried, or any 
other condition. But just upon one point it does change the law, 
and the Postmaster-General cannot do after this bill has passed what 
he could do before. What is that? Whereas he could let a contract 
for $100,000, whereas he has let one for $30,000, he cannot let it but 
for $25,000. The whole question before the House is that while this 
clause does change existing law, yet in that regard it limits the pos- 
sible expenditure of money, and therefore is clearly without the in- 
hibition of the rule. . : 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, it is good public policy for this 
House to sustain the decision of the Chair and to put this inhibition 
into the bill. That is the only question before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not propose to discuss the propriety of the 
insertion of this clause in the bill. Although that hasbeen discussed 
quite fully, nevertheless it is not the point before the House for de- 
cision. The question is on the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
There is no one here but agrees it is a change of existing law, but it 
does not appear, so far as I have been able to see, that upon the 
face of the proposition it does retrench expenditure. What would be 
the result if this clause were inserted? This railroad bridge com- 
pany would be remitted to the rate paid to common carriers. This, 
therefore, in its operation increases the emoluments of this bridge 
company, so far as I can see. 

Mr. CLARDY. What does the gentleman say to the law of 1880, 
which specially excepts this company ? 

Mr. RANDALL. That applied to that year only. 

Mr. CLARDY. Oh, no; it did not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is mistaken. 

Mr. BLAND. What would be the wages of common carriers ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Just what you pay railroads east and west of 
that bridge. 

Mr. HASKELL. You cannot force them to carry the mails. 

Mr. RANDALL. That should be the law in regard to this bridge. 

Mr. BLAND. What are you going to do with the mails until you 
enforce that law? 

Mr. RANDALL. Then this bridge company can stop the mails of 
the United States. But there isa remedy, and the gentleman knows 
it. Ido not propose to submit to that character of dictation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us try the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not wish to get into a controversy, unless 
by going into it quickly it may the sooner be settled. 

Mr . PAGE. I raise the point that this question is being discussed 
on its merits. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am discussing the only point of order involved. 
So far as I am able to see it does retrench expenditure. And the 
doubt expressed by the Chair when he made his decision, leaving the 
matter to the committee, should be excepted; and the vote should 
be on the point involved. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say asingle word on this point of order, 
and particularly in reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Texas. Let us look critically at the law of 1880 for a moment. 

To treat the transportation of mails between East Saint Louis and the union 
depot in Saint Louis, Missouri, as other than railroad service and to pay for the 
same to the lowest bidder therefor, having due regard to the efficiency of the serv- 
ice, out of any appropriation available for that purpose. 

Not as the gentleman from Pennsylvania says, this is a law which 
only applied to that year. It is permanent legislation. 

r, RANDALL. Let us look at the law as to the rate this bridge 
should charge. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have just read the law of 1880 which we sought 
to supplement by the provision we have included in the bill. e 
gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Texas have said it is 
annual appropriation for all time for $25,000, and that we are losin; 
our control over this appropriation. Notso; the provision in the bil 
is as follows: 

And hereafter the Postmaster-General is authorized to expend not to exceed 
$25,000 per annum of the appropriation for transportation on railroad routes for 
special railread service between the union depot in East Saint Louis, Illinois, and 
the union depot in Saint Louis, Missouri; and such sum shall include depot room 
and transfer service at each terminal. 

This sum is taken outof a special appropriation made for transporta- 
tion on mail routes. It is permitted to be taken out of that, which 
is an annual appropriation. Precisely as the law of 1880 contem- 
plated that an appropriation must be made from year to year to con- 
tinue that service, so this law contemplates that the sum of $25,000 
each year must be provided. It is a special appropriation for this 
purpose in this—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to have read a sec- 
tion of the act creating this bridge company ? 

Mr. PAGE. Would that be in order until the question of the ap- 
peal is settled? 

Mr. RANDALL. It bears upon the question of economy in this 
connection. 

ee The Chair thinks it would be in order to have 
it read, 
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Mr. HISCOCK. Another onggortion, Mr. Chairman, and I think 
that is all I desire to say upon this subject. 

Isubmit it to the consideration of the gentleman from Pennslvania, 
the gentleman from Illinois, and the gentleman from Texas, that if 
we had put into this bill a clause of this kind, namely, to expend a 
‘sufficient sum,” or ‘‘so much of this sum as is necessary,” or “a 
sum is hereby appropriated” for the transportation, &c., without 
specifying any particular sum, and instead of limiting the amount 
as we have done, if we had incorporated a clause providing that 
“such sum as may be necessary” for this purpose may be used, that 
would not have been subject to the point of order. An unlimited 
sum which would have given the Postmaster-General discretion to 
have expended $100,000 or more would not have been subject to 
the point of order. Can it be claimed, then, because we limit his 
power and put in a maximum sum, above which he cannot go, that 
that is not in the direction of economy? That is a point to which I 
wish to direct the attention of gentlemen. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there has been much said here about this 
bridge which incidentally has a bearing upon the merits; and while I 
do not propose to discuss the question upon the merits, I do desire here 
and now to say to this committee that upon an appropriation bill 
we do not wish to invite a conflict with the railroad companies upon 
this question of taking their roads for mail-routes. If a bill shall be 
brought in for that purpose we can consider it; but incidentally, 
upon this little question of passing the mail over the Missouri River 
at this oo it seems to me ill-advised and out of place to be adver- 
tising threats to the railroad companies throughout the country. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman allow me to send to the Clerk’s 
desk and have read at this time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first cause to be read the section 
of the act sent up by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to have it read to show the exact word- 
ing. of the act creating this bridge company and limiting its charges. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Act of March 3, 1873, section 5: That the bridge constructed under this act and 
according to its limitations shall be made and taken to be a lawful structure and 
shall be recognized and known as a post-route for the transmission of the mails, 
the eons and munitions of war of the United States; and no higher charge per 
mile shall be made for the transmission of mail, troops, and munitions of war, or 
other property of the United States in its passage across said bridge than charged 
upon railroads approaching said bridge. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, in that connection let meread 
the act of 1880. This is the act which has been read and commented 
upon before. This act of 1880 supplemented the act of 1873, andis as 
follows: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, authorized to treat the trans- 

rtation of mails between East Saint Louis and the union depot, in Saint Louis, 

issouri, as other than railroad service and to pay for the same to the lowest bidder 
therefor, having due regard to the efficiency of the service, out of any appropriation. 
available for the purpose. 

What effect does this have upon that law ? 

Mr. RANDALL. That was a temporary act. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It was not temporary. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then it should be re-enacted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is a different question. You donot propose 
now to re-enact it. We aresimply limiting the sum to be expended in 
that service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why not go back to the law of 1878? 

Mr. HISCOCK. We are not responsible for that legislation. Itis 
yourchild. Gentlemen upon the other side may take all responsibility 
or credit for it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why, then, does the gentleman propose to 
adopt it now? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under the advice and in the judgment of the 
Postmaster-General we propose to do simply whatever is necessary 
to procure the best service and the cheapest service we can get. 
That is the limitation that we place in this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he would be 
willing to accept an amendment to repeal that act of 1880 and go 
back to the law of 1873? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say, Mr. Chairman, in reference to that, in 
response to the question of the gentleman from Georgia, that whenever 
an amendment shall come into this bill or any other covering that point 
I shall vote as I think proper upon the proposition. But that. ques- 
pric is not now before the committee, nor is it necessary to enter into. 
it here. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that under the rule 
the limitation of the debate upon an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair is placed within the discretion of the Chair. The Chair has been 
willing to extend to gentlemen all the time that has been required, 
and thinks that he has been very indulgent in allowing the debate 
to f° so far upon the appeal. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to occupy tse attention of the Chair for a 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will feel compelled to recognize the 
gentleman from Texas, who is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. BLAND. I believe under the rule every member of the House 
is entitled to speak once. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] is well taken. He is entitled to speak in prefer- 
ence to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] who has already 
spoken. 

Mr. BLAND. 
Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say only a word. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had the law read giving the consent of the Government 
tothe building of the bridge. The gentleman from New York responded 
to that by reading the act of 1880 making this ‘‘other than railroad 
service.” And he now comes and brings in a law following the orig- 
inal law in that it provides for special railroad service between East 
Saint Louis and the Saint Louisdepot. So that the law of 1880 is no 
help to the gentleman from New York because he does not follow its 
terms, but rather follows the terms of the act giving the consent of 
the Government to building the bridge over the Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. There is one question which I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock, ] as I suppose the Committee 
on Appropriations are better posted on this matter thanIam. AsI 
understand, there are sixteen railroads concentrating at this bridge 
and the mails carried over these sixteen roads all go over that bridge, 
the mails that supply the States of Missouri, Kansas, Texas, and the 
whole Southwest, including the Pacific coast in a great measure. 
Now I want to know the volume of that mail and whether or not, 
when youtake into account its-volume through the concentration of 
these sixteen railroads, $25,000 a year is in excess of the compensa- 
tion which ought to be paid for its carriage over that bridge. I do 
not know. It has been assumed here itis. ButI say there is no gen- 
tleman here who thus far has answered me whether or not that is in 
excess of the proper compensation ; and, if itis, whether there is any 
power to compel the bridge company to carry the mail for less. If 
so, let us do it. But do not let us stop the mails. The people who 
receive these mails are entitled to our consideration. 

I do not think it right on a provision of an appropriation bill to 
carry mails to that vast country to raise a quibble of this kind, the 
appropriation being for a purpose that is absolutely necessary. There 
are questions raised here on which we are not fully informed; but 
it occurs to me $25,000 or $30,000 for carrying over this bridge the 
mails received from sixteen railroads is a less rate than is charged by 
the railroads themselves. 

Mr.CASWELL. Thatis immaterial, because the law of 1880 takes 
this out of the law which fixes the compensation to railroads. 

Mr. BLAND. I speak of it as a question of economy and in the 
interest of economy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire in what I shallsay to address myself 
fairly to the point of order raised by the gentleman from Illinois. I 
want to make this suggestion in support of my conclusion that his 
point of order is well taken. The law which the gentleman from 
New York, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, has 
‘read is not a continuing law such as came within the purview of the 
rule. Itis the law of the land, I grant you, so long as it lasts, but 
it expired by virtue of its own limitation with the fiscal year, the 
appropriations for which it covers. . 

r. SINGLETON, of Hlinois. I would suggest to the gentleman 
that the object is a continuing one. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Idonot yield. The law as read by the Clerk 
upon the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is the law 
contemplated by the rule. The statute embraced and covered by an 
appropriation bill is the law of the land, I grant you. But itis only 
the law of the land for the fiscal year for which that appropriation 
was. 

Now I go further in supporting the point of order taken by the 
yentleman frdm Illinois. I say there is no evidence before this 

ouse—and I will go further and say there was no evidence before 
the Committee on Appropriations, and I go even further and say 
there is no ground upon which to rest the assertion—that the Post- 
Office Department has yet entered into a contract for this purpose. 
The statute read by the gentleman from New York is but the con- 
ferring of an authority upon the Post-Office Departmeut making a 
contract to avail itself of this appropriation. 

Now, I say so far from this being the law of the land the Post-Office 
Department has not made this contract for the fiscal year for which 
this bill provides, but, upon the contrary, the official statement is 
made to the Committee on Appropriations by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment that this bridge company refuses to carry the mail for the sum 
covered by this appropriation ; but the Department believes it can 
be induced to do it, provided Congress puts this as the maximum by 
way of aiding the Department to get the service done at this rate. 
Isay this contract has not been entered upon. The Department has 
not exercised the authority which that bill conferred. It did exer- 
cise that authority for the current fiscal year, but has made no con- 
traci which seeks or in any way tends to bind it for the next coming 
tiscal year. 

Therefore I say the point of order taken by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] in my judgment, is well taken. The clause 
is in contravention of the law. So far as the conferring of authority 


I yield for a few moments to the gentleman from 
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under the act read by the gentleman from New York goes it began 
with the present fiscal year and ends with the current fiscal year. 

A MEMBER. You are mistaken. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I cannot be mistaken. I will not trespass 
on the patience of the House by stating how that matter ever crept’ 
into an appropriation bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] disclaimed paternity for that action. He had a right to 
doit. But I protest now against his taking it by adoption. How 
did it getin? A gentleman from Missouri conversant with the in- 
terest of this service, in the last Congress a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, made it his special business to protect that service 
to the utmost. It may be that that will serve as an explanation for 
its presence in the first instance in an appropriation bill. But I beg 
to state to the Chair that if I remember correctly there was no point 
of order made upon it; it went in nem con. 

Mr. REAGAN. Did it not come to the House from the Senate as 
an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think so. I had charge of the bill in the 
last Congress and I think this provision came to us as a Senate amend- 
ment and the Journal willshow that no point of order was made upon 
it. It matters not how it got there, and it matters not which side- 
of this chamber is responsible for its appearance. We are now con- 
fronted with a question which is practically and fairly before us, 
whether this provision is amenable to a point of order. If, as I be- 
lieve, it is in contravention to the law, and can only be continued by 
bringing into existence a contract for next year, which has not been 
made, and re-enacting in this bill the provision which was inserted 
in the last appropriation bill—if this be true, and I hold it to be true, 
then the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has well taken his 
point of order, and in my judgment it should be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be submitted to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the appeal of the gentleman from Illinoie. 
(Mr. SPRINGER] from the decision of the Chair. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee ? 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the Chairman an- 
nounced that he was unable to determine its decision: 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A division will be sufficient. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I appreciate the delicacy of the Chair in not 
desiring to count for himself the vote on this appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would prefer to have the vote taken 
by tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. CASWELL were 
appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 90, noes 34. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is that a quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do not make that point, though it had better 
be noted that the question is decided without a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi insist 
upon his point that no quorum has voted? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the tellers will resume their places, and members who 
have not voted are requested to vote so that the committee will not 
find itself without a quorum. The Chair thinks there is a quorum 
present. 

The tellers resumed their places and concluded the count, and re- 
ported—ayes 100, noes 47. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I move to amend the pending para- 
graph by striking out the last part of the clause, all after the word 
“dollars” in line 47, and inserting in lieu thereof that which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

And hereafter the amount paid as compensation for transporting the mails be- 
tween the union depot in East Saint Louis, Illinois, and the union depot in Saint 
Louis, Missouri, shall be computed and paid for at the rates which were prescribed 
in the act authorizing the construction of said bridge, passed March 3, 1873, and 
the act passed June 9. 1880. entitled ‘‘An act providing for the transportation ot 
the mails between East Saint Louis, in the State of Illinois, and Saint Louis, in the 
State of Missouri,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ido not suppose it is necessary to- 
re-enforce by any argument the propriety of this amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to reserve all points of order on the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of order? 

Mr.CLARDY, The point of order is that it changes exiting law. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes, but in the interest of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it retrenches expenditures. 

Mr. RANDALL. Enormously. 

Mr. CLARDY. I do not see how. 

Mr. CANNON. As a member of this Committee of the Whole, and 
as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, I desire to say that 
we found this law, passed in 1880, upon the statute-book, and passed. 
by a Democratic Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, it originated in the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. I am speaking of the general law, not of the pre 
vision in the appropriation bill. 
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Mr. RANDALL. If we did wrong then we want to correct it now 
if we can. 

Mr. HASKELL. And we will help you do it. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. But it must be remembered that it is 
the duty of the Committee on Appropriations to report appropria- 
tions in pursuance of existing law. In discharging that duty we 
tried to limit the operation of the general law. Now, if gentlemen 
desire to further limit it I have no objection. It was their child in 
the first place, and if they choose to cut it down now I will help 
them do it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I want to respond to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLount:] “Yes, I will.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I donotrecollect the circumstances under which 
the law referred to was passed, or whether the vote of the House 
upon it had any political significance. But no matter who passed 
it, it had better be repealed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. [I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. , 

Mr. HISCOCK. My point of order is that explanations in refer- 
ence to the original passage of the bill referred to are not in order. 
{ Laughter. } 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. Hewirt, of 
New York; and upon a division there were—ayes 102, noes 2. 

So(no further count being called for) the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ROBESON. Is this paragraph still open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 


Mr. ROBESON. Then, I move to amend it by inserting after the 


word “ dollars,” in line 47, that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the United States mails, the transportation of which is paid for 
‘out of the appropriation made in this clause, shall be carried without extra charge 
by the fastest trains run over said routes, whenever the Postmaster-General finds 
the use of such trains appropriate and convenient for the public service. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to say that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, of which I am an humble member, found these laws upon the 
statute-book; and they found that the Department had estimated 
according to the existing laws for their fulfillment. In the commit- 
tee we did not undertake to change those laws, thinking that it was 
not wise to decide those great questions in the committee; but we 
agreed to present the bill to the House in accordance with the laws as 
they had come to us from past Congresses, and in accordance with esti- 
mates made by the Department upon those laws, leaving it to those 
members who do not approve the laws to fight them here if they 
choose, and believing it better that Congress should decide such ques- 
tions rather than that the committee should take that responsibility. 

Now I move this amendment for the purpose of carrying out the 
law as it now stands. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman allow the amendment to be 

-again read ? 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make the point of order that the 

-amendment is not germane to this provision in the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is too late to make the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comestoo late. Discussion 
upon the amendment has begun. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I donot think it is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion on the amendment has already taken 
place. The Chair thinks that the point of order comes too late. The 
gentleman from New Jersey will proceed. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, I find that under the existing law 
the mails are carried for so much per mile, according to their weight. 
I find by another clause of the existing law that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is authorized in all cases to decide upon what train and in what 
manner the mails shall be conveyed. I refer to the act of March 3, 
1879. Now, here is a provision for carrying these mails, and we ap- 
propriate this money for this service. I simply wish to provide that 
whenever the Postmaster-General thinks it right—I do not propose 
to interfere with his discretion—these mails shall be carried on the 
fastest trains without extra charge. I mean to fight so far as I can 
any forcing of the Postmaster-General to pay an extra charge for 
transportation of the mails on fast trains. The existing law says that 
the mails shall be carried on such trains as the Postmaster-General 
shall decide. Now, there has grown up a practice either of construc- 
tion or of appropriation under the lead of my friends on the other 
side and the provisions of laws made by them, which has permitted 
or required the Postmaster-General to spend from one hundred thou- 
sand dollars to half a million dollars to pay for doing what the law 
already requires shall be done at ordinary rates—to pay for carrying 
the mails on such trains as the Postmaster-General may designate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey 
has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow me 
to ask him a question? I wish to know-whether the effect of the 
amendment is to make it compulsory on the railroad companies to 
earry the mails by the fastest trains, with such exceptions as the 
Postmaster-General nfay approve, or does the amendment embrace 
a general proposition ? 

tr. ROBESON. The proposition is that the mails shall be carried 
on the fastest trains running over the road, whenever the Postmas- 


ter-General shall think it convenient and proper for the good of the 
service that they should be so carried. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why not provide in the amendment that the 
mails shall be carried on the fastest trains, except in cases where the 
Postmaster-General may direct otherwise ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wouldliketo put a question to the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey 
has expired; and this debate is proceeded with by unanimous con- 
sent. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move pro forma to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. The Department sometimes wants for 
mail purposes a faster train or more trains than the company may 
think its business justifies. In the case of the road from here to 
Lynchburgh the Government wanted two mail trains daily, while the 
company thought the business of the road required only one. Under 
the appropriation for special mail facilities an extra train was put 
upon that road. Now, I want to inquire of the gentleman from New 
Jersey whether his amendment provides for a case where the Depart- 
ment desires that mail trains shall be run faster than the business of 
the road requires, or where the Department considers an extra train 
necessary for the proper transmission of the mails. 

Mr. ROBESON. The amendment provides at least this, that wher- 
ever the business of the road authorizes and demands'a fast train, 
the United States mails shall not be put on a slow train. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then it does not go further than that ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to put aninquiry to the gentleman from 
New Jersey. My point of order, which was held to five been made 
too late, was raised because I supposed the amendment was aimed 
at the clause at the top of page 4, ‘‘ For necessary and special facili- 
ties on trunk lines, $500,000.” I wish to know whether the amend- 
ment is aimed at that item ? 

Mr. ROBESON. The amendment provides (I do not undertake to 
be a court to construe it or a Department to put it into effect, but 
it does certainly provide) that wherever a fast line is demanded by the 
business of the road and is put on to supply that demand, the United 
States mail shall be carried upon that fast line without extra charge; 
provided the Postmaster-General thinks it can be done without 
injury to the public service. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My colleague on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will pardon me if I press the question which I deem to be as 
important as the one now pending. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that if this passes, 
while I cannot construe what the legal effect of it will be, neverthe- 
less if no one else moves to strike out the appropriation of half a 
million dollars for extra facilities I will do it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to have the question fairly before the 
House with the effect of the amendment, as it may fairly be con- 
strued. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to move a substitute. 

Mr. ATKINS. I suggest if the gentleman from New Jersey desires 
to reach a practical object, and I am satisfied he does from the ear- 
nestness with which he has advocated his hy sures one that then he 
withdraw his amendment and move to strike out lines 60 and 61. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from New Jersey can move to strike 
out and insert his gmendment at that place. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will be time enough when we reach that part 
of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That makes the issue sharply. 

Mr. ATKINS. Iam for the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, and propose to give a reason why I am so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has moved a sub- 
stitute, which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And hereafter when any railroad company fails or refuses to transport the mails 
when required by the Post-Oftice Department on the fastest train or trainsrunning 
on said road, said company shall have its pay reduced 50 per cent. of what is now 
provided by law. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say a word on that substitute. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not raise any point of order on the gentle- 
man’s substitute. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. Iam contented, Mr. Chairman, with 
any amendment which looks to the enactment of a law compelling 
any railroad to carry so far as we can compel them to carry the 
mails upon the fastest trains running over theroad. Iam thoroughly 
in harmony with the gentleman so far as that point is concerned. 
I think perhaps my substitute is an improvement on his amendment, 
and for the reason that my substitute while it does not look by legis- 
lation toward compelling railroads absolutely to carry the mails, 
yet I apprehend in the light of the fact there is only 2 per cent. of 
the gross income of railroads from the carrying of the mails, while 
the other 98 is gathered elsewhere, that Congress is not ready to 
enter on that. kind of legislation as a practical question. But be- 
tween public opinion on the one hand and the curtailment of their 
mail pay on the other, if they refuse to carry the mails on the fastest 
trains, I am inclined to think when we have enacted a law for that 
purpose they will put mail on the fastest trains. 


an ae, a 
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Therefore I offer my amendment as a substitute for the one pend- 
ing. Then, again, the amendment is similar to that placed on the 
last Post-Office appropriation bill in reference to postal-car service. 
We then provided for railway postal-car service $1,426,000, adding 
thereto a provision that hereafter whenever any railroad company 
failed or refused to provide este te railway cars when required 
by the Department it should have 10 per cent. deducted from its pay. 

y amendment, therefore, is in the line of precedents already estab- 
lished, 

One word now as to the object of the gentleman. 
be a little different from mine. I sympathize with his object to com- 
pel the railroad to take the mails on their fastest trains. But 
whether or no we can compel them to run fast trains or not is a dif- 
ferent question. Whether or no we can compel them to leave Chi- 
cago or New York at such a time as to connect with the train from 
Boston or not, or with a train out of Washington, or whether we can 
compel them to leave at four o’clock in the morning or at any other 
hour by this or by any kindred legislation is another question, and 
when we reach the item for ‘‘special facilities on the trunk-lines” we 
will discuss those propositions. If there is any good reason for put- 
ting anything in or striking anything out, Ishall supportit. Iam in 

- favor of striking out everything that can be stricken out and putting 
in everything we can practically to secure an effective service and 
an economical service, and in that regard my amendment I think is 
better than that of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the substitute, as follows: 


Provided further, That railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in 
whole or in part by land grants, made by Congress on the condition that the mails 
should be transported over their roads at such price as Congress should by law 
alirect, shall receive only 50 per cent. of the compensation now authorized by law 
for such transportation from and after the 1st day of July, 1882. 


His object may 


I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, but a word. I sought to explain 
when this bill was open for general debate the reason why 1 thought 
this proposition fair. I wish now to make only a few further re- 
marks on the subject. At the time 20 per cent. only was deducted 
for transportation on land-grant roads for mail matter, the law stood 
on the statute book requiring them to transport the troops and prop- 
erty of the United States free of charge, but with authority to go into 
the Court of Claims to determine the question between the Govern- 
ment and them. 

Instead of that provision of the law being effectual the effect of the 
decision of the Supreme Court and the Court of Claims is to fix 50 per 
cent. of the original compensation as the rate of compensation of these 
land-grant roads for pay for transporting the property and troops of 
the United States. So no matter what the original law was, it has 
been radically changed by this decision of the courts, and this prop- 
osition which I now submit will have the effect of providing that 
these land-grant railroad corporations shall transport the mails at the 
same rates at which they are now required by law to transport troops 
and supplies; that is, 50 per cent. of the amount paid the ordinary 
roads. And I wish to say this, that in view of the fact that the Gov- 
ernment has virtually constructed the great body of these roads out 
of the numerous valuable grants of public lands which have been 
made to them, there seems to be no reason why these roads should not, 
in some degree at least, restore to the people of this country some sort 
of compensation for these extraordinary concessions. 

Take any one of the roads running in competition with these land- 
grant companies, roads built by individual means or private enter- 
prise, and upon that road the Government has no claim for reduction 
of its rates. But here is a road running in opposition which has 
been constructed practically by the Government of the United States 
or by a grant of the property of the people of the United States, and 
is in the nature of a free gift to a few people who happen to be fortu- 
nate enough to have been the beneficiaries of the grant. This road 
comes in competition with the road constructed by individual enter- 


prise-— 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him whether 
there has been any adjudication by the courts upon that question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me to finish my remarks? I 
say it is not fair that one corporation, whose franchises have been 
extended to them as a free gift, whose line has been virtually con- 
structed by a public grant, should receive as much compensation 
and have equally the privileges and come in competition with pri- 


vate enterprise. This amendment proposes to allow what is just and 
fairly reasonable in view of the grants extended to them. In answer 
to my friend from Tennessee, I will say that the only question which 
came before the court was not upon this immediate point of fixing 
byl aw their compensation, for in reference to that there is no doubt, 
since every one of these roads, with the exception of the Union 
Pacific grants, contain the same clause substantially, that, in view 
of the grants given, Congress may fix the rate of compensation for 
the transportation of the mails over them. 
[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman,I wish to call the attention of the 
yentleman from Indiana to the fact that his amendment goes per- 
aps further than he intends, inasmuch as it is broad enough to cover 
all the little land-grant railroads, even though the land grant was 
not equal in value to the compensation they would be entitled to 
receive to carry the mails for a single year. 
There was a railroad built through my district from north tu south 
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that under the present provision of the law was compelled to deduct 
10 per cent., I believe it is, for this service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Twenty per cent. 

Mr. HASKELL. Well, % ed cent. to be deducted from its pay for 
this service. And in view of that provision this road came to Con- 
gress, threw up all the land grant which had been made to it, gave 
back the lands, refunded all the money it had received from the sale 
of the lands, and got rid of it. It was compelled to do that for the 
reason that it could not carry on its business with that reduction. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana by his amendment provides that 
every land-grant road shall have but 50 per cent. of the compensa- 
tion ailowed other roads; and if that is carried into effect you will 
probably have a large number of these smaller roads using every 
endeavor in the world within their power to get rid of the lands. 

If the gentleman from Indiana will apply his amendment only to 
those roads which were built in whole by the Government, receiving 
these immense land grants, I presume the House will vote with him 
without objection, and his amendment would commend itself to the 
committee. But he will find that his amendment will apply to and 
injuriously affect nearly every one of these small roads. Many of 
them have been unable to dispose to any considerable extent of their 
lands. They pass through sparsely settled regions, and in some cases 
the grant that will inure to them under the alternate sections amounts 
to a very small sum. If he undertakes to apply the amendment to 
these roads and pay them only one-half of the price that is paid to 
other roads for transporting the mails, he will take from them more 
in a single year than the entire value of the land grants. I sugest, 
therefore, to the gentleman that he modify his amendment so that it 
will reach only that class of roads which had a certain sum granted to 
them, that is, a certain amount of land, reaching in value a certain 
sum of money, and in that way make his amendment unobjectionable. 
To impose upon such roads a provision of this character, in view of the 
small value derived from their grants, would be an unusual and un- 
necessary burden. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, and want to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to some facts in connection with it. It is a very important 
amendment. There are a good many land-grant roads in this coun- 
try. The great land-grant roads, the Pacific roads, we do not pay 
them anything from the Treasury. That service amounts to about 
one million one hundred thousand dollars per annum, and is not 
appropriated for. It is certified under that act to the Register of 
the Treasury, and goes into the sinking fund. 

Now, sir, nearly all the other land-grant railroads are small roads, 
comparatively speaking, and the effort of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana is to seek to further discriminate against the small roads and 
let the great roads stand. I hold in my hand a statement made up 
from the last report, showing the compensation of railroads. There 
are 91,000 miles of railroad now being compensated. Twenty-one 
thousand miles of those roads and over get less than $45 a mile per 
annum. Then there are 36,000 miles of them that get between $50 and 
$100, about $75 a mile per annum. Then there are 17,000 miles that 
get about $125 per mile per annum, on the average. And then one- 
half of this appropriation goes to the other 16,000 miles. 

Now let us see how that works. Here is the Illinois Central Rail- 
road in my State, running seven hundred miles in that State. It is 
a land-grant road. It was paid for carrying the mails last year 
$88,000. Now, that is $17,000 less than the ordinary railroads were 
paid for the same -amount of service, because it was a land-grant 
railroad, and under existing law only gets 50 per cent. of what ordi- 
nary roads get. Now the scope of the amendment of my friend from 
Indiana is, instead of $88,000, to give that road $50,000 a year, and so 
in proportion. ° 

Now let us look at the roads which the gentleman’s amendment 
does not strike at. Take the New York Central, from New York to 
Chicago along its main line, between eight hundred and nine hundred 
miles in length. That road of less than nine hundred miles gets 
$1,100,000 per annum; while this road which the gentleman from 
Indiana is so anxious to discriminate against gets only $88,000, or 
less than one-twelfth what the other road gets. ; 

Why does he make that discrimination? Is there any propriety 
in taking from weak roads and making them weaker? If these 
roads get too much I am willing to revise the law, but I do not see 
the necessity or the propriety of striking at these small roads, which 
already get insignificant pay, merely because the gentleman says 
they are land-grant railroads. Especially do I fail to see the point 
when it is recollected those roads, many of them, run through new 
sections of the country, and if you further cripple them in their 
already meager pay for this service, they must necessarily charge 
the amount by which they are crippled over to the people who live 
along their lines. ee 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Illinois inquires why ‘this dis- 
crimination should be made. I thought I had made that as clear as 
Icould. The roads to which he refers were built by the money of 
the country, and we deal with them as such. The road he refers to, 
the Illinois Central, was built by the Government. It was stated 
by a former distinguished member of this House, Thaddeus Stevens, 
a few years before his death, that it had been shown that the land 
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grant remaining of the Illinois Central road, after the English com- 
panies had purchased that road and its lands, had been sold for a 
sum sufficient to reimburse them for every dollar spent in the pur- 
chase of that vast property. on tow 

Now, here is aroad built by the Government yielding a net revenue 
of $3,500,000 a year, every dollar spent upon that great thoroughfare 
having been paid by the people of this country in that magnificent 
grant of lands, the first that was made. And can me friend say to 
me that in view of the fact that this work was actually constructed 
by the people of the United States, by aland grant, it is therefore un- 
reasonable to transport our mails on the terms I have proposed, 50 per 
cent. of the terms granted to ordinary roads ? 

Let me say further in answer to the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. 
HASKELL, ] I shall be glad if he will mention to me any road of the 
whole land-grant system that was not either built directly by the 
land grant or on credit furnished to it through the land grant, by rea- 
son of which and through which the enterprise was carried into ope- 
ration. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will give the gentleman the name of a road that 
was a land-grant road, and by reason of the 20 per cent. reduction 
under the law for carrying the mails asked to be relieved of its land 

ant. I refer to the Kansas City, Missouri River, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railroad, running from Kansas City to the south line of the 
State of Kansas. That road came to Congress and said, ‘‘Take away 
your land; we will pay back the money received from settlers and 
rive you back your land in order that we may get full compensation 
for carrying the mails.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is an exceptional case. That road is out of 
the way. They have refunded the money and you relieved them 
from the obligation of transporting your property, your troops, and 
your mails. But the gentleman certainly cannot name any other 
road in the same position. In his own State there is the Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad, which is now realizing vast sums 
as the net proceeds of its business in disposing of its grants. The 
same observation applies to every one of these railroads, as far as I 
have been able to examine. I think the proposition I have submitted 
is a very reasonable one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CANNON. ] 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 57. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that a quorum has not voted. I 
must insist on the point that there is no quorum unless a vote by 
yeas and nays is allowed in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will 
order tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, 
and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. HOOKER. Pending the vote by tellers, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I move that the House now adjourn. 
Will the gentleman yield to me to introduce a 


Mr. SHELLEY. 
Mr. ROBESON. 
bill for reference ? 

Mr. SHELLEY. I have no objection to that. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the mo- 
tion to adjourn. The Chair will state that th@re are some Presiden- 
tial messages and personal requests of members which it is important 
should be submitted to the House at this time. 

Mr. HOOKER. No. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. CALDWELL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers relating to the 
claim of Benjamin F. Perkins, in the Forty-sixth Congress. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Morse, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. SHACKELFORD, until Thursday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOOKER. I renew the motion to adjourn, and call for the 

regular order. 
he SPEAKER. There are some important messages ‘from the 

President which should be referred to their appropriate committees. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; I will withdraw my motion to adjourn 
temporarily, but hold the floor to renew it. 


TIMBER DEPREDATIONS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following; which was 
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referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 
the draft of a bill to prevent timber depredations on Indian reservations, and cor- 
suensonse noted by the Secretary. The subject is presented for the consideration 
of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 3, 1882. 


H. FOSTER AND J. WAISHKEY, JR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior of the 27th ult., with accompanying papers, on the sub- 
ject of the confirmation of homestead entries of certain lands in the Marquette dis- 
trict, Michigan, made by Hugh Foster and J. ver #5 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 3, 1882. 
ANTONIO PELLETIER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the House of Representatives : 


In response to a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 12th ult., calling 
for certain papers in regard tothe claims of Antonio Pelletier against the Govern- 
ment of Hayti, I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, dated this day. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 3, 1882. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution of the House of January 
30, 1882, relative to the action of the Interior Department and Gen- 
eral Land Office as to the land grants to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


AARON LANGLEY., 


Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3873) for the relief of Aaron Langley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CORONNA, TAUSSIG & CO. AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MOORE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3874) for the relief of Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL MONTGOMERY C, MEIGS. 


Mr. ROBESON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3875) to provide for the retirement of Brevet Major-General 
Montgomery C. Meigs with the rank according to which he is now 
assigned to duty ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MUSKINGUM RIVER, OHIO. 


Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following, which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Whereas the Muskingum River, between the cities of Zanesville and Marietta, 
in the State of Ohio, has been for many years a navigable water-way, and large 
pone have become involved in the permanent maintenance of its navigation; 
an ; 

‘Whereas with its improvement maintained itis a permanent navigable tributary 
of the Ohio River, and the interests of commerce involved in the transportation 
$ — are common with and inseparable from the commerce of the Ohio River : 

erefore, 

Resolved, That a survey of this river, under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
be made for the purpose of ascertaining and disclosing to Congress the facts relative 
to the present condition of navigation, and the nature, extent, and importance of the 
commerce of the river, and what just claims it may have for appropriations by the 
General Government to aid in preserving and maintaining its navigation. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HASKELL. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to submit a 
resolution which I think will not be objected to. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to adjourn is withdrawn, the Chair 
must recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALKER. ] 

Mr. HASKELL. I withdraw the motion to adjourn for the present. 

PARDON WORSLEY. 

Mr. WALKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3876) for the relief of Pardon Worsley ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committce on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MONUMENTAL ASSOCIATION OF LYCOMING COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. WALKER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3877) donating condemned cannon and other munitions of war 
to the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Monumental Association of Lycoming 
County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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geet Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
ay. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of certain citizens of Marion County, 
ren for payment of certain awards—to the Committeeon War 

aims. 

By Mr. JACOBS: The petition of citizens of Delaware County, 
New York, for the repeal of the law imposing taxes on banks and 
stamps on bank checks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of W. C. Merrill and others, cit- 
izens of Brighton, Illinois, for the extirpation of pelygamy and 
against any polygamist occupying a seat in Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on the J Gaaieny 

Also, memorial of George F. O’Melveny, a citizen of Illinois, for 
the enactment of a law to prevent foreign railroads and other cor- 
porations doing business in a State from moving cases to the Federal 
court when they are sued in a State court, as provided in Town- 
shend’s bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: The petition of Catharine A. Wiggin, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
for the passage of the bill “to facilitate the regulation of bills of lad- 
ing and other commercial instruments, and to punish fraud therein,” 
known as the Hewitt bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of David P. Stewart, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Papers relating to the claim of P. H. McDermid 
—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of J. P. Stearns and others, and of 
E, T. Wilson and others, praying for legislation regulating charges 
for railroad transportation—severally to the Committee on Com- 






WILLIAM H. BUCHANAN. 


Mr. BEACH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3878) to re-rate the pension of William H. Buchanan; which was read 
@ first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. THOMAS. I ask unanimous consent to offer for immediate 
consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer furnish 100 copies of the report of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, without the maps, for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to say that it will take three months 
to have these maps prepared ready for publication. In the mean 
time the committee having charge of this subject is in need of the 
literature of this report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear it again. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Either we do not need these documents at all, or 
we ought to have more than 100 copies. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, say 350. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What is the necessity for this resolution ? 

Mr. THOMAS. It will require three months to prepare the maps to 
accompany this report. But the committee having under consider- 
ation the improvement of the Mississippi River need the literature 
of this report at once, so that they may be able to study it and re- 
port proper measures for the action of the House. The object of the 
resolution is that the Public Printer my furnish copies of the report 
at once, without the maps. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why not order the document reprinted and let 
it go to the document-room like other public documents? 

Mr.THOMAS. Thishas never been printed; but the order to print 
hasbeen made. Theobject of this resolution isto obtain copies with- 
out the delay of waiting for the preparation of the maps. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I think thatif gentlemen will 
hear a brief statement the resolution will be adopted without dissent. 
In the last river and harbor bill a provision was included on my mo- 
tion requiring the Mississippi River commission to report before the 
1st of January, 1882, upon the practicability of certain plans of im- 
provement. That report has been made, but it will take about three 
months to print it if printed with the maps. For present purposes 
we do not need the maps, but we do need the text in the preparation 
of legislation for the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let the resolution be modified by increasing the 
number of copies to be furnished. 

Mr. THOMAS. I modify the resolution by striking out “100” and 
inserting ‘‘ 350.” 

The resolution as modified was adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HASKELL. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

































































































merce. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A petition for the establishment of a post-route 
between Hardwicksville, Nelson County, to Buckingham Court- 
House, Buckingham County, Virginia—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VANCE. The petition of A. G. Corpening and others, for 
the establishment of a mail-route from Happy Home to Corpening, 
North Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C.G. WILLIAMS: The letter of the Secretary of State and 
accompanying documents, recommending that leave be given to Cap- 
tain J. F. Kent and Lieutenant J. W. Rowe to accept certain por- 
traits from the governor-general of Canada—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 















































SENATE. 
MonpDay, February 6, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports from Major W. 
R. King, Corps of Engineers, of examinations of Bear Creek and of 
Little Tennessee River, made in compliance with the river and harbor 
act of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Lieutenant-Colonel Q. A. Gillmore, 
Corps of Engineers, of a survey in regard to the further improvements 
necessary in Savannah River and harbor, made in compliance with 
the river and harbor,act of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report of Major C. R. Suter, Corps of Engi- 
neers, of an examination of the Missouri River at and near Arrow 
Rock, Missouri, made in compliance with the river and harbor act 
of March 3, 1881 ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a preamble and resolutions 
of the Illinois State Board of Health, in favor of legislation for the 
prevention of the introduction of epidemic, contagious, or infectious 
diseases from foreign countries into the United States; which were 
referred to the Select Committee to investigate and report the best 
means of preventing the introduction and spread of Epidemic Dis- 














































PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s om under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of William Easton and others, citi- 
zens of Ohio, for legislation regulating charges for freight and pas- 
senger traffic on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill to appropriate $50,000 to continue the 
improvement of the navigation of the Chattahoochee River, in the 
State of Georgia—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 8,000 citizens of Georgia, for the removal of 
obstruction to navigation in the Chattahoochee River—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of 900 merchants, manu- 
facturers, and men engaged in the carrying trade on the Ohio River, 
praying for the establishment of 85 additional beacon-lights along 
the Ohio River, so as to insure greater safety to boats, &c.—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of Mrs. Josephine Graham, 
widow of the late census supervisor P. M. Graham, second district 
of Texas, asking for additional compensation for services of her late 
husband—to the Select Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of citizens of Key West, Florida, 
praying for an appropriation for the erection of a public building 
at that place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Minnesota, praying for an amendment to the Con- 

stitution of the United States prohibiting the manufacture and sale 
of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain—to the 
Select Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 
Also, the petitien of Daniel P. Whiting, for a pension—to the 

















































eases. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented two petitions of citizens of Ohio, praying 
for an amendment to the Constitution granting to women the right 
of suffrage ; which were referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. S : : 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying for legis- 
lation regulating charges for railroad transportation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the memorial of the mayor and common 
council of Fredericksbursh, Virginia, in favor of an appropriation 
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tocomplete the unfinished monument to the mother of Washington, 
in that city ; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. McDILL presented a memorial and resolutions of the General 
Assembly of Iowa, in favor of the psssage of an act conferring the 
title to certain lands in the State of Iowa as a perpetual endowment 
fund to the State University at Iowa City; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Mary M. Russell and 144 others, 
citizens of Oskaloosa, Iowa, praying for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution granting women the right of suffrage; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a memorial of certain citizens of California, in 
favor of an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at Wil- 
mington, California; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of the supervisors of the census for 
the State of North Carolina, praying for additional compensation ; 
which was referred to the Select Committee to make provision for 
taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining the results thereof. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of L. C. Blood 
and 53 others, citizens of Wisconsin, and the petition of Mrs. R. 8. 
Palmer and 74 others, citizens of Wisconsin, praying that the Con- 
stitution may be amended so that the nee of citizens of the United 
States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or 
by any State on account of sex; which were referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petition of a large number of 
citizens of Lorain County, Ohio, praying for the passage of a bill pro- 
viding that appointments to subordinate executive offices shall be 
made from such persons whose fitness has been ascertained by com- 
petitive examination, such examination to be free and open to all 
applicants properly qualified, and that removals from office shall not 
be made except for legitimate causes. I desire to say that this peti- 
tion is signed by a large number of reputable and respectable citizens 
of that county, comprising men of all professions and all occupations, 
and embracing among others the president and faculty of the college 
of Oberlin. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was a d to. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of Maggie C. Roath, 
Henry Scott, and 142 citizens of Portage and Stark Counties, Ohio, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution granting women the 
right of suffrage ; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Martha Turner, widow of 
John Turner, sr., of Union County, Tennessee, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill for her relief; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Terre Haute, 
Indiana, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Wabash River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying for legis- 
lation regulating charges for railroad transportation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am requested to present a bundle of 
petitions which are signed by 11,050 citizens of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, I believe all voters, of whom 10,349 are residents 
of the city of Boston or business men whose place of business is in 
that city. The petitions request that Congress will pass a bill pro- 
viding that appointments to subordinate executive offices, with such 
exceptions as may be expedient, shall be made from persons whose 
fitness has been ascertained by competitive examination open to all 
applicants properly qualified, and that removals from such offices 
shall be for legitimate cause only, such as dishonesty, negligence, or 
inefficiency, and not for political opinion or for refusal to render 
party service. 

These petitions are signed by gentlemen distinguished in all the 
occupations of life and by gentlemen of both political parties. The 
list of. signers is headed by the governor of the Commonwealth, a 
man who is just entering upon his third year of a remarkably brill- 
iant and satisfactory civil administration of the affairs of that State. 
The prayer is signed by William Gaston, the only Democratic gov- 
ernor which that State has had for nearly thirty years, formerly 
mayor of Boston—a gentleman deservedly respected for his ability, 
his integrity, and his practical sense, by all parties. 

The signers of these petitions are not theorists or visionaries or 
men unacquainted with practical politics. They represent, in my 
opinion, as sagacious, successful, practical polities, which has been 
tested and tried and been successful in the conduct of affairs of polit- 
ical parties and the affairs of the State of Massachusetts, and, so far as 
they have had a share in it, of the United States, as any ten thou- 
sand persons who could be found within the limits of the country. 

I desire to commend their petition to the respectful consideration 
of the Senate. I move thai it be referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I also present sundry petitions signed by a very large 
number of citizens of Massachusetts, asking Congress to take measures 
to amend the Federal Constitution by providing that the right of 
citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged 
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by the United States or by any State on account ofsex. I move that 
oe petitions be referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suf- 
rage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I offer papers in reference to the claim of Mary Red- 
gate, of Appalachicola, Florida, for reference to the Committee on 
Claims. ‘This case does not come in either the form of a petition or 
a bill, but the person who has forwarded the papers to me evidently 
supposes that this evidence of her claim is sufficient to procure the 
passage of a bill; and in order to save the delay of sending them back 
to Florida, I move that they be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Emily L. Miller and 71 
others, citizens of Eldora, Iowa, and the petition of M. A. Chamber- 
lain and 78 others, citizens of Winthrop, Iowa, praying for a consti- 
tutional amendment allowing women to vote; which were referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Sufirage. 

He also presented a petition of members of the bar and other citi- 
zens of Ida County, Iowa, praying for a diyision of that State into 
two judicial districts ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of certain Indian agents, praying for 
an increase of compensation ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present the petition of Mrs. Mary N. Davis 
and 42 others, citizens of Orange, New Jersey, praying for a consti- 
tutional amendment that ‘the right of citizens of the United States. 
to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by 
any State on account of sex,” and, secondly, that ‘‘ Congress shalk 
have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation.” I move 
its reference to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of Mrs. Mary E, Martin, 
George B, Smith, and 118 others, citizens of Jamestown, New York; 
the petition of Florence A. Francis and 17 others, citizens of New 
York; and the petition of Lydia B. Allen and 115 others, citizens of 
New York, praying for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting 
any discrimination on account of sex in the right of suffrage; which 
were referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented resolutions of the 
Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, praying for the speedy comple- 
tion of the new post-office building in that city ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented resolutions of the Vessel Owners’ and Captains” 
Association of Philadelphia, favoring an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Delaware River and bay as contemplated in the 
report of Lieutenant-Colonel William Ludlow, United States engi- 
neer; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of Charles W. Floyd and others, 
masters, engineers, pilots, and mates of steam-vessels at the port of 
Philadelphia, praying that section 4458 of the Revised Statutes be 
amended so as to lessen the amount of license fees now paid by such 
officers; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Erie, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the permanent organization of the Signal Corps 
. the Army; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Job H. Jackson and others, citizens 
of Chester County, Pennsylvania, and the petition of Rev. Thomas 
Bowman and 71 others, ministers of the Gospel of the East Pennsy]- 
vania Conference of the Evangelical Association, praying for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Gilbert G. Mosley and 
others, citizens of Connecticut, praying for a reform in the civil 
service ; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the Presby- 
terian church of Inwood, New York City, praying fora commission’ 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I also present the petition of D. 
Wilkes James and 1,500 others, citizens of New York, praying for a 
change in the manner of appointment to civil offices. The majority 
of the names to this petition consists of bankers and business men of 
the city of New York. Imove its reference to the Committee‘on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 546) 
to restore certain articles of silverware to Mrs. Isabella S. McRae. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. R. No, 111) authorizing the withdrawal from the De- 
partment of State of a certificate of indebtedness in favor of Mifflin 
Kennedy and Richard King against the Republic of Mexico, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORGAN, fromthe Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This bill is a copy of the one passed 
at the last session of Congress by the Senate. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 1101) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to erect a public building in the city of Hot Springs, Arkansas, for 
the use of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1102) for the relief of Rufus Ross; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1103) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, 
Secor & Co., and Zeno Secor; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No, 1104) granting a pension to 
Sarah Lupkin Merchant; which was read twice by its title; and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1105) to create an additional land district in 
the State of Nebraska ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1106) for the relief of 
Calvin DeWitt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask leave to introduce a bill. This bill has 
been prepared by Judge Taylor, of the Mississippi River commission, 
and has been submitted tothe approval of that commission, and re- 
lates to the condemnation of land and material that may be necessary 
in the prosecution of the work. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce abill (8. No. 
1107) defining the powers and jurisdiction of the Mississippi River 
commission, authorizing the appropriation of land and material for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River and its navigable tribu- 
taries, prescribing the manner of assessing damages for property so 
appropriated, and providing penalties for acts in hinderance or in- 
jury of such improvements; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (by request, ) asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1108) to provide for 
the cancellation of illegal entries and sales of public lands, and for 
the refunding of the purchase-money ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave tointroduce a bill (8S. No. 1109) toreorganize and promote 
the efficiency of the Army chaplains’ department; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VANCE, I ask leave, by request of the incorporators, to pre- 
sent their bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1110) to incorporate the Potomac Water-Power and Manufacturing 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1111) for the relief of certain 
citizens of Tennessee; which{was read twice by its title, and referred. 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (by request, ) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to intaumnes a bill (S. No. 1112) to refer the 
claim of Alice E. De Groot and Theodore R. B. De Groot, adminis- 
trators of William H. De Groot, deceased, to the United States Court 
of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1113) to create an additional land district 
in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. SLATER (by request) asked and, ry unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 1114) providing for furnish- 
ing copies of papers in the Interior Department; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, i‘ request,) asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1115) granting a 
pension to Peter Brewer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1116) for the relief of Harlow L. 
Street; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file in the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


referred the bill (S. No. 1056) granting the right of way over the 
public lands in Alabama, and to grant lands to said State in aid of 
the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish simply to say with reference to the bill re- 
ported by the Senator from Alabama from the Committee on Public 
Lands, that a minority of that committee, dissenting from the con- 
clusions of the majority, desire the privilege of presenting their views 
in oppaetion to the passage of the bill at some future time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They can do so at any time. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 399) granting the right of way over the pub- 
lic lands in Alabama and to grant lands to said State in aid of the 
Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company, and for other purposes, 
reported adversely thereon ; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

r. WALKER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 521) donating a part of the abandoned mili- 
tary reservation of Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort Smith 
for the use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (8S. No. 27) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated 
bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in 
said State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appro- 
priations for c ing out the same,” approved June 15, 1880, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1061) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Augusta, Maine, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 855) granting a right of way through public 
lands to the Palatka and Indian River Railroad Company, reported 
it with an amendment. 


FREEDMAN’S BANK BUILDING. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report favorably and without amendment the 
bill (S. No. 1092) authorizing and directing the purchase by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for the public use of the property known as 
the Freedman’s Bank, and the real estate and parcels of ground ad- 
jacent thereto, belonging to the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com- 
pany, and located on Pennsylvania avenue, between Fifteenth and 
Fifteenth-and-a-half strects, Washington, District of Columbia. 

I ask for the present consideration of this bill. It is a bill in rela- 
tion to the purchase of the Freedman’s Bank, and has passed the 
Senate several times heretofore, last year being reported by the then 
Senator from Mississippi, Mr. Bruce, and after patient consideration 
and inserting a more clear description of the property, it was passed, 
I think, almost unanimously. 

I am advised thatitis necessary that this bill should be passed early, 
asthe agent who now hasthe custody and control of the building has 
an offer from an outside party for payment in cash for the building— 
an offer nearly the amount of the present bill. 

I will say further that this bill does not propose to give the actual 
cost of the building, which was two hundred and fifty-eight thousand 
and some odd dollars, but grees $250,000. Ithink it isvery advan- 
tagnnes forthe country to have this building and all the adjacent land 
and property, and it is in my opinion to-day worth at least $50,000 
more. than is proposed to be given for it. I therefore ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read, subject to objection. 

The.bill was read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have communications from the Comptroller of 
the Currency, who has the custody and control of this bank now, 
and also from the Attorney-General, but I do not think, after the 
very full and complete consideration given to this bill at the last 
session, and after a thorough examination according to the plats of 
the city as to the description, that it is necessary to consume further 
time in relation to the matter. 

Ifthe bill had passed as it was recommended by various committees, 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and the Finance 
Committee, years ago, we should have saved from $50,000 to $75,000 of 
rental up to this time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether $250,000 
or $225,000 was the amount to be paid according to the bill pre- 
vicualy posse ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And this covers the same amount 
of ground then provided for? 

. MORRILL. Precisely the same amount. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Are there the same provisions that 
bi 3 ye * the bill of the last Congress as to the amount of land, 
title, &e. : 

Mr. MORRILL. The same precisely, so far as I understand it. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It is the same identical bill. 
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Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1117) for the retirement of Brevet Major- 
General Meigs with the rank and pay of a retired officer of the grade 

-of major-general; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
‘introduce a bill (S. No. 1118) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
.to introduce a bill (S. No. 1119) to pay I. C. Hamner, as administra- 
.tor,of George M. Hamner, deceased, the proceeds of certain cotton ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
-Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. VEST submitted amendments intended to be 

roposed by them ree to the bill (H, R. No. 3844) to estab- 
Fish post-routes; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 

-and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 111) authorizing the withdrawal 
from the Department of State of a certificate of indebtedness in favor 
of Mifflin Kennedy and Richard King against the Republic of Mex- 
ico was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Turner, of Union County, in the 
State of Tennessee, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. COKE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William Beddo and others for relief be 
withdrawn from the fies of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of James J. Faught be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Robert Gorthy and Calvin Green be 
olen Tc the files of the Senate and sent to the Judiciary Committee of the House 
or ir use. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


, That the papers in relation tothe claim of Francis Robinson, of Missoun, 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PURCHASE OF PICTURES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that on the 7th of December I submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of purchasing the picture of the embarkation of Cecelius Calvert, sec- 
ond Lord Baltimore, painted by Anthony Van Dyke, and the full-size portrait of 
General George Washington, painted from life by Charles Wilson Peale, now the 
property of Titian R. Peale. 

The resolution stated that the picture was the property of Titian 
R. Peale. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] desiring to 
reserve the question of property, whether it did in fact belong to 
Titian R. Peale, and in relation to that point only, asked that the 
resolution should go over. 

The matter that I wish to accomplish now is this: to so amend the 
resolution as to avoid the point raised by the Senator from Vermont 
and allow the resolution to be referred. I want to secure its reference 
to the Committee on the Library. It is now on the table. At the 
time I gave way to the suggestion made by the Senator from Vermont, 
I said let it lieon the table. Ido not wish it tolietoolong. I want 
to amend the resolution by inserting the words “alleged to be” 
before the words “the property ;” so as to make the resolution read : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire into the 
cuneteney << puncesing the picture of the embarkation of Cecelius Calvert, sec- 
ond Lord Baltimore, painted by aaeeeey ven Dyke, and the full-size portrait of 
General George Washington, painted from life by Charles Wilson Peale, now 

- alleged to be the property of Titian R. Peale. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the resolu- 
tion be taken up? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Indiana will pardon me, I 
understood, when this matter was before the Senate on a previous 
day, that there was also a question as to the genuineness of the por- 
trait itself as well as the ownership. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; the Senator from Kansas is misinformed, 

-or his memory is not correct about that. This matter has been before 
the committee heretofore, a year ago. There is no question of the 
eg of the picture. The only question raised is whether 

itian R. Peale, now an elderly man and the son of Charles Wilson 
Peale, is really the owner of the picture or whether the painter him- 
self parted with the property in the work in his life-time and the 
Government now owns it. That is all the question there is. That 

: question was suggested by the Senator from Vermont, and the amend- 
ment which I now propose obviates that difficulty and makes the 

>resolution read simply that it is “now alleged to be the property of 


Titian R. Peale.” That willtake the question before the committee 
and let that question with the others be determined. 

I hope the Senate will indulge me in having the resolution referred 
to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be modified as 
suggested by the Senator from Indiana. The question is on the reso- 
lution as modified. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


Mr. COKE. I desire to give notice this morning that on the com- 
pletion of the morning hour to-morrow I shall ask unanimous consent 
to lay aside the pending business to take up the bill (8. No. 22) to 
provide for the appointment of a commission to investigate the ques- 
tion of the tariff and internal revenue laws, in order that I may sub- 
mit some remarks upon it. 


ACTING CHIEF CLERK. 
Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was read . 


Resolved, That Neill S. Brown, jr., of Tennessee, be, and he is hereby, appointea 
to perform the duties of Chief Clerk of the Senate while the present Chief Clerk 
shall be performing the duties of Secretary, unless the Senate 8. hereafter other- 
wise order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let that go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say that the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. McM1rLan] not being in his seat desires to be present, and I 
give notice that I shall ask the Senate to consider the resolution 
to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 


DISTRICT LIQUOR LICENSES. 


Mr. ROLLINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
read : 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to transmit, as soon as may be, to the Senate a statement show- 
ing the date when the retail liquor licenses for the last license year expired, the 
number of such licenses issued in the District of Columbia for the present license 
year, to whom and when issued, the place of business of each license, and when 
the several applications for such licenses were approved by the liquor-license 
board, and to inform the Senate whether any of the retail liquor dealers were per- 
mitted to continue the sale of Vastra tne the expiration of last year’s license and 
before ouing a license for the present license year; and,if so, to report the 
names of such dealers, their places of business, and the time during which each 
was thus permitted to sell liquors without existing license; and also whether any 
such dealers are now permitted to continue the sale of liquors without having an 
existing license ; and, if so, their places of business; and further, to state by what 
authority of law such dealers, if any have been, or are now, permitted to sell liquors 
without an existing valid license. 

Mr. HARRIS. Letthe resolution be printed. I should like to look 
at it. It involves, I am afraid, a very large amount of work. I do 
not know that I shall object to it, but I want to see it in print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over and bo 
printed. 

RECIPROCITY TREATY WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following concurrent resolution ; 
which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the increas- 
ing commercial intercourse between the people of Mexico and of the United States, 
and the relations of friendship and good-will between the two great Republics 
now so happily existing and so gratifying to the people of both countries, make it 
ee that the trade and commerce of the two countries, whether on overland 
routes or by sea in the ships owned by citizens of either country, should be regulated 
by a treaty of reciprocity mutually advantageous to-both countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the resolution be printed and lie upon 
the table, and I shall ata future day offer some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
laid on the table, subject to the call of the Senator from Alabama. 


MONUMENT TO ADMIRAL DU PONT, 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S, No. 977) making an appropriation for the base and ped- 
estal of amonument to the late Rear-Admiral Samuel Francis Du Pont, 
United States Navy. I apprehend there will be no debate upon this 
bill. It has already met the almost unanimous approval of the Sen- 
ate at a prior session, and I feel a strong personal interest that it 
should become a law at an early period. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before that bill is taken up, I wish to give notice 
to the Senator from Delaware that in consideration of the pendency 
of unfinished business, and the fact that the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. WiILLIAMs] has given notice that he will make a speech to-day 
on the tariff bill, I shall feel called upon to insist upon the regular 
order at one o’clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think this bill will lead to no debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. From what committee does that come? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 








1882. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


913 





IRTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTION IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, afew days agoI introduced a second 
resolution calling on the Secretary of the Treasury for certain infor- 
mation. Since the introduction of that resolution the information 
has been furnished, and I ask permission of the Senate to withdraw 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
indefinitely. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well, let that be done. 
the Calendar any longer. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by Mr. VANCE on the Ist instant, and it was postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be again directed to transmit to 
the Senate copies of all charges, complaints, or other information concerning any 
misconduct or irregularities of officials charged with the collection of internal rev- 
enue in the sixth collection district of North Carolina which ms have been re- 
ceived or be on file in any office in his Department ; and also copies of any order 
or orders issued by the collector of said district forbidding the arrest of offenders 
against the revenue laws, or the issuing of warrants against such persons. 


THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, } in regard 
to the consideration of the Calendar, be now taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are but three minutes of the 
morning hour left. Is it the pleasure of the Senate to take up the 
resolution for consideration ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following, submitted by Mr. AN- 
THONY on the 11th of January last: 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless, 
upon motion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed 
to the consideration of the Calendar, and continue such consideration until half 
past one o’clock ; and bills and resolutions that are not objected to shall be taken 
up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once and for five min- 
a only upon any question; and the objection may be spoeened at any stage of 


the proc ngs; and this order shall commence immediately after the call for 
“concurrent and 


other resolutions,” and shall take precedence of the unfinished 
‘business and other special orders. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if this is identically the same resolution that we were acting under 

«during the last Congress, offered by that honorable Senator 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is the same with the exception of a verbal 
-amendment offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe] making 
it more clear as it has been construed. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a suggestion to the Senate which 
will take but a moment. This rule has been in force for a long time, 
but there are a very considerable number of new Senators who have 
net been in the Senate when it was acting under it. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] has proposed a very important and 
radical amendment, which was debated for some time last week. 
‘That Senator is absent, and is to be absent this week. My sugges- 
‘tion is that we adopt the Anthony rule without the Senator’s amend- 
ment, and let it go on for this week till half past one every day. 
Then if the Senator desires to renew his rule it also will be in order 
on the report made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] from 
the Committee on Rules, and the Senate will be able to deal with 
that motion, having had practical experience for a week of the oper- 
ation of the Anthony rute. If we adopt this now without any addi- 
tion, we shall thus have saved all the rights of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
ment, ; 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the entire rule be 
adopted without amendment, at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment pending 
moved by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Hae, ] which will be read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. In line 9, after the word “ proceedings,” 
it is proposed to insert “unless upon motion the Senate shall po 
wise order;” so that the clause will read: 

And bills and_resolutions that are not objected to shall be taken up in their 
-order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once, and for five minutes only, 
upon any question; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the pro- 
-ceedings, unless upon motion the Senate shall otherwise order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is accepted. The 
Senator from Massachusetts made a proposition which the Senator 
from Wisconsin accepts. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Wisconsin cannot accept in 
behalf of the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin can- 
not accept it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The only thing is to reject the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont and adopt the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution be 
adopted without amendment, and then when the Senator from Ver- 
mont gets. back next Monday he can move his rule; the report of 
the Committee on Rules is on the Calendar and it can be called up 
.at any moment the Senator desires. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator. from Massachusetts that 
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It would be better to postpone it 


I do not want it on 


Thave no objection to that arrange- 





a majority of the Senate can abrogate this rule at any hour and 
adopt any other. It requires only a majority to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then why not adopt the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. That is precisely my suggestion ; but the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont is pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that. an- 
less the Senate by unanimous consent decides to pass the resolution 
without an amendment, it cannot be done. The Senate must pass 
upon the amendment, as proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I move that the subject be postponed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed. 

Mr. HOAR. Imove to lay aside all other business informally, and 
dispose of this matter. We can do it in two minutes, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved by the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the pending and all other orders be laid aside 
until this resolution in relation to the rules be disposed of. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hopethat willnot be done. We have got along 
for two months of this session without the assistance of the Anthony 
tule; and as several of the Senators object to it very strongly, and 
desire to debate it whenever the subject comes up, among others 
the Senator from Vermont, I think it is due to the Senator from 
Vermont, inasmuch as he is called away on unavoidable business, 
that he should have an opportunity to be further heard upon his 
amendment and on the whole subject. I hope the Senate will not 
lay aside the regular order of business for the purpose of further 
considering this matter now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to lay aside—— 

Mr. INGALLS. That motion is not in order. Rule 43 provides 
what motions can be made when a question is pending. The unfin- 
ished business has been postponed for over four redler be the coneur- 
rence of the Senate to discuss another measure, and the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. W1LL1aMs}] has given notice that he wants to make a 
speech at one o’clock, and [ think it is unjust that this motion should 
now be made, 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am perfectly willing a vote shall be taken on 
this resolution ; but itis very apparent that there is none to be taken 
without discussion. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to give notice that to- 
morrow morning, after the business of the morning hour has been 
ee I will again move to take up the Anthony resolution, se 
called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairsupposed that the Senate, 
by a majority vote, could lay aside the pending order and take up any- 
thing it pleased. That was the reason the Chair entertained the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion. 
the Senator from Kansas. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas on the 12th of January, relative to the arrears 
of pensions act. 

Mr. INGALLS. Pursuant to the understanding reached on Friday, 
I yield temporarily to the Senator from Kentucky for the purpose of 
submitting some remarks on the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.’ The resolution will be temporarily 
laid aside. 


I do not wish to antagonize 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Kansas has my thanks. The 
bill I desire to call up temporarily is the one reported by the Finance 
Committee, known as the Morrill tariff bill, upon which I desire to 
submit some remarks. I shall be glad of the opportunity of saying 
to-day what I desire to say upon that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. No. 22) to provide for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the 
tariff and intetnal-revenue laws will be considered as before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it is admitted on all sides that 
our revenue laws need revision. They were framed in time of actual 
war, when the necessities of the Government required extraordinary 
sums of money. But these exigencies have passed away, and the 
country demands that taxation shall now be placed upon the basis 
of peace. To accomplish this several preliminary propositions have 
been made in the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

That committee has reported favorably back to the Senate the bill 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MorRILL.] To this bill 
there are, in my judgment, many grave objections, and for it I have 
offered a substitute. 

The bill reported by the committee proposes that the President 
shall appoint a commission of nine persons, not members of Congress, 
to investigate the whole subject of our tariff and internal-revenue 
laws in all their economic and financial aspects, and suggest to Con- 

ress such modifications and amendments asthe public interests may, 
in their judgment, demand. . 

My amendment simply proposes to substitute a joint committee 
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a capitation tax by which the poor are made to contribute nearly as 
much as the rich to the support of Government. The laboring poor 
man eats plainer food and wears cheaper clothes, but he consumes 
and wears out more than the rich. 

Several years ago I had a negro man in my employ, and I kept an 
exact account of everything he bought during the year, and found that 
the increased price, by reason of the revenue laws, amounted in a 
single year to $36.50. 

An examination of the Morrill tariff will disclose the fact that the 
tax is higher upon articles of necessity consumed by the masses than 
upon luxuries consumed by the rich, as the following table, made 
from official returns, will show: 


Rates of duties collected in 1880, in ad valorem, taken from oficial returns. 


Articles of luxury: 
Laces, cords, gimps, and braids 
Diamonds 
Embroideries 
Fancy articles 
Richest kinds of cut glass 
Jewelry 
Musical instruments 
Champagne, in pints............-.-.. 
Champagne, in quarts, $6 per dozen 
Still wines, in bottles 


Per cent. 


Now, let me place against the above what I deem articles of neces- 
sity, and see what duty they paid: 
Dutes paid in 1880, calculated in ad valorem, taken from oficial returns. 
Articles of necessity : 
Cleaned rice 
Epsom salts. . - 
Chiccory 
Spool thread 
indow glass, common, from 
Band and hoop iron 
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Locomotive tires 

Steel rails 

Castor oil’ 

Croton oil 

Paris white 

Balmoral alpaca 

Blankets, valued at 363 cents per pound 
Woolen hosiery, valued at 60 cents per pound 
Bunting, valued at 23 cents per pound 


Only think of costly point lace being taxed at 35 per cent., jow- 
elry 25 per cent., and diamonds only 10, while articles of necessity, 
used for food, clothing, and medicine, are taxed from 95 to 240 per 
cent. 

Comment upon this gross injustice is unnecessary ; the facts speak 
for themselves, 

They tell us that the system must be kept up to protect free Ameri- 
can labor against the pauper labor of Europe. This is all a pretense 
andasham. Protection is wanted for capital and machinery and not 
for labor. It has never increased the wages of labor, it has only 
increased the profit of capital. 

In anew an half developed country like ours, where there is more 
work to be done than there are hands to do it, labor necessarily com- 
mands a better price than in the overcrowded populations of the 
Old World. 

It is the competition of our fertile fields, and not the concessions 
ef capital that keeps up the — of factory hands. Protection was 
first asked because it was said that labor was too high to be employed 
with profit, but now they say it must be continued because it gives 
higher wages. What was first the cause is now claimed to be the 
consequence. 

Modern transportation, railroads, and steamships are bringing the 
nations of the world closer together, and gradually equalizing and 
raising-the price of labor the world over, and there is to-day but a 
— of difference between the price of skilled labor in England and 
America. 

The farmers of the country were promised that the building up of 
domestic manufactures would give them better markets at home for 
their surplus products than any to be found abroad. What has been 
the result ? Only two and one-half millions of our people are engaged 
in manufactures, and we might safely say two or three counties in 
Illinois or Iowa can produce enough to feed them all. 

Pennsylvania, the greatest of all the manufacturing States, pro- 
duces enough for all her own people and actually ships wheat and 
beef to Europe. i 

The factories afford a convenient market to the farmers in their 
immediate neighborhood, but this local demand is too small to affect 
the great centers of supply. 

The farmers to-day have not, in proportion to the population of 
the country, half as many home consumers of their products as they 
had before these great establishments had swallowed up all the small 
ones scattered through the country. 

We were told that when the American system was fully developed 
the people would have cheaper and better goods. Has this promise 
been fulfilled? No, sir; monopoly never puts down prices nor im- 
proves the quality of anything it has to sell. 

Mechanical inventions have harnessed the forces of nature to great 
engines of athousand horse-power, propelling countless spindles, and 
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thus displaced the labor of millions of hnman hands and reduced the- 
cost of production throughout the world; and yet the best qualities of 
nearly all manufactured goods are higher with us to-day than ever 

before—higher than in any other country on the earth. We have 

plenty of cheap goods of our own making, but they are so inferior 

that those who are able buy the foreign article. I doubt if there is 

a Senator on this floor clad in domestic cloth. We pay from sixty to 

seventy dollars for suits here, which we could buy in England for 

thirty. The laboring people of the country cannot go abroad for their: 
clothes, and are compelled to buy these shoddy stuffs. 

The decline in the price of standard prints and muslin delaines;. 
mentioned so exultingly by the Senator from Vermont, is not to be 
ascribed to protection, but to the inferiority of the goods. Our women 
will tell you that these low-priced goods are not worth making up. 
The old fashioned, high-priced calicoes, made party dresses for our 
plain people, wore well, held their colors, and looked genteel as long 
as they lasted, while the best delaines were worn by our fashionable: 
ladies. No, my friend, you cannot palm off upon our sensible country 
women your cheap, fady calicoes and slazy muslin delaines. They 
know them to be almost worthless, hardly fit for quilt linings. 

Take the leather trade, and what has protection done for it? We- 
have hides and tan-bark in such abundance that leather and its pro- 
ducts could be cheaper with us than in any other country on the 
globe, but the best classes of boots and shoes and harness are higher 
with us than ever before, and higher than in any other country. 
We have plenty of cheap boots and shoes, made of split leather, horse 
and sheep skins, ruined by new modes of tanning. Not long ago 
one of my servants bought a pair of these cheap boots, and in pulling 
one of them on pushed the bottom out. 

The effect of monopoly is to put up the price and put down the 
quality of all it makes to sell. When a new factory starts its first 
er are fair and reasonable in price, but the moment its trade is 
established the quality deteriorates and custom falls off, but a fortune 
is made while the boom is on its brand. We need the wholesome 
influence of foreign competition to correct this. 

I could cite illustrations from every branch of protected industry, 
but will conclude with Bessemer steel, a subject deserving special 
notice. Nothing has done more to develop railroad building and to. 
cheapen freights than the Bessemer process for making steel rails... 
It was discovered by Henry Bessemer, an Englishman, who sold his 
patent for the United States to eleven American ironmasters, who, as 
soon as the process had been fully tested in England, adapted their 
own mills to making it, and got Congress to impose a duty of $28 per 
= _ ne steel rails, which was about equal to their cost in 

ingland. 

In 1880 the domestic production of steel rails was 954,460 tons, . 
the importation 158,230 tons. The tax on the imported rails put 
$4,479,236 only into the Treasury, while it added $26,724,880 to the 
profits of these ironmasters. 

The average price of steel rails during the year 1880 was $65.50: 
per ton in America, and from $30 to $35 per ton in England. The- 
estimated domestic production for the year just ended is 1,500,000 : 
tons, which at $60 per ton amounts to $90,000,000, of which $42,000,000 ' 
is protection. Not satisfied with the exclusive right to make and to: 
sell rails, these companies got a provision inserted in the charters of 
some of our national railways that all the iron and steel used by 
them should be of American manufacture. Surely the greed of mo- 
nopoly is insatiable. 

We are constantly told that protection keeps the balance of trade 
in our favor, and anne the coin from leaving the country. There 
is nothing more fallacious than the common idea about what is called ' 
the balance of trade. Many suppose it is so much clear gain added: 
to the general wealth, while, in truth, it may be exactly the reverse. 
Suppose a Kentucky farmer joads a flat-boat with corn worth $1,000 
which he takes to New Orleans and exchanges for sugar and molasses: 
which he sells in Louisville for $2,000; it is palpable he made a thou- 
sand dollars, and yet the balance between exports and imports shows 
a thousand dollars against his State. If this boat with its cargo had 
gone to the bottom of the river the balance would have been a thou- 
sand dollars in favor of his State. 

Take another illustration. An English merchant takes an assorted 
cargo of goods worth $100,000 from Liverpool to Rio, exchanges it 
for coffee, which he carries. to New York and there exchanges for 
cotton which he sells in England for $200,000. It is perfectly clear- 
the merchant has made a hundred thousand dollars by his ventures, 
and yet the balance of trade is $100,000 against his country. 

The excess of exports over imports may indicate profits on invest- 
ments by foreigners, in the exporting country. This is exactly the 
case with us at the present time. Our export balances are drawn 
upon and the bills passed to the hands of foreign ee to pay 
profits on investments in this country. This sort of indebtedness is. 
a paid in commodities and not in coin, for gold never runs after 

ebts. ‘ 

Commerce is con«ucted upon entirely different principles from those 
of domestic trade where credit is so important an element. States 
and corporations make foreign debts, but merchants never ; they set- 
tle all commercial transactions as they go. _ 

The most healthy state of foreign trade is when the re 
imports are about equal, for it shows a reasonable degree of co: 
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It is said that the flow of coin to this country comes to pay our 
balances of trade. This is a mistake. The movements of the pre- 
cious metals are not regulated by the balances of trade. Gold does 
not come to pay debts. It comes for investment, or to buy the 
staples of life, when they are low enough in price to tempt capital 
to buy for export. Three years of exceptional abundance made these 
staples cheap with us, and three years of blighted crops made them 
dear in Europe. It was to buy these necessaries of life that the 
precious metals came. The golden tide always sets toward those 
countries where the staples of commerce are most abundant and 
cheap. It soon puts up prices above profitable exportation, and 
bbs again to restore the equilibrium of prices. 

Commercial relations cannot be maintained long between nations 
except upon the basis of a reciprocal exchange of commodities. It 
is only in exceptional cases, such as we have witnessed during the 
last three years, that nations send their precious metals abroad to 
buy bread. 

We cannot expect this thing to last always. Great Britain has 
‘colonies of her own which are preparing to supply the mother country 
with all the breadstuffs and provisions she can consume, and take 
her manufactured goodsin exchange. And Russia, our greatest rival 
in agricultural production, with a better organization of labor and 
a better system of transportation, has capacity to feed the whole of 
Western Europe. 

And, sir, if our restrictive system is to be continued, we shall lose 
the best of all our markets for raw productions, and shall see corn 
burnt again for fuel, and our farmers turned over to the tender mer- 
cies of that grinding monopoly called ‘the American system.” 

Mr. President, more than half of our people are farmers, and all of 
them are oppressed by our unjust system of taxation. But three 
branches of agricultural industry receive any of the benefits of pro- 
tection, to wit: rice, sugar, and hemp. 

My own State produces nearly all the good whisky that is made 
in the United States; it produces 40 per cent. of all the tobacco, and 
‘80 per cent. of the hemp. Whisky pays an internal-revenue tax of 
ninety cents per gallon, and tobacco sixteen cents a pound, which is 
more than 300 per cent. of the cost of production; and no man can 
givea good reason why tobacco should be taxed more than wheat or 
corr, or why whisky should be taxed more than coal-oil or turpentine. 

Tobacco is a production of the earth, and whisky is made from 
corn and rye, both productions of the farm, and yet pay taxes under 
both tariff and internal-revenue laws. 

Hemp alone of all the agricultural productions of my State receives 
any benefit from protection. It gots 40 per cent. protection, which 
has contributed greatly to keep alive its production. 

The hemp-growers of Kentucky held a meeting in Lexington a few 
days since and passed unanimously the following resolution, which 
I ask to have recorded to their immortal honor: 


Resolved by the hemp-growers of Kentucky, That we are in full accord with our 
Senators ond Representatives in Congress on the tariff question, but desire that, 
while any other interest is protected by the General Government, the hemp interest 
of the country shall have that er and we respectfully request that they 
watch this interest in our behalf. 

P. P. JOHNSTON, President. 





R. H. Prewitt, Secretary. 


Here, sir, is the first instance in all history of a protected interest 
voluntarily offering to surrender an advantage upon the altar of the 
public good. I am proud, sir, to represent a people so patriotic and 
so magnanimous, and commend their example as worthy of all imita- 
tion. I commend it to all manufacturers of cotton, wool, and iron, 
and especially to the producers of rice and sugar. Why should we 
for a little present advantage sacrifice a great principle? That man 
‘whose pein is not broad enough to take in his whole country 
with all its people is neither a statesman nor a patriot. 

We were promised by the protectionists that when their system 
was fully established it would not only supply all home wants, but 
give constant puplarnent to a magnificent mercantile marine, which 
was to carry Yankee notions to the ends of the earth and bring back 
the comforts and luxuries of every clime. What has itdone? After 
ninety years of experiment less than 10 per cent. of our exports is 
manufactured goods, and this is carried in aoa ships. 

The Senator from Vermont has given us a table of the operations 
of our cotton and woolen mills, from which it appears that the num- 
ber of laborers employed in the cotton factories is 175,187; wages 
paid, $41,921,106 ; capital invested, $207,781,868; value of produc- 
tions, $192,773,960. He does not set down in his table, but states in 
his speech, that the amount of cotton used was 1,797,000 bales, which 
at eight cents per pound amounts to $57,504,000. Now subtract cost 
of material and wages of labor from value of production and we have 
a profit to capital of $93,348,860, or nearly 45 per cent. His woolen 
operations are as follows: 





Renee afegentives dn 139, 628 
ages paid............. -. $47, 115, 614 
Material used Smegemacnce - 162, 609, 436 
 aininiet cot ss hs nxn son sews biateeisakes 4s caccghienassa 155, 454, 105 
ae IN sla 8 SAU Ey San BRS wots chews cencces 265, 684, 796 


Now subtract the cost of wages and raw material from value of pro- 
duction and we have a profit of $55,859,746, or about 33 per cent. on 
the capital invested. 

There is no regular business in the world that pays like this. 
The protectionists do not desire foreign markets ; the home monop- 
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oly isas good athingasthey want. They dread competition ut home 
and abroad worse than the devil dreads holy water. Who will think 
of investing in ships where the profit is not more than 8 or 9 per cent. 
when he can make in the factory 30 or 40? Several years ago I saw 
a statement of the selling prices of the stocks of the principal New 
England mills, and they ranged from $250 to $1,400 per share of $100. 

The Senator from Vermont frankly admits that he is unwilling to 
enter any field unless his competitors are handicapped. There is no 
handicapping on the high seas. The great sweepstakes of commerce 
are open to all ages and all nations, but our timid friends have no 
mind to enter these great Derbys of the world; they prefer their own 
home tracks, where heavy weights, foul riding, and partial judges 
are sure to beat the foreign horse. 

We are not proposing absolute free trade, but fair and liberal trade. 
We do not wish to destroy our home industries, but do not wish to 
see them forced by hot-house processes, but by the bracing influences 
of the free, open sun and air. 

We cannot meet the wants of the Government without imposing 
duties on imports, and the amount required is so great that a tarill 
for revenue only will give more protection than any industry needs. 
Let us reduce the duties one-half, say to 20 or 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem, and our imports will increase to $1,000,000,000, and. yield a 
revenue of $250,000,000, and our Government will have abundant 
revenues and our people more comforts at lower prices, and more 
money to buy them with, for exports will increase in a correspond- 
ing ratio. Then we may repeal all our internal-revenue laws and 
wipe from the statute-book the last vestige of war taxation. 

The protective policy was started with the idea of giving temporary 
support to new industries, which was to he withdrawn so soon as 
they were sufficiently developed to take care of themselves, and 10 or 
15 per cent. was considered ample protection, But these fostered 
bantlings have grown more exacting as they have grown older, and 
now, in the vigor of their manhood, demand from 50 to 100 per cent. 
protection as a right—a vested right. 

Mr. President, if this voracious monster, after feeding through 
three generations upon the blood and sweat of the people, is not old 
enough now to stand alone and take care of itself, in the name of all 
that is holy, when will it he? 

If, sir, with a population of 50,000,000 of people ; with a country of 
boundless extent, yielding in marvelous abundance all the elements 
of prosperity and wealth; with more gold, silver, copper, iron, and 
coal, more sea-coast, navigable rivers, and railroads than any other 
nation on earth; with cheap living, and abundant capital seeking 
employment; with Government 3} percents selling at a premium— 
if, I say, with all these surroundings, our manufactures are not now 
able to stand without Government aid, we should abandon them to 
their fate and let them perish, for we must conclude that we have not 
yet reached the manufacturing period of national life. But none of 
them would perish if bounties were withdrawn. 

They now think only of the.amount they can throw upon the mar- 
ket, for the profit is great at any cost. Take away the bounty and 
they will study cheaper and better methods. Their profits will be 
less, it is true, and ought to be, but still sufficient for a moderate 
living income. We shall then see capital seeking investment in some 
of our neglected industries, perhaps in commerce and navigation 
again. We once had a navy and a commercial marine that were the 
pride and glory of the nation. Often while standing upon some for- 
eign quay, in by-gone years, have I seen one of our majestic clipper 
ships coming into port with all sails spread walking the waters like 
a thing of life, and when she cast anchor and flung ont from her 
mast-head the Star enapes. Banner, oh! how my heart swelled with 
patriotism and pride as I heard the shouts that went up to welcome 
that glorious emblem of the peace, power, and liberty of my own na- 
tive land. We once had half of the carrying trade of the world, 
and the prowess of our gallant Navy awoke the jealousy of the an- 
cient mistress of the seas. Our trade was carried in our own ships, 
which collected an annual tribute of a hundred millions from other 
nations; but now our flag is seldom seen in half the ports of the 
world, and we pay foreign ships one hundred and thirty millions a 
year to carry our own trade. bus gallant and glorious Navy “has 
_— glimmering through the dream of things that were, a school- 

oy’s tale, the wonder of an hour.” Our commercial marine, the nur- 
sery of ull seamanship, has perished from the seas, and our seamen 
have taken service under foreign flags. 

What has blighted and blasted our power upon the ocean? Some 
say the war of the rebellion ; others say the revolution in naval archi- 
tecture, which has supplanted wood and sails by iron and steam. 
Some say it is port charges and State taxes; and others again that 
it is our odious navigation laws. All these causes have doubtless 
had some influence, but the chief cause is to be found in that pater- 
nal policy of our Government which has fostered a few industries to 
the exclusion of all others. 

Capital has had all the benefits of legislation for twenty years. 
The Government has taxed the whole people more than a thousand 
million a year as a bounty to the manufacturers. It has given abso- 
lute control over the currency of the country to the national banks. 
It has ceded away 200,000,000 of acres of the best of the public lands 
to great private railway corporations, and robbed the nation of the 
richest inheritance with which God ever blessed a people. The 
enormous profits of these Government pets have drawn the energy 
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and the capital of the country into railroads, manufactures, and 
banks. Who, sir, will invest his money in iron steamers, and brave 
the perils of the ocean, for the meager profits of the carrying trade, 
when there are so many better things at home ? 

Mr. President, the great moneyed corporations are rapidly absorb- 
ing all the wealth of the nation, and unless resisted and checked, 
must end in overthrowing its liberties. 

There is something radically wrong in the institutions of any coun- 
try where it is possible for men in a single life-time to acquire a hun- 
dred millions of property. Individual men die and their property is 
divided and squandered by their heirs; but corporations never die— 
they are immortal. The longer they exist the fewer the stockholders 
become and the more colossal the fortunes of those who succeed. 

When our fathers had overthrown the kingly form of government, 
with its laws of primogeniture and entail, they vainly imagined they 
had provided for that equal distribution of property so essential to 
the preservation of free institutions. They dreamed not of the 
modern devices by which the people were to be divided into two 
classes, millionaires and paupers, and through which the money 
kings of the new world were to play the role of the great barons of 
feudal times. 

The heaviest blow ever given to popular liberty was struck by the 
great judge who delivered the opinion of the Supreme Court in the 
Dartmouth College case. The great man of the coming age will be 
the brave jurist who overthrows that decision and expunges its per- 
nicious doctrines from American jurisprudence. 

The born kings of the Old World claim to rule by divine right; the 
money kings of the New World claim power by vested right. The 
difference is only in the phrase; the substance is the same. 

In all ages despots have impoverished their people by granting 
monopolies to members of the royal family, to followers and favor- 
ites, and even to mistresses, In our Republic the same thing is done 
through the forms of law. 

There is scarcely a blessing of God that with us is not the subject 
of monopoly. Our people understand this, but they are calm and 
patient because they feel conscious of strength. But let these op- 
pressors pause and consider before they arouse a popular storm that 
shall sweep them away with the besom of destruction. The great 
battle of the future is between the people and the monopolists. 
When that conflict comes I shall be found on the side of the people. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the pending resolution be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by 
Mr. INGALLS on the 12th of January : 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, the act of January 25, 1879, com- 
monly known as the ‘‘ arrears of pensions act,” ought not to be repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. BuTLEeR,] to 
add to the resolution— : 

And that Congress ought to enact alaw granting a pension to the soldiers of the 
Mexican war. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move, Mr. President, to amend the amendment 
by inserting before the word “soldiers” the words “needy or dis- 
abled.” ys 

Mr. President, I suppose as a parliamentary proposition the ques- 
tion would first recur on the amendment to the amendment, oftered 
by myself, next upon the amendment as amended, and finally upon 
the original proposition submitted by me on the 12th of January. 
But I prefer at this time to address myself to the original resolution, 
leaving the amendments to be considered hereafter. 

The senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEck] is incapable of 
deliberate injustice. He has a broad, generous, and impulsive nature, 
an instinctive hatred of wrong, a spontaneous love of fair play and 
honor. When he, therefore, in a premeditated speech prepared upon 
another subject, went far out of his path to decane that the arrears 
of pensions act was conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity, 
that it was a fraud upon the American people, that every man who 
voted for it was an ignorant and selfish coward, and announced him- 
self in favor of its immediate and unconditional repeal, as I had in- 
troduced the measure, was chairman of the committee that reported 
it, and made the principal argument in favor of its passage, I felt 
called upon se tly to challenge the truth of his statements; I 
assured him then that I would give him opportunity thereafter either 
to prove his allegations or to retract or qualify them as he might think 
best after the further discussion. 

As the Senator has apologized for the language he employed; ex- 
pressed his regret that he made the remark which invoked my reso- 
lution ; confessed that he knew nothing whatever about the subject, 
and admitted that the law was apparently wise and justand patriotic, 
and that his only objection arose from the methods adopted to secure 
its passage, the frauds that he asserts are perpetrated under it, and 
the enormous amount of money required to carry it into effect, I 
might perhaps content myself by simply asking a vote upon the 
adoption of my resolution without further reply. But during the 
interval that has elapsed since the speech of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky was delivered, and since I tendered him the issue, thé debate has 
been transferred to a wider forum than that of the Senate, the forum 
of the press and the people, where the allegations of the Senator from 


Kentucky have been repeated again and again with additions of 
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greater or less importance, so that it is necessary at this time that 
there should be a statement of the reasons for the enactment of the 
law and the arguments against its proposed repeal. 

Perhaps the most extraordinary assumption made by the Senator 
from Kentucky in his assumed vindication of his attack was his denial. 
of my right to offer this resolution at all. I will read his language: 

But I deny the propriety of bringing a resolution into the Senate, with three- 
bills now pending in the House of Rte resentatives seeking the repeal or a modi- 
fication of the law that was passed under the circumstances I have indicated. 

That is to say, the Senator from Kentucky considers himself at 
liberty to assail a measure, to denounce it as a fraud and an imposi- 
tion, to impugn indirectly the motives of those who supported it, 
and demand its repeal. But when it is replied that the measure is. 
i and ought to stand, such action is not within the scope of par- 

iamentary propriety. It is a novel canon of criticism that the ene- 

mies of a measure can assail, denounce, and asperse it, whether bills. 
for its repeal are pending in the other House or not; but that it is 
out of order, unparliamentary, and improper for the friends of the 
measure to advance reasons in favor of its continuance or to attempt 
to repel unjust imputations. 

The Senator from Kentucky has been, so far as I am aware, the only 
member of this body, with the possible exception of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Davis] who has advocated the repeal of this act. 
He refers us to the names of three members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives who have introduced measures for its repeal. He says: 

As early as the 13th of December, 1881, Mr. GOLDsMITH W. Hewirr, who was a 
member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House at the time of the pas- 
sage of the bill, had introduced a bill, if not absolutely to repeal it, to modify it to 
such an extent as to deprive it of much, if not all its vicious character. 

Mr. Hewitt, I believe, is a Democrat of high standing in that or- 
ganization. 

On the 19th of December, 1881, Mr. SIMONTON, also a member of the House, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2620) for the absolute repeal of that law. 

I have not the honor of the acquaintance of Mr. StMonTON, but I 
believe that he also is a Democrat from the State of Tennessee, and 
I will read for the information of the Senate such statistics of his 
career as appear in the Congressional Directory : 

CHARLES BRYSON SIMONTON, of Covington— 

After stating the data in regard to his birth, it appears he— 
enlisted as a private in the confederate service in April, 1861; was subsequently 
elected second lieutenant, and afterward captain; was severely wounded in the 
battle of Perryville, October 8, 1862, and disabled from any further active duty dur- 
ing the war; taught school, and was five years principal of Portersville Academy ; 
was elected clerk of the circuit court of ‘Tipton County in March, 1870. 

The third member of the House of Representatives is a colleague 
of the Senator from Kentucky by the name of CALDWELL, of whom he 
speaks in terms of great and, I have no doubt, deserved respect and 
confidence. I presume that Mr. CALDWELL is also a member of the 
same political organization, and it appears from his biography, pub- 
lished in the Congressional Directory, that— 

JOHN WILLIAM CALDWELL, of Russell ville,was born at Russellville, Logan County, 
Kentucky, January 15, 1838; entered the confederate army September 20, 1861, as 
captain; was promoted to or, lieutenant-colonel, and colonel of the ninth Ken- 
tucky regiment of infantry, General John C. Breckinridge’s brigade, and served 
with that brigade during the entire civil war; was elected in 1866 county judge of 
Logan County, Kentucky, and re-elected in 1870. 

Mr. President, I have no wish to draw any inferences, or to place the 
Democratic party or that portion of it which served in the confeder- 
ate army ina false position ; but it is a significant fact, and one that 
the country will not fail to notice, that the Senator from Kentucky 
denounces the right of any member of the Senate to invite the ex- 
pression of opinion of the Senate upon this question because three 

rentlemen belonging to the Democratic party, two of whom served 
In the confederate army, have introduced measures for the repeal of 
the law. 

*Mr. President, I do not suppose that the Senator from Kentucky, if 
he had an opportunity to repeat his argument, would present that 
for the consideration of the Senate. I dismiss it, therefore, notwith- 
standing his criticism upon my conduct, as something not worthy 
further of serious attention. 

The interval that has elapsed since this debate began has not been 
unprofitable. The attention of the country has been called to what 
this pension arrears legislation means, how it was passed, and what 
the country will have to expend to make it operative. We have this 
morning laid upon our desks a report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
in response to aresolution of the House of Representatives, from which 
it appears that forthe period of twenty-five years ending in 1906, after 
the present cases upon the roils shall have been finally disposed of, 
the entire aggregate that will be paid for claims for pensions arising 
out of the war of the rebellion will be the enormous sum of $1,264,- 
229,977. Whatever may have been said about the improvidence of the 
passage of the original act, it can no longer be said that the country 
is in doubt or darkness or ignorance as to its true significance, It is 
therefore a great advantage that this discussion has been protracted 
until the enormous proportions of our pension list are fully disclosed 
both to Congress and the country. 

There are two theories prevalent in this country in regard to pen- 
sions. One is that they are an act of grace, that they aro charities, 
that the pensioners are mendicants asking for alms, and that what- 

| ever is granted to them is given as a plate of broken meat is set on 
the kitchen table before a tramp, or asa half-gnawed bone is thrown 
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at a starving dog; and it is from that class that all this uproar about 

frauds and wrongs and enormous expenditures has proceeded. Lam 

not of that school. I believe that pensions are paid in pursuance of 
-@ solemn and binding obligation that was part of the original con- 
tract for military service, as much as the pay of the soldier, or his 
clothing, or his equipments, or any other portion of the stipulation 
under which he entered the military or naval forces of the Govern- 
ment. I believe, further, that he is entitled to the payment of that 
pension from the time when the disability was incurred, whether he 
sees fit to call for it in one year or in five years, or in ten years. 

In support of that proposition I will call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the original statute under which enlistments were invited at 
the breaking out of the war of the rebellion, which will be found in 
the twelfth volume of Statutes, page 270, section 6. I read from the 
act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing 
the laws and protecting public property : 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That any volunteer who may be received into 
the service of the United States under this act, and whomay be wounded or other- 
wise disabled in the service, shall be entitled to the benefits which have been or may 
be conferred on persons disabled in the regular service ; and the widow, if there be 
one, and if not, the legal heirs of such as die, or may be killed in service, in addition 
to all arrears of pay and allowances, shall receive the sum of $100. 

So that at the time of the enlistment of the volunteer forces, called 
out at the beginning of the war, there was a special assurance on the 
part of the Government to those who enlisted that they should be 
entitled to pensions in case of disability from wounds or disease, and 
that their surviving widows and orphans, if they were slain, should 
have arrears of pay and bounty, and an additional allowance, as 
provided for in the statute. 

I think I may safely assume that the Government, in accordance 
with the practice of all martial nations, a long line of unbroken pre- 
cedent, entered into a contract at the time when the soldiers enlisted 
that if they were disabled they should be pensioned, and if they were 
slain their surviving widows and orphans should receive compen- 
sation. 

The only question that arises under our general pension laws, and 
the only question that ever ought to arise under wliat is known as 
the arrears of pensions act, is, when was the pension due and payable ? 
I should like it to be kept clearly before the mind of every one who 
has any doubt whatever as to the legality or propriety of this enact- 
ment that the only question involved in the arrears of pensions act 
was when the pension that had been promised by the Government to 
the soldier should begin; whether it should commence at the time 
when he was disabled, at the time when he applied, or at the pleas- 
ure of the Government itself; for those are the only three periods that 
could be prescribed. 

At the risk of being somewhat tedious, for this is an important 
question and should be fully elucidated, I will call the attention of 
the Senate to the first act that was passed on the subject of pensions 
after the one to which I have referred. It will be found in volume 
12 of the Statutes, page 568, section 5. I read this to show that the 
Government from the beginning, by successive enactments, has de- 

-clared that pensions should commence from the date of discharge: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That pensions which may be granted, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of this act, to persons who may have been, or shall be, 
employed in the military or naval service of the United States, shall commence on 
the day of the discharge of such persons in all cases in which the application for 
such provisions is filed within one year after the date of such discharge; and in 
cases in which the application is not filed during said year, pensions granted to 
Le employed as aforesaid shall commence on the day of the filing of the appli- 
cation. 

That was approved on the 14th day of July, 1862, and limited the 
period within which applications must be filed to one year. On the 
4th day of July, 1864, another statute was passed on the same sub- 
ject, which will be found in volume 13 of the Statutes, at page 388. 
It is as follows: 

SEc. 6. And be it further enacted, That no pension claim now on file, unless 
prosecuted to a successful issue within three years from the passage of this act, and 
no claim hereafter filed, not thus prosecuted to a successful issue within five years 
from the date of such filing, shall be admitted without satisfactory record evidence 
from the War Department to establish the same; and in every case in which a 
claim for pension shall have been filed more than three years after the discharge 
or decease of the party on whose account the claim is made, the pension, if allowed, 
shall commence from the date of filing the last paper in said case by the party pros- 
ecuting the same. : 

So that by this statute of 1864 the period was extended from one 
to three years. The next enactment is found in volume 14, page 58, 
section 13, which provides : 

That nothing in this or any other act shall be so construed as to repeal or 
modify the 6th section ofan act entitled ‘‘An act supplementary to ‘An act to grant 
pensions,’ approved July 14, 1862,” approved July 4, 1864, or to entitle a person to 
receive more than one pension at the same time ; and in every case in which aclaim 
for pension shall not have been filed within three years after the discharge or de- 
cease of the party on whose account the claim is made, the pension, if allowed, 
shall commence from the date of filing the last paper in said case by the party 
prosecuting the same. < 

In this statute, passed on the 6th of June, 1866, the Government 
still recognized the fact that the right of pensioners accrues at the 
time when the disability was received. Onthe 27thof July, 1868, the 
statute on this subject was again amended. Volume 15, page 236, 
section 6, provides: 

_ That all pensions which have been granted in consequence of death occurring or 
alisease contracted, or wounds received, since the 4th day of March, 1861, or may 
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hereafter be granted, shall commence from the discharge or from the death of the 

person on whose account the pension has been or shall hereafter be granted: DPro- 
vided, That the application forsuch pension has been or shall hereafter be filed with 
the Commissioner of Pensions within five years after the right thereto shall have 
accrued; except that applications by or in behalf of insane persons and children 
under sixteen years of age may be filed after the expiration of the said five years, 
if previously thereto they were without guardians or other proper legal represent- 
atives. 

By this statute the period was extended from three to five years. 
In section 7 of the same act there is a distinct, affirmative recoyn:- 
tion of the right to the payment of the arrears that accrue by reason 
of this extension. The section reads as follows: 

That immediately wpon the passage of this act, or as soon thereafter as may be 
practicable, it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Pensions to give public 
notice of the contents of the foregoing section, particularly at the offices of the sev- 
eral po agencies; and upon any ae by letter or otherwise for or on 
behalf of any person entitled to the benefit of its provisions, or upon any notifica- 
tion that such person is so entitled, to pay or cause to be paid to him all such ar- 
rears of pensionsas he may be entitled to under the provisions of the said section ; and 
no claim agent or other person shall be entitled to receive any compensation for 
services in making application for the arrears of pension under this and the pre- 
ceding section. 

That is, in consequence of the increase of the period from three to 
five years a large number of persons already on the rolls were enti- 
tled to more than they had received. I call the attention of those 
who claim that the act of 1879 was an innovation, to the fact that as 
early as 1868, by statutory definition, those already on the rolls who 
had not been pensioned from the date of their discharge were directed 
to be paid in full, and were so paid in accordance with the provis- 
ions of the statute. 

The next amendment that was made to the statute on this subject 
will be found in volume 17, page 572, section 15, in which the previ- 
ous definition is fully recognized and the extension again made to 
five years after the time when the right shall have accrued, and a 
further recognition of the right of all persons who were on the rolls 
under the previous limitation to receive pensions back to the time 
when their disability was incurred. The section is as follows: 

Sec. 15. That all pensions which have been, or which may hereafter be, granted 
in consequence of death occurring from a cause which originated in the service 
since the 4th day of March, 1861, or in consequence of wounds or injuries received 
or disease contracted since said date, shall commence from the death or discharge 
of the person on whose account the claim has been or shall hereafter be granted, or 
from the termination of the right of party having — title to such pension: Pro- 
vided, That the application for such pension has been, or shall hereafter be, filed 
with the Commissioner of Pensions within five years after the right thereto shall 
have accrued; otherwise the pension shall commence from the date of filing the 
last evidence necessary to establish the same: Provided further, That the limita- 
tion herein prescribed shall not apply to claims by or in behalf of insane persons or 
persons under sixteen years. 

On the 25th of January, 1879, was passed what is known as the 
arrears of pensions act, upon which this debate has occurred, and 
about which there has been so much misapprehension and misconcep- 
tioninthecountry. Thatact, with which everybody is familiar, sim- 
ply removes the five-year limitation existing under the statute of 1861 
and of 1873, and declares that whenever the right to a pension shall 
be established, the pensioner shall receive it from the time when the 
disability was incurred, either by wound ordisease, and that those on 
the roll who had been cut off by the limitations of previous statutes, 
and of 1873, shall receive what they would be entitled to, upon proper 
vouchers being filed with the-‘Commissioner of Pensions. That act 
on the 3d of March, 1879, by a supplemental provision, wasso amended 
as to declare that unless the applications were filed by the first day 
of July, 1880, the pension should only be granted from the period of 
application. 

Mr. President, I have thus stated succinctly all the statutory pro- 
visions bearing upon the subject of the commencement of pensions, 
from which it appears that not only was what is known as the arrears 
of pensions act no innovation upon the established practice of the 
Government, but that the principle had been distinctly recognized 
from the original enactment; and that the payment of pensions dow 
to 1873 had been from the day when the disability was incurred. 
The supplemental act of March, 1879, simply provided that in case 
the application was filed before the 1st of July, 1880, then the parties 
entitled to pensions should be paid from the time the disability was 
received, otherwise from the time when the application was filed 
and the proof made complete. This limitation was unjust and will, 
I have no doubt, be ultimately removed. 

Having thus established from the reading of the statutes on this 
subject that the law of January, 1879, was no innovation and that 
the principle now established is one that is consistent with the prac- 
tice of this Government, that such was the contract under which 
these soldiers originally enlisted and served, I will examine. briefly 
the arguments that have been brought against it. First, the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] asserts with a great deal of vigor and 
emphasis that the act of January, 1879, was passed under duress; 
that Congress was coerced into passing it ; that the members of the 
House and Senate were intimidated; that they did not dare to go 
home to their constituents unless they voted for the measure or if 
they voted against it. When asked for the grounds upon which he 
makes this extraordinary statement he alleges that there was a com- 
bination of claim agents in Washington by whom a vast number of 
petitions were prepared and sent out all over the country to be re- 
turned and presented to Congress, for the purpose of showing that 
















there was some overshadowing and overmastering public opinion on 
this subject. The Senatorfrom Kentucky evidently was frightened. 
He was present during the debate, he voted on one of the amend- 
ments which was offered to the bill; but when the vote came on its 
passage he incontinently disappeared from his seat and was lost in 
the safe seclusion of the cloak-room. 

Mr. BECK. May I say just one word about that, and only one ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. I had been paired for a week with the then Senator 
from California, Mr. Sargent, who was sick and who had left the 
Chamber at that time. e Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. Davis] 
well remembers that I declined to vote, upon having a consultation 
with him, not knowing how Senator Sargent would vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator did vote on one of the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BECK. I think Senator Sargent was here part of the day, 
but he was out when the vote was taken on the passage of the 
bill.t 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam glad to know that the Senator was not ter- 
rified. I supposed his vote did not appear because he was alarmed. 

Mr. BECK. It wasafter consultation with the Senator from West 
Virginia that I did not vote. I would have voted against the bill, 
Dut the Senator from California was absent. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from West Virginia voted against 
the bill. 

Mr. BECK. He did. 

Mr. INGALLS. And he never has been harmed. The Senator from 
Kentucky would have us believe that there was some imminent dan- 
ger, that nobody dared to vote against the bill for fear of some tre- 
mendous pressure being brought to bear upon him from some source 
that might inflict personal injury or impair his political career. The 
Senator from West Virginia, with the courage of his convictions, 
recorded himself against the passage of that bill, and he still survives, 
The Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY, ] the venerable patri- 
arch of this body, also voted against the bill, and there never has been 
any ruthor, so faras [have heard, thathe washarmed. Yetthe Senator 
trom Kentucky assumes as the reason why the act ought to be repealed 
that there was intimidation and coercion brought to bear upon Con- 
gress by which no man dared to vote against it. One would think, 
to have listened to the description which he gave the other day, that 
the city was beleaguered by an armed host, or that there was a 
hostile fleet anchored in the Potomac with its guns trained on the 
Capitol. To show how utterly futile and hollow and preposterous 
this statement is, I have been at the trouble to ascertain exactly what 
was done by these dreadful claim agents in the way of petition to 
this body. Ihave read the testimony taken before a committee of 
the House of Representatives, from which it appears that one obscure, 
anonymous, wretched creature, assisted by a few coadjutors here in 
the city of Washington, not more than fifteen in all, sent to different 
parts of the country a few hundred printed petitions, at an expense 
of about $152. 

I have also, since the aijonrsment on Friday, had the journals ex- 
amined to ascertain exactly how many petitions praying for arrears 
of pension were presented in this body to produce the pressure to 
which the Senator from Kentucky says that Corgress yielded, and by 
which it was coerced and intimidated so that nobody dared to vote 
against the bill, and itis like Falstaff’s men in buckram. That there 
may be no misunderstanding about this question, because it has been 
stated often in the press and reiterated from hostile sources that 
there was the creation of a fictitious and fabricated public opinion 
that nobody could resist; that members of Congress and Senators 
whose terms were about expiring did not dare to go home and face 
their constituents ifthey voted against the bill, because there had 
been so many petitions filed here that it was equivalent to an ex- 
pressed opinion on the part of the majority of this nation that the bill 
ought to pass, [have gone back asfar as 1876, when this agitation 
began, and I find that in the first session of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, in 1875-76, the whole number of petitions presented on the 
subject of the arrears of pensions was one, and that came from the 
State of New York. 

In the second session of the Forty-fourth Congress, the years 1876 
and 1877, the entire number of petitions coming from twenty States in 
the Union was 55. In the first session of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
commencing in 1877, the entire number of petitions presented for 
arrears of pensions was 2, and they came from the State of New 
York. In the second session of the Forty-fifth Congress, 1877-78, when 
the agitation came to be active, the entire number of petitions pre- 
sented, coming from five States, was 9; and in the third session of 
the Forty-fifth Congress, the years 1878-79, when the bill was reported 
from the committee and passed, the entire number of petitions pre- 
sented was 137. Sothat when this matter is examined and analyzed, 
instead of there having been as the Senator from Kentucky said thou- 

sands and thousands of petitions from all parts of the country pre- 
cipitated in one avalanche into the Senate and Honse of Represent- 
atives, there was in this body a grand total of petitions extending 
over the period of four years of 204, * Only this and nothing more,” 
I think upon examination that this pretext that there was any con- 
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spiracy, that there was any duress, that there was any overmastering 
and irresistible 
agents and by t 


comer an to bear upon Congress by the claim 
© petitions that were forwarded here from disabled 


soldiers, vanishes into thin air. 


Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 


ment? 
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tion to it, there is one other singular fact in this connection. 
all those hundreds of thousands of pamphlets and documents pre- 
sented to Congress the only Senator who is shown ever to have read 
one of them is the Senator from Kentucky. 
of the report of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department: 


Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BECK. I wish to state the reason why I made the statement. 


I may have been mistaken about it; butin the document from which 
I read, the report of the committee of the House, there was a paper 
signed by three persons, one in the War Department named Burger, 
one in the Interior Department named Brower, and one in the 
Department named Trembly, and indorsed by George Bancroft, T. 
W. Talmage, L. Lowe, L. Bingham & Co., and eight or ten other 
firms in Washington, asking for aid for Mr. Dimmick, in which they 
say that Dimmick “‘ put in the first petition from New York, and has 
been the means of having nearly every 
sent to Congress the past three years, and his work has covered from 
Maine to California. 
pamphlets, petitions, and documents,” &c. 
true; it may not be true at all. 


yar 


etition and every letter 


He has placed before Congress over 100,000 
I believed that to be 


yermit me to call his atten- 
of 


Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will 


Let me read on page 74 


Q. You say you have seen members of the House and Senate read your docu- 


ments. Name a single member that you ever saw read a line of any one of your 
circulars? 


A. I do not recollect now at this late day, but I know I have seen them read 


them. 


. Can you name a Senator whom you ever saw read one of your circulars? 
. I saw one day—Senator Beck. 
Mr. BECK. Oh, no! Is that inthere? 
Mr. INGALLS. Why, certainly, on page 74 of the same report to 
which the Senator called my attention. Of all the hundreds of 


thousands of circulars and documents that were sent out broadcast, 


thrown into the Senate and House of Representatives, the only one 
that ever was shown to have been read by anybody was read by the 
re from Kentucky, according to the testimony of this man him- 
self. 

2. Did you see him readit? — 

- It seemed to me that he did. ° 

Q. Did he tear it up ? 

A. No, sir. 

2. How long did he look at it ? 

. Ido not know, sir. 

So I think that matter is reduced to a pretty small point. [thought 
that possibly the fact of his having read the circular might have de- 
terred him from voting on the p e of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; I was paired. 

Mr. INGALLS. The next serious allegation in the argument of the 
Senator from Kentucky is that gigantic frauds are practiced under 
and in consequence of this law. I respectfully submit, in the first 
place, in response to that argument, that the fact that frauds are 
practiced under a law is not itself any good reason for its abrogation. 
There have been unquestionably irregularities in the star-route serv- 
ice, but upon that account it would not be wise to stop all expendi- 
tures for the Post-Office Department. There have been frauds prac- 
ticed on the revenue, but all custom-houses should not be abolished 
on that account. Therefore the fact of itself that frands are perpe- 
trated under this law should not be an irrefragable argument against 
its existence if it is otherwise shown to be just, wise, and patriotic, 
ag the Senator admits it appears to be on its face. 

But I deny the assertion, and I believe I can satisfactorily establish 
my denial. The statement that any considerable portion of the ex- 
penditures of the Pension Department are fraudulently disbursed is 
without foundation ; and I can ofier three reasons which should con- 
vince any sensible man thatit isimpossible thatsuch should be the fact. 
The Senator from Kentucky quoted from the report of a former Com- 
missioner of Pensions. Mr. Bentley wasa man ofexcellent character, 
against whom nothing could be urged so far as his intentions were con- 
cerned; buthe was a naturaldetective. His mind was so constituted 
that he looked at the whole administration of the pension system, not 
for the purpose of seeing how pensions could be granted, but how 
swindlers could be detected; and under the operations of his repres- 
sive methods the admissions to the roll were run down in one year, 
when the number of applicants was greatest, to less than 10,000. He 
was a man whose horizon was narrow; he was like an astronomer 
who should endeavor to inspect the surtace of the moon with a micro- 
scope. In all his investigations of the pension system he seemed to 
be endeavoring to ascertain how much imposition there was on the 
administration of it by fraudulent claims, and he became a little 
wild on that subject. 

But there is one personal aspect of this case to which I will call 
the attention of Senators. If these frauds were so universal as has 
been depicted, if more than one-half, as Mr. Hewitt says, of this 
vast sum goes into the hands of pension agents, thieves, and scalpers, 
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would not some of us who are in public life be apt to know of some 
instances? Every member of this body undoubtedly has constituents 
who are on the pension-roll, and I ask any Senator within the sound 
of my voice if, in his own State, he knows one single pensioner who 
he believesto be fraudently on the pension-roll? I should be very 
glad if any Senator knows that to have him state it ; because if these 
frauds are so widely disseminated, if there is a concerted attempt on 
the part of these pensioners and their agents to rob this Government, 
to get pensions for wounds they did not receive, to personate men 
who never served, it is probable that there would be some of us who 
would know at least a single case that he believes is frandulently on 
the rolls. I do not know of any such case, and I doubt if there is 
any Senator who does know one. On the contrary, does not every 
Senator know that in all the loyal States of the Union there are hun- 
dreds and thousands who are not on the rolls who have been trying 
to secure their rights for years and have been unable by reason of the 
unjust exactions and demands of the Governmentitself? Every Sen- 
ators mail is burdened, I dare say, mine is at least, with applica- 
tions from disabled veterans asking that some effort may be made to 
secure action upon their cases at the Pension Department; and in- 
stead of any considerable number of frauds being perpetrated by 
pensioners upon the Government I believe that the frauds practi- 
eally are perpetrated by the Government upon the pensioners. 

But there is one other argument against the fraudulent character 
of the pension laws. The Senator from Kentucky has said, and it 
has been repeated in the press of the country, that a vastly greater 
number of pensions have been allowed than there could have been 
persons by any possibility entitled to them. I venture to say that 
but very few of us are aware of the proportions which the casualty 
list reached in the war of the rebellion. There were, as appears from 
the returns in the Quartermaster’s Department, among the Union 
soldiers, 335,000 deaths in battle or in hospital from wounds and from 
diseases; there were discharged for disability—that is, disability 
resulting from wounds or diseases before the expiration of the term 
of service—285,545; making a grand total of pensionable cases, prima 
facie, appearing on the rolls of the War Department itself of 620,545. 
That is to say, assuming that every man who died had some depend- 
ent relative, or that every man who was discharged for disability had 
a claim upon the Government for compensation, there were 620,545 
prima facie cases entitled to pensions, as shown by the records of the 


Adjutant and Surgeon General. 
How many do you suppose have been pensioued since 1861 by reason 
of disability received or death incurred in the Union Army? Three 
hundred and eighty-seven thousand six hundred and sixty-four 
only. So that if you take from the rolls now shown by the War 
Department of prima facie pensionable cases those that have been 
pensioned from 1861 down to the 30th of last June there are still re- 
maining 232,881 pensionable cases that never have been‘allowed. I 
think that isa monumental fact. I think it isa conclusive and sat- 
isfactory answer to the allegations that are made that our pension 
list has been swollen to enormous and gigantic disproportion by 
fraudulent applications. Here by the records of the Government 
itself there are still remaining, if they are alive, 232,881 pensionable 
persons who never have been pensioned at all; so that we may rea- 
sonably look hereafter for very large accessions to the pension-roll 
without any presumption of frand arising from the aggregate. 
There is one other argument, and the last to which T will advert, 
to show why these allegations of fraudulent pensioners cannot be sus- 
tained, and that is from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
himself. He is now armed with absolute authority to investigate 
the claim of any pensioner upon the roll who is believed or suspected 
ef being there wrongfully. No matter how the information comes 
to him, by anonymous letters, by slanderous communications, by 
sworn affidavits, he hasaright to dispatch one of the secret agents 
ef the Department to examine into every minutest particular with 
regard to the right of pensioners to be uponthe rolls. What are the 
facts as disclosed in the last report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
upon this subject? They will be found upon page 20 of that. docu- 
ment, for the year ending June 3, 1881. Armed with all this author- 
ity, stimulated by the assertions that have been made upon this floor 
and in the press of the country that his pension list needed reforma- 
tion, of the 240,000 pensioners upon the rolls during the last year, 
it appears that of all these claims that were investigated of alleged 
fraudulent pensioners there were 222. Of those that were pending 
and about which there was some doubt whether they were properly 
inaugurated and should be allowed there were (41. Of miscellane- 
ous acts of attorneys, &c., there were 37, making an aggregate of 
700, including all classes of alleged offenses against the laws of the 
United States upon this subject. The table does not give the num- 
ber of pension claims particularly that were acted upon, but in one 
ot the items of the table it appears that there were 298 pensioners 
whose claims were dropped after investigation, and that there were 
accrued pensions in 204 claims, prima facie established, rejected after 
imvestigation, making an aggregate of 502 pending and admitted 
that were rejected during the year ending June 30,1881. From these 
three reasons it appears to me that the allegations which have been 
made that any considerable proportion of our pension list is fraudu- 
lent or that any large amount of our pensions disbursed are wrong- 


Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to 
the recent report of ‘the Commissioner of Pensions on page 2? 

Mr. INGALLS... I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. VANCE. It is there stated that— 

An analysis of the files made during the current year shows that 31,119 of the 
invalid aot’ 23,014 of the widows’, &c., claims have been rejected and abandoned. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not for fraud. That is for want of proof. 

Mr. VANCE. The cause is not given. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from North Carolina evidently does. 
not understand the administration of the pension law. Of course 
there are a great many claims of survivors and of dependent rela- 
tives rejected, but it is on account of deficiency of proof. There is\a 
separate bureau of the Department in which claims alleged to be 
fraudulent are investigated. The fact that a claim was rejected 
does not by any means prove that it was fraudulent. The item to 
which the Senator has called my attention merely refers to classes. 
of cases where the applicant for some reason was unable to substan- 
tiate his claim. 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly; that is, a claim was made that was not 
sustained by the proof. 

Mr. INGALLS. But would the Senator assume that those claims: 
were necessarily fraudulent? 

Mr. VANCE. I should say that when a man made a claim and 
could not prove it by any of the processes required by law, there was. 
some evidence that he was making a fraudulent claim. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then every plaintiff upon contract, if he is beaten, 
goes out of court under a charge of fraud? 

Mr. VANCE. It goes out that he is beaten by making a false 
claim that he cannot sustain, at all events. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will hardly, I presume, want to dis- 
cuss that proposition. At least no person who is at all familiar with 
the administration of the pension system would claim that the cases 
which are rejected are necessarily connected with what is known as 
the fraudulent transactions that are alleged to exist in the Depart- 
ment. That there are frauds I donot pretend to deny. While upon 
this subject I may say that I have myself been strenuous and foremost 
always in calling the attention of Congress to the fact that the admin- 
istration of the pension law was loose, lax, and unsatisfactory, and 
that some measure ought to be adopted by which a judicial deter- 
mination could be made as to the right of a person to be on the pen- 
sion-roll. I have advocated here what was known at one time as the 
sixty-surgeons bill, which was denounced by our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber as an infamous outrage on the rights of the pen- 
sioners and as an attempt to put a large force of Republican office- 
holders in the field to work up a presidential campaign. Whenever 
we have attempted in any way to amend the present clumsy, uncouth, 
unartificial system of administration, we have been met with some 
pretext that it would not do because it was unjust to the soldier, or 
else presented some partisan advantage. 

The last notable allegation that I recall in the vindication of the 
Senator from Kentucky is that the pension list as now existing will 
take from this Government an enormous sum of money. I have ob- 
served in the columns of those newspapers that have been discussing 
this subject the allegation that hundreds and thousands of millions 
of dollars were required to pay the pensioners. Mr. President, the 
sum is enormous; the aggregate is something that well nigh bewil- 
ders the imagination, but the sum is stupendous because the war was 

igantic and colossal. It sometimes strikes one with almost abso- 

ute novelty to hearrehearsed the statistics of the war. Iwasamazed 
myself when I read the other day that the entire number of enlist- 
ments in the Union service during the war was 2,666,999, and that 
the naval enlistments were between 125,000 and 130,000. So that 
there is a vast aggregate including the enlistments in the Army and 
Navy and in the transfers and in State troops called out by order of 
ofticers of the Government of more than three million men. They 
were hired for four years to endure the perils of battle, the hardships 
of camp and bivouac, frost and fire and hunger and thirst and muti- 
lation, for the sum of fifty cents a day, to save our homes from spoli- 
ation, our cities from sack, our flag from dishonor, and our country 
from destruction. And now when it is proposed that the sum due 
these men shall be paid, irrespective of what it may cost, the cheap- 
and constipated souls of these frugal patriots swell into economical 
spasms of parsimonious indignation. Ido not propose, so faras lam 
concerned, ever to inquire how much it will cost to pay the widow 
and orphan of every soldier who fell, or the survivor of that gigantic 
struggle who was injured in battle or disabled by disease, the amount 
that the Government contracted to pay him when it hired him,. 
whether it be five hundred million or, as I said the other day, « 
thousand million dollars. 

It is true that the sum is large, but whois injured by it ? Shylock gets: 
his pound of flesh and his drop of blood if he wants it. The interest 
on the national debt is paid, the public credit is sustained, the Army 
and Navy are supported, and all branches of the public service of the 
Government are amply remunerated; and still, notwithstanding all 
these exactions, an overflowing revenue continues to pour into the 
Treasury. Why should not this most sacred of all our national obli- 
gations be paid even if the sum is stupendous? It does not go out of 
the country ; it does not deprive the public creditor of what is due 


fully paid, are not sustained affirmatively by any evidence that has | him; it goes to that class of people who keep it at home to pay off 


been offered. 


| the mortgage upon the farm. It alleviates the condition of poverty, 
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it saves old age from distress, and instead of going abroad to enrich 
those who are rich enough already, it remains among the poor and 
needy to bless and nourish and fertilize the whole structure and fab- 
ric of society. 

The Senator from Kentucky made one other observation that I will 
call attention to before closing, which I think requires a moment’s 
notice, and that is that the enormous increase in the number of appli- 
cations commencing with 1873 resulted from the inducements held 
out by the prospective change of the law to allow pensions to go back 
to the time when the disability was incurred. I do not read history 
thatway. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky thinks that the great mass 
of the Union soldiers are conspirators to defraud and rob the Treas- 
ury and only wait for an opportunity to see how much they can steal, 
and when it occurs are going not in “single spies but in battalions ” 
for that purpose, I do not agree with him. 

I will tell the Senator why I think the number of applicants in- 
ereased from 1873 down to 1878. It was because a period of distress 
and panic fell upon the country. Commerce was paralyzed, industry 
ceased, manufactures were practically at an end; the great produc- 
tive industries seemed to stop and come toa stand-still, and many of 
the survivors of the Union armies who had been injured by disease 
or wounds, and who up to that time had been deterred by pride or 
patriotism from asking for pension, finding themselves without means 
of support, finding starvation and want and wretchedness staring 
them and their families in the face, turned to the Government for 
the relief that had been promised; and that is the reason why dur- 
ing that dark and depressing epoch, from 1873 to 1878, the number 
of applicants for pensions was enormously increased. I am unwill- 
ing to say that this increase in the number of applications was due 
to a studied, sordid, and deliberate determination on the part of 
those who had made such incredible sacrifices for personal liberty 
and national honor, to rob the Treasury of the Government they had 
saved. 

There are some personal aspects of this case to which I might refer, 
but I will forbear. Since this debate began I have been subjected to 
great personal obloquy, and among the mildest terms that have been 
applied to me has been that of ‘“‘shameless demagogue, not easily dis- 
cencerted by exposure.” I have been charged with deliberate com- 
plicity with the claim agents in a studied conspiracy to rob the Gov- 
ernment, although in the testimony read by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky it appears that at the very time when I was endeavoring 
to secure the passage of this bill the claim agents were attempting 
by forged certificates and by fraudulent resolutions, emanating from 
organizations that never existed, to defeat my re-election, upon the 
ground that I was not approachable and that I could not be reached 
to enable them to further their nefarious schemes. Therefore I leave 
that subject to the vindication of history. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator will of course acquit me of any sugges- 
tien of having drawn on him obloquy. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I was afraid it might appear that I had done some- 
thing of that sort. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; Ifully acquit the Senator from Kentucky 
of any such design or any such act. He is of a mold that is far 
superior to that method of warfare. 

President Lincoln, in his second inaugural, said: 

With malice toward none, and charity for all, with firmness in the right, as God 
gives us to see the right, let us strive on to finish the work we are in, to bind u 
the nation's wound, to care for him who shall have borne the battle, and for his 
widow and his orphans, to do all which may achieve and cherish a just and lasting 
peace among ourselves and with all nations. 

The allegations are that I have been too strenuous in following 
that illustrious precept; that I have been an advocate for the help- 
less, and that I neve stood upon this floor and elsewhere demanding 
justice. I can only say, Mr. President, that at the close of my pub- 
lic life, be it near or be it remote, I shall look back upon these accu- 
sations and be satisfied. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have but few remarks to make. 
I shall vote for the resolution of the Senator from Kansas, declaring 
that the act referred to ought not to be repealed ; but I must say that 
the question is by no means equivalent to the original question, “‘ Shall 
the bill pass?” That bill, approved January 25, 1879, provided that 
all pensions which had then been granted, or should thereafter be 
granted, should begin at the date of death or discharge from service. 
Asubsequent act provided that the right to receive arrears, sometimes 
as far back as nineteen years, should expire July 1, 1880. In my 
humble judgment, the original bill passed without sufficient con- 
sideration of the details necessary to secure careful proof of the claims, 
or careful graduation of the monthly allowance according to the de- 
gree of disability, and especially of the total that would be required. 
We have seen and we know that it served as a marvelous stimulus to 
applications, 

The Senator from Kansas is quite right in saying that much of the 
increase was due to the crisis, and the destitution of labor, and the 
hard times that followed 1873; but obviously the bill itself Jed tens 
of thousands of men to present claims who had never thought of it 
up to that time, because if the claim was likely to yield them but $2 
or $3 or $4 a month they might not care about it; but if it brought 
with it arrears of $1,000 or upward they were anxious to press it; 
and instead of its requiring $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 to satisfy these 
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demands, as originally supposed, the present estimate is that the 
total will reach $350,000,000. I hope it may prove to be an exagger- 
ated estimate. NordoI believe (and I feel that somebody ought to 
say some of these things) that the original pressure for the bill came 
from the great body of the soldiers themselves. To the best of my 
knowledge and belief, no agitation in its behalf arose among the sol- 
diers in my vicinity. There has been evidence of more or less con- 
sequence showing how the stimulus started in Washington and went 
out to the country to come back here and impress us. The Senator 
from Kansas has shown that only about one hundred and forty peti- 
tions for arrears were presented to the Forty-tifth Congress, that 
passed the bill. 

I believe that the mass of the soldiers did not ask for this act ; they 
did not expect it; they were as much surprised by it as anybody ; 
they did not enlist with a chief view to the awards in money; nor 
would they unduly burden the country they offered their lives to 
save. 

Could the true sentiments of the soldiers themselves have governed 
legislation on this subject, I believe it would certainly have been 
just, liberal, even generous, but it would have been shown rather in 
large pensions for the future than in the gift of large sums in gross 
for the past, and it would have been accompanied by the most care- 
ful provisions for thorough investigation and just award. 

I would much rather give a soldier $20 a month hereafter than $10 
a month with a gift of $1,800 covering the past fifteen or eighteen 
years. The certainty of relief to himself and family would be greater 
in the average. 

There are no men who will passa severer judgment upon excessive 
or unnecessary or fraudulent pensions than the soldiers themselves. 
The majority of them are not pensioners, and they hope that health, 
industry, and good fortune will prevent their ever becoming such. 
While they do feel and manifest a great-hearted sympathy for needy 
and suffering comrades, are generous in their own gifts, and consider 
liberality on the part of the Government not charity but justice, 
they know also that among 2,000,000 of soldiers there is humanity’s 
proportion of unworthy men who are the natural prey of the creat- 
ures that always fly from afar to the disbursement of great treasures. 

Unjust, unnecessary, and excessive pensions are an injustice to the 
unpensioned soldiers, who are tax-payers, as considerate of excessive 
taxation and quite as fully anxious to see an economical, prudent, 
and just government as any other worthy and patriotic class of cit- 
izens, 

Undoubtedly frauds are committed upon the Pension oe nore 
but I have been unable to gain, within my personal knowledge of a 
multitude of cases, evidence to justify the extravagant allegations 
sometimes made. Both Commissioner Bentley and Commissioner 
Dudley have been honorable, just, infinitely laborious men. They 
have asked and the bureau will ask for assistance in warding off 
fraud and more rapidly passing upon the vast number of applica- 
tions. I hope all reasonable requests for those purposes will be 
promptly considered and granted. 

What error Congress committed (and I think there were errors in 
the lack of adjustment and careful limitation) I am willing to believe 
arose chiefly in an abounding generosity, acting in the absence of 
information which it was difficult to obtain quickly. It is so easy to 
be wise after the event that belated objections ought to be modestly 
offered. But the act is on the statute-book. The time for making 
applications which carry arrears expired June 30, 1880. Those who 
applied during that time acquired a moral and equitable right which 
it would be monstrous to think of taking away fromthem. I cannot 
suppose that the Senator from Kentucky had any such purpose in 
view. <A repeal of the law now cannot, if I am correctly informed, 
save the Governmentadollar. The pending claims, filed before July 
1, 1880, will go on to final adjustment, and the pensioners will claim 
the, sums to which they shall have established a right under the law 
as it stood when they filed their applications. To refuse that pay- 
ment, then, would be ashame of which Congress can never be guilty. 

Mr. President, the soldier has friends ; the whole world is his friend. 
It is not necessary at this time of day to say that any community, 
or that any part of the United States or the collected United States 
will fail to do him justice, but I am more or less indignant as occa- 
sion offers at the character of the appeal made in his behalf. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEES] made what is called, 
I suppose, a powerful and pathetic and eloquent appeal for the poor 
soliier. I suppose he was doing it when the soldier needed it, but 
if he was I did not hear of it. He said here, after dwelling upon the 
amount that had been paid to the creditors of this Government: 

But there is another feature in this calculation which the bondholders would do 
well to consider prudently before they provoke a conflict between the merits ot 
their claims and those of pensioners claiming arrears. 

And he proceeded to give the figures sometimes shown, to the effect 
that if we count from the beginning of the issue of the bonds to the 
present time, if we count the difference between the low price at 
which the bonds sold and their par value, and add that margin to 
the interest that has been paid, we shall find the sum equal to the 
re of the bonds, wherefore the inference is that the bond- 

1older has been paid and ought not to have anything more. Says 
the Senator : 

It will thus be seen that all the money received from the bondholders has been 
paid back to them, and that in addition there have been paid $616,143,563 ; showing 
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that the actual debt has been once paid and nearly half paid the second time, while 
the business of paying still goes on. 

And he says: 

This is the supreme law of the land, and guarantees equally the debt due to the 

nsioner and the debt to the bondholder; but it is very aeons now that the 

ndholder desires to repudiate the constitutional brotherhood. It is very true 
that his bonds would have been worth nothing and the Government itself would 
have been a thing of the past but for the pensioner. He has had the services, 
however, of the pensioner, and, like all base natares, he desires now to be rid of 
his benafactor as cheaply as possible. 

And the Senator proceeds to repeat the old fable of the wolf and 
the erane. The crane, after removing a bone from the wolf’s throat, 
modestly asked for reward. The wolf said to her: ‘‘ Ungrateful 
creature! to ask for any other reward than that you have put your 
head into a wolf’s jaws and brought it out safe again!” 

The Senator from Indiana thinks it may be just to the creditors of 
the Government to have the soldier act the part of the wolf and tell 
the bondholder to be quiet because he has had more than his money 
already. Now, I do not refer to this because it is of the least conse- 
quence in the world so far as the safety of the debt or of the national 
honor is concerned. There was a time when it would have been 
dangerous to have men of influence so talk—it was dangerous that 
men of influence did talk in that way. But every doubt concerning 
the financial honesty of this question has been substantially set at 
rest. It is not that [ care for the bondholder; it is not a question 
of pity or consideration for the bondholder atall. The obligation is 
to ourselves. I do not care who, what, or where the bondholder is ; 
what his personal character, how much or how little of a Shylock he 
may have been ; we owe the money, and we shall lay it down in due 
time to be taken by whomever it may concern. 

That great war would have been fought in vain if the financial 
honor of this country should not be maintained to the uttermost, for 
the world would have said to us, “ You could fight, but so could other 
people; we have seen nations in great civil and international wars 
tight before; we knew you were brave, North and South ; we knew 
you could sacrifice; we saw you make sacrifice of hundreds of thou- 
sands of lives, and bring down upon yourselves an aggregate of cen- 
turies of indescribable agony, but other peoples have done that. 
But after this war was over, and your Union established, and your 
country saved, then you grew weary of the comparatively little bur- 
den of taxation, and when the anger and the passion were over you 
showed that you were unfit for any government but absolute despot- 
ism by repudiating your debt. And though you thought you had 
vindicated republican government in your war, by tinancial dis- 
honor you inflicted the most grievous wrong upon the system of re- 
publican government that could have been imagined.” Had we failed 
to maintain the very highest standard of honor, never again would 
the world have lent usa dollar to save our very national life; never 
another dollar; and it would have been conclusive demonstration to 
every student of political ethics and science that this people at least 
were unfit for a republican government. 

No, sir, that debt was a debt incurred to enlist, clothe, feed, equip 
and arm these very soldiers, to transport them and their vast stores, to 
pay their monthly wages, and pay their pensions. The Union could 
not have been saved without the soldiers; the soldiers could not 
have saved it without the creditors. It isa pitiable and ludicrous 
mistake to seek at this late day to revive a prejudice against the debt 
which the American people carry proudly and discharge with mag- 
nificent largeness and fidelity. In the agony of the great straps e 
the people who put all they had and hoped for upon the altar of the 
Union made great promises. Whatever promises they then made to 
soldier or bondholder or anybody else will be fulfilled. They will be 
fulfilled literally, thoroughly, heartily, and proudly. It is not worth 
while to openly preach or ingeniously intimate any other doctrine to 
ex-soldiers or any other patriots. 

It will be as difficult to lead any man who ever wore the blue in 
the direction of the foul crime of repudiation in any of its disguises 
as it was to bring those soldiers in the prison-pen of Andersonville 
to enlist, even nominally, under the banner of the confederacy that 
they might escape from further duty in the field. 

My protest is just this. I protest against any man’s pretending to 
be an American patriot or an American statesman who shall dare to 
assert here or anywhere else that, under any contingency, the ex-sol- 
diers of this country can be led toward the dishonor of the country 
they would gladly have died to save. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TERRITORIAL DELEGATES. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 4162) 
defining the qualifications of Territorial Delegates in the House of 
Representatives ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill (H. R. No, 4162) defining the qualifications of Territorial 
Delegates in the House of Representatives, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 

After twenty-six minutes spent in executive session, the doors were 


reopened aud (at four o’clock and six minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Monpbay, February 6, 1882. 
The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. Power. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. JOYCE. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the Rro- 
ORD a substitute which I propose to offer to the apportionment bill 
whenever it may come up for consideration. I desire to have this 
proposition printed so that members, in advance of its presentation, 
may see what it is. 

There being no objection, the proposed substitute was ordered to be 
printed in the RecorD, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

‘That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of 365 members, to be apportioned among the several States as follows: 
Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 6; California, 6; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 5; Delaware, 
1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 11; Illinois, 23; Indiana, 15; Iowa, 12; Kansas, 7; Ken- 
tucky, 12; Louisiana, 7; Maine, 5; Maryland, 7; Massachusetts, 13 ; Michigan, 12; 
Minnesota, 6; Mississippi, 8; Missouri, 16; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New Hamp- 
shire, 3; New Jersey, 8; New York, 38; North Carolina, 10; Ohio, 24; Oregon, 1; 
Pennsylvania, 32; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 7; Tennessee, 11; Texas, 12; 
Vermont, 3; Virginia, 11; West Virginia, 5; Wisconsin, 10. 

“Suc. 2. That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Representative 
or Representatives assigned to it shall be in addition to the number 365. 

“Sec. 3. That in each State entitled under this apportionment the number to 
which such State may be entitled in the Forty-eighth and each subsequent Congress 
shall be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory, and containing as 
nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants, and equal in number to the 
Representatives to which such State may be entitled in Congress, no one district 
electing more than one Representative: Provided, That unless the Legislature of 
such State shall otherwise provide before the election of such Representatives 
shall take place as provided by law, where no change shall be hereby made in the 
representation of a State, the Representatives thereof to the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress shall be elected therein as now provided by law. If the number as hereby 

»yrovided for shall be larger than it was before this change, then the additional 

Representative or Representatives allowed to said State under this apportionment 
may be elected by the State at large, and the other Representatives to which the 
State is entitled by the districts as now prescribed by law in said State; and if the 
number hereby provided for shall in any State be less than it was before the change 
hereby made, then the whole number to such State hereby provided for shall be 
elected at large, unless the Legislatures of said States should otherwise provide 
before the time fixed by law for the next election of Representatives therein. All 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed.”’ 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH J. R. SHIPERD. 


Mr. BELMONT. I ask unanimous consent to offer for adoption a 
resolution of inquiry. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, in further compli- 
ance with the resolution of the House of the 24th ultimo, to furnish this House with 
a complete transcript of the letters of Jacob R. Shiperd, esq., of New York, dated 
June 2, August 19, September 28, and November 15, 1881, and of the replies thereto, 
now in the files of the Department of State ; also, copies of any other letters already 
communicated from which names of persons and firms have been omitted ; and that 
the President be requested to inform the House what measures have been taken 
to recover the letters declared to be missing from the files of the Department. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 
Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ‘ 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
THE THREE AMERICAS RAILWAY. 


Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 


preamble and resolution ; which were referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 


Whereas, in the capacity of Congressional Representatives of the States and peo- 
ples of the United States of America, we behold with deep concern the existence of 
serious defects and dangers which are rapidly augmenting in opposition to the 
present and future welfare of our nation, chief among which are the weakness and 
insufliciency of our mercantile marine, and the deplorably depressed condition of 
our ship-building interests, under which less than one-fifth of the foreign trade of 
our country is freighted in American bottoms, and more than four-fifths in Euro- 
pean vessels; and 

Whereas we are thus paying to transatlantic shipowners over one hundred mill- 
ions of dollars per annum for doing a carrying business by sea, which for the most 
part should be done by ourselves, and in doing which we should only be extending 
and securing to our own shipwrights and mariners the patronage and profits which 
naturally belong to them ; and 

Whereas the inhabitants of the various neighboring commonwealths of Central 
and South America are now transacting an annual trafiic of the value of six bun- 
dred millions of dollars, more or less, with the commercial centers of Euro 2 
traflic which, for the mutual advantage of those same commonwealths and the 
pow = might be more expeditiously and conveniently carried on'with our- 
selves; an¢ 

Whereas in our solicitious desires and efforts for the better establishment and 
maintenance of republican forms of government throughout the western hemis- 
phere it behoves us to adhere with absolute inflexibility to the lofty principles of 
continental and intercontinental independence which have been so rightly and 
happily proclaimed in what is so gencrally known in the New World as the Monroe 
doctrine ; and 

Whereas it is deemed eminently desirable and prudent to foster and encourage 
the closest possible commercial and friendly relations with all the peoples of South 
and Central America and Mexico; and 

Whereas when a citizen of the United States, of his own accord, seeing and feel- 
ing the urgent needs of his own nation and all the contiguous American nations, in 
the several respects designated, and in a judicious effort to supply them spends 
many years of his time, much labor, and no inconsiderable amount of money, volun- 
tarily incurring meanwhile the privations and hardships of long and perilous jour- 
neysthrough comparatively untraveled countries, his endeavors should meet both 
the approbation and co-operation of at least his own Governmen: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That, as a means of realizing as nearly as possible 
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all the important national and international objects thus sought to be accomplished, 
Congress shall republish and distribute gratuitously 100,000 copies in English 
and 50,000 copies in Spanish of such portions as it may hereafter select and ap- 

ove of arecently issued volume entitled ‘‘ The Three Americas Railway,” by 
Frinton Rowan Helper: Provided, That the said volume, as republished under this 
resolution, shall contain at least four of the five successful essays for which the 
projector of the said intercontinental highway paid the sum of $5,000 eed egg _ 
miums: And provided further, That inissuing these editions of the work in Eng- 
lish and Spanish for gratuitous circulation Congress paying therefor out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise La a shall not incur any expense 
whatever beyond the actual cost of publication and distribution, both the author 
and the publisher of the book, the former as owner of the copyright, and each as 
a friend and promoter of the scheme for general postal and commercial intercourse, 
having declined any pecuniary compensation: And provided further, That Congress 
may chines in the said volume any new facts, arguments, or engqpetions which 
may serve to prove and set forth more conclusively the vast and varied advan- 
tages which must necessarily result from the establishment of railway intercom- 
munication between all the distinctive nationalities of North and Central and 
South America. 


ISABELLA S. M’RAE. 

Mr. EVINS. I ask by unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (S. No. 546) to restore certain articles of silverware 
to Mrs. Isabella 8. McRae. I am sure when the House hears the bill 
read there will be no objection to passing it. It passed the Senate 
without any objection whatever. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to deliver unto Mrs. Isabella 8. McRae, of Kershaw County, 
South Carolina, certain articles of silverware now in the custody of the Treasurer 
of the United States, which are claimed by the said Isabella McRae to be her prop- 
erty and were captured by the United States Army in South Carolina in the month 
of ers 1865, and deposited in the United States Treasury: Provided, That 


proof satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury be made of the ownership by 
the said claimant and identification of the said articles of silverware. 


Mr. HASKELL. Is there no report accompanyiag the bill from 
the Senate ? 

The SPEAKER. No report accompanies the bill. 

Mr. EVINS. It will be seen that it is provided by the bill that 
proof satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury shall be made. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up, read a first and 
second time, and ordered toa third reading ; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EVINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. As the regular order, this being Monday, the 
Chair, as required by the rules, will now call the States and Terri- 
tories in alphabetical order for the pre®entation of bills and joint 
resolutions for printing and reference. Under this call joint and 
concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legis- 
latures can be presented and appropriately referred ; and resolutions 
of inquiry directed to heads of Executive Departments are in order 
for reference to the appropriate committees, which latter resolutions 
are to be reported to the House within one week. 

CAPTAIN JAMES H. BONE. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3879) for the relief ox 
Captain James H. Bone; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims,. and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. P. SHELTON. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3880) for the re- 
lief of W. P. Shelton ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD L. KIRBY, JR. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3881) for the re- 
lief of Richard L. Kirby, jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced «& bill (H. R. No. 3882) for the re- 
lief of Milton Williams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEDICAL COLLEGE OF ALABAMA. 

Mr. HERNDON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3883) for 
the relief of the Medical College of Alabama; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

I. C. HAMNER. 

Mr. HERNDON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3884) 
te pay I. C. Hamner, as administrator of George M. Hamner, deceased 
the proceeds of certain cotton; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. : 
GEORGE MILSOM AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3885) for the relief of 
George Milsom, Henry Spendelow, and George V. Watson; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

APPELLATE COURTS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (CH. R. No. 3886) to reorganize 
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the courts of the United States and provide for additional ae 
courts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPLETION OF PENSION APPLICATIONS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3887) to extend 
the time allowed in paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States to certain classes of applicants for 
pension to complete their applications; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


SAN FRANCISCO AND OCEAN SHORE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3888) granting 
a certain right of way to the San Francisco and Ocean Shore Rail- 
road Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM YORK. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3889) for the relief of Will- 
iam York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REORGANIZATION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3890) to reorganize the 
courts of the United States and to provide for additional sepiliete 
courts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTIONS BY LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, ETC. 

Mr. PAGE also submitted the following resolution of inquiry; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish this House 
with anitemized statement of the cost of inspections made by the secretaries of the 


Light-House Board, the chiefs of the Bureau of Revenue Marine and the Life- 
Saving Service since July 1, 1878. 


HARLOW L. STREET. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3391) for the relief of Har- 
low L. Street; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELISHA T. SMITH. 

Mr. BUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3892) for the relief of Elisha 
T. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

G. M. BAKER. 

Mr. BUCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3893) torerate the pen- 
sion of G. M. Baker ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMOS CLIFT. 


Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3894) for the relief of Amos 
Clift ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WEAVER & STERRY. 


Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3895) for the relief of 
Weaver & Sterry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW LONDON, CONNECTICUT, NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3896) making an appro- 
priation for continuing the works of improvement at the New London 
navy-yard, in the State of Connecticut ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


« APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3897) to amend section 
1392 of the Revised Statutes, and to change the manner of the appoint- 
ment of assistant engineers in the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF PAUL NOYES, DECEASED. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3898) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Paul Noyes, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF WRECK IN CONNECTICUT RIVER. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3899) providing for 
the removal of a sunken and abandoned wreck from the entrance to 
the mouth of the Connecticut River, in the State of Connecticut, 
and making an appropriation therefor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT C, NARRAMORE. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3900) for the relief 
of Robert C. Narramore; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee ou Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARLAN AND HOLLINGSWORTH & COMPANY. 
Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3901) for the relief of 
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Harlan and Hollingsworth & Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DOMESTIC MATERIAL FOR NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3902) permitting 
the use of domestic materials in the construction of steam and sail 
vessels for foreign account; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 









































JUDGE-ADVOCATES AND COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3903) to promote 
justice in the Army and Navy by excluding judge-advocates from 
courts-martial during consideration of findings; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND BEACON-LIGIIT IN CHOCTAWHATCHEE BAY. 


Mr. DAVIDSON presented a joint resolution ot the Legislature of 
Florida, asking for the erection of a light-house at the Eastern Pass 
entrance to Choctawhatchee Bay and a beacon-light at the entrance 
to Santa Rosa Sound from Choctawhatchee Bay ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Florida, asking for an appropriation for the erection of a public 
building at Key West, Florida; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

DAVID R. DILLON. 


Mr. BLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3904) to confer jurisdic- 
tion on the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of David 
R. Dillon, of New York, for compensation for the steamer Amazon 
while in the service of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 














































































































DURAND BROTHERS & CO. 
Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3905) for the relief of 
Durand Brothers & Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CASES WHERE THE UNITED STATES IS PLAINTIFF. 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3906) in rela- 
tion to exemptions in cases where the United States is plaintiff; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


















































ELLEN MILES BROWN. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3907) to 
reinstate Mrs. Ellen Miles Brown on the pension roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB LUCAS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3908) for 
the relief of Jacob Lucas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PEACE CONGRESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit a resolution for reference, which I de- 
sire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there has appeared in the newspapers what purports to be a circular- 
letter, dated ‘‘ Department of State, Washington, November, 29, 1881,” and signed 
by the late Secretary of State, in the name and by the authority of the President 
ot the United States, addressed to the republics of North and South America, invit- 
ing each of them to send two commissioners to a peace congress to be held in the 
city of Washington in November, 1882, to act with two commissioners to be appointed 
by the United States for the purpose of considering and discussing the methods of 
preventing war between the nations of America; and 

Whereas the President in his late annual message to Congress made no mention 
of a matter of such greatimportance to the people of the United States : Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the House, if not incompat- 
ible with the public interest, whether said circular-letter is authentic, and, if so, 
to transmit a correct copy thereof to the House of Representatives, together with 
all correspondence in relation thereto, and to inform the House to what govern- 
ments said circular has been addressed, and under what provision of the Consti- 
tution or law of Congress he finds authority for taking a step having such impor- 
tant political bearings and consequences. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
CADET TAYLOR. 
Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3909) for the relief of 
Cadet Taylor ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 










































































































































































CHRISTIANA CHAMBERS. 

_Mr. DE MOTTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3910) granting a pen- 
sion to Christiana Chambers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


























RICHARD WEBBER. 
Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3911) granting a pension 
to Richard Webber ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 























HIRAM KRESS. 


Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3912) to rerate the 
pension of Hiram Kress; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY E. DANE. 


Mr. PBELLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3913) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Dane; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL PITMAN. 


Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3914) for the correc- 
tion of the military record and honorable discharge of Samuel Pit- 
man; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER BREWER. 
Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3915) for the relief of 


Peter Brewer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NOAH BIRD. 


Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3916) granting an 
increase of pension to Noah Bird; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INVALID PENSIONERS IN SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3917) to amend sections 
4830 and 4832 of chapter 3, title 59, Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BROWNE. This is a bill relating to invalid pensioners in the 
soldiers’ homes, and the several bills following are amendments to 
the pension laws suggested by the Commissioner of Pensions in his 
reports. They all contemplate the amendment of pension statutes, 
and I think should go to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Should they not go to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay? They relate to 
the general law. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the bill the title of 
which has been read should be referred to the select committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the recent action of the 
House in reference to all bills of this character was in favor of their 
reference to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay; that is, all bills relating to the general law, not bills 
for the purpose of granting individual pensions. The gentleman from 
Ohio moves that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE. If I may be permitted a word—— 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BROWNE. I know that; but I simply desire to inform the 
Chair and the House of the exact character of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is proper. 

Mr. BROWNE. It provides, first, as to the character of the invalid 
pensioners who are to be admitted to the national homes; and sec- 
ondly, as to the manner in which the pensions of the pensioners in 
those homes are to be kept, paid, distributed, &c., to the pensioners. 
I do not care whether the bill goes to the one committee or the other. 
I prepared these bills supposing they would properly go to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has held, under the rule, and the House 
has so ordered, that where the proposed legislation related to a class 
of pensioners, or was a general law covering all classes of pensioners, 
it should go to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. The a motion is that of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. DAWES, ] that this bill be referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The question was taken ; and upon a division there were—ayes 42, 
noes 16. 

No further count being called for, the motion was agreed to; and 
the bill was aceordingly referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS OF REVISED STATUTES—PENSIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3918) to’ amend 
section 4744, title 57, the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time. , 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the billatlength. The Chair 
desires to state that the reference of these bills raises a question that 
has already been passed upon by the House, and the Chair would 
like to have the attention of the House while the bill is being read. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. If this bill was of the same character as the one 
last introduced, the Chair would direct its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, although the vote upon the reference of the 
last bill was a very slender one. But this bill is precisely of the 
same class asa large number of bills from the consideration of which 
it was sought to discharge the Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
siens, Bounty, and Back Pay, and the House refused to do so. The 


te 












CONGRESSIONAL 


1882. 


Chair will direct that this bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

‘The bill was accordingly referred to the Select Committee on the 

Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced the following bills ; which were sev- 

erally read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 

on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to 

be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3919) to amend section 4702, title 57, Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3920) to amend section 4766, title 57 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3921) to amend sections 5392 and 5393 of chapter 
4, title 70 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3922) to amend section 4718, title 57 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3923) to amend section 4701, title 57 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3924) fixing the fees of pension examining sur- 
geons; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3925) to amend sections 184 and 185 of title 4, 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

MORGAN RAID IN INDIANA AND OHIO. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3926) to provide 
for the payment of claims for property taken during the Morgan raid 
in the States of Indiana and Ohio; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BERNARD MOAN. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3927) granting a pension to 
Bernard Moan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ARTHUR W. GRAY, 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3928) for the relief of 
the widow and heirs of Arthur W. Gray, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. LORD. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3929) for the relief of 
John M. Lord; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FELIX W. RUSHER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3930) granting a pen- 
sion to Felix W. Rusher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS WADSWORTH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3931) to restore the 
name of Thomas Wadsworth tothe pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3932) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin F, Richardson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THEODORE LEVERON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3933) for the relief of 
Theodore Leveron; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN CALVERT. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3934) for the relief of 
John Calvert; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS FERGUSON. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3935) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ZIBA WHITLEY. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3936) for the relief of 
Ziba Whitley ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANTS FOR RAILROADS. 
Mr. COBB also presented the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested toinform the House at 
his earliest convenience the names of all railroad companies to which the Govern- 
ment has granted lands to aid in the construction of their railroads, and the names 
of all States and railroad companies where grants of public lands have been made 
by the Government to said States for the benefit of said railroad companies in the 
construction of their railroads which have not completed their said roads within 
the time provided by law, the amountofland embraced in each grant, and the amount 
disposed of by each of said railroad companies and States, and the dates of all acts 
of Congress relating to each of said grants, and the number of miles of each of said 
railroads completed under and pursuant to the acts making such grants, as well 
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as the number of miles of each remaining uncompleted at the date at which said 
acts required the completion of the same. And he is also requested to give the 
name of each of said railroad companies and States which are required by law to 
reimburse the Government for moneys expended py it in the surveying, selecting. 
or conveying said lands comprised within each of their said grants, and also what 
amount, if any, is now due from each of said companies and States by way of reww 
bursement for the cost of said surveying, selecting, and conveying said lands, sta. 
ing the amount in full, by debit and credit, on said indebtedness. 


The SPEAKER. 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
lie Lands? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that on two occasions this 
question has been decided by the House. By a very decided vote, 
upon yeas and nays, a bill relating to this same subject-matter was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This resolution is inno sense like the bills which 
have been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. It relates to lands which are supposed to have 
been forfeited by railroad companies. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It has no reference to the forfeiture of lands. 

The SPEAKER. It is an inquiry looking in that direction. 

Mr. HASKELL. A bill declaring these lands forfeited was sent to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. Now here comes a resolution ask- 
ing information concerning these very same railroads. I maintain 
that the reference indicated by the Chair is right, that the resolu- 
tion should go to the committee having control of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. This is a question of obtaining information for the 
House, not for any particular committee ; therefore I have asked that 
the resolution go tothe Committee on the Public Lands; and I take it 
there can be no question that this is a proper reference. Ifthe reso- 
lution proposed any action in regard to the title to these lands, or 
affecting these railroad companies in any way, then there might be 
reason for holding that the resolution should take the same reference 
as the bills already introduced. But this is merely a resolution of 
inquiry, seeking information as to facts of which the House, I conceive, 
ought to be in possession—nothing more. When this information is 
presented, the Judiciary Committee as well as every other committee 
and all the members of the House will have the benefit of it. Hence 
I take it there can be no question about the propriety of the resolu- 
tion going to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in indicating the reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, was governed by the action of the 
House. The Chair in the first instance was of opinion that proposi- 
tions embracing this subject-matter might properly go either to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroads or the Committee on the Public 
Lands. But the House has decided that this subject should go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. If the information sought by this 
resolution of inquiry were obtained, it would of necessity, under the 
decision of the House, go to that committee. 

Mr. COBB. Not necessarily to that committee ; the information is 
sought for the benefit of the House, not of any special committee. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair supposes thatif this information should 
be sent in, the Committee on the Judiciary would be the proper com- 
mittee to determine whether it needed the information. 

Mr. COBB. But being communicated to the House, it would go to 
every other committee as well. 

A MemBer. There is no motion pending. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 51, noes 68. 

Mr. COBB called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Coss and Mr. Camp were appointed. 

Mr. CAMP. I ask that the resolution be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will be 
again read. 

Several members objected. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 62. 

Mr. CAMP. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion of Mr. CoBB was agreed to; and the resolution was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


NEWTON DAY. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3937) granting a pen- 
sion to Newton Day; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
priuted. 


This resolution will be referred to the Committee 


Ought it not to go to the Committee on the Pub- 


DECISIONS OF FIRST COMPTROLLER. 


Mr. PEELLE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 122) requir- 
ing the Public Printer to publish certain decisions of the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury Department; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS BROCKETT. 
Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3938) for the relief of 


Thomas Brockett ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM J. SAWYER. 








printed. 
ROSANNA QUINN. 













be printed. 
NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 
Mr. McCOID (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3941) to 


second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS, INDIAN COUNTRY. 
Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3942) to amend section 


2139 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
DISBURSEMENTS BY INDIAN AGENTS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3943) to authorize 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the consent and approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to issue orders to Indian agents for 
the disbursement of money, &c.; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 





















































LEVI H. NARON. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3944) granting a pension to 

Levi H. Naron; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HARLOW S. SWALLEY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3945) to rerate pension 

of Harlow 8. Swalley; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 












































JEHIAL A. RHOADS. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3946) to rerate the pen- 
sion of Jehial A. Rhoads; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


























LIEUTENANT THOMAS J. CLAY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3947) for the relief 
of Lieutenant Thomas J. Clay; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 




















PUBLIC BUILDING, LEXINGTON, KENTUCKY. 
Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3948) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Lexington, 
Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 
































WILLIAM P. THORNE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3949) for the 
relief of William P. Thorne; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SPIRITS USED IN THE MANIPULATION OF TOBACCO. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3950) to authorize the 
withdrawal from distillery warehouse, without tax, of alcohol and 
other spirits to be used in the manufacture or manipulation of to- 
bacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CHAMBERS & BROWN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3951) for the relief 

of Chambers & Brown; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 



















































































MRS. L. C. READ. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3952) granting a 
pension to Mrs. L. C. Read,widow of the late General Henry E. Read ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. Q. ROUSSEAU. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3953) for the relief 
of D. Q. Rousseau; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID MERIWETHER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3954) for the relief 
of David Meriwether; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





















































JOHN G. MATTINGLY & BROTHER. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3955) for the relief 
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Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3939) for the 
relief of William J. Sawyer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3940) for 
the relief of Mrs. Rosanna Quinn; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


regulate the pay of enlisted men in the Army and to increase the 
efticiency of non-commissioned officers; which was read a first and 
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of John G. Mattingly & Brother; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. . 






JAMES M. WATSON. 


Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3956) for the benefit 
of James M. Watson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DRAFT, PENDLETON COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. CARLISLE also submitted the following resolution ; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims: 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of War be, and he is nay, directed to furnish to 
this House a list of the names of such persons as were drafted into the military 
service in the county of Pendleton, State of Kentucky, on the 6th day of June, 
1864, and who, in order to procure exemption from service under such draft, paid 


commutation to the Government, together with the amounts and dates of such 
payments. 















ELIZA A. SCOTT. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3957) granting a 
pension to Eliza A. Scott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 





COCOA GRASS. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3958) appropriating $3,000 
to be expended by the Commissioner of Agriculture in investigating 
the origin and spread of cocoa grass in the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARBON IN ANIMALS. 
Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3959) appropriating 
$5,000 to be expended by the Commissioner of Agriculture in the 
investigation of the origin and spread of charbon in animals; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. 


se iE 


AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 

Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 123) pro- 
viding for the printing of 300,000 additional copies of the Report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1880; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CREVASSE, JEFFERSON BAYOU, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING also introduced a dill (H. R. No. 3960) appropriating 
$5,000 to stop the crevasse at Jefferson Bayou of Boeuff River, in the 
State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BAYOU PIERRE, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3961) to remove the 

raft from Bayou Pierre, in Northwestern Louisiana; which was read. 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OPELOUSAS, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3962) for a public 
building at Opelousas, Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. , 

OFFICERS AND ARMS FOR COLLEGES. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3963) to amend section 
1225 of the Revised Statutes, relative to officers and arms for univer- 
sities and colleges in the States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CALAIS, MAINE. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3964) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Calais, Maine ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, RICHMOND’S ISLAND, MAINE. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3965) for the erection of a 
light-house on Richmond’s Island, in the State of Maine; which was. 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. CHASE. 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3966) Eas addi- 
tional pension to John F, Chase; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM AVERILL. 
Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3967) for the relief of Will- 
iam Averill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN RODNEY C. BARKER, 


Mr. LADD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of 
Captain Rodney C. Barker; which was read a first and second time, 
rediewea to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN W. THOMPSON. 

Mr. LADD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3969) 
granting a pension to John W. Thompson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. MURCH introduced a. bill (H. R. No. 3970) to provide for the 
ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations by the 
French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. GOTT. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3971) granting a 
pension to James E. Gott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTIN FEENEY. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3972) for the relief 
of Martin Feeney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOEL 8. RICHARDS. 


Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3973) to rerate the 
pension of Joel S. Richards ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY R. COX. 

Mr. MURCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3974) for the relief 
ef Mary R. Cox; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB W. LIDIE. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3975) granting a pension 
to Jacob W. Lidie; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. SMALL. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3976) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles A. Small; which was read a first &nd second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH SULLIVAN. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3977) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Sullivan ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH ROMISER. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3978) to grant a pen- 
sion to Joseph Romiser; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JEREMIAH RYAN. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 3979) granting a pen- 
sion to Jeremiah Ryan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM HOUSEHOLDER. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3980) granting to 
William Householder, of Washington County, Maryland, compensa- 
tion for quartermaster’s stores furnished the United States during the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FARMERS’ MARKET IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. YRNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3981) to establish a 
farmers’ market in the District of Columbia ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE PUBLIC HIGHWAY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3982) to authorize 
the establishment of a free public highway in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUE MARINE SERVICE. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3983) to promote the efti- 
ciency of the Revenue Marine Service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed, . 

EMBEZZLEMENT OF FUNDS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

_Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3984) to amend sec- 
tion 5209 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the penalty for embezzle- 
ment of funds of national banks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SCHOONER WALTER B. CHESTER. 


Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3985) for the relief of 
the owners of the schooner Walter B. Chester; which was read a first 





and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
OFFICERS AND CREW OF STEAMER CUMBERLAND. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3986) for the relief of 
the officers and crew of the United States sloop of war Cumberland, 
who engaged the Merrimac on the 8th of March, 1862, and went down 
with her colors flying; which was read a first and second time, re- 
eferrdto the Committee on NavalAffairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FANNIE E. BENEDICT. 

Mr. BOWMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3987) granting a pen- 
sion to Fannie E. Benedict; which was read a first and second time,. 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY 8. WEBSTER. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3988) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary 8. Webster; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM GIBBONS. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3989) grantin 
@ pension to William Gibbons; which was read a first and seconc 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WATER SUPPLY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. LORD (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
124) relating to the regulation of the water supply in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL R. DOUGLAS. 

Mr. SPAULDING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3990) 
for the relief of Samuel R. Douglas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. . 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3991) to increase 
pensions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the payment of .Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICTS, ETC. 

Mr. SPAULDING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3992) to authorize 
the consolidation of customs collection districts, to abolish custom- 
house fees, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ISAAC SLOCUM. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3993) for the relief of 
Isaac Slocum ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHANNA PAUL AND ANNA KABERLA, 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3994) granting 
pensions to Johanna Paul and Anna Kaberla; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT NEWELL. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3995) granting a 
pension to Robert Newell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GENERAL RICHARD W. JOHNSON. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3996) to correct the record 
and fix the rank and pay of Richard W. Johnson, a brigadier-gen- 
eral in the United States Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

P. H. M’DERMID. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3997) for the relief of 
P. H. McDermid; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL A, LUNDBORG. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3998) granting a peu- 
sion to Samuel A. Lundborg ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH PODESTA. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3999) for the relief of 
Joseph Podesta; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4000) to provide for the 
appointment of an interoceanic commission to determine the best plan 
and route for the establishment of communication for trade and com- 
merce between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM A. BURT. 


Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4001) for the relief of 
the heirs of the late William A. Burt, inventor of the solar compass 
adopted and used in the public surveys of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this bill should goto the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HUBBELL. It was before the Committee on the Public Lands 
of the Forty-sixth Congress, and that committee made a favorable 
report upon it. 

The SPEAKER. It is in the nature ofa claim. 

Mr. HUBBELL. It is notaclaim. It simply depends upon the 
grace of the Government whether anything shall be allowed or not 
for the discovery of the solar compass. 

The SPEAKER. The bill proposes to appropriate $150,000 to com- 
pensate the heirs of this man forthe use by the United States of this 
aliscovery, and under the rule it should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUBBELL. It has heretofore been before the Committee on 
the Public Lands. Itisnot a claim upon the Government, but a mat- 
ter of favor whether a certain sum of momey should be allowed these 
heirs or not. 

The SPEAKER. On its face the bill proposes an appropriation of 
$150,000 to these heirs, for certain supposed rights at least. 

Mr. HUBBELL. It should either go to the Committee on Public 
Lands or the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. Under the same ruling, ther, all claims would 
have to go to the Committee on Appropriations. This is in the na- 
ture of a claim, and all the Chair can say is that it should go, under 
the rule, to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUBBELL. ThenI move its reference to the Committee on 
Public Lands, inasmuch as that subject has been before that com- 
mittee, and all the data are now before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take this occasion to state that in 
all these matters of reference the Chair holds and the House votes to 
determine the construction of the rule, to determine where a bill 
should be referred under the rule—not a mere matter of opinion as to 
where it would be well to refer it. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand the Chair has decided that this bill 
should go to the Committee on Claims. It is clearly a claim, is it 
not? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion of Mr. HUBBELL was not agreed to. 

The bill was thereupon referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr.VAN HORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4002) to contirm certain 
jand titles Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ICE HARBOR AT SAINT LOUIS, MISSOURI. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4003) authorizing the 
transfer of certain appropriations made for the construction of an ice 
harbor at Saint Louis, Missouri: which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committce on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REDEMPTION OF CIRCULATION OF INSOLVENT BANKS, ETC. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4004) to regulate the dis- 
position of the fund in the Treasury for the redemption of the cireula- 
tion of insolvent banks and of banks liquidating or reducing their 
circulation ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. HAWK. 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4005) rerating the pension 
of John A. Hawk; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS RUSSELL. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4006) granting a pen- 

sien to Thomas Russell ; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


of William Sayers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
W. B. ADCOCK. 

Mr. HASELTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4011) for the re- 
liefof W. B. Adcock ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DREW & BADGER. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4012) for the relief 
of Drew & Badger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4013) for the re- 

lief of Wesley Moutgomery ; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

















SAMUEL BARNARD. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4014) granting 
a pension to Samuel Barnard ; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 













JAMES V. ZEDIKER. : 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4015) grantin 
increased pension to James F. Zediker; which was read a first an 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 






G. A, ROBERTSON. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4016) to rerate 
the pension of G. A. Robertson; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 









MARVIN VY. TUFFORD. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4017) to rerate 
the pension of Marvin V. Tufford; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 










HAMILTON EVANS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4018) to rerate 
the pension of Hamilton Evans; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MAJOR D, WILLIAMS, 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4019) restoring 
to the pension-roll the name of Major D. Williams; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

Cc. W. AND F, SIEMENS. 

Mr. VALENTINE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4020) to authorize Charles William Siemens and Frederick Siemens 
to make application to the Commissioner of Patents for the extension 
of their patent for a regenerator furnace ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 













GEORGE J. WHITMAN. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4021) granting 
an increase of pension to George J. Whitman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 








JOHN MACK. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4022) granting a pension 
to John Mack; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FAST OCEAN STEAMSHIP MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. ROBESON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4023) to provide for the 
establishment of fast ocean steamship mail service between the United 
States and Great Britain, and to secure to the Government the use 
of the vessels employed therein for postal, naval, and other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA BURDSALL. 


Mr. ROBESON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4024) for the relief 
of Rebecca Burdsall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHIPPLE. é 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4025) 
granting a pension to William H. Whipple; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN F. MONTHONY. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4026) for the relief of Stephen F. Monthony; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

















ROBERT B. COLE. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4007) for the relief of Robert 
B. Cole ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CHICH. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4008) for the relief of 
Joseph Chich; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FREEMAN. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4009) for the relief of 
William Freeman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SAYERS. 
Mr. HASELTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4010) for the relief 


















OLIVER ADDINS. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 
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4027) for the relief of Oliver Addins ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY ANN MAY. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4028) granting a pension to Mary Ann May; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WALTER JORDAN. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4029) granting a pension to Walter Jordan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON IRON ORE. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4030) to increase the duty 
on iron ore imported into the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HANAH STEVENTON. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4031) granting a pen- 
sion to Hanah Steventon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, AUBURN, NEW YORK. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4032) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a building at the city of Auburn, New York, for the accom- 
modation of the United States courts, post-office, and internal reve- 
nue and other offices of the Government that are now or may here- 
after be located in said city; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. SMITH. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4033) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL WOOD. 


Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4034) granting a pen- 
sion to Michael Wood; which was read a first and second time, 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPTAIN HUGH HUGHES. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4035) granting a pen- 
sion to Captain Hugh Hughes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4036) to increase pen- 
sions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAPTAIN HUGH HUGHES. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4037) granting a pen- 
sion to Captain Hugh Hughes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TERRENCE J. KENNEDY. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4038) for the relief of 
Terrence J. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD MAYES. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4039) for the relief of 
Richard Mayes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIAH LUEHM. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4040) granting 
a —_ to Mariah Luehm; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SMALL COINS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4041) 
relating to the issue and withdrawal of small coins; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTORS FOR REVENUE AND OTHER STAMPS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also submitted the following reso- 


— of inquiry; which wasreferred to the Committee on Ways and 
eans: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to communicate 
to this House the terms of the contract for printing revenue stamps on bank-checks, 
and whether the parties holding that contract are citizens of the United States or 


titled — of a foreign government; also what Hath ad are made jn that con- 


tract for its termination in case Congress should abolish the tax on bank-checkts. 
ARREST AND DETENTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS ABROAD. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced the following reso- 
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lution of inquiry; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs : 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed to 
communicate to this House his opinion in writing on the following question : 

If JoseEPH WARREN Keirer, Speaker of this House, or Alonzo B. Cornell, gov- 
ernor of the State of New York, or Charles Carroll, a laborer in the department of 
public works in the city of New York, being a citizen of the United States, visit 
any part of the British Empire, and should there be arrested without having com- 
mitted any crime, and without any definite charge of crime being alleged against 
him, could the English Government, by suspending the habeas , or otherwise, 
lawfully detain indefinitely on omy ag without trial or without any right in 
our Government to demand his release? Also his opinion on the application of the 
law of July 29, 1868, to such cases, and the President’s duty under it. 


COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES. 

Mr. WALTER A. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4042) compell- 
ing the residents of one State to attend as witnesses in the courts of 
another State; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


INTRODUCTION AND SPREAD OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 
Mr. VAN AERNAM (by —— introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4043) 
to prevent the introduction of contagious and infectious diseases into 


the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Health, and ordered to be printed. 
SECOR & CO., AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SKINNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4044) for the relief of 
Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & Co., and Zeno & Secor; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SACKETTS HARBOR, NEW YORK. o 

Mr. SKINNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4045) making an 
—— for the purpose of dredging the harbor at Sackett’s 

arbor, in the State of New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM F. BRYSON. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4046) for the relief of 
William F. Bryson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN JOHNSON. 

Mr, ARMFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4047) for the relief of 
Stephen Johnson ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENTS FOR CARRYING MAILS PRIOR TO 1861. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4048) to provide for the 

payment for carrying the United States mails in the States of Vir- 

inia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, Missouri, 

rkansas, eens Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and 

Texas prior to May 31, 1861; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
COLONEL HENRY C. DE AHNA. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4049) for 
the relief of Colonel Henry C. De Ahna; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on’Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DURHAM, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4050) for 
the erection of a public building at Durham, North Carolina; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE H. MITCHELL. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4051) for the relief 
of Mrs. Jennie H. Mitchell, widow of the late General R. B. Mitchell; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4052) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to establish a marine hospital at the port of 
Portsmouth, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND WARRANTS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4053) granting land war- 
rants to soldiers and sailors and their widows and orphans; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MASON CITY SALT COMPANY. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4054) for the relief 
of the Mason City Salt Company ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES J. RUSSUM. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4055) for the relief of 
Frances J. Russum; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB SMITH. 
Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4056) granting a pension 
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to Jacob Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN CITIZENS IN PERSIA. 


Mr. DAWES also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is requested to furnish to the House of 
Representatives, if not in his —— incompatible with the pasti interest, the 
correspondence on file in his office relating to the perils and diffieulties in which 
American citizens, missionaries at Oroomiah, Persia, were involved by the late 
Koordish war ; and also the a with the British Government which 
resulted in the intervention by that government for their protection, and any addi- 
tional information he may deem proper with reference to the propriety of estab- 
lishing diplomatic relations with the Government of Persia to secure a better pro- 
tection and consideration for American citizens in that country- 

AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4057) to protect 
aids to navigation ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST LIEUTENANT HENRY MARCOTTE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4058) for 
the relief of First Lieutenant Henry Marcotte; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENTS TO OFFICE. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4059) to prohibit the 
establishment of any rules or regulations by any public officer which 
shall discriminate against honorably discharged Union soldiers in ap- 
pointmentg to office; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELLEN ROWAN. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4060) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellen Rowan, guardian; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SQUARE 459, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CONVERSE (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 4061) to 
authorize the purchase of certain parcels of real estate for public use 
known as —— No. 459, in Washington, District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SILAS H. BUCKLEY. 


Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4062) granting a 
pension to Silas H. Buckley ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THEODORE W. TALLMADGE. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4063) for the 
relief of Theodore W. Tallmadge ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDITH BAKER. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4064) for the 
relief of Edith Baker, guardian of Daniel T. Baker; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF A. LAWRENCE FOSTER. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4065) for the relief of 
the heirs of the estate of Hon. A. Lawrence Foster, deceased ; which 
‘was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL SLAICK. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4066) granting a pen- 
sion to Michael Slaick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH B. FRANKLIN. 

Mr. LEEDOM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4067) for the relief of 
Sarah B. Franklin ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BEACONS IN MAUMEE BAY. 

Mr. RITCHIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4068) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a light and range beacons at the turn of 
the channel in Mammee Bay, in the State of Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURETIES OF GEORGE F. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4069) for the relief of the 
sureties of George F. Elliott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 1 

LEWIS D. CHANCE. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4070) to rerate the 

pension of Lewis D. Chance; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee omInvalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
MAIL-MESSENGER SERVICE. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4071) to 
increase the pay of contractors in the mail-messenger service when 
additional service is required ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4072) to modify 
the postal money-order system, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIA A. SCHULTZ. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4073) for the 
relief of Cornelia A. Schultz; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES ZIEGLER. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4074) for the 
relief of Charles Ziegler ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES SIGNAL SERVICE. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER also submitted the following; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, if not incompatible with the public interest, a full and detailed state- 
ment of all the items of expenditures for the support of the United States Signal 
Service which are made out of the annual appropriations for the support of the 
Army of the United States, from the year 1875 to the year 1881, inclusive; and also 
to — how and by whom all the accounts of the United States Signal Service are 
audited. 


BEACON LIGHTS ON THE MONONGAHELA RIVER. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4075) estab- 
lishing beacon lights on the Monongahela River; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commérce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FREEDMAN’S BANK BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4076) au- 
thorizing and directing the purchase by the Secretary of the ee? 
for the public use, of the property known as the Prccdaunts Bank, 
and the real estate and parcels of ground adjacent thereto belonging 
to the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, and located on Penn- 
sylvania avenue, between Fifteenth and Fifteenth-and-a-half streets, 
Washington, District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE LOSE. 


Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4077) grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine Lose; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4078) 
granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH LONG. 

Mr. WISE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4079) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Long; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES NEWBERRY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4080) queens a pen- 
sion to James Newberry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES COX. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4081) for the 
relief of James Cox; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELLEN GILLESPIE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4082) granting 
@ pension to Ellen Gillespie ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY C. SCHENEY. 

Mr. MOSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4083) to rerate the 
pension of Henry C. Scheney, late of Company —, Sixty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM A, WRIGHT. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4084) for the relief of 
William A. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ZACHARIAH H. CONN. 

Mr. MILLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4085) for the relief 
of Zachariah H. Conn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WATCHMEN UNITED STATES TREASURY. 

Mr. CURTIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4086) for 
the relief of the wat en empleyed in the United States Treasury ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. VAN ZANDT. 

Mr. CURTIN also submitted the following; which was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to this 


House the report of the Second Comptroller in the claim No. 54098, of Mrs. Van 
Zandt, for commutation of rations to prisoners, &c. 


JOHN SANTLER. 

Mr. JADWIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4087) granting a pension 
to John Santler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EPHRAIM HURLBUT. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4088) to rerate the 
pension of Ephraim Hurlbut; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PARMENUS M. SMITH. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4089) granting a 
pension to Parmenus M. Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HIRAM PEDRICK. 

Mr. JADWIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4090) granting a 
pension to Hiram Pedrick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. TYSON. 

Mr. FISHER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4091) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Tyson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS WILSON. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4092) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas Wilson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRONZE MEDALS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4093) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War and the Secretary of the Navy to issue bronze medals 
to the honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the United States 
in the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU. 

Mr. BAYNE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4094) to 
transfer the office of Indian affairs from the Interior to the War 
Department; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN W. JUDSON. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 125) for the 
relief of the widow and children of John W. Judson, late agent of 
the United States at Oswego, New York, for public works on Lake 
Ontario; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4095) for the re- 
lief of William G. Budlong; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL GRANGE. 

Mr. AIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4096) to lease a portion of 
the Mall to the National Grange; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WRITS OF ERROR AND APPEALS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4097) 
to amend section 699 of the Revised Statutes, relating to writs of 
error and appeals; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT FOR HORSES, ETC. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4098) for the pay- 
ment for horses and other property lost or destroyed in the military 
service of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to he printed. 

W. W. BOVELL, 
Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4099) for the 
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relief of W. W. Bovell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee.on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT BURCHFIELD. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4100) for the 
relief of Robert Burchfield; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELISABETH BRAY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4101) for the 
relief of Elisabeth Bray’; whieh was read a first and seeond time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4102) to revive 
section 12 of the act of July 28, 1866, providing an additional bounty 
of $100 to certain volunteer soldiers of the United States; which was 
read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. GIBSON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4103) for the 
relief of Joseph R. Gibson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered te be printed. 

CATHERINE VAUGHAN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4104) granting 
a pension to Catherine Vaughan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RHODA FITZGERALD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4105) for the 
relief of Rhoda Fitzgerald ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4106) for the 
relief of Hiram Campbell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BRAY. ; 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4107) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Bray; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NELSON M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4108) for the 
relief of Nelson McLaughlin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JENNETTE M’LELLAND. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4109) for the 
relief of Jennette McLelland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA SHIPLEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4010) for the 
relief of Rebecca Shipley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FIELDING HURST. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4111) for the relief of 
Fielding Hurst; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LOYAL CLAIMANTS. 
Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4112) to provide for the 
peyuens of loyal claimants, and for other purposes; which was read a 
rst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
JOHN COLLIER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4113) for the relief of 
John Collier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JORDAN LIVELY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4114) granting a pension 
to Jordan Lively; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES I. DAIL. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4115) for the relief of 
James I. Dail; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN NEWMAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4116) for the relief of 
Jonathan Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

' T. D. EDINGTON, 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4117) for the relief of 
T. D. Edington; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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A. K. MEEK. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4118) for the relief of 
A. K. Meek; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. T. MANSON. 
Mr. HOUK also iatroduced a bill (H. R. No. 4119) for the relief of 


W. T. Manson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REV. C. AUSTIN. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4120) for the relief of 


Rev. C. Austin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. KIRKLAND. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4121) for the relief of 
James M. Kirkland: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. RHOTON. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4122) for the relief of 


John F. Rhoton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WALLACE N. AND ELLEN I. HOGE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4123) for the relief of 
Wallace N. and Ellen I. Hoge; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Cc. ¥. GILES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4124) for the relief of 
©. Y. Giles, administrator, &c.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CYNTHIA SPRADLIN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4125) for the relief of 
Mrs. Cynthia Spradlin; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL M’CAMMON. 

“Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4126) for the relief of 
‘estate of Samuel McCammon, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID K. YOUNG AND ANDREW WOODSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4127) for the relief of 
David K. Young and Andrew Woodson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES J. GIBBS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4128) for the relief of 
James J. Gibbs ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TEMPERANCE 8S. ERICKSON. 
Mr. MOORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4129) for the relief of Mrs. 


Temperance 8. Erickson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


OSCAR M. BROWN. 
Mr. UPSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4130) forthe 
relief of Oscar M. Brown ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


APPROACHES TO FORT BLISS, TEXAS. 


Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4131) to open and con- 
struct approaches to Fort Bliss, Texas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to report 
to this House the number of acres of public land that has been granted by acts of 
‘Congress, both directly to corporations and through the States ; what railroad com- 
panies have thus been subsidized, and the number of acres granted to each com- 
pany by Congress; also, to report to the House the annual gross earnings and an- 
nual net earnings of the Central Pacific, Kansas Pacific, Union Pacific, Central 
Branch of Union Pacific and Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Companies, from the 
commencement of operations of each of said companies to the present time. 


HENRY C. DE AHNA. 
Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4132) for the relief 


of Henry C. De Ahna; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF PROPERTY AT BERMUDA HUNDRED, 


Mr. WISE, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4133) to author- 
ize the sale of certain property at Bermuda Hundred, in the county 
of Chesterfield, in the State of Virginia ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN C. COX. 
Mr. GARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4134) granting a pen- 
sion to John C. Cox ; which was read a first and seoena time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPLETION OF MONUMENT TO WASHINGTON’S MOTHER. 


Mr. GARRISON also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 4135) for the com- 
ee we of the monument to Mary, the mother of Washington, at 
redericksburgh, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS STRIDER. 
Mr. PAUL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4136) for the relief of 
Thomas Strider; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALICE DE KALB SHATTUCK. 


Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4137) for the relief of 
Alice De Kalb Shattuck ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROVIDENCE HOSPITAL, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4138) 
for the relief of Providence Hospital of the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and erdered to be 
printed. 

JAQUELINE M. WOOD. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4139) for the relief of 
Jaqueline M. Wood; which was read a first and second time, re- 
coo the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RATIONS—OFFICERS UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS. 


Mr. DEZENDORF introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4140) to grant offi- 
cers of the United States Marine Corps one ration per day while at 
sea; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

METROPOLITAN POLICE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DEZENDORF also introduced a bill Sis R. No. 4141) for the 
relief of certain members and ex-members of the Metropolitan police 
of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MAJOR JAMES BELGER. 

Mr. DEZENDORF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4142) for the relief of Major James Belger; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP ROHR. 

Mr. FULKERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4143) for the relief 
of Phillip Rohr; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A, FERGUSON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4144) 
for the relief of Sarah A. Ferguson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BELT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4145) for the relief of George W. Belt; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT P. WALKER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4146) to restore the name of Robert P. Walker to the pension-roll ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVARO SMITH. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4147) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Alvaro Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH GREEN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4148) for the relief of Joseph Green ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CYRUS W. BOWERS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4149) 
granting a pension to Cyrus W. Bowers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MURPHY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

4150) for the relief of William Murphy; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
JOHN BERTIER. 


Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4151) for the relief 
of John Bertier ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER, 


Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4152) for the relief of 
Frances H. Plummer; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. BRAGG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4153) fixing the com- 
pensation of United States district attorneys, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin desire that this bill shall be referred ? 

Mr. BRAGG. To the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice, the Chair understands, the 
bill would go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRAGG. This bill was prepared by the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice of the last Congress. It relates 
purely to expenses in that Department, and I think should be referred 
to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, it will be so referred. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


ADALINE P, LOY. 


Mr. BRAGG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4154) granting a pen- 
sion to Adaline P. Loy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. BRAGG also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to inform this 


ouse— 

First. Whether the dam maintained as a part of the Government works on the 
Fox and Wisconsin Rivers improvement at Menasha, Wisconsin, was not one of the 
principal agencies in producing the high stage of water in Lake Wir:nebago during 
the fall of 1881, whereby great damage was done business, property. and interests 
in the cities of Fond du Lac and Oshkosh, situate upon its borders, by overflow of 
waters from the basin of the lake. 

Second. Whether the continuance of said dam at its present heig) tis essential to 
the improvement of Fox River, when considered independently of .ny question of 
water-power interests belonging exclusively to private parties. 

Third, Whether the said dam may not be lowered so as to permit the waters of 
the lake to discharge in such volume as to prevent a recurrence of the back- 
water floods of 1881, withoutimpairing the efficiency of the improvement and with- 
out causing any radical change in the present adopted plans for the work. And, 
if it may be so lowered, then that the said Secretary shall report to this House to 
what extent it may be so lowered, together with plans and specitications for the 
work, and an estimate of the cost thereof. 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HAZELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4155) to create a 
sinking fund for the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4156) to restore certain 
Jands now included in the White Mountain (or San Carlos) Indian 
reservation in the Territory of Arizona tothe publicdomain ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


x EDWARD 8S. KELLOGG. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4157) for the relief of 
Edward 8, Kellogg ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOYAL P. BROWN. 


Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4158) to provide for the 
peaeet of Loyal P. Brown, administrator of the estate of Darius B. 
dall, deceased, for certain improvements relinquished to the 
United States for the use of the Nez Percé Indians; which was read 
a@ first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


: INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4159) to provide per- 
manent reservations for the Piegan, Blood, Black Feet, Assinaboine 
and Gros Ventre tribes of Indians, and for other purposes; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to tlhe Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE BUILDING AT FORT BENTON, MONTANA. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4160) to provide 
for the erection of a custom-house at Fort Benton, Montana Terri- 
tory ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SALMON IN UPPER COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Montana, praying for the removal of the obstructions at the Great 
Falls of the Clark’s Fork of the Columbia River, which prevent the 
ascent of the salmon to the upper tributaries of said stream; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT FORT BENTON, MONTANA. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a memorial of the Legislature of" 
Montana, praying for the erection of a United States custom-house ati 
Fort Benton, Montana Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


JESSE F. PHARES. 

Mr. HOGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4161) granting a pension 
to Jesse F. Phares; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL DELEGATES—BOLYGAMY. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I move to suspend the rules and: 
pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill defining the qualifications of Territorial Delegates in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does this require unanimous con- 
sent? 

The SPEAKER. It does not; it is a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SCALES. Does it not require a second ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That no person shall hereafter be a Delegate im the House of 
Representatives from any of the Territories of the United States who shall not 
have attained the age of twenty-five years and been seven years a citizen of the 
United States, and who shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of the 'Ferritory 
in which he shall be chosen. And no such person who is guilty either of bigamy. 
or polygamy shall be eligible to a seat as such Delegate. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill which has been read. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the Speaker an- 
nounced that two-thirds had voted in favor thereof. 

So the rules were suspended and the bill (H. R. No. 4162) was 
passed. 

Mr. BRAGG. Does not the rule provide that a second shali be- 
called for before the final vote is taken? 

The SPEAKER. The rules require a second when any member 
demands it. It was not demanded by any member in this case. 

Mr. SCALES. The parliamentary inquiry was made of the Chair, 
but he did not answer it. 

The SPEAKER. The inquiry was made before the bill was read. 
It is always in order to demand a second after the bilfhas beex read ; 
but in this case no such demand was made. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I did not make the demand for a 
second, because I had no desire to debate the bill, but only anxious. 
that the measure shall become a law at the earliest possible moment. 


APPORTIONMENT. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I ask consent to have printed in the RECORD: 
an amendment which I ab, ps to offer to the apportionment bill 
when it shall be under consideration. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I desire to have an amendment printed in 
the Rrecorp for the information of the House, which I propose to offer- 
to the apportionment bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that these amendments can- 
not be offered to the bill at this time. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I simply desire to say in cones to my amend- 
ment that I propose to move to recommit the bill with instructions 
to amend as in my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to printing in the REcoRD» 
certain proposed amendments to the apportionment bill? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The proposition of Mr. CONVERSE is as follows: 

Commit with instructions to amend the same according to the following direc- 


| tions, namely: 


“The whole population of the United States as ascertained by the Federal census. 

of 1880 shall be divided by the number three hundred and nineteen, and the 
uotient shall be the ratio of representation in the House of Representatives for 

the next decennial period. Every State shall be entitled to one Representative. 
Every State containing two times said ratio shall be entitled to two Representatives, 
and so on. When any State shall have a fraction above the ratio so large that being 
multiplied by five the result will be equal to one or more ratios, additional Repre- 
sentatives shall be apportioned to such ratios anpna tne several Congresses of the 
next decennial period in the following manner: If there be re one ratio, a Repre- 
sentative shall be allotted to the fifth Congress of the decennial period, namely, the 
Fifty-second Congress. If there betworatios, a Representative shall be allotted to 
the fifth and fourth periods, namely, the Fifty-second and Fifty-first Congresses. 
If there be three ratios, a Representative shail be allotted to the fifth, fourth, and 
third periods, namely, the Fifty-second, Fifty-first, and Fiftieth Congresses. it 
there 35 four ratios, a Representative shall be allotted to the fifth, fourth, third, 
and second periods, namely, the Fifty-second, Fifty-first, Fiftieth, and Forty-ninth, 
Congresses." 

The proposition of Mr. BELTZHOOVER is as follows: 


Suan by adding to the third section of the apportionment bill the following- 
ro on: 

“Tt shall be unlawful to divide any county or parish in the formation of any dis- 
trict which shall consistof more than one county or parish, and in all districts con-- 
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sisting of more than one county or pore the counties or parishes which are most 
nearly contiguous to each other and which have the number of inhabitants nearest 
to the ratio fixed by law, shall be made a representative district. 


DISTRIBUTION OF VACCINE VIRUS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 
No. 1004, for the distribution of pure vaccine virus to the people, be 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on 
Public Health. 

There was no objection, and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pablic Health, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill (H. 
R. No. 3181) authorizing and directing the Architect of the Capitol to 
make certain changes and repairs in the House wing of the Capitel. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a 
bill (H. R. No. 2341) for the relief of colored emigrants. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act (S. No. 46) to provide for the issue of 3 per cent. bonds ; 

An act(S. No. 817) making appropriation for the purchase of ground 
and the erection thereon, in the city of Washington, of a building to 
be used as a Hall of Records ; 

An act (S. No. 937) to enable the Postmaster-General to delegate 
authority to sign warrants ; 

An act (S. No. 977) making an appropriation for the base and ped- 
estal of a monument to the late Kear Admiral Samuel Francis Du 
Pont, United States Navy; and 

An act (S. No. 1092) authorizing and directing the purchase by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, for the public use, of the property known 
as the Freedman’s Bank, and the real estate and parcels of ground 
adjacent thereto, belonging to the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company, and located on Pennsylvania Avenue between Fifteenth 
and Fifteenth-and-a-half streets, Washington, District of Columbia. 


COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. WAIT. By direction of the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafiic, I submit the resolution which I send to the desk for reference 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic be authorized 
to employ a clerk during the sessions of the Forty-seventh Congress. 


There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Whereas it is alleged by Thomas Shields, a citizen of the United States, that 
he and two other citizens of the United States have been unjustly arrested and im- 
prisoned in Apam jail, Mexico, for the breach of a civil contract; and 

Whereas it is alleged by the said Thomas Shields that he ‘‘ wrote to Minister 
Morgan” and received no answer: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to make inquiry regard- 
ing the confinement of the said Thomas Shields and the two citizens of the United 
States who are in confinement with him, and to report the facts to the House at 
the earliest time practicable. 


Mr. BAYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. JOYCE. Imove to suspend the rules so that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1720) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor 
traffic, and that the bill be now passed. 

Mr. BRAGG. I demand a second on that motion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, a commission of five persons, not all of whom 
shall be advocates of prohibitory liquor laws, and neither of whom shall be the 
holder of = office of profit or trust in the General Government or any State gov- 
ernment. The said commissionems shall be selected solely with reference to per- 
sonal fitness and me A for an honest, impartial, and thorough investigation, and 
shall hold office until their duties shall be accomplished, but not to exceed two years. 
It shall be their duty to investigate the alcoholic, fermented, and vinous liquor 
trafficand manufacture with reference to revenue and taxation, and the effect of each 
class of such liquors in their economic, criminal, moral, and scientific aspects, in 
connection with perism, crime, social vice, the public health, and general wel- 
fare of the people; and also to inquire into the practical results of taxation and 
license, and of restrictive legislation for the prevention of intemperance in the sev- 
eral States, Territories, and District of Columbia. 

Sxc. 2. That the said commissioners shall further ascertain, as near as may be, 
the number of gallons of wine, beer, or distilled liquors annually consumed in 
different countries, more especially within the United States ; the number of deaths 
annually from alcoholism, the number and character of crimes resulting:from the 
use of alcoholic and malt liquors; and the diseases produced by the use thereof, 
mental as well as physical; the number of arrests for drunkenness; the amount 
of pauperism produced by the use of such liquors ; the amount of revenue ro- 
ceived by the Government from the liquor traffic and liquor making ; the amount 
of tax or revenue received from such manufacturing and traffic by State and mu- 
nicipal governments; the amount of food transformed into alcohol ; the probable 
retail cost of alcoholic and malt liquors consumed ; the cost of caring for the in- 
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sane, idiotic, criminals, and paupers made such by the use of alcoholic and malt 
liquors ; the capital employed in the manufacture of such liquors, and in the traffic 
thereof; the quantity of such liquors ates and exported; the number of per- 
sons employed in the manufacture and sale of such liquors. 

Sec. 3. That the said commissioners shall serve without salary, but are hereby 
authorized to wae a secretary at a reasonable compensation, not to exceed $2,500 
per annum, which, with the necessary expenses, incidental to such investigation, 
of the secretary and commissioners, shall be paid, outof any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated upon vouchers signed by the president and counter- 
signed by the secretary, and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and the 
sum of $10,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to 
pay such vouchers. 

Sec. 4. That said commissioners shall, as soon after their appointment as is con- 
venient, meet and organize by the election of one of their number as —- of 
such board, and they shall alsoelecta secretary as hereinbefore provided, who shall 
take the usual oath of office, and give a bond to the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States in the penal sum of $3,000 for the faithful performance of the 
duties of his office, which bond and the sureties thereon shall be approved by such 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the further duty of said commissioners to report the re- 
sult of their investigations and the expenses attending the same to the President, 
to be by him transmitted to Congress. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion of the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Joycr] to suspend the rules so as to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of this bill and to pass the same, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin[Mr. BRaGG]demandsasecond. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin and the gentleman from Vermont will take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, noes 60. 

So the motion of Mr. Joyce was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate, to be equally divided between those in favor of the motion 
and those opposed to it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. BRAGG. On agreeing to this motion, I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the Speaker have the bill read 
again? 

“The SPEAKER. In the absence of obgection, the bill will be again 
read for the information of the House. 

Mr. JOYCE. I hope the bidl will be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. ARMFIELD. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Vermont, [Mr. Joyce, ] to suspend the rulés so as to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from 
the further consideration of the bill which has just been read, and to 
pass the same. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 112, nays 98, not 
voting 82; as follows: 


YEAS—1i12. 
Bayne, Hammond, John Miller, Simonton, 
Belford, Haseltine, Moore, Skinner, 
Beltzhoover, Haskell, Neal, Smith, A. Herr 
Bowman, Hawk, O'Neill, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Briggs, Hazelton, Orth, Smith, J. Hyatt 
Browne, Heilman, Pacheco, Spaulding, 
Buck, Henderson, Page, 8 er, 
Burrows, Julius C. Hepburn, Parker, Steele, 
Camp, Hiscock, Payson, Strait, 
Candler, Horr, Peelle, ‘Taylor, 
Cannon, Houk, Pierce, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Carpenter, Hubbell, Pettibone, Tyler, 
Caswell, Hubbs, Pound, Updegraff, J.T. 
Chace, Humphrey, Ranney, : Urner, 
Crapo, Jacobs, Ray, Valentino, 
Culberson, Jadwin, Reed, Vance, 
Cullen, Jones, James K. Rice, William W. Van Aernam, 
Dawes, Jones, Phineas Rich, Van Voorhis, 
Deering, Jorgenson, Richardson, D. P. ‘Wadsworth, 
De Motte, Joyce, Ritchie, Wait, 
Dingley, Kelley, Robeson, Ward, 
Dunnell, Lacey, Robinson, James S. Washburn, 
Farwell, Sewell S. Ladd, Russell, Watson, 
Fisher, Lindsey, Ryan, Webber, 
Ford, : Scranton, West, 
aoe, Marsh, Shallenberger, Williams, Chas. G 
Godshalk, McClure, Sherwin, Willits. 
Grout, McKinley, Shultz, Wood, Walter A 
NAYS—88. 
Aiken, Cook, Holman, Scales, 
Armfield, Cravens, House, Shelley, 
Atherton, Davis, George R. Jones, George W. Singleton, Jas. W. 
Atkins, Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, Singleton, Otho R. 
Barbour, Deuster, Klotz, Sparks, 
Belmont, Dibble, Knott, Speer, 
Berry, Dibrell, Latham, Springer, 
Black, Dowd, Le Fevre, Stockslager, 
Blackburn, Ermentrout, Manning, Thompson, P. B 
Blanchard, Evins, Martin, Tillman, 
Bland, Finley, Matson, Tucker, 
Blount, Forney, McKenzie, Turner, Henry G. 
Bragg, Fulkerson, McLane, Turner, Oscar 
Buchanan, Geddes, MeMillin, Upson, 
Buckner, Gibson, Mills, arner, 
Caldwell, Guenther, Money, Wellborn, 
Carlisle, Hammond, N. J. Morrison, Wheeler, 
Cassidy, Hardenbergh, Mauldrow, Whitthorne, 
Chapman, Hatch, Oates. Williams, Thomas 
Cc y; Herbert, Phelps, Willis, 
Clark, Herndon, Phister, Wilson, 
Clements, Hewitt, Abram S. Reagan. Wise, George D. 
Cobb, Hewitt, G. W. oe Jno. S. Yourg. 
Colerick, Hoblitzell, Robinson, Wm. E. 
Converse, Hoge, Rosecrans, 
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NOT VOTING—82. 


Shallenberger, Smith, J. Hyatt Townshend, R. W. Wellborn, 
Sherwin, Sparks, ‘Turner, Oscar Whitthorne,. 
Simonton, Spaulding, Urner, Williams, Thomas 
Singleton, Otho R. Springer, Valentine, Willis, 

Skinner, Strait, Warner, Wilson, 

Smith, Dietrich C. Townsend, Amos Washburn, Wise, George D. 


NOT VOTING—381. 


Aldrich, Cutts, Hutchins, Rice, John B, 
Allen, Darrell, Kasson, Rice, Theron M. 
Anderson, Davidson, Ketcham, Robertson, 

Barr, Dezendorf, King, Robinson, Geo. D. 
Beach, Dugro, a Ross, 

Bingham, Dunn, Lewis, Scoville, 

Bliss, Dwight, Mason, Shackelford, 
Brewer, Ellis, McCoid, Stephens, 
Bramm, Errett, McCook, Stone, 

Barrows, Jos. H. Farwell, Chas.B. Miles, Talbott, 
Butterworth, Flower, Morey, Thomas, 

Cabell, Frost, Morse, Townsend, Amos 
Calkins, Garrison, M ve, Townshend, R. W. 
Campbell, Gunter, Moulton, Upde , Thomas 
Chalmers, Hall March, Van Horn, 
Cornell, Hardy, Mutchler, ‘Walker, 

Cox, Samuel S. Harmer, Nolan, White, 

Cox, William R. Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Wise, Morgan R. 
Covington, Harris, Henry 8. Paul, Wood, Benjamin. 
Crowley, Hill, Prescott, 

Cartin, Hooker, Randall, 


So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the rules were 
not suspended and the bill was not passed. 
During the roll-call the following pairs were announced : 
Mr. THOMAS with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. HUTCHINS. 
Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, with Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. ELLIs. 
Mr. Situ, of New York, with Mr. Harpy. 
Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. PREscorTT. 


Mr. BruMM with Mr. FLOWER. 
Mr. DuGRo with Mr. BREWER. 


Mr. WALKER with Mr. Cox of North Carolina. 
were present Mr. Cox would vote “no.” 


Mr. CORNELL with Mr. NoLan. 
CAMPBELL with Mr. WISE of Pennsylvania. 
Bark with Mr. RANDALL. 
MILEs with Mr. SHACKELFORD. 
ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CABELL. 
Norcross with Mr. GUNTER. 
HOOKER with Mr. CALKINS. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


CALKINS would vote ‘ aye.” 
On motion of Mr. DIBRELL, the reading of the names was dispensed 


with. 


If Mr. WALKER 


If Mr. HOOKER were present Mr. 


The vete was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Oh no; let us have a division on that vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71—— 

Mr. DIBRELL. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were, ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 100, not 
voting 81; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Armfi 


en 
fe, 
Briggs, 
Butterworth, 
Cc 8, 
Camp, 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Caswell, 
Chapman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 


De Motte, 


Aiken, 
oo, 

0, « 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bowman, 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Buckner, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
= er, 

‘arpenter, 
Chace, 
Chalmers, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 


YEAS—111. 
Dezendorf Latham, 
Dingley, Lord, 
Finley, Manning, 
Fisher, Marsh, 
Ford, Martin, 
Fulkerson, McKenzie, 
Garrison, er, 
George, Money, 
Harris, Benj. W. Mo: mn, 
Hawk, Mosgrove, 
Hazelton, O'Neill, 
Heilman, Orth, 
Henderson, Pacheco, 
Herbert, ‘age, 
# ik, Parker, 
Hoblitzell, Paul, 
Hoge, Peelle, 
Holman Pierce, 
Hooker, Pettibone, 

Orr, Phister, 

Hubbell, Rich, 
Hubbs, Richardson, Jno. S. 
Jacobs, Ritchie, 
Jadwin, Robeson, 
Jones, Phineas Robinson, Geo. D. 
Jorgensen, Rosecrans, 
Lacy, Russell, 
Ladd, Scales, 

NAYS—100. 
Colerick, Hammond, N. J. 
Converse, Hardenbergh, 
Cox, William R. Haseltine, 
Davis, George R. Hatch, 


Davis, Lowndes H. 
Dawes, 

Dibrell, 

Dowd, 

Dunnell, 
Ermentrout, 
Errett, 

Evins, 

Farwell, Sewell S. 
Forney, 

Geddes, 

Gibson, 
Godshalk, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, John 


Hewitt, Abram S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Houk, 

House, 
Humphrey, 
Jones, George W. 
Jones, James K. 
Joyce, 

Kelley, 

Kenna, 


Klotz, 
Leedom, 
Lewis, 
McClure, 
McCoid, 


Seranton, 


Singleton, Jas. W. 
Smith, A. Herr, 
Speer, 

Spooner, 


Taylor, 
‘Thompson, Wm. G. 
Tucker, 


fiitams, Chas. G. 
Willits, 
Wood, Walter A. 


MeMillin, 
Mills. 


Moore, 
Morey, 
Mauldrow, 
Oates, 
Payson, 
Phelps, 
Prescott, 
Ranney, 
Ray, 
Reagan, 
R 


Rice, Theron M. 
Rice, William W. 
Richardson, D. P. 
Robinson, James 8. 
Robinson, Wm. E. 
Ryan, 


Allen, Dibble, King, Ross, 
Anderson, Dugrow Knott, Scoville, 
Barr, Dunn, Le Fevre, Shackelford, 
Beach, Dwight Lindsey, Steele, 
Black, Ellis, Mason, Stephens, 
Bliss, Farwell, Chas. B. Matson, Stone, 
Brewer, Flower, MeCook, Thomas, 
Browne, Frost, McKinley, Thompson, P. B. 

rumm, Grout, McLane, ‘Tillman, 
Burrows, Jos. C. Gunter, Miles, Van Voorhis, 
Burrows, Julius H. Hall, Morse, Walker, 
Cabell, Hardy, Moulton, Ward, 
Cassidy, Harmer, Murch, ‘Watson, 

Yornell, Harris, Henry 8. Mutchler Wheeler, 
Cox, Samuel S. Haskell, Neal, White. 
Crowley, Hepburn, Nolan, Wise Morgan R. 
Curtin, Herndon, Norcross, Wood, Benjamin 
Cutts, Hill Pound, Young. 
Darrell, Hutchins, Randall, 
Davidson Kasson, Rice, John B. 
Deuster, Ketcham, Robertson, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following additional pair was announced : 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. Browne. IfMr. RYAN were present Mr. BROWNE 
would vote “no.” 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. No. 3181) 
authorizing and directing the Architect of the Capitol to make certain 
changes and repairs in the House wing of the Capitol; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

And then (at three o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. ’ 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Alvara Smith, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion and consequent forfeitures—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Ann Carroll and Maria C. Fitz- 
hugh, for compensation for damage done to real estate in the city of 
Washington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of P. Bresnan and others, of As- 
toria, and of C. T. Springer and others, of Long Island City, New 
York, for the extension to the last-named city of the free-delivery 
system in distributing the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, for the passage of the bill to facilitate the regulation 
of bills of lading and other commercial instruments and to punish 
frauds therein, known as the Hewitt bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACK: A bill to establish a post-route from Eden to 
Hinely, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of certain citizens of New York, pray- 
ing that a pension be granted to Mrs. Clara G. Scott—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Baxter P. Smith and 20 other 
Union soldiers and sailors in the late war of the rebellion, praying 
for an amendment of the arrears of pensions act—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. BUCK: The memorial of L. A. Dickinson and others, in 
oppesition to the French metric system—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The resolutions of the Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Memorial Association of Hamilton County, Ohio, praying the 
passage of a law which will award to each soldier and sailor who 
served in the Army or Navy during the war of the rebellion a land 
warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land without restrictions 
as to settlement—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of the county officers of Ida 
County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the bill to divide the State 
of Iowa into two judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: The petition of citizens of Walker County, 
Georgia, for the enactment of a law regulating freight and passenger 
tarifis on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of Absalom Bowman and 46 
others, citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, for legislation to regulate 
interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: Four petitions from Dorchester County, 
Maryland, for an appropriation to improve the navigation of Littiec 
Choptank River, in said State—severally to the same coramittee. 
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Also, the petition of citizens of Worcester County, Maryland, for 
increase of pay to keepers of life-saving stations—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Maryland, for the establishment of 
a post route from Swan Hill to Box Iron, Maryland—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Memorial of the Board of Trade and citizens 
of Durham, North Carolina, for the erection of certain public build- 
ings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

y Mr. CRAVENS: Papers relating to the claim of George Wilson, 
Henry Spendelon, and George V. Watson—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. DEZENDORF: The petition of certain citizens of Princess 
Anne County, Virginia, asking that salaries of the keepers of life- 
saving stations may be increased—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and 
merchants of Charleston, South Carolina, concerning the improve- 
ment of the harbor at that place—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Papers relating to the claim of Berry F. 
Millard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARRISON: Memorial and petition of the city council of 
Fredericksburgh, Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John C. Cox—to the 
Committee on Invalid pensions. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of Virginia, for a postal route 
from Aldie to Haymarket—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Papers relating to the business transacted at 
the port of Puget Sound—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Memorial of Mobile County, Alabama, relative 
to the improvement of the bay, river, and harbor at that place—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. B. W. HARRIS: The petition of Thomas Pattison and 
others, praying that a pension be granted to the widow of George L. 
Lawrence, who was killed at the Washington navy-yard October 28, 
oa while in the discharge of his duty—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. HASELTINE: The petition of M. L. Cooper and 96 others, 
and of W. N. Smith and 256 others, praying for legislation to regu- 
late charges for freight and passenger traffic on railroads—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Iowa, praying for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibiting the manufacture and sale of all 
alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HOGE: Papers relating to the claim of J. M. Mason—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Calloway Hodges and of James A. 
McBee, for compensation for property taken and destroyed by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—severally to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papersrelating to theclaims of John H. Galbraith, 
of James M. Hinton, and of Duncan Marr—severally to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Harrison Miller and others, 
citizens of Saint James, Michigan, for an increase of the pay of the em- 
ployés of the Life-Saving Service—to the same committee. 

Also the petition of G. W. Johnson and others, citizens of Saint 
re Macinac County, Michigan, for the amendment of section 2599 
of the Revised Statutes, so that territory lying west of the principal 
meridian and south of latitudinal line between townships 43 and 
44 north, Upper Peninsula, may be detached from the Grand Haven 
— and attached to the district of Superior—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also the petition of W. R. Burt and others, citizens of East Sagi- 
naw, and of William E. Williams and others, citizens of Bay City, 
Michigan, for the establishment of a harbor of refuge at Grand 
Marais, on the south shore of Lake Superior—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of D. G. Carpenter, William H. Van 
Auken, A, D. Carlton, and 15 others, citizens of Dimondale; and of 
G. Leisenring, G. D. Pray, P. Whaley, and 25 others, citizens of Wind- 
sor, Michigan, praying for relief from unjust discriminations of trans- 
portation lines—severally to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Penobscot County, 
Maine, praying for Government control of railroad transportation— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of Richard H. Fontz, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of Nancy Tromsell, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Amanda Stokes—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Theodore F. Davidson and 400 
others, citizens of Portsmouth, Ohio, for the establishment of a 
marine hospital at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYSON: The petition of certain citizens of Kankakee, 
Illinois, for the enactment of laws for the suppression of polygamy— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papersrelating to the claim of W.W. Bovell— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of John Stewart and 6 others, 
asking for an increase of compensation for those employed in the 
Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: The petition of John J. Coffey and 
Burge R. Lewis, for relief—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of E. F. Spence and others, 
for the improvement of Wilmington Harbor, Los Angeles County, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN: The petition of citizens of South Haven, Kansas, 
for the equalization of bounties—to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Mexico, protesting against the 
confirmation of the Socorro land grant—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Marion County, Kansas, for the 
repeal of laws imposing taxes on banks—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

y Mr. SHULTZ: The petition of citizens of Bowersville, of citi- 
zens of Eaton, and of citizens of Lewisburgh, in the State of Ohio, 
for legislation regulating railroad transportation—severally to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Papers relating to the claim of Secor & Co., 
and Perine, Secor & Co., for losses sustained (through the action of 
the Government) in building the harbor and river monitors Tecum- 
seh, Mahopac, and Manhattan, &c.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. G. THOMPSON: Memorial of the Legislatnre of Iowa, 
asking that certain lands granted by the General Government to the 
State, which were subsequently granted by the State to the Sioux 
City and Saint Paul Railroad Company, be confirmed to the State of 
Iowa asa perpetual endowment fund of the State University at Iowa 
City, lowa—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: The petition of citizens of Holt County, Mis- 
souri, for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Sophronia Speed, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Cincinnati Furniture Exchange, 
for the passage of a bill to put all railroads under the control of the 
General Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Memorial Associa- 
tion of Cincinnati, Ohio, in support of bill to grant one hundred and 
sixty acres of land to each soldier and sailor of the war of the rebell- 
ion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 














































The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk without proper indorsement, and referred as follows: 

The petitions of C. W. Adams, of Smith B. Gossett, of John Owens, 
of James W. Richardson, and of Jacob Robinson, for compensation 
for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late rebellion—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

The petition of the Kansas Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, for the suppression of polygamy in the Territories—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The petition of D. Wing and others, of H. C. Wagel and others, 
citizens of Wisconsin; of Elkanah Dyer and others, of Joseph Jones 
and others, citizens of Haywood County, Tennessee, and of citizens 
of Illinois, for legislation regulating the charges for railroad trans- 
portation—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

The petition of the Philadelphia Auxiliary Letter-Carriers’ Asso- 
ciation, for increase of salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

The petition of Thomas Cox, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Pensions. . 

The petition of McHenry Bray, late first lieutenant Company I, 
Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, for pay—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The petition of Mary E. Day, for pension and bounty—to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The petition of William Key, guardian of Lydia 8. Roark, minor 
child of Alvin Roark, late private Company B, Second Regiment 
Tennessee Infantry, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

The petition of James Nipper, of Bradley County, Tennessee, fora 
pension—to the same committee. .. 

Memorial of citizens of Kansas, in opposition to the French metric 
system, praying that it shall not be made legalin Government transac- 
tions—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Papers relating to the claim of Theodore Teed—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The petition of George T. Angell, of Boston, relative.to poisonous 
and adulterated foods—to the Conmmittee on Agriculture. 

Papers relating to the claim of H. 8. Kellogg, administrator of the 
estate of Colonel Lyman M. Kellogg, deceased—to the Committeo on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill for the improvement of the Cuivre River, in the State of 
Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 









































By Mr. PEELLE: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Pitman— 



















A bill forthe improvement of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers— 
to the same committee. 

The petition of Peter Dinfenbach and 80 others, citizens of Hunting- 
ton and Wabash Counties, Indiana, for the establishment of a post- 
route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The petition of Asa Weeks, for compensation for services rendered 
the United States in perfecting the system of torpedo warfare—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The petition of Jacob S. Lowery and George A. Gray, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Papers relating to the claim of John L. Butler—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The petition of Baldwin B. Shafer, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 




















SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 7, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of March 3, 1881, a statement in relation to the costs and 
fees collected from American shipping under the laws of the United 
States during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 15, 1881, 
a report of the Chief of Engineers in regard to the improvement of 
the lock at the mouth of Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Hon. S. Y. Tupper, Hon. E. 
H. Frost, Hon. W. A. Courtenay, and 125 other leading citizens of 
Charleston, South Carolina, praying for an appropriation by Congress 
of the amount specified by the engineer in charge of the jetties at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of William M. Lawrence, secre- 
tary of the Milwaukee Civil Service Reform Association, praying for 
the passage of a law providing competitive examination for admis- 
sion to the Government service; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. TELLER presented two petitions of citizens of the counties of 
Pueblo and Huerfano, Colorado, praying for the passage of a law re- 
quiring the Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause a sur- 
vey of the exterior boundary lines of the Las Animas grant and pro- 
viding that all lands outside of that boundary shall be offered in 
market so that the settlers may secure their homes by pre-emption 
and homestead; which were referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented two memorials of the Charleston Cham- 
ber of Commerce, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement 
of Charleston Harbor; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New York, remonstrating against the passage of the bill to facil- 
itate the decision of controverted questions in customs-revenue cases; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Sumner and Bar- 
bour Counties, Kansas, praying for the passage of a bill repealing 
the tax on national and other banking corporations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Emporia, Lyon County, 
Kansas, praying for the adoption of a constitutional amendment en- 
abling women to vote; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I present a memorial of sundry officers of packet 
companies and transportation lines, and members of the Merchants’ 
Exchange of the city of Saint Louis, in regard to the construction 
of a bridge over the Missouri River near Saint Charles, Missouri. 
The memorial is short, and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read if there 
be no objection. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


To the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Missouri : 


GENTLEMEN: Whereas in the opinion of the undersigned the best interests of 
the people and the commercial prosperity of the city of Saint Louis and State of 
Missouri demand that navigation upon the Missouri River should be encouraged 
by the Government, and the channel of said river should be opened and improved 
instead of obstructed ; and whereas we recognize the importance of proper legis- 
lation authorizing the erection of suitable bridges across said river for the con- 
venience and accommodation of the railroad trafic of the country, but believin 
that such bridges can, at small additional cost, be so constructed as not to obstruc 
the channel or impede the free navigation of said river; and whereas we are in- 
formed that a bill has-been introduced, and is now pending before Congress, which, 
if passed, will authorize the erection of a low bridge across said stream but a few 
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miles above the city of Saint Charles ; and whereas we believe such a bridge would 
obstruct the channel seriously, and impair the free navigation of said river : 





; tion. 
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Now, therefore, in consideration of the premises, we, the undersigned, citizens 


of the city of Saint Louis and members of the Merchants’ Exchange of said city, 
do respectfully request the Senators and Representatives in Congre: 
State to oppose by their votes and influence the passage of any bill by the Congress 
of the United States which shall authorize any individuals, company, or corpora- 
tion to erect any bridge across said river which shall not be of suflicient height to 
admit of the free passage of any water-craft navigating said stream, if built with- 
out a draw, and with piers sufliciently far apart, (say at least four hundred feet,) 
and the same to be protected by shear-booms, cribbing, spiling, or such other device 
as — insure the safe passage of boats, barges, or rafts in dark nights or stormy 
weather. 


ss from our 


If said bridge or bridges are built as draw-bridges, the same shall be built at the 
shore nearest the usual channel of the river, if in the opinion of a Government 
engineer, acting under the direction of the Secretary of War, the same can be prac- 
tically done ; thus enabling boats to drop through by lines when not deemed safe 
to pass otherwise. 

Mr. VEST. Before the memorial is referred I wish to say one word. 
This paper demonstrates the facility with which names can be ob- 
tained to any kind of a document containing any character of asser- 
I introduced the bill to which the memorial refers, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, of which I am a mem- 
ber. It was then sent to the War Department and referred to the 
Engineer Corps, where it was examined section by section, and re- 
ported to be unexceptionable in allits details. The bill provides that 
the lowest portion of the bridge shall be at least fifty feet above high- 
water mark. Accordingly the bill was reported favorably from the 
Committee on Commerce, and it was considered here, where it was 
subjected to all sorts of criticism and objection, by. the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Rene) particularly. The bill passed the Senate 
and went to the House of Representatives. I do not know a single 
officer of the railroad company which is to use the bridge. I do not 
know anybody connected with it in any way, directly or indirectly ; 
and I undertake to say that this memorial was got up in some adverse 
interest, not in the interest of the navigation of the Missouri River, 
but by some antagonistic railroad company or bridge company. That 
is all I wish to say on the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think my colleague entirely misunderstands 
the object of the memorial and the statements in it. I did not un- 
derstand thet it was a reflection upon the bill that was passed, but 
simply a representation from certain steamboat companies and offi- 
cers, and members of the Merchants’ Exchange, in regard to the 
objections to all bridges on the Missouri River, as well as the pro- 
posed bridge near Saint Charles; and I do not understand that the 
statements they make are in conflict at all with the provisions of the 
bill that passed the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. If my colleague will permit me, the memorial makes 
the statement that the Soltes which the bill authorizes to be con- 
structed does interrupt and interfere with the navigation of the Mis- 
souri River; and I say that it does not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ididnotso understand the memorial. I glanced 
over it very hurriedly, but I did not understand that it reflected at 
all upon the bill to which my colleague refers. 

Mr. VEST. Isaw the memorial published in the 
before it was read here this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not presented with any purpose of reflect- 
ing upon the bill introduced by my colleague, for I voted for and sus- 
tained that bill myself, and think the bill was exactly right. Ido 
not consider the memorial to be any reflection whatever upon that 
bill or its passage by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 932) to provide for the settlement of the es- 
tates of deceased Kickapoo Indians in the State of Kansas, and for 
other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 85) in relation to the Japanese indemnity 
fund, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1007) in relation to the Japanese indemnity fund, reported 
adversely thereon ; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 834) granting a pension to Louisa Boxley, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 887) granting a pension to Jonathan R. Spéncer, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed ; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 563) granting a pension to Peter Hanselman, submitted an 
adverse. report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 714) granting a pension to Nathaniel Aiken, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. No. 551) releasing Frank Soule, late collector of 


Saint Louis paptrs 


The memorial will be referred to 

















































































































ordered to be printed. 


be printed. 
the bill (S. No. 241) for the relief of John T. Hennaman, of Baltimore, 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 


referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 9) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to lease the temporary use of the United States barracks at 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, to the State institution for the blind, re- 


was ordered to be printed. 


-propriations; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


‘committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the massacre at the 
White River agency in 1879, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, reported a bill (S. No. 1120) for the relief of Eugene B. Allen ; 
which was read twice by its title. 


(S. No. 828) for the relief of Eugene B. Allen, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. No. 1121) to 
accept and ratify an agreement made and submitted by the Creek 
Nation of Indians for the relinquishment of a portion of their land 
in the Indian Territory to the United States for the use of the Semi- 
nole Nation of Indians, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, on motion of Mr, DAWEs, recommitted to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3197) granting relief to John 
‘Parsons, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
No. 704) granting relief to John Parsons, reported adversely thereon ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1062) for the relief of Magnus S. Thomp- 
son, reported it without amendment. 

= also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 49) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington Terri- 
tory, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 251) granting a pension to Alice McMahon, 
‘reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
4S. No. 455) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. West, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. . 




















































































































tion of Jeannette E. Wilson, praying for arrears of pension, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Julia E. Revere, widow of William H. Revere, late colonel One 
‘hundred and seventh Regiment United States Colored Troops, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. PLATT. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions to 
report adversely upon the bill (8S. No. 736) restoring to the pension- 
roll the name of Nancy Leonard. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] is interested in this case, and I ask, at his request, that the 
bill be placed upon the Calendar. 






















































































Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 806) granting a pension to Lydia Dwinel, and 
the bill (S. No. 735) granting a pension to Lydia Dwinel, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed; and the 
bills were postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GROOME. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 754) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Laura Hentig, to make an adverse report thereon; but, at the 
request of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Cat, ] I ask that the bill 
be placed on the Calendar. 
























































internal revenue for the first district of California, and his sureties 
from liability to the Government of the United States, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 585) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
Maryland, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 


ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, which 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indians Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 829) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Charles E. Hedges, deceased, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 


(S. No. 945) to provide for the payment of ten claims for depredations 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon tho 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask thatthe papers which I send to the Secretary’s 
desk may be filed with the adverse report in the claim of the widow 
of Captain Edmund C. Hentig. Captain Hentig was killed in battle, 
leaving his widow penniless, and she is now mentally unable to sup- 
port herself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be placed on the 
files of the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 788) granting a pension to Olive Stephenson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 416) for the relief of Eugene Wells, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8S. No. 87) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain 
and report to Congress the amount of money expended and indebted- 
ness assumed by the State of Kansas in repelling invasions and sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is with very great pleasure that I report, by 
inséructions of the Committee on Military Affairs, the bill (8. No. 


1117) for the retirement of Brevet Major-General Meigs with the rank 
and pay of a retired officer of the grade of Major General, without 
amendment. 

La PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 





SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on Railroads, reported the 

following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Railroads have leave to employ a stenographer 
to take the testimony offered before said committee on Senate bill No. 60, and the 
necessary expenses thereby incurred shall be paid outof the appropriation forspe- 
cial and select committees. And said committee may have such testimony printed 
for its use. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A similar resolution heretofore sub- 
mitted will be postponed indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1122) to grant to the Mississippi, Albu- 
querque and Interocean Railway Company the right of way through 
the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1123) for the relief of Susan E. Alger; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 1124) to establish a post- 
route in Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FARLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1125) to admit free of duty steam-plew ma- 
chinery adapted to the cultivation of the soil; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1126) granting a pension to Rose A. Braendle; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce « bill (S. No. 1127) for the relief of Providence Hospital 
of the city of Washington, District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, , 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1128) to authorize the Secretary of State to 
allow for expenditures within named to James Rea, late consul at 
Belfast, Ireland ; which was read twice by its title, and referred, to- 
gether with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1129) for the relief of George Denny, sr. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1130) to amend section 699 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to writs of error and appeals ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by ananimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1131) to increase the pension to Augustine McIn- 
tyre; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1132) to fix the salary of the judge of the 
district court of the United States for the district of Indiana; which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the legal representatives of Walter H. Stevens, deceased, be, and 
are hereby, authorized to withdraw the papers pertaining to a claim in his behalf 
and now on file in the Secretary's office. 


THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Pursuant to the noticeI gave yes- 
terday, I now movethat the Senate take up the resolution introduced 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] on the 11th of 
January last, in reference to the consideration of the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT ‘protempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
to take up the Anthony resolution, which was under debate yester- 
day. If there be no objection the resolution is before the Senate, and 
the questien is upon the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I notice the Senator from Vermont 
is not in his seat. Is it a good thing to take up the resolution in his 
absence ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
take it up in his absence. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is not usual for the Senate to 
take up a resolution in the absence of a Senator who has an amend- 
ment pending. Isubmit to the Senate whether that is a usual thing, 
and whether it is a very courteous thing to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the Senator from Vermont is 
pending in an independent form, and it would not be at all unusual 
or discourteous to him to take up the resolution. The proposition 
has been offered by him as an amendment, but is quite an independ- 
ent proposition ; it stands on the Calender reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules as an independent proposition ; and therefore it is 
not to be affected at all by such considerations as the Senator from 
West Virginia suggests. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection myself to the 
resolution being considered, but as the Senator from Vermont is out 
of his seat I call the attention of Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber to that fact. If they think it best to take up the resolu- 
tion in his absence I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that he offer the Anthony rule in such form as he desires to offer it, 
disconnected from the present amendment, and let the Senate adopt 
it, and let it remain until the Senator from Vermont can be heard on 
his own amendment, which is the same proposition that was reported 
adversely by the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to have it acted upon to- 
day. The objection to adopting the suggestion of the Senator from 
Alabama is that one objection will carry it over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. I dare say objection will not be made. I will not 
make it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
would accept the suggestion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will make no objection, I assure the Senator, if 
he will offer it as a separate proposition. 

Mr. HALE. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That the Anthony rule be offered 
now as aseparate proposition disconnected from the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that could be done by common consent, there 
could be no objection, but it seems to me we ought to adopt some 
rule of proceeding now to go on with business until the Senator from 
Vermont returns, or we may as well adjourn over until his return. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It issuggested by the Senator from 
Alabama, Mr. President, that the Anthony rule, so called, be offered 
now asan independent proposition, disconnected with all amendments, 
and let them go over until the return of the Senator from Vermont ; 
and it has been intimated that there will be no objection to the con- 
sideration of the Anthony rule if it be offered as an independent 
proposition at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont is to strike out the Anthony rule, as it is called, 
and insert what he has offered in lieu of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the nature of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam opposed to striking out the Anthony resolu- 
tion and inserting, but I am in favor of adding on the Edmunds 
amendment to the Antheny rule so as to make the Edmunds amend- 
ment applicable to all the time after half past one o’clock. I say I 
am in favor of the Anthony rule until half past one o’clock, and then 
I am in favor of the Edmunds amendment, modified, coming in after 
that and controlling all the remainder of the time; and I think it 
would prove to be the best rule that we have ever had for the facilita- 
tion of business. If I can offer an amendment to the Anthony rule 
while this substitute is pending, I will move to insert at the end of 
the Anthony rule as it has been amended the following : 

And immediately after half past one o’clock the unfinished business of the pre- 
ceding day and the Calendar of Special Orders, if any, for that day, shall be taken 
up and disposed of; and after that, or if there shall be no special orders for that 


time, the calendar of bills and resolutions shall be taken up and proceeded with 
in its order, beginning with the first subject on the Calendar next after the last 


I think it is a very good thing to 


If Icould be assured of that, I 
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subject disposed of in proceeding with the Calendar; and in such case the follow- 
ing motions shall be in order at any time as privileged motions, save as against a 
motion to adjourn or to proceed to the consideration of executive business or ques- 
tions of privilege. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Missouri that if the amendment of the Senator from Vermont is 
voted down the Senator from Missouri can move to amend in the 
particular he has stated. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let us take the question on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _I give notice, then, that I shall vote against the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, and if it is voted 
down I shall offer certain provisions of it to come in at the end of the 
Anthony rule. 

Mr. MAXEY. One inconvenience of the Anthony rule has been felt 
by almost every Senator here, and that is after a bill is up and has 
been discussed, say, for twenty or thirty minutes, some one can then 
interpose an objection, and all that work is lost and the bill is tided 
over. That is a serious inconvenience; and yet we have attempted 
to adopt other methods to avoid that, and no other rule that we have 
ever had in my judgment worked so well, all things considered, as 
the Anthony resolution. I shall vote in favor of that resolution, 
because it is the only rule after all we have had here which enabled 
us to get to the Calendar and go to work and clear off the business 
which has been prepared by committees. We have been in session 
here for two months, and the Calendar has not yet been materially 
touched, and it will not be unless some rule is adopted, and all that 
work is being lost. I for one believe that we had better take up the 
Anthony rule and adopt it, as we have done heretofore, and then if 
anybody finds that it does not work right it will be proper enough 
to bring in an amendment hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, which is to strike out and insert. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The AcTING SecrETAaRy. The proposed amendment is to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘resolved,” in the resolution, and in lieu thereof 
to insert: 

That Rule 13 be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Immediately after the privileged morning business is completed, and not later 
than one o'clock, the unfinished business of the preceding day and the Calendar of 
Special Orders, if any, for that day, shall be taken up and disposed of; and after 
that, or if there shall be no special orders for that time, the Calender of General 
Orders shall be taken up and proceeded with in its order, beginning with the first 
subject on the Calendar next after the last subject disposed of in proceeding with 
the Calendar; and in such case the following motions shall be in order at any time 
as privileged motions, save as against a motion to . or to proceed the 
consideration of executive business, or questions of privilege, to wit: : 

‘‘ First. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill. 

‘Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar; but this motion shall not be considered as agreed to unless two-thirds of the 
Senators present vote in favor thereof. 

“Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall 
have the effect to leave such subject in its existing place on the Calendar for action 


ag next call of the Calendar after the pending call shall have been gone through 
with. 

‘Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar, 

‘Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
precedence in the order above named, and may be submitted as in the nature and 
with all the — of questions of order.” 

Resolved fu , That the twenty-fourth rule bé amended by adding thereto the 
following words: 


“‘ After the introduction of resolutions is completed there shall, on the demand 
of any Senator, be laid before the Senate, in its order, any resolution or concur- 
rent resolution introduced on any pene day, and the same s: be pr ed with 
in the same manner as is provided in the rule for the Calendarof General Orders.” 

Resolved further, That all rules or orders setting apart particular days for par- 
ticular classes of business be, and they are hereby, abolished. 

Mr.BAYARD. May Iinquire if that amendment has been printed? 
Is it in print ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itisin print. It was printed Jan- 
uary 27. The question ison the adoption of the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. BAYARD. Ina matterso important as a standing rule of this 
body, especially to control the order of business of the Senate, it is 
obviously of consequence that the proposed rule should be money 
understood, and for that purpose discussed. I will make no apo. ogy 
to the Senate for not at this time being prepared to vote upon the 
pending amendment. I have been in the Senate during the discus- 
sions upon it, but they have been conducted chiefly on the other side 
of the Chamber in a conversational tone between two or three mem- 
bers of the Senate whose seats happen to be near each other; and 
the consequence is that as a speaker naturally modulates his voice to 
meet the ear of the person whom he addresses, a Senator in adistant 
part of the Chamber can hear nothing of what is going on. The 
debate in this case took place, as I remember, chiefly between my 
friend from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, ] the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EDMUNDS] now absent from his seat, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts, dune Hoar, ] whom I do not see in his place. Those 
gentlemen sit in this Chamber within a few feet of each other. I 
donot doubt that they discussed the question intelligently—that goes 
without saying—but they certainly also discussed it inaudibly to 
those of us on this side of the Chamber. 

Without the least desire to delay the consideration of this meas- 
ure, I still think it proper for my own sake that I should have some 
opportunity to examine what is proposed. I therefore move the post- 
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ponement of the consideration of the measure until to-morrow morn- 


ing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Delaware, to postpone the consideration of the sub- 
ject for one day. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the motion should be agreed to, 
what will be the effect of it? Would this matter come up during 
the morning hour to-morrow ? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not, because there is no 
unfinished business of the morning hour. The Senator would have 
to call it up to-morrow the same as on any other day, and trust to 
the majority of the Senate to dispose of it. Is the Senate ready for 
a vote on the motion ? : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think we may as well vote onit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the postpone- 
ment of the subject as moved by the Senator from Delaware. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL GARFIELD. 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up the bill (S. No. 387) directing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the Society of the Army of the Cumberland condemned cannon to 
aid in the erection of a statue or monument to James Abram Gar- 
field. The bill contemplates the erection of a monument to General 
Garfield here in the city of Washington. It has been reported by the 
Military Committee, and I think there will be no objection to it. I 
should like at as early a day as possible to get it to the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate. Its consideration will be postponed, however, 
until the routine morning business is concluded. The introduction 
of resolutions is next in order. 
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the adoption of the resolution. 








OCCUPATION OF INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 
Senate for its use the report of the Acting Commissioner of the General Land 


Office, of date April 25, 1881, in reference to the right of occupation by settlers of 
any portion of the Indian Territory. 


REPORTING FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That any standing or select committee of the Senate shall have the 
right to employ a ———— to take testimony relative to any matter which the 
committee may deem of suflicient importance to cause to be printed for the use of 
the committee or the Senate, the expense of which shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fand of the Senate. 


REPORT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. JONAS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent: 
Resolved, That 200 — of the Report of the Mississippi River Commission, 


Executive Document No. 10, (without the accompanying maps,) be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. Does not that have to go to the Committee on Print- 
ing by the statute? I do not object to the resolution at all, but I 
oak the question for information. 

Mr. JONAS. I desire to state that the Report of the Mississippi 
River Commission was laid before the two Houses of Congress some 
time since. Iam told thatitis to be accompanied by elaborate plates 
and maps, which will require some two or three months for their 
preparation before the report can be printed. The report is of great 
importance, and necessary to the proper consideration of any of the 
bills for the improvement of the Mississippi River. I only ask that 
a limited number of copies of the report without the maps shall be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
that the easiest disposition of the matter will be to refer it to the 
Committee on Printing, whose reports are always acted on when 
made. 

Mr. JONAS. If a motion to refer is insisted on, very well; but I 
a the matter was so simple that a reference would not be 
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Mr. JONAS. No, sir; it is not printed. 


in my hand, [exhibiting. ] 
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Rule 53 provides that : 
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the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 









Mr. HOAR. I merely inquired for my own information. I haveno 
objection to the Senator’s desire. I understand thatevery proposition 
for printing that is to cost over $500, by statute must be ordered by a 
concurrent resolution, and that in several other cases resolutions to 
print must be referred to the Committee on Printing by the statute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Every resolution providing for extra copies must 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

_Mr. HOAR. I merely inquired of the Senator—I made no objec- 
tion—whether this came within the rule; becauseif it does the Printer 
could not do the work even if it were ordered in this way. 

Mr. JONAS. The rule is that a resolution to print over 500 copies 
must be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A resolution to print must go to the 
Committee on Printing unless otherwise ordered by the Senate. The 
Senator from Massachusetts is right. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection. I merely put the question. 
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Mr. ANTHONY. Does the resolution provide for the printing of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It provides for printing 200 copies. 
The Chair aes that they are extra copies. 
. A-resolution to print extra copies is required to 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. JONAS. I will inform the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing that the report is not ge at all. Itis to be accompanied 
require a long time for preparation, 
and therefore the information, which is of importance to the Senate, 
cannot be obtained probably before a month. 
the report itself printed without the accompanying maps. 
a lengthy report and the printing will not be expensive. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The usual number of copies of any document can 
be printed by either House. If the expense is over $500 the order to 
print must be by a concurrent resolution, and if there are extra 
copies the statute requires that the resolution shall be referred to the 
Committee on Printing of the House in which it originates. 
Mr. JONAS. I do not think the expense will be $500. I have no 
objection to a reference to the committee, if the committee can report 


desire simply to have 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
that the easiest disposition will be a motion to refer to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and it can be reported at an early day. 

Mr. JONAS. I would prefer to have the resolution passed at this 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides for a reference, 
‘‘unless the Senate shall otherwise order.” 
Mr. JONAS. I do not hear any objection, and I desire a vote on 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate- 
agree to the resolution without referring it to the Committee on 


Mr. INGALLS. How much will it cost to print these copies? Can 
the Senator advise us how much the expense will be ? 

Mr. JONAS. It is quite a short report. It is not to be aceompa- 
nied by the maps, and I am told the expense will be very small. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the Senator a copy of the report in his hand? 


Mr. INGALLS. Of how many pages does it cor sist? 
Mr. JONAS. Ihave not seen it in print; it has been communi- 
cated in writing. I do not think it is larger than the report I hold 


Mr. INGALLS. I have noobjection myself to the adoption of the 


Mr. HAWLEY. My impression is that itis not a rule which we 
can suspend by unanimous consent, but that it is a law of Congress. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the cost exceeds $500; but the 
Chair is not aware that this comes within the rule upon the subject. 


Every motion to — documents, reports, or other matter transmitted by either 
of the Executive Departments, or to print memorials, petitions, accompanying 
documents, * * * shall, unless the Senate otherwise order, be referred to the- 


The resolution, in the opinion of the Chair, comes within the clause 
Mr. ANTHONY. Does the resolution involve the printing of extra 


r. JONAS. No, sir; it involves the printing of 200 copies for the- 
immediate use of the Senate, without the maps. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 
The Acting Secretary read the resolution. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Docsthe Senator from Rhode Island 


Mr. ANTHONY. It is competent for the Senate to pass such a reso- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 
Mr. INGALLS. _I ask for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hourhas expired, and 

the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinish 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] on 
the 12th of January last, in reference to the act of January 25 
commonly known as the arrears of pensions act. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL GARFIELD. 
Mr. HARRISON. I believe I had the consent of the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 387, and I should like to have it disposed of. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana asks that 
the unfinished business be See erarny laid aside until he can dispose 
up. 


business, which is the 


as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8.‘No. 387) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to deliver to the Society of the Army of the Cumber- 
land condemned cannon to aid in the erection of a statue or monu- 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
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an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
to insert : 

That the Secretary of War be, and he Sao is, authorized and directed to pay 
over to the Society of the Army of the Cumberland, outof the proceeds of the sales 
of any condemm ordnance or ordnance stores, the sum of $7,500, to be used in the 
erection of a statue or monument at Washington, District of Columbia, to the 
memory of General James A. Garfield. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill directing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay over to the Society of the Army of the Cumber- 
land $7,500, to aid in the erection of a statue or monument to Gen- 
eral James A. Garfield.” 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JoHN Bat- 
LEY, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : : 5 

A bill (H. R. No. 3181) authorizing and directing the Architect 
of the Capitol to make certain changes and repairs in the House wing 
of the Capitol; and 

A bill (S. No. 546) to restore certain articles of silverware to Mrs. 
Isabella 8. McRae. 


TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the res- 
olution of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. COKE. I gave notice yesterday that I should ask the Senate 
to hear me to-day on the tariff-commission bill. I ask that the unfin- 
ished business be laid aside temporarily, and that Senate bill No. 22 
be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks that 
the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily, in order that the 
bill (S. No. 22) to provide for the appointment of a commission to 
investigate the question of the tariff and internal-revenue laws may 
be taken up, on which he wishes to address the Senate. Is there objec- 
tion to this proceeding? The Chair hears none, and the bill will be 
regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

r. COKE. Mr. President, I favor a revision of the tariff, a re- 
duction of all impost duties to a strictly revenue standard, and an 
enlargement of the free list by placing upon it every article of com- 
merce not necessary to be taxed to raise revenue for the Government. 
I am opposed to what is known as the protective policy. I believe 
that protection to the few means unjust exaction of the many, and 
that a protective tariff like that now and for twenty years past in 
force is unconstitutional, is unequal and oppressive, and ought not 
to be tolerated by a free people. 

This is said to be a free country, with a Government “‘of the peo- 
ple, by the people, and for the people ;” yet no people under the sun 
are so oppressively taxed, not to support the Government, but to 
enrich privileged classes. ‘The commerce of no country in the world 
is so hampered, so shackled, so obstructed by legislation in the inter- 
est of the few to the injury of the great mass as in this boasted land 
of equal rights. No citizen can object to a tax on imported goods 
judiciously levied with an ore single to the raising and collection of 
revenue for the support of the Government. The Government must 
have revenue for its support, and the Constitution expressly grants 
to Congress the power to levy and collect such tax for that purpose. 
A tariff for revenue, constructed in good faith only for the purpose 
of raising revenue, and which does raise revenue, and place it in the 
national Treasury is a legitimate and constitutional and necessary 
exercise of power. As an inevitable consequence domestic manufac- 
tureys or producers of the articles upon which such revenue-impost 
duties are laid, are to that extent protected against foreign compe- 
tition. This species or extent of protection is necessarily an incident, 
a corollary to every law which raises revenue through impost duties, 
but revenue should be the object and purpose in view and protection 
pro tanto only the incident. 

Those who favor a protective tariff and for twenty years past have 
oppressed the producers of the country with the most extreme pro- 
tection of the favored interests, demand protection against foreign 
competition without reference to revenue; claim a right to protec- 
tion per se and make protection the object and purpose of impost 
duties and revenue merely the incident. Thus the issue is joined 
between those who favor a revenue tariff and those who demand pro- 
tection, which, while destructive of revenue, lays under most onerous 
tribute to comparatively few the labor and earnings of the vast popu- 
lation of this country. The time has come for an appeal to the en- 
lightened judgment of the country upon this great issue, and for the 

eople to determine whether or not they wittdonget bear the great 

urden which is impoverishing them and building up an aristocratic 
class to whom they must pay tribute. If they would be relieved of 
this thralldom, this serfdom to privilege and class, they must arouse 
from théir lethargy and demand of their Government that the good 
old doctrine of ‘equal rights for all, exclusive privileges for none,” 
be enforced in its administration. This Government has been so lon 
dominated by the influences of associated and incorporated capita 


that it will be found no easy matter to shake them off. The power to 
exact tribute from fifty millions of people, inhabiting the finest country 
on earth, which they now possess, will never be surrendered without 
a struggle as earnest, as determined, and as obstinate as the stake 
involved is grand and magnificent. The masses of the people must 
come to the rescue, must be heard and felt if they would be emanci- 
pated. They must act in their primaries, in their precinct; county, 
and State conventions, and give expression and emphasis to their 
demands, so that no man will dare misrepresent them. All the power 
of money and the lobby will be brought to bear to defeat tariff reform 
and to rivet the shackles of tribute upon them, and they alone can 
save themselves. Their enemies are organized, trained, backed by 
unlimited resources, full of courage and confidence, and only a great 
popular demand can defeat them. 

he tariff under which for twenty years past we have lived is the 
most monstrous system of taxation in its burdens upon the great 
body of the people and its bounties to a small per cent. of the whole 
that this country in all its history, and I believe I may add any 
other country, has ever known. It was enacted to meet the exigen- 
cies of a stupendous war, which ended sixteen years ago. It was 
claimed by its authors to be only temporary when its various pro- 
visions were enacted. The idea of saddling it upon the country asa 
permanent policy, as the debates of Congress show, was not dreamed 
of when it was passed. 

So it was in 1789, when the first tariff law was passed, with an aver- 
age ad valorem duty of 8} per cent., its operation limited to 1796, 
avowedly ‘‘ to give our infant industries a start,” andonly temporary. 
The very next year tariff duties were raised to an average of 1l per 
cent. In 1792 they were raised to 13} per cent. In 1816, the aver- 
age rate of duties was 30 per cent. under additional legislation which 
had been passed in the mean time. Under the tariff of 1824 they 
were raised to an average of 37 per cent., and under the act of 1828, 
just forty years after the first tariff law had administered an aliment 
of 8} per cent. as a purely temporary expedient to our “ infant indus- 
tries,” the rations of that “infant” were increased to an average of 
41 per cent. Itis always thus, with industries taken out of the pure, 
bracing atmosphere of free competition and healthy, hardy self- 
reliance, into the hot-house of Government protection, to be fed on 
the stimulus of Government bounty—the cry forever is, More! More! 
On the 14th of July, 1832, the tariff was again remodeled in the in- 
terest of high protection, and out of this act grew the South Caro- 
lina nullification troubles, 

On the 2d of March, 1833, I believe the day before the act of July, 
1832, was to have gone into effect and two days before he went out ot 
office, President Jackson signed the compromise tariff bill which had 
been introduced by Mr. Clay and passed both Houses of Congress, 
under the provisions of which the ad valorem duties of the act of July, 
1832, were gradually reduced until 1842, when they were not to ex- 
ceed 20 percent. In 1846, under Mr. Polk’s administration, the tarift 
was remodeled, with a reduction of duties, and by the act of March 3, 
1857, they were again reduced to an average of about 19 per cent. on 
dutiable goods. From 1846 until 1861, when the first of the series or 
acts raising ultimately impost duties to the present highly protective 
average of 45 per cent., known as the Morrill tariff, was passed, a 
period of sixteen or seventeen years, is the only period in the history 
of our Government when we had a strictly revenue tariff. It is the 
only period when high protection has not prevailed, when “infant 
industries” have not been fed with Government bounties, except that 
incidental protection which of necessity follows a revenue tariff. 
During this period two great facts were demonstrated to be true: first, 
that protection is not necessary to a healthy growth of manufactur- 
ing industries; and, second, that low duties produce greater revenue 
for the Government than high protective rates. While manufactur- 
ers did not become enormously rich, as before and since under high 
protection, they were prosperous, their business was healthy, and 
their progress solid, as the history of that time abundantly shows. 
The revenues from the tariff of 1846 so far exceeded the requirements 
of the Government and the estimates of what they would be (having 
been estimated at $22,000,000, and having proved to be $64,000,000) 
that the act of March, 1857, just referred to, was passed, making an- 
other considerable reduction of the duties. It was of this period that 
Professor Sumner, of Yale College, in one of his able and learned lect- 
ures on ‘‘ Protection in the United States,” said: 

The period from 1846 to 1860 was our period of comparative free trade. The sub- 
treasury act of 1846 removed subjects of one and banking from national leg- 
islation. Thus these two topics were fora time laid aside. Foran industrial history 
of the United States no period presents greater interest than this. It wasa period 
of very great and very solid prosperity. The tariffwas bad and vexatious inmany 
ways, if we regard it from the stand-point either ef free trade or revenue tariff, but 
its rates were low and its effects limited, It was called ‘‘a revenue tariff with in- 
cidental protection.”” The manufactures which, it had been said, would perish, did 
not perish, and did not gain sudden and exorbitant profits. They made steady and 
— pene. The repeal of the English corn laws in 1846 0 ned a large mar- 

et. for American agricultural products, and took away the old argument which 
Niles and Carey had used with such force, that England wanted other countries to 
have free trade, but would not take their products. The effect on both countries 
was most happy. It seemed as if the old system was gone forever, and that these 
two great nations, with free industry and free trade, were to pour increased wealth 
upon each other. The fierce dogmatism of protection and its deeply-rooted preju- 
dices seemed to have undergone a fatal blow. Our shipping rapidly increased. Our 
cotton crop grew larger and larger. The discovery of gold in California added 
mightily to the expansion of prosperity, The States indeed repeated our old cur- 
rency follies, and the panic of 1857 resulted, but it was only a stumble in a career 
of headlong prosperity. We recovered from it inatwelvemonth. Slavery agita- 
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tion marked this period politically, and if people look back to it now they think 


most of that; but industrially and economically, and I will add also in the adminis- 
tration of the Government, the period from the Mexican to the civil war is our 
golden age, if we have any. There was simplicity, even to dullness, in national 
affairs. It was one of those happy periods when a nation has little history. As 
far as the balance of trade is coneerned, it never was more regular and equal than 
in this period. 

In 1867 Hon. Robert J. Walker, Secretary of the Treasury under 
Mr. Polk, published a letter to the people of the United States, in 
which he speaks thus of the same period : 

A tariff for revenue, as experience has shown, instead of depressing improves 
all industrial pursuits, including manufactures, and vastly augments the wealth of 
thecountry. Under the tariff of 1846, as shown by the census, our wealth increased, 
from 1850 to 1860, 126.45 per cent.; whereas from 1840 to 1850 the increase was 
only 64 per cent.; from 1830 to 1840, 42 per cent., and from 1820 to 1830, 41 per cent. 
So, also, from 1850 to 1860 our agricultural products increased 95 per cent. and our 
manufactures 87 per cent., being in both cases nearly double any preceding ratio 
of increase. So, also, our exports, imports, and revenue nearly tripled in the same 
period of time, and our domestic trade rose nearly in the same ratio. This aug- 
mented ratio is not the result of increase of population, which from 1850 to 1860 was 
less than 36 per cent. The Irish famine was supposed by my opponents to account 
for the increase the first year, atone the decreased price paid abroad that year 
for our cotton nearly e ualed the additional sum paid by England for our bread- 
stuffs and provisions. But the next year and the nezt, before any gold had reached 

here from California, our exports and revenue went on augmenting in a correspond- 
ing ratio, rising in eight years from $22,000,000 under the tariff of 1842 to $64,000,000 
under the tariff of 1846. 


. The ery for protecting bounties from the Government in these six- 
teen years, after the ‘infant industries” had been gradually weaned 
off from the public teat, was hushed in the presence of the palpable 
and notorious fact that the country had never been more prosperous, 
thatthe manufacturing interest had never rested on a more solid basis, 
and revenues for the Government had never been more abundant. A 
more complete refutation of the sophistry on which fornearly seventy- 
five years the people of this country have been taxed to build up 
and enrich a manufacturing class could not be desired than this sim- 
ple recital of well-authenticated facts. But the civil war came, great 
revenues were needed, the country thought of nothing but war and 
armies and navies and how to raise the immense revenues necessary 
to maintain them. Here was the opportunity to increase tariff duties 
to the highest possible figure, and well and thoroughly it was em- 
braced and utilized. The “war tariff” acts were passed in rapid suc- 
cession, each going beyond the other in piling up duties, until every 
conceivable article that could minister to human necessity, desire, 
convenience, or luxury was placed on the dutiable list. The object 
then was ostensibly revenue; nothing was heard of protection. The 
debates on these various acts discussed only the best methods of rais- 
ing revenue so much needed. It was not until 1870, when a slight 
reduction was made on a few immaterial items of the tariff list, that 
we hear again of protection. The manufacturing enterprises which 
under the revenue tariff of 1846 had been made hardy and vigorous 
and self-reliant and self-sustaining, by being turned out to the same 
competition that all other enterprises in this country have always 
had to contend with, after being pampered with bounties under the 
“war tariff” with its enormous duties, again put in their appearance 
as “‘our infant industries” needing protection, and protested against 
and successfully resisted any material or important reduction, just as 
they did two years ago, and as they are striving now to do again. 
A “temporary ” war tariff, professedly to raise revenue when enacted, 
which produces $130,000,000 per annum in excess of all the require- 
ments of the Government, is now sought to be established as a per- 
manent, fixed system for protection. nd 

The honorable Senator from Vermont, with great satisfaction and 
an air of triumph, refers to the act of 1789 asindicating the views of the 
“fathers” in favor ofa protective policy. We can understand theargu- 
ment on which it was proposed in 1789, when the country wassparsely 
settled only on the Atlantic seaboard, with a population of about 
four or five million, exhausted by a seven years’ war, oppressed with 
an enormous debt, beset on all sides by powerful and hostile tribes 
of Indians, and threatened with engulfment in the vortex of con- 
tending European policies, with all its industries in the rudest and 
most primitive condition, to enact a tariff for revenue and “the pro- 
tection of infant industries;” we can understand the argument then 
made that in pore we should prepare for war with such measures as 
would make the country self-sustaining and independent of foreign 
countries for supplies of any character. The Republic then was in 
the very first stage of infant development, surrounded on all sides 
with perils which threatened its very existence. But howisit now? 
Will any sane man declare that the arguments and policies of that 
period are applicable to our present condition? I cali to the stand 
an impartial witness in the London Times. Let that speak of the 
present status of this Republic among the nations of the earth: 

AMERICA’S MAGNIFICENT PROGRESS. 


The details we publish this morning of the principal facts elicited by last year's 
census of the United States confirm the impression the original summary of results 
produced. A nation has never exhibited a more magnificent picture of material 
progress for ten years. Since 1870more than eleven and a half millions have been 
added to the population, at a rate of 30 percent. increase. Except Chinaand Great 
Britain and Russia, no government can count more subjects. In the number of 
citizens moved by similar impulses, and senqgmaaing common ends, the British 
Empire itself yields to the great Republic. Fifty millions of human beings in a 
land like America more than match the 86,600,000 of European and Asiatic Russia. 
The 425,000,000 of Chinaare not to be compared with them as a force among man- 
kind. The growth of a population may generally be understood to imply the growth 
of wealth and resources. As each census in a European state denotes a numeri- 
cal advance, it may for the most part be inferred that fresh means of support have 
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been made available. When, however, every successive census in the United States 
reveals an expansion by bounds and leaps, faith in the instinct of human nature 
not to multiply beyond the power of existence is scarcely needed toreassure anxiety. 
The granary which is to feed the new millions which have come, the millions which 
are to follow, piles its stores for the whole world to certify them. Each added 
American citizen has not to search for the livelihood nature hides somewhere or 
other for all its children. He is born or imported with his inheritance labeled and 
allotted. He has but to go west, or north, or south ; there itis awaiting his advent. 

European populations, even the home population of Great Britain, it must be 
acknowledged, have rather in their decenni — a look of boys growing out or 
their clothes. An elbow or an ankle is sure to be seen betraying a want of propor- 
tion between past resources and present demands. On the other side of the At- 
lantic there is a magazine of clothes warranted to fit all ages and sizes. Good soil 
is crying out everywhere for its owners to come and possessit. They have not to 
conguer and annex. Though the domain be lying desolate, or be a hunting-ground 
for Indians, it confesses itself their own, for them to enter it and enjoy it as soon 
as they please, the sooner the better. How fresh thousands and hundreds of thou- 
sands of acres are continually being brought under tillage, Europe requires no 
census ordered from Washington to tell. The Westand the Northwest are a home 
farm for the older hemisphere ; the laborers on this side of the Atlantic hear the 
echo of each mile of territory broken up by the plow on that. The census shows 
that the growth is universal and not partial. The census itself hardly does justice 
to the neney with which the South is keeping pone with the rest. The rate in 
one class of industry coe to thatin another. As the farmers of Minne- 
sota have multiplied from 439,706 in 1870 to 780,707 in 1880, the commercial and 
mining population of Pennsylvania has risen from 3,521,951 to 4,282,738. 

The palm of superiority over all the nations of the earth in all the 
elements of power and greatness is gracefully yielded to the United 
States. To show clearly that manufacturing development has kept 
pace with our marvelous and unprecedented agricultural growth, so 
graphically delineated, I read from the last report of the chief of the 
Bureau of: Statistics on our foreign commerce: 

The value of the products of agriculture exported from the United States during 
the years 1830, 1840, 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1881, respectively, showed a fluctuation 
of only about 3 per cent. of the total value of exports of domestic merchandise. 
This indicates that the growth of the exportation of commodities other than pred- 


ucts of agriculture—chiefly products of manufacture—kept pace with the aston- 
ishing growth of the exportation of the products of agriculture. 


Can it be possible, Mr. President, that such a people, inhabiting 
such a country, with the broad ocean between themselves and their 
manufacturing competitors, so superior to all the world in inventive 
genius, in general intelligence, in enterprise, energy, and driving 
power, in the efficiency of their laborers and the superiority of their 
machinery; so blessed with abundance of the cheapest and most 
wholesome food in the world, and with raw material of every descrip- 
tion lying in marvelous profusion all around them—I say, can it 
be possible that this people, thus conditioned, can need more pro- 
tection than a strictly revenue tariff will give in order to preserve 
their home market to their home manufacturers? I maintain that 
they do not; and, if revenue were not needed by our Government, 
that our American manufacturers could, with their advantages, com- 
pete, not only at home but abroad, with the world in absolute free 
trade. 

The oceans around our continent, and our raw material ready to 


hand, with our cheap food and superior operatives, are nature’s tarift © 


for the protection of American labor against European competition; 
and whatever may have been the necessities of the early days of the 
Republic, we now need no other. 

England is the bugbear, the nightmare of American manufacturers. 
Her competition is more feared than that of all the balance of the 
world together. She sends to America for bread and meat to feed 
her operatives, and takes it home in her ships. She sends her ships 
across the oceans to the four quarters of the globe in search of raw 
material. She gathers raw material throughout the earth and car- 
ries it home to her workshops and factories to be manufactured, and 
then must traverse 3,000 miles of ocean to reach our ports with the 
manufactured product, with the cost of all these voyages, shipments 
and reshipments, my charges, commissions, foreign tariffs on raw 
material, &c., and of high priced food for her operatives heaped 
upon it. 

The United States are inexhaustibly rich in raw material, at the 
very doors of the factories and workshops, and in the midst of the 
consumers—the market for the manufactured products. 

Hear what Judge Kelley, the learned Pennsylvania protectionist, 
said on this subject in a speech in the House on the 18th of February 
last : 

Amply stored with coal, iron ore, limestone, and salt, as she is, England is defi- 
cient in raw material. For these she depends on foreign countries. Not. so with 
us. The man does not live who can estimate their variety and extent. They 
embrace every variety of manufactures to be found in the temperate regions of 
the world. 

It is a maxim as old as the day of Adam Smith, that when the raw 
material, the factory, and the market are found together the best 
possible conditions exist for cheap goods and free trade. . 

But it is said that much higher wages are paid to American opera- 
tives than to European workmen, and that to enable the manufac- 
turers to pay these higher wages they must have a protective as 
distinguished from a purely revenue tariff, in order to exclude Euro- 
e— competition. Do American manufacturers pay their operatives 

igher wages? Nominally and ostensibly they do, but really and in 
fact they donot. The price of labor-wages is determined by the gen- 
eraldemand. Every industry must gointothe general market where 
labor is for hire, and pay the market price. Hence the wages paid 
in any one branch of manufacturing industry, averaging skilled and 
unskilled labor employed therein, indicates unerringly the general 
market price of labor. So that any one established manufacturing 
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industry will do as a basis for the investigation of this subject. I 
take the great cotton manufacturing industry of England and America 
toillustrate the subject of wages paid respectively in the two countries, 
becasue we have official and authentic data to rely on, and because the 
per cent. of cost of labor in this industry is greater in proportion to 
material and capital used than in any other in the whole range of 
manufacturing industries, as I will show by authority before I con- 
clude, thus presenting the case of the manufacturer in the strongest 
possible light. I quote from Secretary Blaine’s letter introductory 
to the report of consuls in Europe on the cotton-goods trade of the 
world, dated the 25th day of June, 1881. He says, page 95: 

In commenting on the strikes then imminent in Manchester, Consul Shaw, in 
the report transmitting the foregoing table, says: E as ; 

“The plea that the factory operatives are now receiving higher wages in propor- 
tion to the time they work than American operatives is urgently made by manu- 
facturers here, and this, together with increasing financial distress amongmill- 
owners, is gradually allaying the discontent among operatives.” 

Again, the honorable Secretary says: 

The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are 56, in the Massachusetts mills 


60 per week. The hourg of labor in the mills in the other New England States, 
where the wages are geiftrally less than in Massachusetts, are usually 66 to 69 per 


week. 

Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American operatives 
are more than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their longer 
hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be 

roven from official statistics, it would be a very important element in the estab- 
tt of our ability to compete with England for our share of the cotton-goods 
trade of the world. : - 

In the two prime factors which may be said to form the basis of the cotton man- 
nfacturing industry, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the advantage over 
England in the first, and stand upon an equality with her in the second. 

ving the raw material at our doors, it follows that we should be able to con- 
vert it into manufactures, all things else being equal, with more economy and 
facility than can be done by England, which imports our cotton and then manu- 
factures it in her mills. Theexpense of handling, transportation, and commission 
must be an important item in this regard ascompared with ourturning in the fiber 
from the cotton-fields to our mills and shipping it in the advanced form of manu- 
factured goods. Add to this the secondary fact that it costs us no more to handle 
and manufacture the same than it costsin England, and westand on an undoubted 
equality thus far in the race of competition. 

These are the conclusions drawn by Secretary Blaine, himself an 
avowed high protectionist, in an elaborate letter reviewing the whole 
subject, on statistical reports made to him by our consuls in Europe. 

I now quote from the letter of Hon. William M. Evarts, then Sec- 
retary of State, transmitting the reports of consuls on the state of 
labor in Europe, dated May 17, 1879, in which the honorable Secre- 
tary enumerates his conclusions drawn from these reports. On page 
36 he says: 

9. That the average American workman performs from one and a half to twice 
as much work as the average European workman. This is so important a point in 
connection with our ability to compete with the cheap manufactures of Europe, 
and it seems on first thought so strange that I will trouble you with somewhat 
lengthy quotations from the reports in support thereof. 


The honorable Secretary then quotes at length from reports of con- 
suls in Denmark, France, and Germany. 

The cost of living in England for food provisions is one-third higher 
than in the United States, but for everything else entering into the 
consumption of the operative and his family is from 50 to 75 per cent. 
less than here, by reason of our tariff, whose tax our operative pays, 
and England’s free trade, of which her operative enjoys the benefit. 
Secretary Blaine says that the inequality of wages between English 
and American operatives is ‘“ more than equalized” by the conditions 
he enumerates, and his testimony with exhaustive information be- 
fore him amply corroborates that of his predecessor, Secretary Evarts. 
The testimony of these eminent ministers of State, specially charged 
with the management of our foreign relations, with all the means of 
obtaining the most accurate and reliable information, with the reports 
of American consuls on this very subject from every country in the 
world before them, is so conclusive that nothing is left to be said on 
the subject than that it is settled that American operatives, consid- 
ering the hours they work, their superior efficiency, and the actual 
results they accomplish for their employers, and the cost of living 
here as compared with that in Europe, are receiving the same wages 
or possibly less, certainly not more or higher, than are paid in Europe 
for similar service. 

When we add to these considerations the fact that we are twenty- 
tive years ahead of the most advanced country in Europe in mechanical 
appliances and labor-saving machinery, through which manufactures 
are immensely cheapened, the argument that our manufacturers need 
in addition to natural advantages no further protection in the home 
markets than is incidental to a purely revenue tariff becomes un- 
answerable. The great extent to which machinery is usurping the 

lace of human labor may be inferred from the fact that while in the 
fast twenty years the capital invested in cotton manufactures has in- 
creased 220 per cent., the increase in labor in that industry has been 
only 45 percent. Inthe light of facts like these, what becomes of the 
rallying cry of the protectionists, ‘‘a high tariff for the protection 
ot the American working classes against competition with European 
pauper labor?” It stands exposed as a frand—a pretext through 
whichcapital, with the aid of non-consuming labor-saving machinery, 
under the forms of law is now, and for years has been, swelling ite 
hoard with bounties exacted from the people, including the very 
“working classes” in whose name they are taken. While demanding 
and receiving heavy bounties from our people for protection against 
European pauper labor, our manufacturers are invading the Euro- 
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pean markets with their products and canereng successfully there 
in the markets, as the following extracts from English papers will 
show : 


[From the London Warehousemen and Drapers’ Trade Journal, July, 1877.) 


Nearly two years ago we announced the first importation into this country of 
cotton cloths manufactured in America, and paid a special visit to Manchester to 
examinethem. We are not alarmists, and have too much faith in the energy and 
ability of our manufacturers to be easily disturbed, but we were obliged to admit 
the excellence of the American fabric, and felt it a duty to warn our Manchester 
friends that the quality of the new importations placed the sized manufactures of 
our own mills at a serious disadvantage. In the interval that has elapsed since 
then we have occasionally recurred to the same subject, and return to it again to- 
day to nete that the importations continue to increase in bulk, and that our manu- 
facturers still size and dress their fabrics with China clay. Now and then they 
break silence to justify their practice by the plea that their customers at home and 
abroad like to have the fabrics sized and loaded, and they only supply what is de- 
manded. Our readers will know how to estimate the excuse. 

In the mean time Messrs. Ellet, Glover & Co., of George street, Manchester, have 
sent us samples of cloths from the Wamsutta Mills, Massachusetts, for whom and 
for other American companies they are the sole agents in this country. These 
samples sustain in every respect the reputation achieved here by the American 
fabrics. One of them is a double-warp cotton sheeting, and we have never seen a 
cloth of English manufacture to equal it. It is perfectly puse, extremely strong, 
and moderate in price. Precisely the same may be said of the Wamsutta twilled 
sheetings and long-cloths. We have given them a very careful examination, and 
no other judgment is possible. 

Knowing perfectly well how much may be said about the depression of trade in 
the States, and the consequent pressure upon manufacturers there to find an out- 
let for their produce, it is still not by any means an unimportant fact that Massa- 
chusetts finds it possible to compete with Manchester in the Manchester and Lon. 
don markets, and we are only discharging a duty which we must not disregard in 
again calling attention to it. 

SILK. 
The fifth annual report of the Silk Association of America, dated 
May 5, 1877, contains the following letter, addressed by I. Walter H. 
Thorp to the Macclesfield (England) Courier, dated October 4, 1876: 


Our English silk manufacturers have acted wisely in abstaining from exhibiting 
their goods at the centennial exhibition at Philadelphia, as they would only have 
exposed their inferiority in quality and price. Instead of wishing any longer to 
see or use our English silk goods, America, protected by her 60 per cent. duty on. 
the import of manufactured silk, is almost entirely supplying her own market with 
home-made goods ; and her manufacturers, having proved that they can produce 
the article and quality required by their markets, are now lending all their efforts 
to the reduction of cost. 

Now that the period of inflated prices and extravagant wages is passing away. 
(which last item has hitherto been the great difficulty with manufacturers,) and 
their scale of wages is rapidly falling to the European level, we shall find that the 
ample labor-saving appliances and greater intelligence of the work-people will 
bring us face to face with a competition such as we have never yet dreamed of, 
and I venture to say that before long England, mother of free trade as she is, will 
find herself compelled to impose a duty on the importation of American silks, in 
arder to protect her manufacturers from being beaten in their own markets. 


American cotton goods are underselling the English and actually 
driving them out of the Canadian market. (See Secretary Blaine’s 
letter in “Cotton-Goods’ Trade of the World,” page 14.) 

The cotton goods referred to are protected by our tariff about 55 
per cent., and the silks 60 per cent. Hear what the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont said a few days ago in his speech: ; 

Many American productions sustain the character they have won by being the 
best in the world. Our carpenters and joiners could not be hired to handle any 
other than American tools; and there are no foreign agricultural implements, 
from a spade to a reaper, that an American farmer would accept as agift. There is: 
no saddlery, hardware, nor house furnishing equal in quality and style to American. 
Watches and jewelry and the electric gold and silver plated ware of American work- 
manship as to quality have the foremost place in the marts of the world. The 
superiority of our staple cotton goods is indisputable as is proven by the tribute 
of frequent counterfeits displayed abroad. The city of Philadelphia alone makes 
many better carpets and more in quantity than the whole of Great Britain. These 
are noble achievements, which should neither be obscured nor lost by the sinister 
handling and industrious vituperation of free-trade monographists. 

The vast array of important and useful inventions recorded in our Patent Office, 
and in use the world over, shows that it is hardly arrogance for us to accept the 
compliment of Mr. Cobden and claim that the natural mechanical genius of average 
Americans will soon aapene. as much superior to that of Englishmen as was that 
of Englishmen one hundred years ago to that of the Dutch. 


All+this is true and much more. The honorable Senator has not: 
stated one-fifth the strength of the proposition; yet the American pro- 
ductions he does name will be found by any one who will take the 
trouble to examine the tariff list to be protected by duties from 50 
to 90 per cent. 

But the entire proposition as to the high degree of perfection 
attained by American manufacturers is frankly admitted by Hon. 
W. D. KELLEY in the speech before referred to, wherein he says: 


Yes, sir, after a score of years of protection, our manufacturers have been so 
developed, and our love of the beautiful so trained and disciplined, that while 
England, were her coasts surrounded by hostile fleets might starve, we under sim- 
ilar circumstances could go on prospering and to prosper. 


I quote again from the able letter before referred to of the late 
Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts: 


Within the last fifteen years we have demonstrated our ability by the brilliant 
development of our own resources to exclude, by honest competition, foreign manu- 
factures to a large extent from our shores. The question which now perempto- 
rily challenges all thinking minds is, how to oreate a foreign demand for those 
which are left after supplying our home demands? We cannotstand still, for the 
momentum of increase will soon become so great that it will push us outward 
anyway. To push us safely and profitably is of so much importance as to almost 
overtop all other public questions of the hour. This question appeals equally to - 
the selfishness and patriotism of all our citizens, but to the laborer it appeals with 
tenfold force, for without work he cannot live, and unless we can extend the 
markets for our manufactures he cannot expect steady work, and unless our 
a can undersell foreign manufacturers we cannot enlarge our foreign 
market. , 

The first great truth to be learned by our manufacturers and workingmen ia, 
that the days of sudden fortunes and double wages are gone. We must realize 
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the fact that ocean steam communication has annihilated distance and brought the 
nations face to face. This drawing together of the nations means equalization in 
trade, profits, wages, &c.; the advantage being with those who soonest accept the 
situation and show the most sensible continuity in the new paths of success. 

This brief statement delineates with a pencil of light the true 
philosophy of the situation—that our manufactures are able to stand 
alone and take care of themselves in honest competition with the 
world; that our extraordinary development, with its present momen- 
tum willin a very short time compel us to seek foreign markets for 
our products, will burst through the bounds to which they are now 
confined by the tariff, and that we must be prepared to undersell 
foreign manufacturers, or else our products will flow back upon an 
already glutted home market, bringing ruin and destruction. Sir, 
greater or more vital truths were never uttered. The manufacturers 
of this country will be wise to heed them in time. 

Why should 50,000,000 of sy be burdened with taxation for the 
benefit of manufactures fully developed, in the highest state of per- 
fection, and capable of sustaining themselves in honest, square com- 
petition in the markets of the world? Have the manufacturers any 
moral, equitable, or natural right to claim bounties from farmers, 
merchants, lawyers, doctors, mechanics, and laborers, who do not 
manufacture? The national reasons, the reasons of state which once 
(as many think and others do not believe) justified protection have 
ceased to exist. A continuance of the tariff further than is required 
by the demands of the Government for revenue is neither more nor 
less, under existing circumstances, than the taxation of the whole 
people to increase the private fortunes of a few. 

I cordially indorse the language of the Democratic convention at 
Saint Louis in 1876, and substantially reaffirmed at Cincinnati in 
1880, in reference to the protective tariff: 

We denounce the present tariff levied upon nearly four thousand articles as a 
masterpiece of injustice, inequality, and false boas mere It yields a dwindling, 
not a yearly rising, revenue. It has impoverished many industries to subsidize a 
few. It prohibits imports that might purchase the products of American labor. 
It has de; ed American commerce from the first to an inferior rank on the high 
seas. It has cut down the sales of American manufactures at home and abroad, 
and depleted the returns of American agriculture, an industry followed by half our 
people. It costs the people five times more than it produces to the Treasury, ob- 
structs the processes of production, and wastes the fruits of labor. It promotes 
fraud, fosters smuggling, enriches dishonest officials, and bankrupts honest mer- 
chants. We demand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue. 

But the honorable Senator from Vermont, and those who think and 
act with him, take the bold, high ground that protection per se is ex- 
pedient, just, and patriotic, and a proper national policy. He draws 
a vivid parallel between the resources of the country, the foreign and 
domestic commerce, the progress of manufactures and agriculture, 
the number of miles of railroad in 1860 and 1880, and claims for the 
high protective tariff the chief agency in producing the vast increase 
of wealth and material resources between those periods. 

When felicitating the country on our enormous exports for the fis- 
cal year just passed, amounting to $883,925,947, he omitted to state 
that 82} per cent., or $729,650,016 of the whole, were agricultural prod- 
ucts, raised by farmers who are more thoroughly fleeced and skinned 
under his protective tariff than any other class; and he might have 
added that from 1830 up to 1880 official records show this same class 
to have furnished from 794 to 82} per cent. of our exports; and the 
honorable Senator might have continued, that this same class, while 
thus producing the wealth of the country, in order to pay the tariff 
tax on everything they and their families eat, drink, wear, or use, 
sleeping or awake, at work in their fields or at leisure reading their 
county paper—a tax averaging 45 per cent., which has pursued and 
does now pursue them, alive and dead, until their coffin-lids are 
screwed down with screws taxed 62.88 per cent. over grave clothes 
taxed from 50 to 100 per cent.—live harder, wear plainer clothing, 
practice more rigid economy, have fewer of the luxuries of life, are 
more troubled to “‘make both ends meet” at the end of the year, and 
realize less profit on their labor and capital, and have less money 
than any other class of our people. And still the honorable Senator 
could have continued, that while this great wealth-producing class 
were receiving an average of less than 5 per cent. on their capital 
and labor, the manufacturing companies, for whose protection they 
are bowed down with taxation, as the records show, were and are 
receiving dividends ranging from 8 to 10 and 12, 15, 20, 25, and in a 
number of instances as high as 40 per cent. on their capital invested, 
being net profit. 

The honorable Senator asks: 

If we had been under the banner of free trade in 1873, when the wide-spread finan- 
cial storm struck our sails, what would have been our fate? Is it not apparent 
that our people would have been stranded on a lee shore, and that the general 
overproduction and excess of unsold merchandise everywhere abroad would have 
«ome without hindrance with the swiftness of the winds to find a market here at 
any price? 

Nothing seems to so affect the nerves of the honorable Senator and 
those who think with him as the bare idea of the people of this coun- 
try having an opportunity once in their lives of buying cheap untaxed 
goods. He cannot think of it without ashudder. The dream of such 
a thing sits like a nightmare upon the honorable Senator. I must con- 
fess that I can see nothing abhorrent or repulsive in or about it. There 
is so much natural justice in allowing people to do as they please 
with their own, to buy where they can buy cheapest, that I prefer it, 
and just for the novelty of the thing would like to see the privilege 
enjoyed for once at least by this generation of the American people. 
But I will answer the honorable Senator’s question. I know no | 
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political party in this country which advocates free trade. The di- 
vision of opinion is not between free trade and protection, it is be- 
tween a strictly revenue tariff with its incidental protection and a 
tariff for protection with revenue as the incident. If we had been 
living under a revenue tariff in 1873 long enough for our manufact- 
uring industries to have been well adjusted to its principles, while 
we would doubtless have experienced to a certain extent the shock 
which so paralyzed the industries of the world in 1873, resulting 
from the wholesale destruction of the world’s circulating medium 
referred to, yet that we would have been spared the infinite aggra- 
vation of the evil, caused by overproduction of manufactures under 
the hot-house cultivation of high protection, cannot admit of a doubt. 
The overproduction in Europe, referred to by the honorable Senator, 
and especially free-trade England, resulted froman entirely different 
cause. It happened that about that time a most disastrous failure of 
crops occurred for three successive years throughout Europe, which 
greatly intensified the financial trouble, necessitating a heavy drain 
of gold to this country to pay for food supplies. Suppose our crops 
of cotton, corn, and wheat should failin the same way, there would 
beno sale for our manufactures because there would be nothing to buy 
with ; then the usual production would be overproduction; andsuch 
was the case in Europe. But ourcrops during this period were super- 
latively fine, and Europe paid us the highest prices in gold for all our 
surplus. ‘ Ifour manufactures had been inured to the task of taking 
care of themselves under a strictly revenue tariff, had been hardy 
and healthy from competition, the incidental protection afforded by 
the revenue tariff would have been all they would have needed in that 
crisis, and our farmers, emancipated from the exorbitant protection 
tax, would have made three dollars where the manufacturers would 
have lost a half one, if they had lost at all, and the aggregate wealth 
of the country would have been proportionately increased. But the 
farmers would have made the money, not the manufacturers ; there is 
where the shoe pinches. Thatisthe ‘lee shore” the honorable Sena- 
torsomuch’feared. Agriculture in that crisis was healthy, protected 
manufacturers were sick, and always are when the clouds lower; 
they thrive only in sunshine; but sick or well, in sunshine or storm, 
they never fail to claim and receive their tariff bounty. That our 
people were not, in the language of the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont, ‘‘ stranded on a lee shore” was not because of the virtues of a 
protective tariff, but because saved from being stranded by the far- 
mers of this country in spite of its vices. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont, while denouncing the free- 
trade policy of Great Britain and extolling the virtues of high pro- 
tection, should not have forgotten that in 1860 Great Britain lived 
under a general tariff, that her exports at that time amounted to only 
$579,455,000 and her imports to $1,050,655,000, and that twenty years 
later with free trade or a nominal tariff her exports are $1,115,300,000 
and her imports $2,056,045,000, her total trade having expanded 
from $1,732,110,000 in 1860 to $3,171,445,000 in 1880, and during that 
period, as our consular reports on labor in Europe show, the condi- 
tion of the English workingman has steadily improved, his wages 
largely increased, his food become better and more abundant, and 
his clothing and other comforts cheaper, better, and greater. 

This was the work of British manufacturers and commercial men, 
for there were no agricultural products to export. Our American 
trade under high protection expanded from a gross total of im- 
ports and exports in 1860 of $687,192,176 to $1,613,770,633 in 1880, 
every dollar of the exports, except about 18 per cent., being agricult- 
ural products, and every dollar of the imports taxed under the tarift 
anaverage of 45 per cent. for the benefit of the manufacturers; and 
during the same time the wages and cost of living of the American 
workingman, on the descending grade, have met, and, in Sen e 
of Secretary Blaine before referred to, been ‘ more than equalized” 
with those of the English operative. The duties under our tariff, in- 
tended for the protection of the American workingman, have gone 
into the pockets of the owners of capital and machinery, while 
under free trade the British workingman is in as good condition as 
his American brother. Nor did the honorable Senator even remotely 
allude to another most vital element of national greatness possessed 
by free-trading Great Britain beyond all the other powers of theearth, 
and in which the United States has become,. under the high pro- 
tective policy, utterly insignificant. I allude to her naval and 
ocean carrying power, which maintains a grand and magnificent 
supremacy, far beyond the reach of rivalry. The reports of the 
Register of the Treasury show that from 1846 to. 1861, which is the 
period covered by the low or revenue tariff, was the very heyday 
of prosperity of the shipping interests of the United States. It was 
then that the ‘militia of the seas,” as our merchant marine was 
aptly styled, swarmed the ocean and carried the American flag and 
American competition in the carrying trade into every clime and 
every port in the world. Commencing in 1846 with a tonnage of 
2,562,085 it grew to 5,539,813 tons in 1861, the highest figure it ever 
reached, and from that time until this it has gone steadily down— 
notwithstanding our national wealth has much more than doubled 
and our import and export trade has nearly quadrupled, and every 
industry which existed before the civil war in this country, without 
a singleexception but this, has doubled or trebled—to 4,057,734 tons 
on the 30th of June, 1881, as against 4,068,035 tons at the close of the 
preceding tiscal year, the official report observing “‘ thatthe increased 
ship-building was not, however, quite sufficient to offset the reduc- 
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tions of tonnage incident to the decay of vessels.” In 1855381 ships 
and barks were built, in 1856 306 were built, in 1878 81 were built, 
and in 1879 only 37 were built. In 1860 American bottoms carried 
75 per. cent. of our exports andimports, and to-day they carry a scant 
16 per cent. 

We now pay to foreign ship-owners $120,000,000 per annum for car- 
rying our exports and age gi our mails and passengers, and of that 
sum 70 per cent. goes to the owners of British ships. Our people are 
not permitted to buy foreign-built ships, but must buy from one of 
the four or five ship-building monopolies in the United States, and 
pay 25 per cent. more than they would cost in Europe, and therefore 
cannot compete with foreign ships in the carrying trade. 

The American farmer produces the surplus we export to foreign 
markets. His is the class most interested in strong and keen compe- 
tition in the ocean-carrying business, and upon him falls most heavily 
the loss from the destruction of American shipping. Our manufac- 
turers produce comparatively little for export, and do not feel this loss. 

Again, the object of all international commerce is barter orexchange 
of products. Each country produces something not produced else- 
where needed for the convenience, comfort, or luxury of every other 
country. The object of building ships, railroads, digging canals, 

girdling the earth with telegraph wires, and sending ministers and 
consuls to foreign countries is to facilitate this great system of 
exchange through which the products of all the earth are dissemi- 
nated among all the peoples of theearth for their enjoyment. 

Money, gold and silver, and bills of exchange, are simply instru- 
mentalities like ships, cars and other vehicles of commerce, for effect- 
ing this exchange of products, the great, prime object and end of all 
foreign commerce. 

Our people cannot exchange products with other countries, and 
on the best terms, because the high tariff duties on foreign products 
make it a losing business to bring them here. ‘They must sell their 
surplus in foreign countries for money, bring it home and buy here, 
at an average of 45 per cent, higher, what they want. The farmers 
make nearly our entire surplus for export, and those who buy their 
crops for foreign shipment discount the price paid them to the full 
amount of these disadvantages. This condition has been a powerful 
factor in the destruction of American shipping. An American ship 
which would carry to a foreign country a cargo of our exports would 
have no return cargo and would make a losing voyage, unless double 
treights were charged. It is thus seen that while the farmer is taxed 
in all he consumes at home under the tariff his surplus products are 
pursued into the foreign markets and lessened in value by the same 
influence. 

Not only is this true, Mr. President, but much more. Great Britain 
is the best cnstomer in the world of our farmers. Of the 3,864,551 
bales of cotton exported in 1880, Great Britain bought and paid us 
for 2,554,489 bales, while 1,795,334 bales only were consumed by the 
spindles of the United States. Of the $288,036,835 worth of bread- 
stuftsexported during the same year Great Britain bought $154,617 ,366 
worth. ‘These are official figures. If we average the cotton at $50 per 
pale, which is a fair average, for the two items of breadstuffs and 
cotton Great Britain paid us in 1880 $282,341,816, and besides took 
from us about 65 per cent. of all other farm and dairy products, western 
provisions, &c., exported. Thereisnosentimentinthis. Itis business. 
‘Great Britain consults her own interest in buying from us what she 
needs, because we furnish it at the least cost. The protective tariff 
which excludes her products from our markets offers to her the very 
highest and strongest inducements, as it does to all other countries, 
to exert her vast power in every quarter of the globe to raise up 
competition with our farmers so as to free herself from dependence upon 
them and buy where her products will be taken in exchange. That 
she has stimulated most energetically the production of cotton in 
East India, Brazil, and Egypt, and with very considerable success, 
we all know. In 1868 Great Britain took from us only 43 per cent. 
of the cotton she manufactured, and it is only since cotton has 
cheapened to a point when there is but little profit in raising it that 
she takes 74 per cent. of it fromus. So with breadstuffs. There are 
in the Dominion of Canada vast, almost boundless, tracts of the 
finest and most productive wheat lands in the world, estimated 
at 200,000,000 acres, untouched by the plowshare, through which 
British capital and enterprise are constructing railroads and into 
which the same agencies are pouring immigration for the purpose of 
creating competition with the grain-fields of our great Northwest. 
France discriminates heavily against the United States in retaliation 
for her exclusion from our markets, and the expediency of imposing a 
tariff duty on the admission of our agricultural products is being 
seriously discussed there, as the debates in her legislative body, some 
of which I have before me, show; so that protection for American 
manufactures against European competition means a premium for 
foreign competition with American farmers, for a destruction of the 
foreign market for American agricultural products, in order to secure 
to American manufacturing monopolists the home market for their 
wares with a bounty of 45 per cent. added to their price. 

On the opposite extreme from Great Britain, in the matter of manu- 
facturing and commercial activity and unobstructed free trade, is our 
nearest neighbor, Mexico. : 

It is our policy, in view of the extension of our railroad system 
across the Rio Grande, to cultivate intimate commercial relations 
with our sister republic. England, France, and Germany have here- 
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tofore almost monopolized the commerce of that great country, sepa- 
rated from us only by a narrow and fordable stream. In 1879, ina 
speech in this Chamber, I advocated the extension of the railroad 
system of the United States to the Rio Grande by a line from Gal- 
veston to a point opposite Camargo, and another from San Antonio 
toLaredo. Having introduced bills for the purpose, proposing to lend 
Government aid, I took the ground in the remarks then made that 
these roads were a military and commercial necessity. Military, 
because the most economical protection and defense of that border 
in the cheap and rapid transportation of troops and supplies, and 
commercial, in order to open up to our manufacturers a new market 
for thesale of their products being produced in excess of the demand, 
and that the two results combined alone would prevent a war with 
Mexico, growing out of our border troubles, These propositions I 
elaborated at length, giving statistical figures to prove the wealth 
of Western Texas, on the line of the proposed roads, and the volume 
of commerce we would draw from Mexico. My object was toattract 
the attention of private capital tothis grand field for railroad enter- 
prise, and to secure the construction of railroads by the latter, if 
the Government should refuse its aid, believing this the only means, 
and certain to accomplish it, of ousting European supremacy in the 
commerce of Mexico, and establishing that of the United States, and 
the only means through which security for our western border, and 
the industrial developement of Western Texas, so long desolated by 
border warfare, could be reached. 

In the short time which has intervened since the introduction or 
these bills in the Senate, and simultaneously by Mr. Upson, of Texas, 
in the House, as the result of the widespread discussion by the press or 
their merits, of the necessities which originated them, and the splen- 
did field they presented for investment, the road from San Antonio to 
Laredo has been built, is in regular and successful operation, and is 
being extended into Mexico, while the Galveston and Camargo line, 
substantially, is also being rapidly built, and all done by private or 
corporate capital. At El Paso and Laredo we already have rail com- 
munication with Mexico, and at Eagle Pass will have it within the 
next three months, At these and other points on the Rio Grande our 
railroad system has brought us face to face with Mexico and her grand 
commercial possibilities, while the extension of the system through- 
out that republic is no longer a matter of speculation or doubt. But 
we are met with an obstruction in the shape of a Mexican protective 
tariff, with duties so enormously high as to be absolutely prohibitory 
of the importation of the great bulk of our manufactured products, 
and especially so upon cotton goods, which constitute more than 
three-fourths of the importations of that country. A commercial 
treaty, making reciprocal concessions, has been suggested. An earn- 
est effort for a reciprocity treaty ought to be made. The abolition 
of the zona libre dn the American border, destructive as it is of legiti- 
mate commerce in the encouragement and opportunity given for 
smuggling, should be insisted on. The rights of American citizens 
to acquire and hold, for commercial purposes, real estate within the 
border leagues of Mexico should be insistedon. The delivery of cit- 
izens of Mexico who cross to this side of the Rio Grande and commit 
crime, to our authorities for trial should be insisted on, and many 
other things arranged preparatory to a more intimate commercial 
relationship than has heretofore existed. And one second to no other 
in importance is the question of boundary growing out of the lan- 
guage of the treaty of 1853, which constitutes the middle of the Rio 
Grande River the boundary between the two countries up to the 
point where the parallel of 31° 47’ north latitude crosses the same. 
The changes which have occurred in the bed of the Rio Grande, throw- 
ing on this side large tracts of land formerly on the other side of the 
river, and which are constantly liable to occur with the opposite 
effect, have already produced embarrassing questions of jurisdiction 
which should be provided for. 

That the strongest possible effort should be made also to facilitate 
commercial, exchanges is unquestionable, but what are the probabil- 
ities of success from this source? I read on this point from the justly 
celebrated report of the late Hon, Gustave Schleicher, made April 
25, 1878, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House, ‘On 
the Relations of the United States and Mexico:” 

The figures already quoted of the average annual commerce of the United States 
with Mexico for the five years ended June 30, 1876, show that our imports from Mex- 
icoexceeded our exports to that country during that period to the amount of $6,465, 183 

yerannum. But during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1877, the proportion has 

n still more unfavorable ; our imports from Mexico have amounted to $15,444,583, 
and our exports to but $5,898,733, showing an excess of imports over exports for the 
last fiscal year of $9,545 850. It should also be stated that of our exports only 

,509,041 was of domestic products; that is to say, of all the products of our in- 
dustry and skill, we sold to Mexico during the last fiscal year only to the extent of 
forty-eight cents per capita of the population of that country. A 

In considering whether a commercial treaty could give us increased facilities for 
trade with Mexico, it would appear that no results of any importance can be looked 
for by that means. Of all our imports from Mexico during the fiscal year ended 


June 30, 1876, we find that 90 per cent. came in free of duty, and during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1877, the proportion was 91 percent. The listof articles free of 


duty under our present tariff embraces a large proportion of the — products 
of Mexico and the Spanish American countries generally, with the exception of 
sugar and tobacco. 


he average ace of ali our imports from Mexiso, Cen- 
tral and South America, during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1876, which came 
in free of duty, was 94 per cent. 

There is, therefore, but little more left for us to offer as an equivalent for increased 
facilities, such as an abatement of duties on the importation of our products into 
Mexico or any of those countries. As we have before stated, our agricultural im- 
a and machinery are now admitted free of duty under the existing tariff of 

exico. 
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Nor must we ignore the fact that the idea of a treaty of commerce with the 
United States is exceedingly unpopular in the neighboring republic, as indicated 
by the following extract from one of the leading papers in the city of Mexico: 

‘The co uences of a treaty of commerce, as the American statesmen under- 
stand it, would be the peaceable conquest brought about by the industrials, the 
merchants, by millions of immigrants, which would, in a few years, result in the 
disa ce of our own character as an independent people. OS Behe, 

T erefore we hold the advice given by our French colleague (Trait d’Union) 
to the Mexican Government wise and highly sensible. Letus open our doors wide 
to exchanges with European commerce and industry, and thereby create and foster 
interests which will be a barrier to Anglo-Saxon pretensions, and thus we may 
secure independence for the future.” } 

‘This expresses a very strong and general feeling. | oh 

The only proposition that has been made by a Mexican statesman, which ismore 
than a mere dealing in generalities, is contained in Mr. Romero's article on the 
exportation of American sugar (Appendix, p. 403). It will be seen that he bases 
his argument on the proposition that the United States should admit Mexican sugar 
either free of duty or with an abatement of two cents per pound, and that then 
sugar would be produced to a larger extent in Mexico, and yield to the producers 
two cents a pound greater profit. He suggests that as an equivalent Mexico would 
reduce their tariffon articles which we export to them. As this is the only tangi- 
ble proposition ever made, we may as well consider here whether it contains any 
substantial promise. 

The committee is well aware that a proposition to abate the duty on sugar would 
meet with two serious objections in Congress, first, that the revenue is needed, 
and second, that we have a considerablesugar-producing interestin our own coun- 
try which is capable of expansion and therefore needs protection. But granting 
that such reduction is feasible, the production of sugar is still an industry as yet 
hardly existing in Mexico, as far as its exportation is concerned, and has many 
other drawbacks to its development besides any impediment to be found in the 
tariff of the United States. hen we look for an equivalent for such reduction, 
we find that the only one which would be adequate would be an abatement of the 
Mexican import duties on our cotton goods. [tis our opinion that no such abate- 
ment could be obtained. There are two weighty objections which would be made 
in Mexico that appear insurmountable. One is the existence of a considerable in- 
terest in that country engaged in the manufacture of cotton goods, which interest 
has always been fostered and protected by Mexico, and which would make stren- 
uous efforts to resist a reduction of the tariffon American importations. The other 
objection would be that Mexico could not discriminate in our favor against En- 
gland, France, and Germany, and that a general reduction of the duties on all im- 
ported cotton goods would be of little advantage to us while it would seriously 
cripple the revenue of Mexico and be disastrous to her own manufacturing inter- 
ests. 

We musttherefore dismiss this idea also as one not promising substantial results. 

From the official statements of the foreign commerce of Mexico it appears that 
upward of two-thirds of ail importations into that country consist of dry goods, 
and chiefly of cotton fabrics. 

It is in this latter article that our trade with Mexico is probably capable of the 
most expansion. . 

The views expressed in this report are fully corroborated and sus- 
tained by an interview of Mr. Romero, a distinguished Mexican states- 
man and diplomat, well known in this city, published extensively in 
the papers within the last few days. : : 

This extract from that most able and exhaustive report is not en- 
eouraging, verified as it is by the correspondence of our minister 
and consuls in Mexico quoted at length, and by official copies of the 
Mexican tariff, which show the duties on cotton goods to be from 150 
to 300 per cent. ad valorem, and everything else in the dry goods 
line nearly in the same proportion. We import no manufactured 
articles from Mexico. The imports from Mexico into the United 
States consist almost exclusively, except a few tropical fruits and a 
little coffee, of raw material to be worked up by our manufacturers, 
and, as we see, comes in free of duty under our tariff. When 91 per 
cent. of her products come into our ports free of duty already, what 
have we more to offer as consideration for a reduction of her prohib- 
itory duties on our manufactures? With what grace can we ask 
Mexico to reduce the duties imposed for the protection of her really 
infant industries when our stalwart industries of the same character, 

able to compete with the world in free trade, are so highly protected ? 
Again, if we should succeed in procuring a reduction of Mexican im- 
port duties on our manufactured goods, it is not probable, under the 
present condition of feeling against us in Mexico, that it would be a 
discrimination in our favor, but certain that the reduction would 
apply to all other nations as well, and England, France, and Ger- 
many, now doing the commerce of that country, would be equally 
benefited and would remain as our competitors in that market. So 
that the question in its last analysis comes down to this, that our 
freights must be low enough and our goods must be cheap enough to 
enable us to undersell our European competitors, or at least to make 
our goods equal with theirs in that market in order to secure the 
Mexican trade. This issimply impossible under our high protective 
tariff. Our great home market fixes the price of our manufactured 
products. Our tariff adds an average of 45 per cent. to the price of 
our goods in the home market. They will not be carried to Mexico 
and sold cheaper than they are at home. Freights and the high 
Mexican duties and some per cent. of profit must be added there. 
So that, when our goods meet European products in the Mexican 
market, they will be burdened with the duties of the two highest 
protective tariffs in the world, while their competition will only have 
paid the Mexican tariff duties. The result, with all our advantages of 
locality and rapid communication, cannot be doubtful. 

Sir, the commerce of Mexico is now small, but we have only to look 
around at our new States and Territories to see what it will be in 
the near future under the stimulus of railroads and immigration and 
the influence of healthy American enterprise. It is the most mag- 
nificent country in the world, embracing every variety of climate, of 
soil, and of production; containing every element of wealth; await- 
ing only the hand of development; and when aroused, as it will be, 
from its centuriesof Rip Van Winkle sleep, will, if we are wise enough 
to inviteit, pour over our borders a golden stream of commerce. The 
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State I have the honor in part to represent is vitally interested in 
this great subject, for her cities on the Gulf coast present the nearest 
outlets to salt water, and together with those on the Rio Grande, and 
San Antonio, the great converging point of the railroad system now 
penetrating Mexico, will be the entrepots and distributing points for 
this great commerce. 

The people of Mexico are a pastoral and agricultural people, and 
will never compete with oursin manufactures, Give us a low tariff, 
as low as the revenues required for the Government will permit, and 
we can then ask Mexico with propriety toreduce her tariff. Our goods, 
unburdened by the high protective rates of our tariff, can then com- 
pete in Mexican markets with European goods whether Mexico re- 
duces her tariff or not, because they will be cheapened at home, and 
consequently abroad. Witha purely revenue tariff and the conse- 
quent necessity for the least possible cost in production and freight 
in order to enable us to meet European competition, capital, instead 
of paying heavy freights upon wool and hides and cotton from Texas 
and other States to the East, to be hauled back over the same road 
when manufactured, paying double freight, will move to the raw 
material, and the magnificent water-power of Western Texas, at 
the very door of the Mexican market, will be harnessed to the “ giant 
wheels” of machinery and send cheaper manufactured goodsinto Mex- 
icothan can possibly go there from any other quarter. Mr. President, 
a low tariff will accomplish this result assurely as effect follows cause. 
A high protective tariff will necessarily perpetuate European com- 
mercial supremacy in Mexico. 

As it is with the commerce of the Mexican Republic in this re- 
gard, so it is with the commerce of every other country in the world. 
Our manufactured products must be cheapened at home before they 
can be exported abroad, where the world is met in honest, square 
competition. We must lower our tariff so that the products of for- 
eign countries can come into our markets before our products will 
be admitted into foreign markets. We must be in condition to ex- 
change products with foreign countries before we can export manu- 
factures, which we will never be able to dounder a high tariff. Our 
agricultural products foreign countries must have; they must have 
bread and meat, and they buy it from us and pay the money for it. 
They are not compelled to have our manufactures, unrivaled as 
they are in excellence, and will not take them unless we offer the 
same inducements offered by other manufacturing nations, in cheap- 
ness of goods, and in taking for them the products of other countries 
in exchange. Therefore it is that only a beggarly 16 or 17 per cent. of 
our exports are manufactures. England sends her ships here for our 
cotton; she sends her ships here for bread and meat to feed her 
operatives; she pays her operatives as good wages as American oper- 
atives receive. Yet, under all these disadvantages, England, with 
free trade, exchanging products universally as she does with the 
nations of the earth, supplies the world with cotton goods, the 
United States being scarcely known in the trade outside of our own 
home markets except in Canada, although our manufacturers are 
able to furnish the best and cheapest goods in that line and to under- 
sell British manufacturers in their own markets, as we have shown 
they are doing in England and Canada. 

Protection has been a good thing for the few owners of capital, 
though destructive to the interests of the great mass of the people; 
but we have reached a point in our industrial history, Mr. President, 
where ‘ protection” does not protect even the manufacturer. It 
grinds and robs the people, and, while the home market is unable to. 
consume the products of our manufacture, inexorably forbids them 
to seek a foreign market, and thus it will eventually bring ruin upon 
the manufacturer himself. To avoid this overproduction, under the 
excessive stimulus of the protective policy, and thereby avoid the 
cheapening of products in the home market, it is notoriously true 
that mills and founderies and factories, when the exigency requires, 
are mercilessly closed, or run on short time, and the poor operatives 
left to starve and suffer until it will pay the usual high rates to 
start them running again. Instances in which this has been done 
repeatedly could be given, if time would permit and the fact were 
questioned. The poor workingman is as usual the earliest victim ot 
this ruinous policy, which is maintained professedly for his protection. 

The interests of healthy agriculture, commerce, and manufactures 
are identical ; the prosperity of the three great divisions of human 
industry constitute together the prosperity of the country. <A policy 
which has destroyed the most important branch of our commerce, 
which sits like an incubus on our great agricultural interest, and is. 
now turning its destructive power upon manufacturing itself, must be 
a bad one. The Chinese wall of protection built around this country 
to keep out foreign manufactures, also keeps domestic manufactures 
in. Against this wall the tremendous development of our manufact- 
uring interest, which cannot halt in its progress nor abate in its mo- 
mentum, is pressing with a force which in the near future must re- 
move the barrier or be crushed by it. 

Who can picture the distress that would ensue in this country from 
one crop failure? Our own people with nothing to buy with, and our 
manufacturers with no home market for their wares and shut out from 
foreign market. Our entire fortunes are staked upon the single issue 
of good crops. Upon the successful labors of the agricultural people 
who produce these, and who are taxed and taxed and taxed by the 
tariff, by railroad combinations in exorbitant freight charges, by cor- 
ners on their produce to depress the prices until it leaves their hands 
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to go into those of speculators, when it immediately rises in value, 
ant who receive a bare pittance out of the vast sum of their produc- 
tions, rest the colossal greatness and prosperity of this country. Not 
only unaided by commerce, the right arm of which has been paralyzed 
by the tariff, or by the manufacturing interest, both of which should 
be helpmates, but preyed upon and plundered by both, the agricult- 
ural class has bravely borne its great burden. Providence has smiled 
upon us in bountiful seasons, but let the drought or the floods come 
upon us as they have done repeatedly upon all other countries, and 
as we must expect at some time they will upon us, and our sole de- 
pendence will fail, and with it will tumble down the magnificent edi- 
tice of which we are so proud. 

There is a time and aseason for allthings. There may have been a 
time when the protective policy was wise and expedient. It is not 
necessary for me to discuss the past on this subject ; we have to deal 
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with the present ; and whatever may have been the exigencies or re- 
quirements of the past on this question, that the time has now come 
when our policy should be to free commerce from every obstruction 
not made necessary by the demands of the Government for revenue, 
so as to afford an outlet for the expansion of American enterprise 
and genius, and the operation of American capital and American 
activity, does not seem to admit of a question. We have free gov- 
ernment, free suffrage, free speech, a free press, but must strike the 
shackles from commerce and emancipate 50,000,000 of people from 
the burden of paying tribute to a few manufacturing taskmasters 
before we can boast of having a free country. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont speaks in glowing terms of 
our splendid railroad development, ‘‘rising from 31,185 miles in 1860 
to94,000 in 1881.” I join the honorable Senator in his congratulations 
tothe country upon thisauspicious fact. Our people welcomerailroads 
as harbingers of progress and improvement everywhere, They are 
a necessity forthis era, and areso recognized. Ifeel constrained, how- 
ever, to add to what the honorable Senator has said on the subject re- 
flections which passed through my mind when listening to hiseloquent 
and learned argument. One was that every mile of railroad built 
since 1861, being more than two-thirds of the whole, was increased 
33} per cent. in cost of construction and equipment by the protective 
tariff through its tax on iron and steel and other things, and that 
the increased cost is represented in stock upon which rates of freight 
and travel for all time will be assessed and fixed, thus adding im- 
mensely to the cost of transportation for our vast interstate commerce, 
and cutting down to that extent the profits of every business, profes- 
sion, vocation, oremployment known to our people, and falling with 
especial weight on the agricultural class whose products form so large 
i proportion of the burden transported on our railroads. And 
another of greater and more vital importance was that while this 
vast net-work of railroads permeates every nook and corner of our 
great country, and carries its commerce and mails, and handles its 
values in amounts almost beyond the power of figures to express, so 
great are they, with the most tremendous power over the material 
interests of the whole country and the happiness and prosperity of 
the people, that the people have neither lot nor pest in theirownership, 
management, or control, but that a few indivi 
2 score, as far removed from the great mass of the people as any 
European potentate is from his subjects, directly or indirectly control 
the whole vast system, with no power above them except that of public 
opinion, which too often can be defied or corrupted. The accumu- 
lation of such vast wealth and consequent power in few hands could 
have had but one origin, for such results are beyond the reach of 
individual effort, however numerously associated, and could only 
have been achieved by Government aid, through that system of class 
legislation by which all are robbed for the benefit of the few, and the 
wealth of the country transferred by bounties not earned by labor 
but created by law for the benefit of privileged classes, of which the 
protective tariff is the chief and most conspicuous illustration. 

Sir, the accumulated evils of such legislation for nearly one hun- 
dred years have created the perils which menace our Government so 
fearfully to-day. If it had been intended to erect an aristocracy of 
wealth in this country, to which all the people should pay tribute, 
no better system of legislation could have been devised for the pur- 
pose. In the course of a most eloquent speech against imposing 
duties on American agricultural products, M. Maurice Roavier, a 
French statesman, made this significant observation : 


In this — I recall to mind a posengs from a speech of the minister of com- 
merce, in which he spoke of the demand for areduction of tariff duties, which was 
made under the monarchy of 1830, and of the reply returned by Count Jaubert. 

Ah! there was no deception in Count Jaubert. He did not say, ‘‘We wish to 
protect the wages of the working classes!"’ He came to the platform and declared 
aith a frankness characteristic of the time, ‘‘ In every monarchy there must be an 
aristocracy, and the aristocracy upon which the government of 1830 ought to rely 
for ig i is the aristocracy of manufacturers !’ 

Well, in a democratic republic there is no place for any other aristocracy than 
that of merit, of talent, and of virtue; there is none for that which comes from a 
name or from wealth. 


But it is claimed that the agricultural interest is compensated for 
its burdens in the home market furnished for agricultural products 
by the manufacturers, and the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Vermont indirectly assumed this to be true. This doubtless is true 
in the immediate vicinity of the factories, in the manufacturing 
States, but is not true to any considerable degree with reference to | 
the country at large, so far as food products are concerned. Take | 
the leading manufacturing States, some seven or eight in number, and | 


uals, perhaps less than | 


the census figures showing their agricultural products in 1870, (those 
for 1880 not yet published, ) and it will be seen that they produce of 
breadstutts, vegetables, fruit, and dairy products all that they con- 
sume and more, and a large proportion of the meat and poultry, if 
not all, they need, Not one of them would be at all stinted or limited 
if confined solely to their own products for food. Take the great 
State of Pennsylvania, the leading manufacturing State, the home 
and abiding place of ‘‘infant industries,” always clamoring for pro- 
tection, as an example. In 1870 Pennsylvania’s population was 
She produced 44,506,000 bushels of corn, 22,307,400 bushels 


3,409,200 tons of hay, and 29,617,700 pounds of tobaceo. Her market- 
garden products were valued at $1,810,016, her orchard products at 
$4,208,094, and animals slaughtered at $28,412,903, and her forest 
product at $2,670,370. 

These figures, considering the population, show a large surplus for 


| export in competition with the products of the agricultural States. 


While Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Vermont, and perhaps one or 
two others of the manufacturing States, must buy flour and other 
items of Western produce, the agricultural productions of each of 
them, as the census shows, over and above home consumption is ample 
to pay for all the food products they are required to buy, and when 
the food products of all those States are grouped, the same figures 
show an abundant supply for their aggregate population. TheStates 
of the South, and especially the cotton-producing States, furnish a 
better market for, and buy and consume more of, the agricultural 
products of the Northwest than do the manufacturing States in pro- 
portion to population. One great distributing point for Western 
produce, Saint Louis, according to official figures, shipped south, ex- 
clusive of that which went to New Orleans for foreign export 1,049,- 
504 barrels of flour, 1,701,805 bushels of corn, and 369,173 bushels 
of oats, besides wheat, rye, and barley in considerable quantities 
during the year 1880. New York, Chicago, Louisville, Cincinnati, ali 
great distributing points, each send annually to the South their quota 
of Western produce, besides places of less note, like Cairo and other 
points on the Mississippi River and on the railroads. All of us from 
the South know that there is not a cross-road store in all the cotton- 
growing region where Western produce and provisions are not re- 
tailed all the year round. It is unfortunate for us that this is true ; 
it should not be so, and our people can never be prosperous until they 
raise all these products themselves, yet they are facts nevertheless, 
and explode the idea so sedulously cultivated by protectionists that 
the farmers are indebted for their home market for surplus food prod- 
ucts to the protective tariff, which has built up manufacturing towns 
to consume them. 

The honorable Senator gives the agricultural States, and especially 
Texas, good advice, for which I thank him. He may have intended 
it in a Pickwickian sense, but I hope our people will take it as sin- 
cere and earnest. He advises them to manufacture their cotton, 
their wool, hides, and other raw material, and not sell it North or 
to Europe, to be bought back at an advanced price in manufact- 
ured articles. This advice is good, and ought to be taken and acted 
on. It ought to be acted on for the reasons the honorable Senator 
gives, because they are good and sound. I-will, however, add another, 
which is equally sound. If the South and West will go generally 
into manufacturing, free trade will come as a necessary consequence. 
If nothing else will bring free trade that will, and for two reasons: 
First. Because the present manufacturers would prefer to compete 
with European rather than have general home competition. Second. 
We are their customers, and if we become their competitors where 
is their home market? They would clamor then for free trade as 
they do now for protection. I desire to see our people go into man- 
ufacturing, but warn them now not to be deluded into the idea that 
they can ever receive the bounties heretofore and now paid under 
the protective tariff if a manufacturing movement should become 
general in the South. Excess of manufactures for the home market, 
which exists now under the tariff stimulus, would, of course, then 
be so great that free trade would be a paramount necessity in order 
to reach foreign markets. But we can manufacture healthfally 
without bounties, and command our home markets against competi- 
tion under the protection of natural causes, and prominent among 
these is the fact that our cotton, wool, hides, and other raw materia 
is at our doors, without freight charges, and our factories would be 
in the midst of the consumers of our products. Hence, I repeat, our 
people should manufacture their own raw material, build up in their 
own localities a population to consume the agricultural produets of 
the vicinities, and establish a prosperity which no competition, under 
free trade even, can take from them. We should be no longer con- 
tent to remain “an agricultural back-lot” in the Union, but utilize 
our conceded advantages, which need the aid of no legislation to 
build up and no adverse legislation can pull down, and push our way 
to the front. 

If we had free trade now, or, what is the same thing, a tariff for 
revenue only, manufacturing capital, in order to surround itself with 
the most favorable conditions for free competition with the world 
and realize the largest profit, would, for the reasons I have gives flow 
at onee into the South for investment as its most profitable field for 
operation. Sol care not from what stand-point we view the subject, 
whether as an agricultural people content with our lot, or as a peo- 
ple ambitious to build up manufactures and consume their own raw 
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I quote upon this point two authorities whose utterances are an 
estoppel upon all protectionists. Alexander Hamilton in the Feder- 
alist, No. 33, says: 

Exorbitant duties on imported articles would beget a general spirit of smug- 
gling, which is always prejudicial to the fair trader, and eventually to the revenue 
itself; they tend to render other classes of the community tributary, in an im- 
proper degree, to the manufacturing classes, to whom they give a premature mo- 
nopoly of the markets; they sometimes force industry out of its more natural 
channels into others in which it flows with less advantage ; and in the last place, 
they oppress the merchant, who is often obliged to pay them himself without any 
retribution from the consumer. When the demand is equal to the quantity of 
goods at market the consumer generally pays the duty, but when the markets hap- 
pen to be overstocked a great proportion falls upon the merchant, and sometimes 
not only exhausts his profits but breaks in upon his capital. I am apt to think 
that a division of the duty between the seller and the buyer more often happens 
than is commonly imagined. It is not always possible to raise the price of a com- 
modity in exact proportion to every additional en laid upon it. The mer- 
chant, especially in a country of small commercial capital, is often under a neces- 
sity of keeping prices down in order to a more expeditious sale. 

The maxim that the consumer is the buyer is so much oftener true than the 
reverse of the proposition that it is far more equitable that the duties on imports 
should go into a common stock than that they should redound to the exclusive 
benefit of the importing States. 

John Quincey Adams in his celebrated report upon manufactures, 
made in 1832, said: 

The doctrine that duties of import cheapen the price of the articles upon which 
they are levied seems to conflict with the first dictates of common sense. The 
duty constitutes a part of the yon of the whole mass of the article in the market. 
It is aphemesenly ane upon the article of domestic manufacture as well as upon 
that of foreign production. Upon one it is a bounty, upon the other a burden, and 
the repeal of the tax must operate as an equivalent reduction of the price of the 
article, whether foreign or domestic. We say, so long as the importation contin- 
ues, the duty must be paid by the purchaser of the article. 

* * * ¥ 


The incidental effect of competition in the market, excited, on the part of the 
domestic manufacturer, by the aggravation of duty upon the corresponding article 
imported from abroad to reduce the price of the article, must be transient and 
momentary. The general and permanent effect must be to increase the price of the 
article to the extent of the additional duty, and it is then paid by the consumer. 
If it were not so, if the general effect of adding to a duty were to reduce the price 
of the article upon which it is levied, the converse of the proposition would also 
be true, and the operation for increasing the price of the domestic article would be 
to repeal the — 7 the same article imported—an experiment which the friends 
of our internal industry will not be desirous of making. We cannot subscribe, 
therefore, to the doctrine that the duties of import protective of our own manu- 
factures are paid by the foreign merchant or manufacturer. 

There are times, as Mr. Hamilton says, when excessive duties 
cause @ flow of too much capital into manufacturing industries, and 
overproduction ensues and products cheapen in the markets. But 
this can continue only for a short time—“‘ must be transient and mo- 
mentary,” in the language of Mr. Adams. The weak ones break and 
go out of business, and the survivors then put back the prices, and, 
in the language of the same great man, ‘‘the general and permanent 
effect must be to increase the price of the article to the extent of the 
additional duty levied, and it is then paid by the consumer.” These 
two extracts show the origin and contain the refutation of the old 
argument that high duties produce low prices. 

During the fiscal year just closed the value of dutiable merchan- 
dise imported into this country from abroad, as the Treasurer’s re- 
port shows, was $448,061,587.95. Upon this merchandise was collected 
at the custom-houses $193,800,897.67, being an average of 43} per cent. 
This is the entire revenue of the Government derived from the tariff 
for the last fiscal year. Now, what amount do the manufacturers 
receive from the tariff? By the census of 1870 it was estimated that 
$4,000,000,000 worth of manufactured articles were consumed annu- 
ally in the United States. The figures for 1880 are not yet published 
80 as to be accessible, but following the ratio of increase in popula- 
tion and everything else, they must now amount to at least $5,000,- 
000,000 each year. All these manufactures being increased in cost 
to the consumer by the amount of tariff duty, which, as I have be- 
fore stated, is an average of 45 per cent., which goes to manufacturers, 
it is easy to see on that basis what the share of the manufacturer 
would be. But I will discount that per cent. so as to more than 
cover all contingencies and all drawbacks, and say they only re- 
ceivé under the tariff 25 per cent. on the sum total of manufactured 
articles consumed in the United States, and it amounts to the enor- 
mous sum of $1,250,000,000 annually. And the amount increases each 
year with the population and trade of the country. 

So, for the year 18#1, the results of tariff taxation and the distri- 
bution of its proceeds may be tabulated thus: 


Revenue received by the Government $193,800,897 67 
Bounty received by manufacturers 1,250,000,000 00 

So that, for every single dollar paid into the national Treasury 
under the existing tariff, six and a half dollars, at the lowest caleu- 
lation, go into the pockets of the manufacturers. If this vast sum 
of money were collected annually from the pockets of the people 
directly, to be given to the already richest class of people in this 
country each year, its monstrous iniquity would, of course, be so ap- 
parentastodefeatit. Butitis collected indirectly, though as surely, 
in an increased price of everything they consume, in everything they 
eat, drink, and wear; in every tool and implement they work with; 
in every article which enters into the construction of the houses they 
live in, whether used for strength, or utility, or ornament; in every 
book or newspaper they read, This tax is as all-pervading as the 
atmosphere they breathe, and they have been so accustomed to it 
that they neither feel nor appreciate its enormity. There was a time 
when their fathers thought ‘‘our infant industries” needed protection, 


and they have been born and reared under the system which had 
its origin in the highest impulses of patriotism and in the broadest 
reasons of national policy. The ‘‘infant” has grown into stalwart 
and aggressive manhood, is able not only to take care of himself, but 
to make the industries of other countries seek protection against him 
in their own home markets. The reasons of state policy have disap- 

eared with the change, and what was once a burden borne willingly 
or the country’s sake has become an annual tribute to class monop- 
oly. The people are slowly awakening to a realization of the fact, 
and when they think on it and thoroughly understand it, will sweep: 
such legislation from the statute-book. 

There are in round numbers 2,000 articles on the tariff list upon 
which duties are charged. I have a list of 197 of these articles on 
which the duty is above 40 per cent., which I now give withthe per 
cent. of duty charged on them respectively, as follows: 


Breadstuffs : 








EN co og caving s ccncwgcac tee senesnautes ah sameeuaameeine 85.39 per cent. 
On uncleaned rice 87.33 per cent. 
Chemicals: 
Acetic, acetous, speci. gravity 1.047 ...........-.---.---------- 62.11 per cent. 
Acetic, acetous, speci. gravity over 1.047 ......-..--..-.--.---- 76.40 per cent. 
MIN ae. cl actdagsatnantacthssadeuntech etcvedpecusucedeesevas 185.06 per cent. 
Alum and substitute ; 54.43 per cent. 
PEIN Gian «66. 55s< sun nosde vans nauCaneeebdacneeteencon de 59.96 per cent. 
Baryta, sulphate of .........--......-- 64.83 per cent. 
RII had bo 0Sn.c> oc cuyanccaeadsgiadbvuseundsscdecspanenen 70.86 per cent. 
PE Ss. < onainbih cevagea vst eue's oon vente bucks sUnibdaeeein 13.76 per cent. 
Sulphate of copper, blue vitriol . . ..........---....------+-++-+- 82.99 per cent. 
ES ict ah seed veddauiieus an hgdiiuevsenathiaat ches Vane 129.21 per cent. 
Seka pe sa canes sam adecadccccecnes ceusthoncdeecddsucgtswnnge 90.90 per cent. 
I os oe cn ccad a's io 00gerb-copcctudecageddbencneysveeguen 40.46 per cent. 
TAScesO, HOSS OF Ii TONG . 5... 6... oo eos eee necasigec se cswseess 77.43 per cent. 
Carbonate of magnesia. . .'.. ... 0. sececcens cocecwtseessceeties 52.82 per cent. 
as neds och cennden ae iane wi nsonsayeseaccinee 82.67 per cent. 
Medical proparations ..... .......0.0.2---0sseceesecsceccenesees 50.00 per cent. 
Chromate and bichromate of potassa 47.47 per cent. 


TI aac niis oo CUdn eds obadndd dts cu sek baie dadelth cent. 


I NON 85s i dcc reba keekeceéwectbaseades cena cent. 
PIR TE  GAdik casga dc 6 dese densecakescucatekens nneh ata shodes cent. 
a. new dekescatcisnetsecacuvmseatesd cent. 
iad Lae a's Wes Sakeha a soues Vase dnakbidaeswaeeen cent. 


cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
cent- 


Cream of tartar 
PORN ORUNOET. bo. ie sso. ce eee ces i hon eit o-adplnlece paldet slateeeine she 
Kaoline, (clay) 
Pipe-clay 
SUIS nankc egbccasiseccnencss cases pith tncawloembedes 
Copper, Grasiore’ sheets ... 2. . 2.0... sccccsscesteccccee + hia gas ha 








Sheathing or yellow metal ..........-...---------+2-+----+- ++ - 45.00 per cent. 
Cotton, plain bleached, valued 20c. per square yard ...........-. 45.51 per cent. 
Cotton, not bleached, valued 6c ..........-..-.-- 48.89 per cent. 
Cotton, printed, over 100 threads to square inch ................. 58.09 per cent. 
Cotton, printed, over 200 threads to square inch 55.64 per cent. 
Cotton, muslin shirtings and lappets.............-.-----..----+-- 53.62 per cent. 
Spool thread, 100 yards per spool. ..........-..--.----------+e+-e- 73.34 per cent. 
Spool thread, 200 yards per spool.........-...- ecbeunswanuncaNsans 76.08 per eent. 

hread yarn, 44c. or less per pound ...........-.-.--------+-+--- 47.84 per cent. 


y cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
cent. 


Thread yarn, not exceeding 60c. per pound 
Thread yarn, not exceeding 80c. per pound. ... 
Thread yarn, over 80c. per pound 

Porcelaine, plain white 
Porcelaine, painted or gilded 





Emery QTAins ..........-..2---2s-00 vias k'ee dedi gence wines poe wen 40.61 per cent. 
Beads and bead ornaments............- dade dducdvesenstessecasdee 50.00 per cent. 
Artificial flowers and feathers .............---------+-+-eseee---- 50.00 per cent. 
BROOTOOMBUME DAVES «. . 2... eee c ses cece dace det ecececescecscsoes 83.00 per cent. 
Pipe cases and stems .......-.------+----0--0 eee scene cece ee eeeeee 75.00 per cent: 

, cent. 


Wood and porcelaine pipes 
Toys of wood and others. ........-----. SLR MS 
Fire-crackers . 
Sardines 
Almonds, not shelled 
Almonds, shelled 
I OUND... ccavncdaberedinass cinegrnesadesevasqesneie 








cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
cent. 
y cent. 














PNG 6h enka vnsinc ooccecethuehobesnwtentncspavcocescauedcdsaean 52.19 per cent. 
MU nib seb owned nck co cdeccesescacsccstwetccueteserubuneweashl 49.54 per cent. 
Plate-glass: 
24x30 and not above 24x60 inches... .......-..--.---.+-+++-se5+- 58.43 per cent. 
ND iin des n ubvnuscvascie densade sas ses ibsaseudees weearens 103.18 per cent. 
Rough or fluted, above 24x30 inches............--..-++-+--++-++ 45.08 per cent. 
Window-glass, common, unpolished: 
MC Dea tac pune) cbvvers cSesubseneenues (xce> xoalhons teprakeeehas 59.47 per cent. 
ME Wide ced poe vakin nn seecud Rabanne sad she ange Wecrbeudan  aiess 71.88 per cent. 
eR ai cc ko thdse Wend centedne ecevdnd sn vgdes Ulveen aden’ 78.92 per cent. 
III 5 5a osnas no's ccccepwaidgpucvs vec gencceatsteccaes ewes 78.73 per cent. 
Silver-leaf, in packages of 500 leaves ..........-....------+-5+--> 92.67 per cent. 
Gunpowder, common .........-.-. 2-2. eee eee eee eee e cece eee e eee 58.26 per cent. 
Hair-cloth seatings, 18 inches wide .........-.------------++--+++ 59.02 per cent. 
Hair-cloth, over 18 inches wide ............---.--------++++0+-+++ 66.50 per cent. 
DDI swan ne 4 dite acs avcs ce sescccccvaterccadensessecsesssscsous 67.40 per cent. 
Band and hoop iron ......... 2.02. sccccns cecceccecnccccssasevececs 53.06 per cent. 
Band, under } inch .. 2.2.2.0... cece ccc ese cee cece ce censecteeess 65.27 per cent. 
Barron, COMMON . ....... 2... cscccc cee ccccesecscarcssscecccees 58.71 per cent. 
ee ERR se ratte errr et eT eee Teer 46.72 per cent. 
BOOST IAGOR «oo snc ws cca sen ene cc case en eccrssocsseseesess 43.868 per cent. 
Cables and cable-chaina ~. .. 2. oo ile ee nc cen ee cece ws cseee es 52.78 per cent, 
Cut nails and spikes ...... 2... 2... c cence cece cece cece wesc eres . 43.68 per cent. 
Cast-iron pipes -...--..- sad aged apna Rraatide'e ates heeaepew edd 51.80 per cent. 
Chains, halter and trace ...........-.-----+-eseeeseseee- 57.13 per cent. 
Chains, less than } inch 55.55 per cent. 
Hair-pine ........ 2.222 ce eee e cece nce e neon r ccc cccscenecccsencesers 50.00 per cent. 
Hollow Ware .... 22... 2 - eee nese cee n eee e cece cence cece weneereeees 42.68 per cent. 
Moisic iron .....  opitidviacn cabs Stiae: emda nen > tbe kane semen Kango a 41.18 per eent. 
Tron, rolled and hammered, not otherwise provided for.......... 49.82 per cent. 
BOTW ATOM, CAKE .. 2... oe eens ence eden ec ceecscccscceuecessecs 42.52 per cent. 
Scrap-iron, wrought 63.03 per cent. 
"Wood-screws, 2 inches. ..............6.scsc cee e cn eee oa sik al 52.94 per cent. 
Wood-screws, less than 2 inches .....-.----.---------eeeeeseeeee 62.88 per cent. 
Squares, marked on one side ............-.--+----- cence eee eeeees 60.00 per cent. 
Squares, all other .... 2.2.2.2. kc cee ee eee ce cee eee Pececcesecnes 90.00 per cent. 
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Tron wire, not less than No. 16 
Iron wire, No. 25 


Wrought steam and gas tubes -.-......--..----------------+----- 
Files, exceeding 10 inches ............-.-..--..---22--.202 2022s 
Steel, in ingots, not exceeding 7 cents per pound. ......--...-.... 
Needles for knitting or sewing machines -.-...........--.-.------. 
Steel rails made in part of steel 
Steel wire, No. 16 
Steel wire less than No. 16 
Manufactures of steel 
Lead, in pigs and bars -. 
Lead, old scrap 





Marble, not exceeding 2 inches thick 
Marble, veined 


Marble, white statuary brocatella 
Marble, manufactures not otherwise provided for 
Mats, screens, hassocks, and rugs 
Mineral or medicinal water 
Oil-cloths, valued at over 50 cents per square yard f 

All other oil-cloths and water-proofs, not otherwise provided for. 
Vegetable, fixed or expressed, 


yay or laurel 





Cibee eae Ae Detiien oF Males 5... . 0. <5 5. 5s icc eo eee secae 
Vegetable, volatile or essential, bay leaves - 





Fruit, ethers, essences, or oils of apples, pears, &c ..-. 
Nitro-benzole or oil of mirbane 
Other essential oil, not otherwise provided for 
Rum, bay rum, essences or oil 
Lead, dry or ground in oil, red 
Lead, dry or ground in oil, white 









Other dry not otherwise specified 
Ultramarine . .......-. 

Whiting and Paris white 
Pens, metallic 
Repairs on vessels 
Salt, in bulk 


Seeds, castor beans or seed 
Silk manufactures ................. 


Starch, corn or potato -. 
Starch, made from rice 
Rough freestone 


Concentrated molasses sirups -....-....- 
Raw sugar, not above No. 7 

taw sugar, above No. 7 and not above No. 10 
Raw sugar, above No. 10 and not above No. 
Raw sugar, above No. 13 and not above No. 
Raw sugar, above No. 16 and not above No. 
Raw, loaf and crushed 








Class No. 1, cloaking wool valued 32c. or less per pound 
Class No. 1, valued over 32c. per pound 
Class No. 1, 
Class No. 1, 
Class No. 1, 


washed, valued 32c. or less 
a ES eee 
combing wools, valued 32c. or less per pound 
2, valued over 32c. per pound 





Brussels tapestry 


Patent velvet tapestry 
Saxony and Wilton 
Screens, rugs, and covers 


Yarn, Venetian or two- 
Dress goods and Italian ¢ 
Value not exceeding 20c. per square yard 
Value over 20c. per square yari 
Weighing 4 oz. and over per square yard 
Balmorals, alpaca, and like goods: 
Value above 80c. per square yard 
Value above 80c. per square yard, and weighing 40z. and over .-- 
Blankets, valued 40c. per po 
Blankets, valued over 40c. and not over 60c 
Blankets, valued over 60c. and not over 80c................-. ‘ 
Blankets, valued over 80c. per pound 











Valued 40c. per pound 
Valued over 40c. and not over 60c 
Valued over 60c. and not over 80¢ 
Valued over 80c. per pound 





Valued at 40c. per pound 
Valued over 40c. and not over 60¢ 
Valued over 60c. and not over 80c 
Valued over 80c. per pound 
Manufactures of wool not specified : 
Valued at 40c. per pound 
Valued over 40c. and not over 









Valued over 80c. per pound 
Skirts and drawers not over 60c. per pound 
Skirts and drawers valued above 80c 


Clothing made of wool 
Endless belts or felts 











Hats made of wool: 














Valued above 80c. per pound ...........--.--..----------+----- 66.32 per cent. 
Manufactures wholly or in part of wool not otherwise provided 

RES Se cana cb abadehe blk S ead we ccckeNivcene ceddweces 64.78 per cent. 

Rags, waste, and shoddy .. 52.06 per cent. 

Woole shawls .....-......-+..- Bea Sines Hamesron nding ein bee 2 57.88 per cent. 

Worsted goods not otherwise provided for..........-......-..--- 58.04 per cont. 

| Webbings, beltings, galoons, &c ..........-.-..--.----.-+++-- +0 69.25 per cent. 

Woolen or worsted yarns : 

| Valued not exceeding 40c. per pound ............-----2---..--- 99.55 per cent. 

Valued over 40c. and not over 60¢ .....-.--..-.-.-------+------- 96.53 per cent. 

Valned over 60c. and not over 80c........-.----.--+-.---+----- 90.33 per cent. 

| - Valned above 80c. per pound ............--.- 22... e ee eee ee eee 78.02 per cent. 

| Zinc sheets... ........ 2... seen eee eee eee eee teen eee wee ce ee ees 47.18 per cent. 


Although less than one-tenth of the tariff list of dutiable articles, 
these will give some little idea of the extent and burden of the tariff 
tax. Theentire list reaches nearly every item or article entering into 
the daily use or consumption of our people. No mancan read it with- 
out being impressed with the forbearance of a people thus taxed te 
build up the private fortunes of a privileged class. 

Of the $193,800,879.67 of revenue collected for the Government 
under this tariff for 1880, six commodities and classes of commodities 
yielded 69.01 per cent. of the whole. I quote from the report of tho 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on our foreign commerce of 1880: 

Of the total amount of duties collected on imports, the duties on sugar and mo 
| lasses amounted to $47,984,032.84, or 24.79 per cent.; the duties on wool and manu 
factures thereof amounted to $27,285,624.78, or 14.10 per cent. ; the duties on iron and 
steel and manufactures thereof amounted to $21,462,534.34, or 11.09 per cent. ; the 
duties on manufactures of silk amounted to $19,038,665.81, or 9.81 per cent. ; the 
duties on manufactures of cotton amounted to $10,825,115.21, or 5.59 per cent. ; and 
the duties on flax and manufactures thereof amounted to $6,984,374.90, or 3.60 per 
cent, 

The duties collected on these six commodities and classes of commodities amount- 
ed to $133,560,347.88, and constituted 69.01 per cent. of the total amount of duties 
collected on imports. 





No better evidence than this official statement is needed to show 
| the utterly reckless perversion of the taxing power exercised in the 
construction of the existing tariff. Why is it that it takes all the 
balance of the dutiable articles on the long tariff list to make up the 
| remaining $60,000,000 of the revenue received by the Government 
| when these six commodities produce so much? The answer is plain. 
The range of duties is so high, so extremely protective, that very few 
foreign goods are imported; so the Government receives very little 
| revenue; but these same excessive duties are added to the price of the 
domestic article, and the whole of it goes into the pocket of the manu- 
| facturer, because the people are compelled to buy. Take the article 
of blankets as an example. They are universally used throughout 
the country. The duty on them is from 8 to 104 percent. It is esti- 
mated that $20,000,000 worth of blankets are bought annually in 
this country; yet for the year 1881 ofticial reports show that only 
$1,239.08 worth of blankets were imported from abroad, and the 
revenue of the Government on that importation amounted to only 
| $1,089.05. The 100 per cent, duty was added to the cost of blankets 
made in the United States, and was pocketed by the manufacturers, 
the people having it to pay. 

Flannel, another article entering into universal consumption, worn 
in some form or other by all our people, of every age, sex, and con- 
dition—an article for which a very much greater amount must be 
paid annually than is expended for blankets. The duty on flannels 
ranges from 88 to 95 per cent., and is prohibitory. For the year 
1880 the flannels of every character and description imported from 
abroad amounted to $3,082.98 worth, and the revenue coming to the 
Government to $2,435.05, the manufacturers again receiving the duty 
from the people, and the Government nothing virtually. 

Wool hats, such as our people generally wear, are taxed in the 
tariff 20 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem, compound 
duty, and not one was imported. The Government derived not one 
cent of revenue, but the people paid the duty in the price of tho 
article to the manufacturer. 

So with shirts, drawers, and other knit goods so generally worn; 
| duty prohibitory, none imported. 

So with shot; duty,2} cents per pound; revenue from shot, only 
$61.60. 

So with back-saws, cross-cut saws, and handsaws; the entire 
revenue derived from them for the Government, $62.73; duty pro- 
hibitory. 

Horseshoe-nails: duty five cents per pound; prohibitory; reve- 
nue, $16.80. 

Wire, (such as our people use for fencing:) duty prohibitory ; im- 
portation and revenue nominal. 

Serews for wood: duty prohibitory; importation and revenue 
nominal. 

Cut nails and spikes: duty prohibitory ; importation and revenue 
nominal, 

Galvanized or coated iron: duty prohibitory; importation and 
revenue nominal, 

Cast and wrought iron hinges, board nails, rivets, and bolts: duty 
prohibitory ; importation and revenue nominal. 

Bessemer steel rails, universally used now in construction of our 
railroads. The United States manufactures these rails more largely 
than any other country in the world. Price of these rails in Eng- 
land, from $30 to $35 per ton; our tariff duty, $28 per ton; price In 
the United States, $67.50 per ton. Domestic product consumed in 








1882. 


the United States during 1830, 1,112,690 tons. By comparing price in 
England and the United States, it will be seen that every dollar of the 
duty was added to the domestic product. Bounty to the manufac- 
turer in this one article alone, $31,155,320, which is refunded by the 
people, with interest doubly compounded annually, to the railroad 
companies in increased charges for freight and passengers. The duty 
prohibitory until the unprecedented amount of railroad building now 
goingon commenced, and will be again as soon as it subsides. 

So with heavy cotton goods, universally used by our poorer people, 
in which our manufacturers excel the world. Duty prohibitory; im- 
portation and revenue nominal. 

Common soap, of universal consumption: compound duty of 1 cent 
per pound and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Toilet soap: duty ten cents per pound and 25 per cent. ad valo- 
rem. 

Millions of dollars’ worth of these two articles are sold tothe people 
annually with these compound duties added to the price; yet the 
revenue derived from them is only $145,722.02. 

I could go on and fill pages with quotations from the tariff list of 
articles of daily use among the people with duties so excessive as 
virtually to exclude importation and thereby destroy revenue, but 
on which the consumers pay the duty to the manufacturer in the 
price of the domestic article. 

A tariff framed like this, which taxes the people from head to foot 
as this does, in behalf of full-grown, fully-developed manufacturing 
industries as ours are, able to compete with the world in open 
market, is subversive of every principle of justice between men as it 
is destructive of the revenues of the Government. This is protection, 
so called. I call it robbery under the forms of law. 

A most remarkable and most odious feature about this tariff is that 
instead of the tax being laid upon luxuries, so that those most able 
to bear its burdens should do so, the commonest articles of universal 
consumption and absolute necessity for the poorest people are taxed 
the highest. Discarding fractions, wool hats are taxed 66 per cent. 
and silks 60 per cent.; salt is taxed 65 per cent. and diamonds 10 
per cent.; trace-chains are taxed 57 per cent. and treble ingrain 
carpets 50 per cent. ; Brussels carpets are taxed 68 per cent. and coarse 
blankets 104 per cent. ; fine woolen rugs for the lady’s parlor and 
covers to keep the dust and moisture from her piano are taxed 45 per 
cent., while flannels, to keep the baby warm, to protect the shiver- 
ing invalid, the strong workingman and his wife, and the aged people 
nlike from the freezing blasts of winter, are taxed 95 per cent. ; plain 
unbleached cotton cloth for shirts and other garments of honest 
working people is taxed 49 per cent. and the window-glass in their 
houses 60 per cent., while fine porcelain ware for the rich man’s table 
is taxed only 45 per cent., and artificial flowers and feathers for the 
adornment of his wife and daughters pay only 50 per cent. Such 
instances could be multiplied into the hundreds. Medicines and their 
ingredients are taxed all the way from 30 to 220 per cent. 

I appeal to the tariff list in proof of the assertion that the poor 
people, the werking people of the country, who are least able to bear 
it, pay more than double the amount of taxes under the tariff, in 
proportion to their consumption, than any other class, 

In order to illustrate the operations of the tariff on individuals, 
I read an extract from a speech of Hon. Fernando Wood, delivered in 
the House in April, 1878, as follows: 

The influence of the tariff on the commonest kind of mixed woolen dress goods, 
such as are worn by the poorest classes in the country, is of a nature that requires 
the most serious consideration. 

Fancy alpaca, costing in England 7} cents per yard, is subject to a duty of 5 
cents per yard, and sold in this market at 20 cents per yard. Now, as it takes 
twenty yards of this stuff to make a dress, the pees’ woman of our working 
classes pays a direct tax of $1 fora dress. Black alpaca, costing in England 5} 
pence or 114 cents of our money, is subject to a duty of 8} cents per yard. This 
article is sold for 273 cents per yard and worn by the millions of our population. 
Surely an article costing in England 5} pence cannot be considered a luxury ; yet 
we find that the pernicious working of our tariff is of that kind which oppresses 
the poorer classes in all their necessaries of life. Black cashmere is worn as a 
Sunday dress by millions of our industrial classes. The cost of these goods in 
Europe is 26 cents, the duty thereon amounts to 18} cents per yard, and is conse- 
quently sold at 55 cents a yard wholesale in the United States. 

Now, do our people generally understand what such a duty really means? A 
workingman in Europe buying a dress of this kind for his wife and using only ten 
yards of it would get it at $2.60, whereas his brother-workingman in the United 
States, if he wishes to treat his wife with a dress of this class, would have to pay 
$5.50 for the same dress, or more than double. 

The question therefore arises whether it is absolutely necessary to charge a tax 
of $1.85 on a dress of this kind, coming as it does out of the pocket of the hard 
working man for the benefit of sustaining the Government and the industries of 
this country. Surely it must be admitted that there is no country in the world 
where an equal taxation is laid upon the labor and industry of the hardest work- 
ing man of the population. 


The same may be said with greater force as to blankets and flan- 


nels and woolen hats and clothing generally, as the duty is higher, 
and with equal truthfulness of cotton goods, ealicoes, &c. 

T read again from the same speech of the same distinguished gen- 

tleman : : 
THE FARMER AND THE TARIFF. 

The farmer, whose whole mind is bent on his agricultural pursuits, has neither 
the time nor opportunity to investigate the intluence of the tariff tax on his house- 
hold expenses; it is a fact, however, that every article he uses is either directly 
subject to a tariff tax or enhanced by the tariff. Let us enumerate these burdens : 
the farmer’s house in the West, where lumber is scarce, pays either a direct or 
enhanced tax of 20 per cent. on the lumber his house is built of; a tax of 35 per 
cent. on the paint it is painted with; of 99 per cent. on his window-glass; of 35 
per cent. on the nails; of 53 per cent. on the screws; of 30 per cent. on the door- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


951 


locks; of from 35 to 40 per cent. on the hinges; of 35 per cent. on the wall-paper ; 
of from 60 to 70 per cent. on his carpet; of 40 per cent. on his crockery ; of 38 per 
cent. on his iron hollow ware; of 35 per cent. on his cutlery ; 40 per cent. on his 
zlassware ; of from 35 per cent. to 40 per cent. on the linen he uses in the house- 
old; of 51 per cent. on the common castile soap he uses ; 48 per cent. on the starch. 
When he goes into his stable, barn, or workshop he will find that he pays 35 per 
cent. on the iron he uses; 53 per cent. on the halter-chains ; 45 per cent. on the 
files and rasps he may use; 47 per cent. on the back-saw; 49 per cent. on cross-cut 
saw ; 38per cent. on the handsaw, and 35 per cent. on any sheet-iron he may require. 
On his medicines he pays 20 per cent.; on the quinine pills he swallows, 20 per 
cent. ; on blue pills, 40 per cent., and 40 per cent. on any medicinal preparations. 
The female portion of his house cannot even go into hysteria without paying a 
tax of 20 per ceht. on asafetida that may be required to quiet their excited nerves. 
On his sagar he pays a tax of at least 60 per cent. As for theclothing he and his 
family uses, let me enumerate the tax separately: on his wool hat he pays from 60 
to 80 per cent. ; on his fur hat, from 45 to 60 per cent.; on his suit of woolen 
clothes, some 55 per cent. ; on the leather for his boots and shoes, 25 per cent. ; on 
his hosiery, 35 per cent. ; on his wife’s and daughter's commonalpacadress he pays 
65 to 70 per cent. ; on spool-thread, 70 per cent., and on needles, 35 per cent. If 1 
were inclined to pursue these topics further it would take up too much time ; suftice 
it to say that the furnishing of his child’s cradle and the coffin in which he is 
finally buried pay a direct tax or are enhanced in price by our tariff system. 

But, it is said, there is protection in the tariff for the farmer’s sugar, 
rice, and wool, This is true, but in an extremely limited sense, for 
the great bulk of the farmers raise neither of these commodities 
and are as heavily taxed for their use as any other class; but there 
is one mitigating feature about the duty on these articles, which does 
not exist in ninety-nine out of every hundred duty-paying articles 
on the tariff list: all three of these articles bring large revenues into 
the national Treasury. 

The duty on sugar, as official figures show, produces more than one- 
fourth of all the revenue derived under the tariff. The duty on sugar 
is strictly a revenue duty, as its productiveness to the Treasury 
shows. There are six pounds of sugar imported from abroad, which 
pay duty into the Treasury, to one pound raised in the United States. 
The Government receives six dollars of revenue to one dollar received 
under the tariff by the producer of sugar in the United States. The 
proportion of domestic-raised wool to the imported article is about 
as two and a half to one, The report of the Bureau of Statistics 
gives only partially the number of pounds imported, but the amount 
of duty paid on raw or unmanufactured wool indicates the correct- 
ness of the estimate I make. Wool and the manufactures thereof 
yielded, under the tariff for 1880, $27,285,624.78. Of this amount, offi- 
cial returns show that unmanufactured wool produced $17,913,666. 18. 
Unmanufactured wool pays into the Treasury more revenue by up- 
ward of seven millions of dollars than all the manufactures composed. 
wholly or partially of wool imported from abroad. Next to sugar it 
is the best revenue-paying import on the tariff list, considering the 
quantity and value of importation. Wool and sugar together pro- 
duce considerably more than one-third of all the revenue derived 
from the tariff, and if we take out iron and steel and manufactures 
thereof, silk manufactures, cotton manufactures, and flax and man- 
ufactures thereof, the revenue derived from sugar and wool is greater 
than from all the values of the two thousand articles on the tariff list 
together. 

If the entire tariff list stood upon the same revenue basis with these 
commodities, our Treasury instead of the coffers of the manufactur- 
ers would overflow with revenue. The agricultural class is the chief 

rey and victim of tariff spoliation. The duty on these two items 
1appens to redound to the benefit of a portion of that class. I am 
prepared and anxious to go into the work of readjusting the tariff 
and placing it on a purely revenue basis, excluding rigidly the 
idea of protection for any interest, whether it be iron or steel or 
wool or sugar, because all interests are entitled to stand equal before 
the law, and no one or more bas a right to be subsidized at the ex- 
pense of the balance. But if the principle of protection is forced into 
the construction of the tariff and adjustment of its duties, and is to 
remain the fixed policy of the Government, I propose to claim for 
these commodities the high duties to which their position as the best 
revenue-paying items on the tariff list and both “the revenue only” 
and ‘‘the protective ” theories entitle them. 

And [ have to say the same with reference to rice, about the only 
other agricultural product amounting to anything on the tariff list. 
The domestic production of rice amounts to about one hundred and 
fifteen million pounds. The imports of rice from abroad for 1880 
amounted in round numbers to about forty-eight million pounds, pay- 
ing into the national Treasury by official figures $1,182,442.71. 

To summarize the results of tariff duties on these three agricultural 
products and compare them with the same on manufactures, the du- 
ties on sugar pay into the Treasury six dollars to every one dollar 
they give to the producer. The duties on unmannfactured or raw 
wool pay into the Treasury one dollar and to the producer two dol- 
lars and a half. The duties on rice pay into the Treasury one dollar 
and to the producer two dollars and thirty-five cents, while the duties 
on manufactures pay into the Treasury one dollar and into the pocket 
of the mannfacturer six dollars and a half. 

Do we wish to raise more revenue and at the same time lighten the 
burden of taxation on the people in the manufactures they consume? 
An infallible way to do it is to lower the tariff duties to a point where 
foreign goods will be brought in, will pay the duties to the Govern- 
ment, and revenue will flow into the national Treasury, while both 
the foreign and domestic product will be purchased by the people 
more cheaply exactly to the extent the duties arelowered, This was 
demonstrated in 1846 under a low revenue tariff, with an average 
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duty of 19 per cent. It was estimated that this tariff would produce 
$22,000,000 of revenue, and it actually produced $64,000,000, and in 
1857 was lowered again because of an excess of revenue. Ourimport 
and export trade has more than trebled since. 1846, and it is fair to 
presume that the same tariff would produce three times as much rev- 
enue now as it did then, which would be almost exactly the amonnt 
produced by the present tariff. The argument that we now have a 
great national debt and its interest and a heavy pension-roll to 
meet annually, so far from justifying the present tariff, which ex- 
cludes importation and destroys revenue, is the strongest argument 
in favor of lowering the duties to a strictly revenue standard, so that 
foreign goods may come in, pay our tariff duties, and fill the coffers 
of our Frasier. Such was the result under the revenue tariff of 
1846, when agriculsure, manufactures, and commerce all prospered. 
If American manufactures were so developed and matured in 1846 
that protection, except that incident to a purely revenue tariff, could 
be safely withdrawn, why can it not be withdrawn safely now? The 
manufacturing strength and capacity of 1846 compared with that of 
1882 is as that of an infant compared with the matured development 
of a full-grown man. In aggregation of cheap capital, in the abun- 
dance of skilled labor, in labor-saving machinery, and in cheapening 
and perfecting manufacturing methods and processes, in aids from 
science and invention, from rapidity of locomotion and the annihila- 
tion of time and distance in communicating with others, the capac- 
ity of American manufacturers of to-day to take care of themselves in 
free competition with the world without aid from any source is infin- 
itely greater than that of the manufacturers of 1846, with the inci- 
dental protection of a revenue tariff—is as much greater than that 
of the manufacturers of 1846 as the capacity of the latter was greater 
than that of the manufacturers of 1789, when the first tariff was 
enacted. Holding as this Republic does the very first place among 
the nations of the earth in all that constitutes greatness and power, 
and especially distinguished as are our people for inventive genius, 
fertility of resources, general intelligence, and power of adaptation 
to circumstances, the pretext that they need protection in their ‘‘ home 
markets” against European competition is so meager, so transparent, 
so absurdly groundless that it fails to give decent covering to the 
robbery being. perpetrated in its name. 

There are two grants of power in the Constitution under which 
advocates of a protective tariff justify their views, one giving to 
Congress the power— 

To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States; but all duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

And the other— 

To regulate commerce with foreign nations and the Indian tribes. 

The first clause, ‘‘to lay and collect,” &c., excludes protection, 
because where protection begins importation and consequently col- 
lection of imposts ends. It is under the power “to regulate com- 
merce,” &c., in the other clause that the protectionists most usually 
elaim that authority is found for a protective tariff. It is not my 
purpose to discuss the constitutional question. No living man can 
make a point or suggestion upon it which has not been already made 
and elaborated. The argumsnts pro and con. may be found in the 
Congressional debates for the period when the question was before 
Congress and the country, and are summarized in the standard com- 
mentaries on the Constitution to be found in every lawyer's office. 
I simply desire to record my opinion that Congress has power to 
“lay” such duties only as are intended to be collected for reve- 
nue—that Congress has no power to “lay” duties for protection, 
which excludes the idea of collecting them—and under the power to 
“regulate commerce,” that Congress has no power to “lay ” duties; 
that the first clause exhausts the power to “lay” duties, which 
must be laid to raise revenue only, leaving to the second clause the 
regulation of commerce, in some or all of the various modes, not 
including the “laying” of duties, which has been devoted exclu- 
sively by the first clause to another purpose. The House alone can 
originate a bill “‘laying duties,” because such bills are revenue or 
tax bills. Either House of Congress may originate bills to “regu- 
late ” commerce. 

The power ‘‘to lay and collect” impost duties is distinct and inde- 
pendent of and has no connection with the power to ‘‘regulate com- 
merce”—the one being a taxing power, the other not. 

But outside of all this is the great principle so forcibly expressed 
by Justice Miller, delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court o1 
the United States in Loan Association vs. Topeka, which must be 
borne in mind in the construction of these clauses of the Constitu- 
tion, that the ‘‘ power to tax is the power to destroy,” and that there 
is a universally understood limitation upon this power in both State 
and National Legislatures—implied in the very nature of free gov- 
ernment—necessary to the security of individual right against what 
would otherwise be an intolerable despotism; that this great power 
to tax shall be used only “for public purposes,” and that when at- 
tempted to be used to build up or increase private interests and pri- 
vate fortunes at the expense of all, the action is absolutely void, 
because beyond the domain of legislative power. To use his own 
language, Justice Miller said, after discussing the general principle 
referred to: 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the citi- 
zen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enter- 
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prises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because done under 
the forms of law and iscalled taxation. Thisis not legislation; it is a decree under 
legislative forms. 


Congress having the power to “lay” duties, the motive in laying 
them, though for protection so called, cannot be inquired into; hence 
this question cannot be tested judicially. But the people, to whom 
an appeal lies from all the acts of Congress, will not disregard this 
high authority nor fail to note this danger-signal from their great 
judicial tribunal. 

When the great purpose of placing this Republic in a position of 
perfect independence of all other nations, both in war and peace, 
was avowed as the reason for and object of the protective policy, it 
stood upon ground which was strong and plausible, if not sound. 
But now that basis has gone, has vanished with the incoming of our 
present greatness and power, and the high perfection of our manu- 
facturing interests and the protective policy under existing condi- 
tions subserves no ‘“‘public purpose,” but subjects the whole people 
to tribute for the benefit of private persons and individual interests, 
and stands before the country condemned by its highest judicial tri- 
bunal. 

I am content with this expression of opinion to say nothing on the 
constitutional question. In the infancy of our manufactures protec- 
tion was opposed mainly on constitutional grounds. The necessi- 
ties of the country, demanding a general system of manufactures ; 
the crudeness of our manufacturing industries, their inability to.com- 
pete with those of Europe, and the sentiment of patriotism which 
prompted in the breasts of the people an ambition to make our young 
Republic independent in war, as well as in peace, in all respects of 
Europe, were the considerations which, in spite of constitutional ob- 
jections, first admitted the principle of protection in laying impost 
duties. This principle once admitted, the greed of States, each pre- 
senting some interest for protection, and objecting to that of its 
neighbor, resulting in a general system of ‘ log-rolling” and com- 
promise, each grabbing all it could get, accomplished the balance, 
culminating in the greatest and most pernicious system of class leg- 
islation, through which all the industries and occupations of the 
country are taxed to pay bounties to a few private persons and cor- 
porations, that the world has ever seen. 

If the principle of protection—that one citizen’s private fortune 
may be subsidized at the expense of all the balance; that the indus- 
tries of one class shall receive bounty money from all the balance— 
is once admitted, as long as human nature remains as it is we will 
always find a few powerful interests, well organized, controlling 
political influences in different States, taking in here and there other 
interests, commanding other necessary influences, making combina- 
tions right and left, until powerful enough to accomplish their pur- 
pose in procuring legislation, and a general robbery of the disor- 
ganized masses of the people is inevitable. Such has been the uni- 
versal history of protective-tariff legislation, as I could show if time 
permitted. 

It is said that as we must lay duties in order to raise large reve- 
nues we should place them where they will do the most good for 
American industries; that we should lay the duties where they will 
protect American industries which most need protection. The reply 
to this is conclusive and unanswerable, that a strictly revenue tariff, 
“a, tariff for revenue only,” will give its incidental protection just 
when it is most needed. The article which pays to the Government 
the largest amount of revenue does so because of large importations 
from abroad. It is imported from abroad because it 1s not ade- 
quately produced at home. If any article ought to be protected so 
as to encourage its production at home, it should be one discrimi- 
nating, of course, against luxuries and in favor of necessaries, the 
production of which at home is not adequate to the home demand. 
So that the very articles which, according to the theory of the pro- 
tectionist, ought to be protected, and according to the theory of 
those who claim that under a tariff for revenue should have the 
duties laid so as to give them the benefit of the protection incidental 
to a revenue tariff, are the commodities incidentally protected under 
‘¢a tariff for revenue only.” Whoever, then, claims that the prin- 
ciple of protection should be recognized in the construction of a tariff, 
even incidentally, for any interest, must base it upon grounds out- 
side of, and utterly disconnected with, the idea of raising revenue. 
In other words, he must favor protection per se. There is no middle 
ground between “a tariff for revenue only” and for protection per se. 
The former will incidentally protect the commodities which pay the 
highest revenue to the Government, and these, of necessity, are the 
commodities which ought to have that benefit, while the latter will,. 
regardless of revenue, advance the interest of the favored industry, 
and let in all the evils which never yet have failed to follow in the 
train of the recognition of the principle. If the principle is admitted 
in the smallest, in the slightest degree, that one interest may be 
favored at the expense of all others further than is absolutely neces- 
sary to raise revenue to support the Government, the whole ques- 
tion is surrendered, and the robbery of the people by cliques and 
rings and combinations is as certain as that night succeeds the day. 
The word protection should be expunged from our vocabulary. It 
means monopoly; it means exclusive privilege; it means subsidy ; 
it means thatall shall be taxed and made to pay tribute to the favored 
few. It means combinations and lobbyists; a diversion of legisla- 
tion from legitimate channels—from the great public interest to the 
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interests of afew favored ones. It means a wholesale robbery of the 
ople, and especially of the American workingman, in whose behalf 
it is invoked. 

It is for this reason that the only safeguard for our pores against 
spoliation in constructing a tariff is to exclude rigidly the idea of 
protecting any interest, and look solely to one great purpose—the 
raising of revenue to support the Government—the only legitimate 
purpose of taxation. 

Through this course alone can the iron heel of monopoly be taken 
from the necks of the people ; for ‘‘ protection,” so called, is the ini- 
tial point and prolific parent of all the monopolies with which the 
country is cursed and the people oppressed. 

But, Mr. President, we can do nothing at this time. It is true the 
people would be vastly benefited and also the Government, but pri- 
vate interests, represented by firms and corporations, who under ex- 
isting law have a mortgage on the labor and earnings of the people, 
will not consent to its change, and these interests are now stronger 
in this capital than the people. They will remain stronger unless 
the people are aroused, and the people cannot be aroused or led by 
timid counselors, who, if not silent, talk with bated breath about 
taking the tariff ‘‘ out of politics” and settling it on business princi- 
ples, as if it were not a fit subject for popular discussion. 

Who ever heard before that the subject of taxation, the amount of 
burden to be imposed upon the people, was not a political question? 
It is so much a political question, a popular question, a question for 
consideration by and discussion among the people, that our Constitu- 
tion expressly provides that no bill for raising revenue shall originate 
except in the House of Representatives, the direct representatives of 
the people. It is of all the questions arising in the administration 
of the government the most essentially political, and will never be 
settled except to remain as it now stands—a fixed burden upon the 
people—uniless boldly attacked before the people and its abominations 
exposed and pointed out, and their indignation invoked against it. 

If the Democratic party is guided by wise counsels it will reaffirm 
the tariff plank in the platform of 1876, ‘‘a tariff for revenue only,” 
which was indorsed by the country in the majority cast for Mr. Til- 
den, and will stand on and by it to the bitter end; for it is simply an 
affirmance of the right of every man in this country to his honest 
earnings, except so much of them as he should contribute to the rev- 
enue of the Government, and a denial of the right of the Government 
to exact tribute from all for the benefit of a class. This doctrine is 
sound, aye, is fundamental in American constitutional government, 
as it is in the principles of eternal justice, and the very instincts of 
the people will embrace it. The people only need to have this issue 
squarely made and boldly brought before them to give victory to the 
party which blazons it on its banner. It is the old fight of common 
right against privilege, of the people against class, of the masses 
against the select few who claim the right to make beasts of burden 
of them, which has been going on since government first commenced 
and will continue while it lasts. The cowardly policy which would 
temporize and hesitate on this great question will invite defeat in a 
forfeiture of popular confidence, while a bold and aggressive asser- 
tion of the right, and a fearless maintenance of the great principles 
of equality before the law, of taxation only for support of. the Goy- 
ernment, and that no class or set of men ought by es to have the 
earnings of others bestowed as a gift upon them, will inspire the peo- 
ple with that hope, and courage, ae enthusiasm, bm confidence 
which will insure victory. Defeat, if it should come on such an 
issue, could be but temporary, but should be accepted, if need be, as 
infinitely preferable to a surrender or compromise of these great prin- 
ciples. The people should demand the square issue. They have the 
power by earnest, determined action in their primaries to force their 
leaders to make the issue and should not hesitate one moment to use it. 

A few words, Mr. President, as to the pending bill, and I will 
bring my remarks to a close. 

The bill reported by the committee provides for the appointment 
of nine commissioners from civil life who shall “investigate all the 
various questions relating to the agricultural, commercial, mercan- 
tile, manufacturing, mining, and industrial interests of the United 
States,” so far as the same may be necessary to a judicious revision 
of the tariff and the existing systems of internal-revenue laws. Iam 
opposed to this bill, because, as the House of Representatives is alone 
authorized by the Constitution to originate bills to raise revenue, it 
is an unwarrantable interference with the constitutional rights of 
the House to attempt in this way to anticipate, or forestall, or jnflu- 
ence its action, 

Loppose it because it is notoriously true that it was originally got- 
ten up on the petitions and memorials of iron and steel and woolen 
and cotton manufacturers, more heavily protected than any others 
under the tariff, who under this bill expect to, and doubtless will, 
control the commission in the interest of high protection. 

I oppose it because it will deliver over to non-representative and 
irresponsiblé persons to be dealt with, a great question vitally affect- 
ing the interests of the people, which should hers and now be dealt 
with by the people’s chosen representatives in the two Houses of 
Congress. 

I oppose it because it indefinitely postpones consideration by Con- 
gress of a subject, upon which the highest public interest demands 
immediate action. 

And I oppose it because I believe it was gotten up for the purpose | 
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of forestalling popular discussion and taking it out of the sight and 
hearing of the people, and that the fpovikehae result of doing so will 
be the perpetuation of the most odicus and oppressive features of a 
high protective tariff, whether so intended or not. 

I desire the question retained in the hands of Congress, not side- 
tracked as this bill proposes, but on the high road to adjustment 
through an appeal to the sense of justice, the intelligence, and the 
sovereignty of the American people. I desire to see it discussed in 
and out of Congress, by the press, and in all the modes through which 
thought finds expression and seeks propagation. I desire to see the 
light turned on the subject so that the people may see for themselves 
how the law, before which all men are supposed to be equal, takes 
their honest earnings with one hand, and with the other bestows it 
on a favored class as bounty-money. 

If they are willing that this process shall go on, it is all right, but 
I desire they shall first understand it, shall know how it is, and then 
say whether they approve it. This bill will stifle discussion, will 
bury the subject out of sight, will Star-Chamber it, will “take it out 
of politics,” where it now lies an obstruction in the way of aspiring 
patriots. 

I expect nothing and hope for nothing from this bill if it passes. 
The commission organized under it will be a high-protection concern 
from top to bottom, and whenever it does report, if it ever does, the 
work of reforming the tariff will be before Congress, as it is now, to 
be done. That much time will have been lost, and all we will have 
to show for it will be a report gotten up in vindication of a high pro- 
tective tariff. In the meantime our people will be toiling and sweat- 
ing under the exactions of tribute, and our “infant industries,” so- 
called, will be receiving unearned bounties with the utmostregularity. 

The bill introduced by the honorable Senator from Arkansas, [ Mr. 
GARLAND, ] which now lies on the table without the favor of the 
Finance Committee, I greatly prefer, if one or the other must be 
adopted, the latter providing as it does for a commission to be com- 
posed of three members from cach House of Congress and three civil- 
jans outside. I prefer this to the bill recommended by the com- 
mittee, because its departure from the other is in the right direction, 
in providing for Congressional representation upon the commission. 
It does not deliver the subject over to non-representative outsiders, 
as the bill recommended by the committee does. But I cannot see 
the necessity for others than members of the two Houses of Con- 
gress on a commission to revise the tariff. 

A commission composed of members of the two Houses of Con- 
gress would be empowered to call before it the intelligence and ex- 
perience of the country, and would as fully utilize expert testimony 
as a commission composed of outside experts could do, and would 
act under a sense of responsibility which non-representative men 
would not feel, 

Besides, Mr. President, as not even the Senate of the United States 
is permitted by the Constitution to originate a tariff or tax bill, (for 
they are synonymous, ) but all such bills must originate in the House, 
where the direct representatives of the people are assembled, it 
seems to me to be violative of the spirit of the Constitution to dele- 
gate either wholly or partially to those who do not represent the 

veople the task of preparing or advising a plan of taxation. None 

ut a representative hand should touch the question of taxation in 
any of its environments even, much less its substance. It is not in 
accord with the theory of our Government to delegate any power 
connected even remotely with the imposition of taxes on the people, 
and I can never indorse by my vote the exercise of such authority. 
The bill of the honorable Senator from Arkansas, amended by strik- 
ing out the provision for three members of the commission, “not 
members of either House,” would be really the measure which in my 
judgment should pass, with an additional amendment requiring a 
report before adjournment of this session of Congress. Nobody ex- 
pects or desires that the manufacturing interest shall, by extreme 
aifd sudden changes in the tariff, be crippled or the business of the 
country shocked. A law providing for an annual reduction of du- 
ties, giving reasonable time for preparation for the ultimate result, 
in a tariff for revenue only, so as to approach that consummation 
gradually and with the least injury possible, but fixing a date not 
too far off when the people are to be emancipated from taxation, ex- 
cept for the support of the Government, is what I desire. I desire 
to see protection withdrawn gradually but firmly and inexorably, 
and our manufacturing industries by degrees hardened and made 
self-reliant, and a date fixed in the near future; after which these 
industries, as all others have had to do, must take care of them- 
selves, with only such protection as is incidental to a strictly reve- 
nue tariff, which will be superabundant, considering the immense 
revenues we must raise annually. 

It was in this way that the low tariff of 1846 was reached success- 
fully, not only without detriment, but with infinite advantage to 
all the interests of the country. It is through this process that we 
at last must reach a sound, healthy system of tariff taxation, hav- 
ing no other object in view than the “public purpose” of raising 
revenue to support the Government, and I oppose any delay in com- 
mencing it. 


DISTRICT POLICE STATIONS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] 
to allow his resolution to be further informally laid aside, in order 









CONGRESSIONAL 





that I may ask the body to proceed to the consideration at this time 
of Senate bill No. 827. I will state to the Senator that it will not 
consume, in my opinion, five minutes; certainly not ten minutes. 

Mr. INGALLS. With the understanding that the unfinished busi- 
ness retains its place before the Senate, I accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course it is with that understanding. LIask that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by. me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be reported. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8. No. 827) to amend an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1882, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, with amendments 






















































































and in line 16, before “erection,” to insert ‘‘the;” so as to read: 














to make it read ** purchase of lots and the erection.” 
The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill: 


So that section 3 of said act will read as follows : 

“$Sxc. 3. That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and empowered to sell and convey, to the highest bidder, at pub- 
lic an¢tion, the following-named property belonging to the said District of Columbia 
in Washington City: Lot 3, square 382; part of lot 3, square 490, and parts of lots 
1 and 17in square 372; and also the following-named property in the city of George- 
town belonging to said District: Fish-wharf on square 6, part of lots, 47, 48, and 49 
in square 30, and poet lot 245 in square 99: Provi led, Thatif, in the 0 inion of said 
commissioners, the highest bid made at said sale for any or all of said lots is not a 
full and fair price for the same, the said commissioners shall have the right to 
reject such bid or bids and annul said sale or sales; and that the proceeds of the 
sale of the said lots situate in Washington shall be applied to the purchase of lots 
and the erection and furnishing of two or more new police saijen hooves in Wash- 
ington: and the proceeds of the sale of the said lots situate in Georgetown, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, shall be applied to the purchase of a lot and the 
erection and furnishing of a new engine-house for Engine Company No. 5 of the 
District of Columbia Fire Department, at present located in said city of George- 
town.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before we vote on this question I should be 
glad if the Senator from Tennessee would make some explanation of 
the bill, for we cannot learn anything about what it is by hearing it 
read, the ground being stated by numbers. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill was very carefully considered by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. The first feature in the bill is 
simply to authorize the commissioners of the District to convey cer- 
tain property that they have been heretofore authorized to sell and 
have sold. The additional feature is to authorize them to sell some 
two or three small parts of lots wholly unsuited to any public pur- 
pose and appropriate the proceeds to the purchase of other property 
that can be bought for perhaps a half or a third of the value of the 
property proposed to be sold, the proceeds to be used in the construc- 
tion of certain station-houses, eminently necessary at this time in the 
District. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 























































































































































































































CHARLES COLLINS. 


Mr. GROOME. With the same understanding as to the unfinished 
business, I ask the Senate at this time to proceed tothe consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 143) for the relief of Charles Collins. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $337.36 to reimburse 
Charles Collins, postmaster at Berlin, Worcester County, Maryland, 
for stamps stolen from the post-office at that place on the night of 
November 23, 1877. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there a report in the case ? 

Mr. GROOME. There is. I will state to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that a similar bill passed the Senate in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress and also in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

















































































































THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration at this 
time the bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler. 
It is a bill which has three times passed the Senate unanimously, and 
has now passed the House of Representatives and been reported unan- 
imously by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK. I shall not object to this bill, (I am perfectly willing 
to let it go through, ) but Iendeavored to get the floor before the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts for the purpose of saying that I shall object, 
although I know it is very unpopular to do so, to any Senator calling 
billsup out of their order. There are five or six bills on the Calendar 
in my charge, and I know I shall be reflected upon if I allow other 
more vigilant Senators to pass bills that stand behind those on the 
Calendar. After this bill is disposed of if anybody else makes a sim- 
iar request I give notice of my objection, so that we may go on under 

























































































The first amendment was in line 15, after “lots,” to insert “ and the,” | 


After the word **the,” in line 14, add the words ‘ purchase of lots and the,” so as | 





RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 7, 





the Anthony rule with the Calendar, and let each Senator have fair 
play with the bills which he has in charge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill which the Senator from 
Massachusetts asks to have considered at this time will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

By unanimous. consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It relieves Theophilus P. Chandler, 
late assistant treasurer of the United States at Boston, from all lia- 
bility for the acts of Julius F. Hartwell, late disbursing clerk and 
sashier in the office of the assistant treasurer, in loaning or advanc- 
ing the moneys or funds of the United States toMellen, Ward & Co., 
and from all liability to account for any moneys or funds of the 
United States which were loaned or advanced by Hartwell to Mellen, 
Ward & Co., the same having been without the default or negligence 
of Chandler. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much was thedefaleation? Ishould like to 
be advised on that point. If there is a report let it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Unless the Senator prefers to have the report read, I 
| will make a brief statement of the facts. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould be glad to have the Senator state the 
| facts. 

Mr. HOAR. The sub-treasurer of the United States at Boston had 
in his custody specie and its equivalent to the amount of some seven 
or eight million dollars at the time of these transactions. Of course 
it was entirely impossible that he should be personally possessed of, 
have in his manual custody all the time, that amount of money. He 
was obliged to have the aid of several subordinates, who had access 
to the vault. One of those subordinates was a clerk whom he found 
in the office, he having been appointed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury before the sub-treasurer came into oftice, the clerk bearing a high 
character for steadiness, sobriety, and honesty. He was promoted 
in the office once by the Secretary of the Treasury on the recommen- 
dation of this sub-treasurer. That was his history. A teller in a 
national bank with whom this clerk had some confidential and inti- 
mate relations became a speculator and a defaulter ; and this clerk 
took from the sub-treasury gold certificates to the amount of between 
two and three hundred thousand dollars, which were of such a size 
that I believe they could be transported in the waistcoat pocket, and 
loaned them to the teller to make up his accounts inthe bank. Then, 
when the bank examination had taken place they were returned to 
the sub-treasnry, and there used for making up the accounts of the 
sub-treasurer. 

That condition of things went on for some time, when there being 
some danger of detection this clerk in the sub-treasury confessed his 
crime, the gold certificates being in the sub-treasury of the United 
States at the time and the accounts all right. Thereupon he was 
prosecuted, convicted, sentenced, and imprisoned for aterm of yéars ; 
as also was the bank officer. At the expiration of some six or eight 
years a judgment of the United States Supreme Court, on appeal from 
the Court of Claims, was rendered, in which the Supreme Court of 
the United States held that this subordinate officer was an officer of 
the United States, and his act was the act of an agent representing 
the United States as principal so far that the first taking of these 





gold certificates from the bank teller was illegal as against the bank ; . 


and the bank recovered judgment for that amount in the Court of 
Claims against the United States. The logic of that opinion leads to 
a conclusion which I have no doubt the United States Supreme Court 
would adopt in a proper case, that the sub-treasurer is not liable on 
his bond for this sum; and the authorities at the Treasury have taken 
that view of it. Many years have now passed, and neither suit nor 
claim has been made against the sureties of this sub-treasurer. 

The sub-treasurer is an aged man with little property—none to 
speak of. One of his bondsmen is a brother, a man now past three- 
score and ten, whoisa man worth several hundred thousand dollars and 
able to respond to hisshare ofthe bond. Another of the bondsmen was 
the late John A. Andrew, the famous governor of Massachusetts, who 
died leaving a widow and children and a personal estate of about thirty 
thousand dollars. That estate cannot be settled, and has remained 
several years without being finally settled, because if there be any 
claim of the United States it is a paramount claim to all other creditors 
whatever, as the Senate, of course, very well knows. Another surety 
was the late J. Wiley Edmunds, a distinguished merchant and manu- 
facturer of the city of Boston, well known by reputation undoubtedly 
tomany gentlemen who hear me, but who died insolvent three or four 
yearsago. His estate isin bankruptcy, and not a dollar ofthat bank- 
rupt estate can be paid out unless the assignees take upon themselves 
the personal risk that at some remote future time the United States 
may see fit to make a claim, and that claim may be established. 

That is the case. It seemed to the Committee on Claims, as it 
seemed to the House of Representatives, and it has so seemed to the 
Senate three times unanimously on an explanation of the case, that 
justice requires that these sureties should be discharged. Ifthe United 


justice to the citizen requires that we should remove this cloud from 
this bankrupt estate, and from Mrs. Andrew and her children, and 
Mr. Chandler, the surviving surety. If, on the other hand, the United 
States has a claim, it seems to me equally demonstrable that justice 
requires that it should not be enforced. We acted on that principle 
a little while ago in regard to the collector of the port of Savannah, 
as both the Georgia Senators would remember if either of them were 
here. The officer was careful and exercised all the prudence which 


States has no claim, asI believe under the decision of the courts, © 


e) 
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the lot of humanity would admit in the selection of subordinates. He 
could not exercise a physical personal oversight over the acts of per- 
sons who had admission to that vault; he could not count the contents 
of it in cash ina calendar year. Having been found to have done 
everything that proper care required, it seems to me that he, and 
still earl sureties, ought not to be held for the liability even if it 
existed, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
again, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. HOAR, Allow me to state before the bill is read that the re- 
port was made once by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, ] 
who is not a very rash man in allowing claims against the Govern- 
ment, once by the late Senator from Maine, Mr. Hamlin, I believe 
once by myself, and now by the present chairman of the committee, 
the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CAMERON. ] 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is all right. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. HOAR. It is alittle over $200,000. Ido not remember the 
exact odd thousand, but between $200,000 and $250,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is simply a release of that amount. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. A release of that much money. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The release of the sureties. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is a release of the money as 
well as of the sureties. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not a release of the money unless there isa claim 
for money. 

Mr, ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he 
says the Government has not commenced suit? 

Mr. HOAR. The Government has not commenced suit, and the 
Treasury Department does not propose to do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. How long since the claim originated ? 

Mr. HOAR. About sixteen years ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that ought to be sufficient. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeut, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


[should like to hear the bill read 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the unfinished 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in reference to the arrears of pensions act. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Wil! not the Senator from Ver- 
mont withdraw the motion and allow the Senate to go on for ashort 
time for the purpose of disposing of some of the private bills now on 
the Calendar? Ihave tried day after day to get the Senate to act 
upon the resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island, but it seems 
indisposed to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
row by a vote. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I understand that, but the Senate 
seems indisposed to act upon that rule, and therefore none of these 
bills can be got up except out of their order in this way. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will not stand in the way of my friend from 
Wisconsin if he thinks at this hour—if he will look at the clock— 
there is any prospect of doing much business. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not much business. I do not de- 
sire much to be done; I desire just one bill to be acted upon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw my motion, but I ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin to renew it. 


business be laid before the 


That was postponed until to-mor- 


SUPPLIES TO SIOUX INDIANS IN 1862. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
ate bill No. 36. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not object; I never do that when a Senator 
desires a bill considered ; but ifit be in order I should like to improve 
this opportunity to suggest that we agree upon a day very soon to 
take up the Calendar ; otherwise we shall spend the best part of this 
session in discussing a rule as to how to take up the Calendar. The 
Anthony rule, if it could be agreed upon, is doubtless a good one; 
but in the mean time I should be very glad if the Senate would con- 
sider the propriety of fixing a day to go at the Calendar in the old- 
fashioned way and dispose of the business that is ripe for action upon 
the means I do not object, of course, to any Senator’s getting up 
a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
the Senate to proceed to the present consideration of the bill named 
by him. 

Mr. BECK. 
I take it back. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill referred to by the Senator 
trom Wisconsin will be read for information. 

The Acting Secretary read the bill (S. No. 36) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the 
United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians 


I ask that the Senate consider Sen- 


I made an effort to object some little while ago, but 
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of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior f% the massacre 
of August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
CAMERON, of Wisconsin, December 21, 1881: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 36) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United 
States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subse- 
— to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for 
the payment thereof, report: 

Prior to 1863, the Sisseton, Wahpeton, Medawakanton, and Wahpakoota bands of 
the Dakota or Sioux Indians occupied extensive reservations in the State of Min- 
nesota. 

In August, 1862, said bands of Indians massacred a large number of men, women, 
and children in the State of Minnesota, and destroyed and damaged a large amount 
of Pienses y. 

t the time of this outbreak by the Sioux there was, under various treaties 
theretofore made and entered into between the United States and these bands of 
Sioux Indians, a large amount of money owing by the United States to said bands 
of Indians. . 

Congress, by act of February 16, 1863, entitled ‘“ An act for the reliefof persons 
for damages sustained by reason of depredations and injuries by certain bands of 
Sioux Indians,” (Stat., vol. 12, pp. 652, &c.,) abrogated and annulled all treaties 
then existing with said bands of Sioux, so far as the same imposed any future ob- 
ligation on the United States, and all lands and rights of occupancy within the 
State of Minnesota, and all annuities and claims, or any of them, due the Indians 
were forfeited. : 

At the time of the passage of this act the sum of $5,631,900 was owing by the 
United States to said bands of Sioux Indians; all the treaties pursnant to which 
this large sum of money was due and owing to said Indians were abrogated and 
annulled absolutely by said act of Congress passed February 16, 1863, and said sum 
was forfeited to the United States. All lands and rights of occupancy belonging 
to said Indians in Minnesota were, by the same act of Congress, also forfeited to 
the United States. Said act authorized the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint three commissioners, who should ascertain and 
determine the value of all property destroyed or damaged by said Indians during 
such outbreak, or by the troops of the United States in suppressing the same. 

There has been appropriated by Congress, in payment of claims determined pur 
suant to said act, the sum of $1,170, 374. All claims for damages, under said act, 
had to be presented within two years from its passage. 

The sum of $671,000 has also been appropriated by Congress for the removal of 
said Indians, and for subsisting them in their new homes. 

By act of Congress, entitled *‘ An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to discharge certain obligations of the United States to the creditors of the Upper 
and Lower bands of Sioux Indians,’’ approved May 16, 1874, (Stat., 18, p. 47,) the 
sum of $70,000 was coprnneins for payment to the creditors of said Indians aris 
ing under the treaty of June 19, 1858. 

Congress also, by an act for the relief of Hans C. Peterson, approved March 3, 
1877, (Stat., 19, p. 549,) appropriated the sum of $2,283.92. This was for damages 
eee aoarien to Peterson's property done by the Indians during the said Sioux out- 

preak, 

It appears by a letter from Hon. E. M. Marble, Acting Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, addressed to Hon. Angus Cameron, a member of the Senate Committee on 
Claims, under date of February 5, 1881, that no other or further sums have been 
appropriated for the benetit of said Sioux Indians which are properly chargeable 
to the said confiscated funds and annuities. 

As already stated, the aggregate amount of the said confiscated funds and aunui- 
ties was $5,631,900. 

The aggregate amount of the sums appropriated by the United States for the 
benefit of said Indians, as hereinbefore shown, is $1,913,657.92. The difference be- 
tween these twosums, namely, $3,718, 242.08, is the balance of said contiscated funds, 
and annuities now remaining in the Treasury of the’ United States. 

At the time of the said Sioux outbreak, the persons for whom this bill proposes 
to make provision were in business as Indian traders on the reservation occupied 
by said Indians. These traders were all duly licensed by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs to trade with the Indians. The most of the traders had been engaged 
in trading with the said Indians for quite a number of years. 

The ordinary course of business was this, that is to say: the traders sold and 
delivered to the Indians upon credit such goods and commodities as they desired 
to purchase, with the agreement that the aggregate ameunt of the indebtedness 
thereby created would be paid by the Indians to the traders out of the first annni- 
ties thereafter paid to them by the United States. This course of business was 
known to the resident Indian agents and to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
approved by them respectively. 

At the time of the outbreak the Indians were indebted to the traders in the sum 
of about one hundred and twenty thousand dollars, no part of which sum has been 
paid. No claim can be paid under this bill until the amount thereof is ascertained 
and settled by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Some of the traders presented their claims for settlement to the commission ap- 

pointed under the act of February 16, 1863; but the commission held that it had 

jurisdiction only of claims arising on account of “depredations and injuries” by 
said Indians, and that the claims of traders were not technically for ‘‘ depredations 
or injuries” done by the Indians ; and pursuant to this decision all the traders’ 
claims were thrown out and not considered at all by the commission. 

These Indians for a number of years prior to 1863 had been paid their annual an 
nuities about the last of June or the first of July of each year, at the Yellow Med 
icine and Red Wood agencies. 

About the last of June, 1863, the Upper or Northern bands of Sioux, to the num- 
ber of about three thousand five hundred, assembled at Yellow Medicine agency, 
and the Southern or Lower bands, to the number of about three thousand, at Red 
Wood agency, for the purpose of receiving their annual payments, but the money 
to make such payments was not received By the agent until after the outbreak, 
and the payments were never made. 

The Indians remained at these agencies until the outbreak occurred. They had 
no means of subsistence, and the provisions and supplies belonging to the Govern 
ment were soon exhausted. 

‘The Indians, while thus waiting for the payment of their annuities, were very 
ugly. The traders hestitated to furnish them with any more supplies on credit, 
but the Indians threatened to break into the warehouses and to help themselves. 
They did break into one warehouse and appropriated its contents. The Indian 
agents at the Yellow Medicine and Red Wood agencies were, from day to day, ex- 
pecting to receive money to pay the annuities, and they assured the traders that 
their claims against the Indians would then be paid. 

The traders subsisted the Indians for about six weeks prior to the outbreak. 
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The Indians had no means of paying for such subsistence, and, consequently, it 
was furnished on credit, and hence the large sum due the traders at the time of 
the outbreak. 5 ; . : 

This credit was given with the knowledge and by direction of the Indian agent, 
and in many instances at his request. 

Thomas J. Galbraith was the United States Indian agent for the Sioux Indians 
in 1862, and was stationed at the Upper or Yellow Medicine Sioux agency prior to 
and at the time of the outbreak. 

Mr. Galbraith, in his aflidavit filed with your committee, states as follows, name- 


vi That to alleviate the sufferings of the Indians and preserve order and prevent 

an outbreak and general disturbance on the frontier, and in the belief that the 
money to pay the annuities would arrive in time to enable him and the Indians to 
meet all obligations incurred thereby, he did recommend and advise all the traders 
having food and supplies in that country to furnish the said Indians all they could 
spare, without reference to the accounts of individual Indians, or of particular 
bands. And that pursuant to such recommendation and request from him, as 
United States Indian agent, many of said traders, if not all, did furnish said In- 
dians tlour, meat, sugar, coffee, clothing, and other supplies, the amount and value 
of which are not accurately known to this deponent, but in large quantities.” 

William H. Shelley, of Saint Paul, Minnesota, who wasaclerk for Indian Agent 
Galbraith, at the Yellow Medicine agency, at the time of the outbreak, in his affi- 
davit, states that to his knowledge, the traders farnished supplies to the Indians 
by the direction of Galbraith, with the understanding that payment therefor would 
be made as soon as the annuities were paid. 

The outbreak would probably have taken place sooner than it did if the Indians 
had not been supplied by the traders. 

Under the state of facts herein set forth, the committee are of the opinion that 
said traders ought to be paid out of said confiscated annuities now in the Treasury 
of the United States, amounting, as already stated, to $3,718,242.08. And the com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass. q 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the bill be amended 
by inserting in line 5, after the words “United States,” the follow- 
ing: 

Who were licensed Indian traders at the time the indebtedness accrued. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. Let us 
read that report before we pass this bill which apparently involves 
$3,000,000 in some way. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me a word before he makes 
the motion ? 

Mr. BECK. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to suggest another reason why the bill 
should not be acted upon at thistime. The title of the bill discloses 
that it is to ascertain the amount of supplies furnished to certain 
Indians which were destroyed in some Indian outbreak, and it ap- 
propriates $120,000, and then provides that this sum shall be charged 
over tothe forfeited or confiscated funds of the Sisseton, Wahpeton, 
and other bands of the Sioux. 

Now, Mr. President, if there is anything that may be considered 
with propriety by the Committee on Indian Affairs, it seems to me 
that this is. ‘Of course I know that the Senator from Minnesota, 
who introduced the bill, [Mr. W1INDOM,] did not introduce it and 
have it referred to the Committee on Claims with any purpose of 
withdrawing from the consideration of the Indian Committee any- 
thing proper for it, but these bands of Indians are the wards of the 
nation and their funds are to be taken care of, and are in some sense 
under the care of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and all these 
matters should have been referred to that committee. Nosooner will 
this bill have been passed than there will be an appeal to the Con- 
gress of the United States, which will be referred to that committee, 
to take care of these Indians, because they have nothing to live on. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will allow me one moment, these funds were the prop- 
erty of the bands of Sioux Indians mentioned in the bill and in the 
report, but Congress passed an act in 1863 confiscating these funds 
and all of these fuids. That act was approved by the President of 
the United States. These moneys have not since belonged to these 
hands of Indians, but have been covered into the Treasury, so that 
these bands of Indians have nothing more to do with these funds than 
they have with any other money in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. So I supposed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Ifthe Senator willallow me further, 
this bill or a bill of which this is a copy was introduced during the 
last Congress, I think by one of the Senators from Minnesota, although 
IT am not certain about that, and it was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. It was considered by that committee during the last Con- 
gress and was reported favorably from the committee to the Senate. 
It was not reached on the Calendar, and consequently was not acted 
upon, 

Mr. DAWES. I am aware that this payment is to be charged to 
what are denominated in the bill the confiscated or forfeited funds 
of these bands of Indians; but what is to become of the Indians, or 
whether these forfeited funds now in the Treasury might not with 
more propriety be devoted to taking care of the Indians than pay- 
ing this, is a fair matter to be considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, as well as the character of these Indian supplies and the cir- 
cumstances under which they were destroyed. I am not very famil- 
iar with Indian matters, but the consideration of such questions 
seems to me to be the proper province of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. Jam informed by the Senator from Kansas, who has been 
upon the Committee on Indian Affairs, that some time previous to 
my having been a member of that committee this whole matter was 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs and investigated by them. 
Of course, ] know nothing about that. Now, 1 do not complain 


either of the Senator who introduced the bill or of the Committee on 
Claims. 
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Mr. BECK. I desire to ask specially what law there is—if there 
is any I do not now recall it—anthorizing Indian agents to trade on 
eredit with Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. -There are a great many questions, I can see, that 
came up here which are familiar to the Indian Committee, and should 
be considered by them. Now, as I said, I do not complain of any 
work taken away from that committee, but it does seem to me that 
if that committee is to be of any service it ought to have the Indian 
matters referred to it. I dislike to sit here and see these matters 
taken jurisdiction of by other committees and disposed of and the 
remnants of the affair sent to be considered by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Beyond this I have no desire especially. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to know where the Indians are who got 
the credit here spoken of. Are they in the United States ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. They are in the United States. I 
think the reservation is in Dakota now. 

Mr. BECK. A very large number of those who took part in that 
massacre are now in Northern Canada. I saw some of them there 
last summer. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There are some there also. 

Mr. BUTLER. This bill seems likely to produce a great deal of 
discussion; and if the Senator from Wisconsin is not very anxious 
about its being passed this evening, I will move anadjournment. I 
will not press the motion if he insists on the bill; but it seems tome 
it will lead to a great deal of debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the unfinished business be laid before the 
Senate prior to adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in reference to the arrears of pensions act. 
It is moved that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and fifty-six min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 7, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
F. D. Powerr. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to dispense with the reading of so much 
of the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday as relates to the for- 
mal introduction of bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and approved. 


SUBLETTING MAIL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent at this time to offer for 
immediate consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Theresolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas complaints are daily received from various sections of the country 
touching the subletting of contracts for carrying the United States mails, which 
custom has caused great confusion in the delivery of the mails, to the manifest dis- 
advantage of the people: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, requested to furnish 
this House such information as he may have concerning such custom as mentioned 
above ; how it fects the service, and if, in his opinion, the law should be changed 
in relation to the subject, with any suggestions he may have as to the legal enact- 
ments that will most effectually prevent the practice. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAINT JOSEPH RIVER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ask leave to introduce for immediate considera- 
tion a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which objec- 
tion will be asked for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to report to the House by 
what authority the railroad bridge across the Saint Joseph River, just at its 
mouth, at Saint Joseph, Michigan, is permitted, and whether such bridge is an im- 
pediment to navigation. : 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CALVIN B. MARBLE. 


Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4163) granting a pension to Calvin B. Marble; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 


i ordered to be printed. 


1882. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state that it appears from 
the RecorpD of this morning that a number of petitions and memo- 
rials were introduced in the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings 
which do not show by whom they were introduced. The Clerk in- 
forms the Chair that this is the fault of members themselves, by fail- 
ing to indorse such petitions and memorials with their names, so as 
to enable the Clerk to know to whom they should be credited. 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF A PAIR. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I was absent in 
the committee-room yesterday when the vote was being taken on the 
alcoholic liquor traffic bill, our committee having leave to sit during 
sessions of the House. I was paired with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Harris, ] and our pair was handed in to the Clerk some 
days ago. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the pair 
did not contain on its face anything to warrant him in believing that 
it was a continuing pair. 

Mr. TALBOTT. It was understood to be a continuing pair, and 
for that reason I was not present to vote on that bill. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I demand the regular order. 
The regular order is the call of committees for 


Mr. ERRETT. 

The SPEAKER. 
reports. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES ILLEGALLY COLLECTED. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 30) to pro- 
vide for repaying internal-revenue tax illegally collected; which 
was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
printed. 

JOHN SMEATON. 

Mr. ERRETT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 1847, a bill (H. R. No. 4164) to 
reimburse John Smeaton for United States bonds and coupons owned 
by him and destroyed by fire; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

G. W. THOMPSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HUBBELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 1444) for the relief of G..W. Thompson and 
others, with an amendment; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN B. CHENOWITH. 

Mr. SPEER, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back, as a substitute for House bill No. 2076, a bill (H. R. No. 4165) 
for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of John B. Cheno- 
with, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

R. GORTHY AND C. GREEN. 

Mr. WILLITS, from the Committee onthe Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 804) for the 
relief of Robert Gorthy and Calvin Green ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

ISSUANCE OF DUPLICATE CHECKS AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. No. 3220) to ratify the issuance of duplicate checks in certain 
case§ by the superintendent of the mint of the United States at San 
Francisco ; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS TOBY. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1660) for 
the relief of the heirs of Thomas Toby ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

INFAMOUS CRIMES. 


Mr. CULBERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 1675) concerning capital and 
otherwise infamous crimes; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and the amendment and report ordered to be printed. 

IOWA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 332, a bill (H. R. No. 4166) to divide 
the State of Iowa into two judicial districts; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5182 REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
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R. No. 3371) to amend section 5182 of the Revised Statutes; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. CRAPO, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2406, a bill (H. R. No. 4167) 
to enable national banking associations to extend their corporate 
existence; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. CRAPO. 
a report, 

Mr. BUCKNER. With the consent of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, I offer as gv minority report a substitute for the bill 
which has just been reported, and ask that it be printed. I suggest 
that the bill reported by the committee and the minority substitute 
be printed in the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER. The minority report will be received and printed 
with the committee’s report. The Chair will state that in this call 
it has not been the practice to ask unanimous consent to print in the 
ReEcorD. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] can make 
that request at the proper time. 


The minority of the committee desire also to present 


PORT OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 570) to extend the limits of the 
port of New Orleans, and for other purposes, and making appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the harbor of said port; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the amendments and report 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CALER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2845) for the relief of James 
Caler, and moved that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NICARAGUA CLAIMS. 

Mr. LORD. The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred House bill No. 6, has unanimously instructed me to report it 
back with an adverse recommendation. 1 am also instructed to unani- 
mously report in its place a concurrent resolution, and, if in order, I 
ain instructed to ask the immediate consideration of the concurrent 
resolution offered as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent cannot be requested in this 
eall. 

The bill (H. R. No. 6) authorizing the President to make the neces- 
sary arrangements to carry into effect any convention between the 
United States and Nicaragua for the adjustment of claims which 
may be duly concluded between the two governments was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ardered to be printed. 

Mr. LORD. I withhold for the present the concurrent resolution. 


DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC, 


Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with favorable recommendations bills and a joint resolution of 
the following titles; and the same were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No, 3082) granting condemned cannon to the Anna 
M. Ross Post, No. 94, of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Phila- 
delphia ; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 8) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
to deliver to the city of Waterloo, Iowa, three condemned cannon and 
four cannon balls, for decoration of soldiers’ cemetery ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 459) donating condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to the city of Topeka, Kansas, for monumental purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 605) donating cannon and cannon balls to aid in 
the construction of a suitable soldiers’ monument at Portland, Maine ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 679) donating condemned cannon, &c., for mon- 
umental and other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1287) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
condemned cannon for the soldiers’ cemetery at Gallipolis, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2552) to donate condemned cannon to the Soldiers 
and Sailors’ Association of Bellaire, Ohio ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3001) to authorize the Secretary of War to turn 
over to Samson Post, No. 22, of the Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Rochester, New Hampshire; four condemned cannon; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3333) to donate one condemned bronze cannon to 
the citizens of Otsego, Michigan. 

DAVID W. STOCKSTILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 1356) for the relief of David W. Stockstill, and 
moved that the committee be-discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that the same be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MORTON MONUMENTAL ASSOCIATION. 
Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
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back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 96) granting condemned cannon to the Morton Monumental Asso- 
ciation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL REYNOLDS. 

Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. R. No. 38) 
appropriating thirty condemned guns for an equestrian statue of 
Major-General John Fulton Reynolds, who fell at Gettysburgh, July 
1, 1863; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

WAR CLAIMS OF STATES, ETC. 

Mr. BAYNE also, from the same committee, submitted the views 
of the minority, to accompany the report of the majority, upon the 
bill (H. R. No. 3839) to authorize the Secretary of War to ascertain 
and report to Congress the claims respectively of the States of Kansas, 
Nevada, Oregon, and Texas, and the Territories of Idaho and Wash- 
ington, for repelling invasions and suppressing hostilities; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

IIERMAN BIGGS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1032) for the 
relief of Herman Biggs; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES W. TRACY. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Afiairs, reported, as 
2 substitute for House bill No. 1539, a bill (H. R. No. 4168) authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to reinstate Charles W. Tracy 
on the active list of the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN DOUGLASS OTTINGER. 

Mr. HARMER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No. 2618, a bill (H.R. No. 4169) for the 
relief of Captain Douglass Ottinger, of the Revenue Marine Service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. CASSIDY, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported, 


section 2326 of the Revised Statutes, in regard to mineral lands; 

which was read a first and second time, placed on the House Calen- 

dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER, COLORADO. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 81, a bill 
(CH. R. No. 4171) to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a suitable building for the post-office and other Government offices 
in the city of Denver, Colorado; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SYRACUSE, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, from the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2521, a bill 
(H. R. No. 4172) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Syracuse, New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, also, from the same committee, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 1089, a bill (H. R. No. 4173) for the 
erection of a public building at Brooklyn, New York, for use as a 
post-office and United States court, and for the accommodation of 
the United States Internal Revenue officials, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. DE MOTTE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 723, a bill (H. 
R. No. 4174) for the erection of a public building at Marquette, 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PEORIA, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. DE MOTTE also, from the same committee, reported, asa sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 179, a bill (H. R. No. 4175) for the erection 
of a public building in Peoria, in the State of Hlinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


as a substitute for House bill No. 2190, a bill (H. R. No. 4170) to amend ordered to be printed. 


| report:ordered tobe printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 218, a bill (H. 
R. No. 4176) for the erection of a public building at Quincy, Illinois ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COUNCIL BLUFFS, 1OWA. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 308, a bill (H. R. No. 4177) 
for the erection of a public building at Council Bluffs, lowa; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SCRANTON, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2594, a bill (H. R. No, 4178) 
to authorize the purchase of asite and the erection of a suitable build- 
ing for a post-office and other Government offices in the city of Scran- 
ton, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OXFORD, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. BEACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 863, a bill (H. R. No. 4179) 
for the erection of a public building at Oxford, Mississippi; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, AUGUSTA, GEORGIA. 

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 109, a bill (H. 
R. No. 4180) for the erection of a public building for Federal uses in 
the city of Augusta, Georgia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OWENSBOROUGH, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Hlinois, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 475, a 
bill (H. R. No. 4181) for the erection of a public building at Owens- 
borough, Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 


JOHN LAPPERT. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1258) granting a pension to John 
Lappert; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed, 

SARAH A. ILOOPER, 


Mr. LATHAM, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 4182) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hooper; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J, COFER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2260) 
granting a pension to Thomas J. Cofer; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JULIA A. ROSS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3074) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia A. Ross; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


SARAIL LUPKIN MERCHANT. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1435) granting a pension to Sarah 
Lupkin Merchant ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. : 
CAROLINE CHASE. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 2088) granting a pension 
to Caroline Chase ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

: JAMES F. ROSE. 

Mr. PARKER also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No, 2127) granting a 
pension to James.¥. Rose; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar; and the accompanying 
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ANNA M. MARSIIALL, 


Mr. SIMONTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
2491) for the relief of Anna M. Marshall; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETIL A. HENDRICKSON. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3258) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Hendrickson; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ROBBINS. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 157) granting a pension to John Robbins; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 





SYLVIA JENKS. 

Mr. FULKERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 329) granting a pension to Sylvia Jenks; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BUCKINGHAM STUART. 

Mr. FULKERSON also, from the same committee, reported back | 
adversely the petition of Buckingham Stuart; which was laid upon | 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GRATIAM. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1598, a bill (H. R. No. 4183) for the relief of 
George W. Graham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, | 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. | 

Mr. HOUK also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 1602) for the relief of Luther M. Blackman; which was | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- | 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RENI E, DE RUSSEY. . 

Mr. HOUK also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 3648) for the reliefof Reni E. De Russey, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

MADISON FEMALE ACADEMY, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, from the Committee on War Claims, | 
reported back adversely the petition of the trustees of the Madison 
Female Academy, located at Richmond, Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. It will be laid upon the table and the report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. No; but under the rule I ask that 
it be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private | 
Calendar. 

There was no objection, and the adverse report was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEGAL HEIRS OF HUGH WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back | 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
Hugh Worthington; which was laid upon the table, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MOUNT OLIVET CEMETERY COMPANY. 


Mr. GEDDES also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the claim of the Mount Olivet Cemetery Company, of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee ; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN G. SLEMAKER. 

Mr. JADWIN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 

adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1381) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen G. 


Slemaker ; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 





CHARLES R,. ALLEN, 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 527) for the relief of 
Charles R. Allen; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. BINGHAM. 

Mr. REED, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 3068) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay Henry H. Bingham the compensation allowed to disbursing agents 
for public buildings; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. . 

OUTSTANDING CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- | 
ported, as a substitute for House bill: No. 3408, a bill (H. R. No. | 
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4184) to amend the ninth section of the act entitled “An act to pro- 

vide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District 

of Columbia,” and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 

hear the same, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Cal- 

endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS ON TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL. 

Mr. McCLURE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back a 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 83) to furnish the civilian members of the 
United States Testing Board of American Iron and Steel fifty copies 
each of the forthcoming report on that subject ; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CORRECTION OF A REFERENCE. 

Mr. PEELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that the bill (H. R. No. 
300) for the relief of John Fletcher, which reported on the 26th instant 
from the Committee on Claims, with the view to its reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, be taken from the table, where by some 
mistake it seems to have been laid, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Iam informed by the clerk of that committee 
that the bill has not been received ; and from.the report accompany- 
ing the bill, which has been printed, I tind that the bill was laid upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. Was this an adverse report? 

Mr. PEELLE. No, sir; it was simply a report recommending the 
change of reference. It will be remembered that some days ago a 
motion was made by the gentleman from Kansas, which was adopted, 


| that these various Indian depredation claims be returned from the 


several committees to which they had been referred and all of them 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Under that order of 
the House I reported this bill back and asked that the reference be 
changed accordingly. I now ask that the bill be taken from the 
table and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I desire to move that we go to the Speaker's 
table for the purpose of taking up Senate bill No. 1092, with the view 


Mr. CHALMERS. 


| of putting it upon its passage. 


The SPEAKER. In what sense is that a privileged motion ? 

Mr. CHALMERS. The motion to go the Speaker’s table at this 
time is a privileged motion ; but of course to reach a particular bill, 
In this case, however 

The SPEAKER. We have not reached the time under the rule 
when that would be a privileged motion. 

Mr. CHALMERS. If the Chair will examine the rule he will find 
that he is mistaken. The rule provides that this motion is in order 
after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Not to interfere with the special order: 

Mr. PAGE. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has, 

Mr. PAGE. ‘Then I rise for the purpose of calling up the special 
order set for to-day, the bill (H. R. No. 3540) to regulate, limit, and 
suspend the immigration of Chinese laborers to the United States, 





| which was made a special order for to-day, after the morning hour. 


Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the call for 
the special order. I desire to introduce for reference—— 

Mr. HORR. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. Theregular orderis the special orderset for to-day. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. In pursuance of the notico which I gave last 
wetk, I now move to take up the House Calendar for the purpose of 
considering the bill (H. R. No. 3550) making an apportionment of 
Representatives in Congress among the several States under the 
tenth cencus, and ask its present consideration, 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is not a privileged question. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the Speaker permit me to call his atten- 
tion to the rule, and ask that it be read in regard to the order of 
motions which are privileged at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi that the motion which he has submitted is not a privileged 
motion as against a special order. A special order is set down by 
unanimous consent, and it is semething of a higher privilege than 
the motion which the gentleman submits and which he desires to 
interpose. Thespecial order was made some days ago by unanimous 
consent of the House, and of course takes precedence of any other 
business at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When this proposition was made to fix to-day 
for the consideration of the special order I myself interposed an 
objection that it should not interfere with the apportionment bill 
or appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California recognizes that 


| exception. ; 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then his motion, of course, will not antagonize 
either of the bills to which I have referred. 
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Mr. CHALMERS. Has the Chair decided that the motion which 
I have made is not a privileged motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has answered the gentleman from 
Mississippi to the effect that his motion would not be in order as 
against a special order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would not be in order, of course. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Would it not be in order after the unfinished 
business? 

The SPEAKER. As against a special order it would not be in 
order. A special order, as the Chair has stated, has been fixed for 
to-day. 

Mr. PAGE. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ANDERSON. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. My point of order is that the apportionment 
bill is not a privileged question, and I would like to be heard a mo- 
ment upon that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Califor- 
nia first. 

Mr. PAGE. I am aware that the bill which was made the special 
order for to-day to limit Chinese emigration was made a special 
order, not, however, to interfere with the apportionment or appro- 
priation bills, which were excepted. I do not propose to antagonize 
the apportionment bill, but I want this bill which was made the 
special order of the House for to-day, if it shall not be called up to- 
day because of the consideration of either of the bills to which Ihave 
referred, be made the special order for some future day, as soon as 
the apportionment bill is out of the way. 

Mr. HAZELTON. That is fair. 

Mr. PAGE. It seems to me the House ought to consent to it, and 
fix a day for the consideration of this bill as soon as the apportion- 
ment bill shall have been disposed of, as well as the appropriation 
bill now pending for the service of the Post-Office Department. I 
understand that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will consent to this arrangement, and I hope this disposition will be 
made of it. If that is done, I will be content. 

Mr. CANNON. That does not bind the House. 

Mr. PAGE. And I shall ask that the consideration of the bill may 
be continued from day to day until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California, the Chair under- 
stands, consents that the bill which was made the special order for 
to-day may be passed over with a view to taking up either the appor- 
tionment bill or Post-Office appropriation bill, provided another day 
be set apart for its consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr. ELLIS. I object. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask that my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. WILLIs,] be heard for a moment. 

Mr. ELLIS. I neither recall nor waive the objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the House will agree to an early day for the 
consideration of this bill. There are one or two facts which may be 
stated in this connection. For over eleven years the people of the 
Pacific slope have been appealing to Congress for relief from Chinese 
immigration. As early as the second session of the Forty-first Con- 
gress, an effort was made to secure legislation from this body. In 
the Forty-second Congress, and also in the Forty-third Congress, nu- 
merous memorials, resolutions of public meetings, and petitions, one 
of which numbered over 10,000 signatures, were presented to the same 
effect and with the same result. At the first session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress these renewed appeals for relief met for the first time 
with a favorable response. A joint resolution was introduced and 
passed calling upon the President of the United States to “open nego- 
tiations with the Chinese Government for the purpose of modifying 
the provisions of the treaty between the two countries, and restrict- 
ing the same to commercial purposes.” These authoritative requests 
on the part of Congress failed to secure the desired result. At the 
same session a joint special committee was appointed which made a 
voluminous report, and also recommended a change or abrogation of 
the Burlingame treaty. 

In the Forty-fifth Congress, as chairman of the sub-committee and 
acting under instructions of my committee, introduced in February, 
1878, a joint resolution which was passed, requesting the executive 
department to negotiate a new treaty upon the subject of Chinese 
immigration. This resolution, althongh passed by both Houses of 
Congress, called forth no practical effort at action, and therefore on 
the 14th January, 1879, our committee reported a bill limiting the 
number of Chinese immigrants to fifteen upon any one vessel. That 
bill was promptly vetoed by Mr. Hayes, and the only hope for relief 
remaining was in the treaty-making power. Commissioners were at 
length appointed who concluded a new treaty on the 17th November, 
i880, which authorizes legislation by Congress to “limit, regulate, 
and suspend” Chinese immigration. 

The recital of these numerous efforts must make clear to this Con- 

ess their duty, and that duty is to place upon the statute-book a 

aw which will execute the provisions of this treaty and remove for- 
ever from American politics this alien, non-assimilative, and disturb- 
ing element. 

There is another fact which this House should bear in mind, and 
which should secure early action upon this bill. The treaty was con- 
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cluded the 17th of November, 1880. The second section extends the 
right of residence to all Chinese ‘‘now inthe United States.” It was 
within the power of this country to ratify that treaty immediately 
and enforce its provisions by appropriate legislation. If we pass the 
bill now pending at once, there will be an interval of a year and a 
half, or more, during which the number of Chinese might be largely 
increased. The bill we have presented places this class of immigrants 
upon equal footing with the Chinese who were here at the time the 
treaty was concluded. Every week, every month until we pass this 
bill, increases the number of Chinese and increases the burden now 
resting upon the people of the Pacific slope. They have borne this 
burden with a patience and a patriotism that have won for them the 
admiration of the whole country. They deserve, they have the right 
to demand the immediate aid of the American Congress ; and I hope 
that aid will be promptly extended. The past efforts at legislative 
relief, the nature of the treaty, the length of time since it was con- 
cluded, justice to the people immediately interested, the dictates of 
common humanity and benevolence, as well as the plainest sugges- 
tions of practical statesmanship, all demand that this problem of 
Chinese immigration shall be solved, and solved at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the motion of my colleague upon the com- 
mittee will prevail. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

Mr. ELLIS. I object. 

Mr. PAGE. Then I move that the House proceed with the regular 
order, the bill H. R. No. 3540. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I insist on the consideration of the apportion- 
ment bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Prescotr] 
calls up the apportionment bill. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. If any question is to arise as to its being a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege, I beg simply to state to the House that 
there can be no higher privilege than that which goes to the organi- 
zation and formation of the House itself, and to obey the mandate of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have heard no objection to setting the bill for 
consideration on a future day. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made by the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. ELLs. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I should like to be indulged for a few moments in 
reference to the question which has been made the special order. 
I hope the House will take the matter up and consider it and dispose 
of it. As has been truly remarked by my colleague on the committee 
(Mr. WILLIs] we, the Representatives upon this floor from California, 
have been for eleven years asking for legislation to relieve the Pacific 
coast from the evils of Chinese immigration. A bill was passed in the 
Forty-fifth Congress under a suspension of the rules. As this House 
knows, that bill was vetoed. The President afterward, in accordance 
with a concurrent resolution of both Houses, sent a commission to 
China for the purpose of negotiating an amendment to the existing 
treaty, so that legislation could be had. We also succeeded in obtain- 
ing a modification of the existing treaty. The Senate has adopted 
it. It has been promulgated by the President of the United States ; 
and in obedience to that treaty, so modified, the Representatives from 
the Pacific coast come before you now and ask you to pass some law 
in accordance with that treaty that will relieve the people of this 
great evil; so that in future time, Mr. Speaker, we shall have no 
more Morey letters: 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. This is not a subject of 
debate... It is an application to the House for unanimous consent to 
make a special order. The Chair understands objection is made to 
the request. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAGE. Would it be in order to move that the consideration of 
this subject-matter be assigned to some day certain? If not, I shall 
insist on the House taking it up and considering it now. Much as I 
dislike antagonizing the apportionment bill, I consider it a higher 
duty to my constituents to have this bill considered and have this 
matter decided. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HAZELTON. [I also desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only entertain one parliamentary 
inquiry at atime. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. ATKINS. My inquiry is whether it is not a question of con- 
sideration as to what the House shall take up, notwithstanding the 
special order ? 

The SPEAKER. The special order was made subject to the appor- 
tionment bill and appropriation bills, and therefore has no status as 
against either. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise again to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it notin 
order now to move to postpone the consideration of the special order 
to a day certain ? 

The SPEAKER. The House has not entered on the consideration 
of this bill at all. 

Mr. PAGE, Then I ask the gentleman from New York to with- 
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draw his demand to take up the apportionment bill and allow us to 
enter sufficiently on the consideration of the bill I have in charge to 
make it in order to move to postpone the special order. 

Mr. RANDALL. It occurs to me this is a matter which can be 
easily settled. The motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PRESCOTT] is the preferred motion. It involves a question of the 
highest constitutional privilege. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. 

Mr. RANDALL. That, then, is the first motion to be submitted, 
and if that motion is submitted it will cut off all this debate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand, the question to be submitted is 
whether we shall take up the apportionment bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PREscotTrT] 
calls up for consideration the apportionment bill. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] rises to make a point of order against 
it. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kansas on that question. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Geor- 


except a few questions which have been regarded heretofore as con- 
Stitutional questions of privilege. Now what are those questions of 
privilege under the rules of this House? Rule IX says: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House col- 
lectively. 

Does a bili fixing the size of a House for two years or four years or 
ten years hence affect the rights of this House collectively? Not in 
the least. Therefore it cannot be a question of privilege under that 
clause of the rule. Nor under the following: 

Its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings. 

There is no clause of the rule under which this bill can possibly 
come in as a question of privilege. If it is to be considered a ques- 
tion of privilege at all, it can only be so held as a question which 
rests upon or is governed by. the mandates of the Constitution of the 
ae States, and I think that is the point which my friend proposes 
to make. 

I wish to say furthermore that I am informed that there have been 
a few rulings in previous Congresses on this subject, and that those 
rulings have been in the line of permitting this committee to call u 
such a bill as this whenever it chooses. But it does not exactly fol- 
low that a precedent is always right. I wish to suggest for the con- 
sideration of the Chair whether the language of the Constitution to 
which reference will be made is of so mandatory a character that it 
permits the settling, not of the aportionment of members of a House 
of ae eg but of the time when this House shall proceed to 
consider a bill for that purpose. That is the point here raised. The . 
language of the Constitution is this: 

Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several States 
according to their respective numbers, &c. 

Now, it is held that that language is mandatory, and being manda- 
tory upon this House, therefore it follows that the committee having 
charge of an apportionment bill shall have the power, not to have 
their bill considered under the rules of the House but to override all 
rules. Thatisthe point. The claim is that this constitutional power 
attaches to this bill and that the committee have a right to bring it 
in here whenever they choose. 

Mr. HORR. I riso to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to ask the Chair if he is not fully satisfied in 
reference to the question before the House, and if it is not competent 
for us now toobtain a decision of the Chair, so that we may proceed 
to work on one of these bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not regard that as a question of 
order. The Chair is willing to hear both sides of this question. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Allow me to suggest that it is a very sensible 
question, if it is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON] a question. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think a discussion of this 
point of order is a barren discussion, for the reason that whether this 
apportionment bill be privileged or not it is in the power of the ma- 
jority of the House to go on with it or with anything else it chooses. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have very seldom, I think never, on a question 
of order occupied the attention of this House for five minutes. 

Now, I am very well aware that there is a combination of the State 
of New York, the State of Pennsylvania, and the State of Illinois, 
supported by a majority sufficient, as they think, to bulge this bill 
through in spite of everything. I merely wish to suggest that I do 
not propose to be silenced. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. There is no 
combination on the part of Illinois. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I am very happy to hear it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. And none on the part of New York. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Now, ifthis be a constitutional question in the 
sense that the making of this apportionment is commanded by the 
word “shall,” then I insist that the clause which declares that ‘ each 
Senator shall have one vote” would by parity of reasoning enable a 
Senator to vote just whenever he pleases. I suggest, furthermore, 
that the clause declaring, ‘‘ each House shall keep a journal of its 
proceedings, and from time to time publish the same, excepting such 
parts as may in their judgment require secrecy, and the yeas and 
nays of the members of either House on any question sha at the 
desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the journal,” would 
be mandatory in just the same sense. 

Now I do not care whether this bill comes up to-day or not; I 
should rather see it up than not, but my point is that under the rules 
of this House it is not a question of privilege. Secondly, I do not 
wish to put into the hands of gentlemen favoring this measure tho 
ability to call it up at any time in preference to an appropriation 
bill or any other measure and undertake to force us into a consider- 
ation of it under the gag. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. ANDERSON, ] which is that the con- 
sideration of the apportionment bill is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the Chair is not satisfied on that point I would 
like to say a word; otherwise I will not prolong the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to hear gentlemen briefly 
on this point. 

























ia rise? 

. Mr. STEPHENS. To submit a question of order. I understand 
the bill in regard to Chinese immigration was made the special order 
for to-day. When that question comes up the gentleman from New 
York moves to take up a privileged question over that. Now, I sub- 
mit, when the special order comes up the first question is for its con- 
sideration, and it is in order to move to postpone the consideration 
till a day certain. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state again the special order was 
made subject to the apportionment bill and to appropriation bills, 
and hence it would not come up before them. It is not a special order 
until they are disposedof. Therefore its consideration could not now 
be entered upon so as to make a motion to postpone in order. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The question of consideration on the appor- 
tionment bill can come up. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order-of the House the special order 
could not eee the matters which the order excepted. 

Mr. STEPHENS. It could not, but when the others are taken up 
the question of consideration could be raised as against them. 

The SPEAKER. If the House shall refuse to consider either of the 
other matters, then we will reach the special order again. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to say to the House if they will vote to take 
up this bill which has been made a special order, as soon as we have 
proceeded far enough to allow me under the rules to move to post- 
pone until a day certain I will make that motion, desiring in that 
way to save my rights. 

Mr. COLERICK. I desire to say for the information of the House 
that the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] who is a member of 
the committee that reported this bill, is necessarily absent and will 
not be here until to-morrow. I therefore suggest to the gentleman 
from New York, the chairman of the committee, [Mr. Prescott, ] 
that he defer the consideration of the apportionment bill until Thurs- 
day next, and I think I can assure him that, so far as this side of the 
House is concerned, no objection will be made to proceeding with its 
consideration at that time. It is due to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Cox, ] and it is due to the House, that he should be here 
during its consideration, as he has made it a matter of special study. 
aoe PRESCOTT. I am willing to submit that question to the 

ouse. 

Mr. ANDERSON. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I suppose there is no gentleman here who does 
not desire that an apportionment bill shall be passed. The simple 
question is whether this committee can, under the rules of the House, 
under the Constitution of the United States, or under the statutes, 
claim and exercise the power to designate the time when that appor- 
seen bill she! be called up, and it is on that point I wish to be 

eard. 

Iflunderstand correctly my friend from New York, [Mr. PREscorTt, ] 
he makes the point that the fixing of the size of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is a question of the highest constitutional privilege. I 
certainly would admit that. But, Mr. Speaker, the fixing of the 
size of what House? The House of Representatives of ten years ago ? 
Would the gentleman say that a bill regulating the size of that House 
would be a question of the highest privilege Seond upon the rights 
of this House, or the size of this House? Not at all. 

Does this apportionment bill propose to fix the size of this House? 
Not at all. Do not all of us know that any bill we may pass cannot 
take effect until March 3, 1883? It would only affect a House which 
would be a branch of a new Congress. 

Now upon what possible principle of justice, under what possible 
rule, can it be fairly alleged that a bill to fix the size of a House of 
Representatives of a Congress to come into existence ten years hence, 
or twenty years hence, or fifty years hence, is a question of privilege 
to such a degree that it can override an appropriation bill, that it 
can override a tariff bill, that it can override a bill regulating inter- 
state commerce, that it can override an order of this House such as has 
been fixed for to-day? That is the simple question, and that is the 
question I want to meet, 

I liege that all questions of privilege as recognized by the rules 
of this House and by the practice of this House are stated in its rules, 
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the next Congress; the necessary legislation that must take place in 

the different States at an early time, must all be taken into account. 

In view, therefore, of the character and scope of this measure, and 
its constitutional character, the Chair feels bound to hold that it is 
a question of high constitutional privilege. 

The Chair desires also to state in this connection that it is in- 
formed that this has been treated as a question of privilege at various 
times in the past history of Congressional legislation. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House proceed to consider the special 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The first question, if the gentleman desires to 
raise the question of consideration, would be, Will the House now pro- 
ceed to consider the apportionment bill? 

Mr. PAGE. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Is not that against the order of the House already 
made? It was understood at that time that that bill could not be 
used to antagonize the 7 A earn bill. It seems now that the 
intention is to use it for that purpose. 

Mr. PAGE. The House may not care to proceed with the consid- 
eration of the apportionment bill at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House can decide that independently of any 
other bill. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Will the House proceed to 
consider the bill (H. R. 3550) making apportionment of Representa- 
tives among the several States? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The question of consideration is on the appor- 
tionment bill alone at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is right. 

The Clerk will read the title of the bill ? 

The clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3550) making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress 
among the several States under the tenth census. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House proceed to consider the bill? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 51. 

Mr. COLERICK. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nays 63, not 
voting 66; as follows: 

YEAS—163. 
Lacey, 
Latham, 
Le Fevre, 


Lewis, 
Lindsey, 


Aldrich, 
Bees, 

e, 
Beach: 
Belmont, 
Beltzhoover, 
Blackburn, 
a 

rage, 
Renee, 
Browne, 
Bramm, 
Burrows, Julius C. 
Burrows, Jos. H. 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Calkins, 
Camp, 
Campbell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 


Scoville, 

Scranton, 
Shallenberger, 
Sherwin, 

Shultz, 

Simonton, 
Singleton, Otho R. 
Skinner, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Dietrich C. 
Smith, J. Hyatt 
Spaulding, 

Speer, 

Springer, 

Steele, 

Stone, 

Taylor, 
‘Thompson, P. B. 
‘Thompson, Wm. G. 
Townsend, Amos 
Turner, Oscar 


art. 

pdegraff, J. 'T. 
Upson, 
Valentine, 

Van Aernam, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wait, 


Dwight, 
Ellis 


Ermentrout, 
Errett, 

Farwell, Sewell S. 
Flower, 

Forney, 
Fulkerson, 
Geddes, 
Godshalk, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Gunter, 
Hammond, John 
Harmer, 
Haseltine, 
Hawk, 

Hei 


Manning, 
Marsh, 
McCoid, 
McCook, 
MeMillin, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Moore, 
Morrison, 
Mosgrove, 


eilman, 
Henderson, 
Hepburn, 
Herndon, 
Carpenter, Hewitt, Abram S. 
Caswell, Hewitt, G. W. 
Chalmers, Hill, 


Hiscock, 
Clark, Hoblitzell, 
Covington, Hooker, 
Crapo, Horr, 
Cravens, Hubbell, 
Culberson, Haubbs, 
Cullen, Jacobs, 
Cartin, Jadwin, 
Darrell, Jones, George W. 
Davis, George R. Jones, Phineas 
Dawes, Jorgensen, 


Deerin: : mn, 
De Motte, sana 


Warner, - 
Washburn, 
‘Watson, 
Webber, 
Wellborn, 
West, 


Whitthorne. 

‘Williams, Chas. G. 
ilson, 

Wise, George D. 

Wood, Walter A. 


Richardson, Jno. S. 
Colerick, Rosecrans, 
Converse, 


Cook, 


By. ; 
Shelley, 
Singleton, Jas. W. 
Ss er, 
Stephens, 


Stockslager, 


. Humphrey, 
Jones, James K. 
Ladd 


Leedom, 
Martin, 
Matson, ‘Tillm: 
McKenzie, 
March, 
Pacheco, 


b> 7 
Blount, 
Briggs, 
Buchanan, 
Buck, 
Buckner, 


an, 
‘Turner, Henry (i. 


Willis. 


NOT VOTING—466. 
Clements, 
Cornell, 
Cox, Samuel 8. 
Cox, William R. 


Crowley, 
Outts, 
Davidson, 


Barr, 
Belford, Deuster, 


Dibrell, Joyce, 
Knott, 
Mason, 
McClure, 
McKinley, 
McLane, 
Miles, 
Morey, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Nolan, 


Reagan, 

Reed, 

Rice, John B. 
Robeson, 
Robinson, Geo. D. 
Robinson, James 8. 


Robinson, Wm. E. 
Shackelford, 


Sparks, 
Strait, 
Talbott, 
Randall, Thomas, 
Ray, Townshend, R. W. 

So the House agreed to consider the apportionment bill. 

After the second roll-call the following pairs were announced : 

Mr. THoMAS with Mr. DavIDsON. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. HUTCHINS. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. PREscort. 

Mr. FARWELL, of Illinois, with Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 

Mr. DuGRo with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr, Cox of North Carolina. 

Mr. CoRNELL with Mr. NOLAN. 

Mr. Barr with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. Morse. 

Mr. MiLEs with Mr. SHACKELFORD. 

Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. HAZELTON with Mr. ARMFIELD. 

Mr. McLANE with Mr. URNER. 

Mr. House with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. DIBRELL with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. RoBESON with Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. It is proper I should state Iam paired with my 
colleague from New York [Mr. Cox] on all political questions, but 
from a letter I have received from him stating he would not be here 
to-day I judge he does not consider this a political question because 
he suggests that its consideration proceed. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Objection was made, and the names of members voting was read. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on Mr. SHELLEY’s motion, there were— 
ayes 14, noes 105. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of 
the ee ad when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 546) to restore certain articles of silverware to Mrs. 
Isabella 8. McRae. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. No, 4185) making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling er 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1883, and for other purposes ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RYAN. I give notice that I will call up this bill for consid- 
eration at the earliest practicable moment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PREscoTrT] 
is recognized. The Clerk will read the bill making an apportion- 
ment of Representatives in Congress, which the House hasnow agreed 
to consider. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Before the bill isread I would su t that ap- 
plication has been made by several members of the House with ref- 
erence to the submission of amendments, some of them being now in 
process of preparation. I offer a resolution relating to the offering 
of amendments, providing that they may be considered as pending 
and that they may be printed in the REcorpD so that the House may 
know what they are. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is that in order? Let the resolution be read’ for 
information subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That it shall be in order to submit amendments to the ing bit 
without regard to Rule XTX, which said amendments shall be printed in the - 
ORD and shall be voted on in the order of their application to sections of the bill 
and presentation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that this order may be 
adopted at this time by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MURCH. I object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3550) making an apportionment of Representatives in Congress 
among the several States under the tenth census. 

Be it enacted, &c., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives 
shall be composed of 320 members, to be apportioned among the several States as 
follows: Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 5; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; 
Delaware, 1; Florida, 1; Georgia, 10; Illinois, 21; Indiana, 13; Towa, 11; Kansas, 6; 
Kentucky, 11; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 12 ; -Michi- 
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gan, 11; Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New 
Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 34; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 21; Ore- 
gon,1; Pennsylvania, 29; Rhode Island, 1; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; 
Texas, 10; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8. > 

Sec. 2. That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Representative 
er Representatives assigned to it shall be in addition to the number 320. 

Sxc.3. Thatin cach State entitled under this apportionment the number to which 
such State ‘be entitled in the Forty-eighth and each subsequent Congress shall 
be elested b; ricts composed of contiguous territory, and containing, as nearly 
as practicable, an equal number of inhabitants, and equal in number to the Repre- 
sentatives to which such State may be entitled in Congress, no one district electing 
more than one Representative: Provided, That unless the Legislature of such State 
shall otherwise provide, before the election of such Representatives shall take place 
as provided by be, where no change shall be hereby made in the representation of 
a State, the Representatives thereof to the Forty-eighth Congress shall be elected 
therein as now provided bylaw. If the number as hereby provided for shall be 
larger than it was before this change, then the additional Representative or Rep- 
resentatives allowed to said State under this apportionment may be elected by the 
State at large, and the other Representatives to which the State is entitled by the 
districts as now prescribed by law in said State ; and if the number hereby provided 
for shall in any Btate be less than it was before the change hereby made, then the 
whole number to such State hereby provided for shall be elected at large, unless 
the Legislatures of said States should otherwise provide before the time fixed by law 
for the next election of Representatives therein. All acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. The Chairisinformed the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. ee who made the objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Prescott] now 
withdraws the objection. 

Mr. MURCH. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any further objection? 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That,it,shall be in order to submit amendments to the pending bill 


without eens XIX, which said amendments shall be printed in the REcorD 
and shall be 4 on in order of their application to sections of the bil! and pre- 
sentation 


Mr. BUCKNER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. PREs- 
COTT] mean by this resolution that after the previous question is 
ordered every amendment shall be voted on? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Every amendment that is presented. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suppose under this order we shall not be called 
on to vote on any of these amendments till after they are printed? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri will not object to that. 


Mr. THOMPSON, ? of aneeie. I claim the attention of the Chair 


with a viewto offering an amen nt to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. Cox] to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New York[{Mr. Prescott] for the purpose of debate, and the gentle- 
man from Kentucky cannot offer amendments during that time so as 
to take the gentleman from New York fromthe floor. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Prescott] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. TI yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will object to the consideration of the resolution 
if all these amendments are to be considered as pending. I would not, 
however, object to having them oo for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Texas 
that certain amendments were offered as coming from the minority 
of the committee at the time the bill was reported by the committee, 
and, as the Chair understands, those amendments are considered as 
pending. The Chair is now informed that the objection to the order 
sought to be made by the gentleman from New York is withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew the objection. 

_ Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The Chair recognized the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Prescott] forthe purposes of debate; but 
can he exclude me from offering my amendment by yielding to any 
other gentleman to offer an amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated the gentleman from New 
York is recognized. If he yields the floor to the. gentleman from 
Michigan, or the gentleman from Kentucky, the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman to whom he yields. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Isubmit the gentleman from New 
York cannot yield the floor for the p se of an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
gentleman from Michigan is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I submit the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
amendment is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Willthe Chair permit me a re- 
mark on the attitude of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. TIIOMPSON, of Kentucky. IfI understand the attitude of this 
dill as furnished by the Journal Clerk, the gentleman from New 


I raise the*point of order that that 
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York [ Mr. Now torkt reported a bill from the committee. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] has offered an amendment to the bill. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COLERICK] has offered an amend- 
ment to the bill and also an amendment to the substitute. Therefore 
it is not in order now to offer an amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw my objection,in order that all these 
amendments may be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is good sense; now let us go ahead. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomp- 
SON] correctly states the attitude ofthe bill and pending amendments, 
then uo further amendment would now be in order, as the Chair could 
not, under therule, entertain more than one amendment and an amend- 
ment to that amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS. Under the statement made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky one further amendment is still in order. 

The SPEAKER. To the body of the bill? 

Mr. CALKINS. To perfect the body of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Not unless it relates to some matter in the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I submit, on my ay of order, 
that there can be but one amendment pending to the bill. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] proposes to offer his amend- 
ment to the bill and not to the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Cox. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised what is the character 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan. It never has 
been read to the House, and the Chair has had no opportunity toexam- 
ine it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The gentleman himselfstated that 
it was an amendment to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct to be read the amendments 
which are now pending. The Chair will first state that it is again 
advised that the objection to the order asked for by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PrEescoTT] in relation to amendments is with- 
drawn. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. HORR. I object. 

Mr.REAGAN. [have noobjection that amendments shall be offered 
subject to the point that they must come in in their order. I donot 
wish them to be introduced and considered as pending, but I am will- 
ing that they should be submitted and printed, and called up in their 


order. 
The SPEAKER. Objectionis made. The Clerk will now read the 


amendments offered by members of the committee. The Chair will 
hereafter decide in regard to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Burrows. ] 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. Cox, of New York, 
as follows: 


Amend section 1 so as to read as follows: 

‘* Be it enacted, dc., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representa- 
tives shall be composed of 307 members, to be apportioned among the several States 
as follows: Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 5; Colorado,1; Connecticut, 4; 
Delaware, 1; Florida, 1; Georgia, 10; Illinois, 19 ; Indiana, 12; Iowa,'10 ; Kansas, 6; 
Kentucky, 10; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 11; Michi- 

an, 10; Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14 ; Nebraska, 2; Nevada, 1; New 

ampshire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 20; Ore- 
gon, 1; Pennsylvania, 27; Rhode Island,1; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; 
Texas, 10; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 9; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8.” 


The substitute proposed by Mr. CoLERICK was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives 
shall be composed of 316 members, to be capeeeeae among the several States as 
follows: Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 6; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; 
Delaware, 1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 10; Iinois, 20 ; Indiana, 13 ; Towa, 10 ; Kansas, 6; 
Kentucky, 11; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 11; Michi- 

an, 11; Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 8; Nevada, 1; New 

ampshire,2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 20; Ore- 
on, 1; Pennsylvania, 27; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; 
‘exas, 10; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8. 

Src. 2. That whenever a new State is admitted to the Union the Representative 
or Representatives assigned to it shall be added to the number. 

Sec.3. Thatin each State entitled under this apportionment the number to which 
such State may be entitled in the Forty-eighth and each subsequent Congress shall 
be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory and containing as nearly 
as practicable an equal number of inhabitants, and equal in number to the Repre- 
sentatives to which such State may be entitled in Congress, no one district elect- 
ing more than one Representative: Provided, That unless the Legislature of such 
State shall otherwise provide before the election of such Representatives shall take 

lace as provided by law, where no change shall be hereby made in the represen- 
tion of a State, the Representatives thereof to the Forty-eighth Congress shall 
be elected therein as now provided by law. If the number as hereby provided for 
shall be larger than it was before this change, then the additional Representative 
or Representatives allowed to said State under this apportionment may be elected 
by the State at large, and the other Representatives to which the Staté is entitled 
by the districts as now prescribed by law in said State ; and if the number hereby 
provided for shall in any State be less than it was before the change hereby made, 
then the whole number to such State hereby provided for shall be elected at large, 
unless the Legislature of said State should otherwise provide before the time fixed 
by law for the next election of Representatives therein. All acts and parts of acts 
inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


The amendment proposed by Mr. CoLERICK to the bill of the coin- 
mitteo was read, as follows: 


Tn section 3 insert the following : 

“Tf in any State in which the number of Representatives in Congress is changed 
by this act the Legislature thereof shall not have ae its laws to the changes 
herein made so as to enable Representatives in the Forty-eighth Congress from said 
State to be elected at the time now provided by law, it s! be lawful for the gov- 
ernor of such State, after it shall have been redistricted under this act, by proola- 
mation, to provide for a special election for such bee cog en to be had upon 
such notice and in the same manner-as is now provided by law for the election of 
members of the most numerous branch of the Legislatcre.” 
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Mr. HORR. I withdraw my objection to the order requested by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Prescorr. } 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
ANDERSON ] to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. In order that we may proceed under the rule, it 
will be necessary for all amendments to be offered at the proper time. 
The Chair cannot entertain a half dozen amendments at the same 
time, each relating to a different portion of the bill. When the bill 
is being considered regularly, amendments can be offered to the dif- 
ferent sections or paragraphs. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Objection has been withdrawn to the 
order asked for by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I desire simply to present an amendment at this 
time to be printed in the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no authority under the rule to rec- 
ognize members to read amendments unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Does the Chair understand that the objection 
has been withdrawn to the order asked for by the gentleman from 
New York? 

The SPEAKER. It has been frequently withdrawn. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then I ask unanimous consent to have this 
amendment printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will again state to the House that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PRESCOTT] asks unanimous consent 
at this time for the adoption of an order by the House in relation to 
the introduction of amendments to the pending bill. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. REAGAN. If it is intended to allow the amendments to be 
read and printed simply for information, there is no objection. But 
if it is to change the order of proceeding and to confuse the order of 
voting, then I do object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the order asked for 
by the gentleman from New York ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not remember whether that order provides 
that these amendments shall be considered as pending; if so, I do 
object. 

The SPEAKER. They are to be considered as pending. 

Mr. REAGAN. If they are to be offered for information only, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. The whole object of the order was to get an op- 
portunity for members to present their amendments to this bill, to 
the end that they might be printed so that we could cousider them 
in advance of their being acted upon. 

Mr. RYAN. That is very proper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the order asked for? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. The Chair wi!l now recog- 
nize any gentleman, with the consent of the gentlem:n from New 
York, [Mr. Prescott, ] who is entitled to the floor, to offer amend- 
ments. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. What becomes of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Burrows ?] 

The SPEAKER. Nothing. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. No action taken upon it? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been even entertained or introduced. 
The gentleman proposed to introduce it, but after the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky, the Chair was of opinion 
that it was not then in order. It is now in order, under the order 
just adopted by the House. 

Mr. COLERICK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know whether the amendments offered by the minority of the com- 
mittee are to be considered as pending, or whether it is necessary 
that they be reoffered ? 


The SPEAKER. They are considered as pending under the pres- 


rt of the House. The two amendments of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. COLERICK] have just been read. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask that the amendment which I send to the 
desk be read. 

Mr. SHERWIN. LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like 
to know whether under the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York amendments can be offered to-morrow or on any other day, or 
whether the resolution only applies to those offered now. Ofcourse 
there must be some limit to the offering of amendments; if not, I 
shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer that question later, after 
having time to consider the order of the House, The Clerk will read 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. ANDER- 
SON. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives shall be com- 

d of 325 members, to be apportioned among the several States as follows: 
Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 6; Colorado, 1, Connecticut, 4; Delaware, 
1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 10; Tllinois, 20; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 11; Kansas, 7; Ken- 
tucky, 11; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 12; Michigan, 
11; Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New 
Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 34; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 21; Ore- 
fon, ; Pennsylvania, 28 ; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 7; Tennessee, 10; 

‘exas, 11; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 9. 


Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I offer an amendment tothe amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. 
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The SPEAKER. Does not the gentleman offer it as an amend- 


ment to the bill? The Chair will state that the order extends to 
amendments to the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. 
ment to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1 of the bill as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “twenty,” insert the word ‘ one ;” in line 9, strike out 
the word ‘‘ five” and insert the word ‘six ;’” in line 13, strike out the word *‘one”’ 
and insert the word ‘‘two;” in line 15, strike out the word “‘one;” in line 32, strike 
out the word ‘‘ four” and insert the word “three ;” in line 36, strike out the word 
nine * and insert the word “eight; in line 37, strike out the word “tone” and 
insert the word “‘two;” in line 44, strike out the word ‘ eight” and insert the word 
“nine ;” so that the section will read : 

‘‘Beitenacted, dc., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives 
shall be composed of 321 members, to be apportioned among the several States as 
follows: Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 6; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; Dela- 
ware, 1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 10; Mlinois, 20; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 11; Kansas, 6; Ken- 
tucky, 11; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 12; Michigan, 11; 
Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New Hamp- 
shire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 21; Oregon, 1; 
Pennsylvania, 28; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 10; 
Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 9.” 

Mr. JOYCE. The gentleman from New York yields to me that I 
may offer a substitute for the bill reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order under the order of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following : 

‘That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives shall be com- 
posed of 365 members, to be apportioned among the several States as follows: 
Alabama, 9; Arkansas, 6; California, 6; Colorado,1; Connecticut, 5; Delaware, 
1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 11; Dlinois, 23; Indiana, 15; Iowa, 12; Kansas, 7; Ken- 
tucky, 12; Louisiana,7; Maine, 5; Maryland,7; Massachusetts, 13; Michigan, 12; 
Minnesota, 6; Mississippi, 8; Missouri, 16; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New Hamp- 
shire, 3; New Jersey, 8; New York, 38; North Carolina, 10; Ohio, 24; Oregon, 1; 
Pennsylvania, 32; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 7; Tennessee, 11; Texas, 12; 
Vermont, 3; Virginia, 11; West Virginia, 5; Wisconsin, 10. 

‘Sec. 2. That whenever anew State is admitted to the Union the Representative 
or Representatives assigned toit shall be in addition to the number 3865. 

“Sc. 3. That in each State entitled under this Spee pee yn the number to 
which such State may be entitled in the Forty-eighth and each subsequent Con- 
gress shall be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory, and containing 
as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants, and equal in number to 
the Representatives to which such State may be entitled in Congress, no one dis- 
trict electing more than one Representative : Provided, That unless the Legislature 
of said State shall otherwise provide before the election of such Representatives 
shall take place as peer es by law, where no change shall be hereby made in the 
representation of a State, the Representatives thereof to the Forty-eighth Congress 
shall be elected therein as now ow bylaw. Ifthe number as hereby provided 
for shall be larger than it was before this change, then the additional Representa- 
tive or Representatives allowed to said State under this apportionment may be 
elected by the State at large, and the other Representatives to which the State is 
entitled by the districts as now prescribed by law in said State ; and if the number 
hereby provided for shall in any State be less than it was before the change hereby 
made, then the whole number to such State hereby provided for shall be elected at 
large, unless the Legislatures of said States should otherwise provide before the 
time fixed by law for the next election of Representatives therein. Atl acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent herewith are herchy repeated.” 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I offer an amendment to the third section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding to the third section of the apportionment bill the following 
provision : 

‘‘1t shall be unlawful to divide any county or parish in the formation of any dis- 
trict which shall consist of more than one county or parish, and in all districts 
consisting of more than one county or parish, the counties or parishes which are 
most nearly contiguous to each other and which have the number of inhabitants 
nearest to the ratio fixed by law, shall be made a representative district.” 


Mr. PAGE. [offer a substitute for the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE, ] sub- 
mits as a substitute for the pending bill what the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives shall be composed 
of 319 members, to be apportioned among the several States as follows: Alabama, 
8; Arkansas, 5; California, 6; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; Delaware, 1; Florida, 
2; Georgia, 10; Tlinois, 20; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 10; Kansas, 6; Kentucky, 11; 
Louisiana, 6; Maine,4; Maryland,6; Massachusetts, 12; Michigan, 11; inne- 
sota, 5; Mississi pi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New Hampshire, 2; 
New Jersey, 7; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9 ; Ohio, 21; em 1; Pennsyl- 
vania, 28; ode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 10; Ver- 
mont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Vi .4; Wisconsin, 8. Mi 

Src. 2. That whenever a new State 1s admitted to the Union the Representative 
or Representatives ——_ to it shall be added to the number. : 

Sxc, 3. That in each State entitled under this a the number to which 
such State may be entitled in the Forty-eighth and each subsequent Congress shall 
be elected by districts composed of contiguous territory and containing as nearly 
as practicable an equal number of inhabitants, and equal in number to the Repre- 
sentatives to which such State may be entitled in Congress, no one district electing 
more than one Representative. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment, to strike out, in 
the first section, all after the enacting clause and insert what I send 
to the desk. It is the first section of the bill passed by the House 
at the last session of Congress, It is not necessary that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objection be made, the reading will be 
dispensed with and the amendment will be considered as pending. 

he amendment offered by Mr. SPRINGER is as follows : 

That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representatives shall be com 
of 319 membera, to be apportioned among the several States as follows: Ala , 
8; Arkansas, 5; California, 6; Colorado, 1; Connecticut,4; Delaware, 1; Florida, 
2; Georgia, 10; Mlinois, 20; Indiana, 13; Iowa, 10; Kansas, 6; Ler 11; Louisi- 
ana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 12; Michigan, 11; innesota 5; 
Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; New Hampshire, 2; New 
a ; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 21; Oregon,1; Pennsylvania, 
28; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; Texas, 10; Vermont 2; Vir- 
ginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8. 


Very well; I offer it as an amend- 











Mr. BRIGGS submitted the following amendment: 
Amend the first section of the bill as follows: 







hundred and twenty-four;” strike out, in line 13, the word ‘‘ one ”’ and insert ‘‘ two ;” 
strike out, in line 30, the word “two” and insert “three ;” strike out, in line 37, 
* three.” 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I offer an amendment to strike 
out the first section, and insert as a new section what I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That after the 3d of March, 1883, the House of Representa- 













as follows: Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 6; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; 
Delaware, 1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 10; Illinois, 20; Indiana, 13; Iowa,11; Kansas, 
6; Kentucky, 11; Louisiana,6; Maine,4; Maryland,6; Massachusetts, 12; Michi- 
gan,11; Minnesota, 5; Mississip 
Hampshire, 2; New Jersey, 7; New York, 33; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 21; Ore- 
gon, 1; Pennsylvania, 28; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6; Tennessee, 10; 
Texas, 10; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 10; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8. 

Mr. CHACE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. puet the bill reported by the chairman of the Committee on the Census as 
ollows : 

In line 9, strike out the word ‘‘five” and insert the word “six;” in line 13, 
strike out the word ‘‘one” and insert the word “‘two;” in line 15, strike out the 
word “ twenty-one " and insert the word ‘twenty ;” in line 32, strike out the word 
“thirty-four” and insert the word ‘thirty-three ;” in line 36, strike out the word 
“twenty-nine” and insert the word “‘twenty-eight ;” in line 37, strike out the word 
“one” and insert the word *‘ two.” 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Mr. Speaker, we are to consider some of the 
most important questions devolving upon representatives of a great 
people. We are to provide for the representation for a decade, at a 
time when nations, and especially ours, move more rapidly and 
change more continually than ever heretofore. If in the organiza- 
tion of this Government it was a difficult and embarrassing problem 
to determine the basis and mode of representation between the States, 
how much more so now? Its consideration called out then all the 
sagacity and far-reaching wisdom of the wisest men of their time 
and they ‘“‘ builded even better than they knew;” but each decade 
has developed new questions and phases, some arising from new con- 
structions upon the Constitution while others have resulted from its 
change, and in this age, matchless in energy of thought and action, 
far-reaching in investigation, discovery, and development, it would 
be strange if this question was not met from some new stand-point, 
and its consideration did not develope some new phase. 

The Constitution provided ‘‘The number of Representatives shall 
not exceed one for every thirty thousand, but each State shall have 
at least one Representative,” and then designated the number until 
an enumeration of the people was made. So the first apportionment 
was by the Constitution itself. The enumeration of 1790 having 
been completed, there arose this irrepressible conflict as to num- 
bers of Representatives and mode of apportionment that has continued 
and is with us to-day. 

The questions that we meet to-day as to whether the House should 
be large in numbers or small then demanded attention. Some, as 
now, advocated a small House to accelerate the dispatch of business ; 
some a large, as being more representative, less subject to improper in- 
fluences in legislation, and necessary to preserve the liberties of the 
people, then so new and dear. The war of words ended by a vote of 
35 to 25 in favor of an apportionment on the basis of 30,000 inhabit- 
ants to a Representative, anda bill was prepared. Have any of this 
House been to the labor of restating that apportionment bill? It 
was assumed to be based upon 30,000 votes to a Representative, with 
no allowance for fractions. On that basis it would have provided 
for 117 members, with a fraction of only 9,909 unrepresented. What 
did it provide for? One hundred and twenty members, making an 
over-representation on the basis of the bill and of the Constitution also, 
(for that allowed only 30,000, to a member, ) of 80,091. The bill was 
grossly and manifestly unconstitutional. Onan even division of the 
States there could be but 109 members. Connecticut had 8, whereas 
she was entitled to only 7; Delaware 2in place of 1; New H ampshire, 
New Jersey, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Vermont were al- 
lowed each one too many, and Massachusetts, by some legerdemain, 
had 16 when she could only claim 12. This, the first apportionment, 
was wholly regardless of the Constitution and the law, and on the 

‘5th of April,@792, it was vetoed by Washington, as follows: 



























































































































































































































































UNITED STATES, April 5, 1792. 
Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : eo 
Thave maturely considered the act passed by the two Houses entitled ‘“‘An act 
for an apportionment of spegremttneives among the several States, according to 
the first enumeration,” and I return it to your House, wlierein it originated, with 
the following objections : 3 : 
First. The Constitution has prescribed that Representatives shall be apportioned 
among the several States according to their respective numbers; and there is no 
one popettion or divisor which, applies to the respective numbers of the States, 
will yield the number and allotment of Sorruncsinnres proposed by the bill. 
Second. The Constitution has also provided that the number of Representatives 
shall not exceed one for every 30,000, which restriction is, by the context, and by 
fair and obvious construction, to be applied to the separate and respective numbers 


of the States, and the bill has allotted to eigh S 
Soery Baten ed to eight of the States more than one for 
















































































G. WASHINGTON. 
The veto was subject to the construction that the apportionment 
was to be determined by an even division of the representative pop- 
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Strike out, in line 5, the words ‘‘three hundred and twenty " and insert ‘‘three 









the word ‘‘ one” and insert ‘‘two;” strike out, in line 41, the word ‘‘ two’ and insert 








tives shall be composed of 320 members, to be apportioned among the several States 


i,7; Missouri, 14; Nebraska,3; Nevada,1; New 
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ulation of each State, and it was assumed on the argument in the 
Forty-sixth Con this was the fact with the next bill. Investi- 
gation shows otherwise. April 9, 1792, the ratio was changed and 
agreed upon at 33,000 to a Representative, and a bill accordingly 
rovers passed and signed by the President, providing for 105 mem- 

rs. On an even division of the whole representative population 
there would have been 106 members. On an even division of the 
States there could only be 102, and each State under the bill received 
the amount ofan even division except Massachusetts, which in place 
of 11 obtained 14 members, while upon a moiety or fractional basis 
being entitled to only 12. Who shall say in those far-off, honest old 
times how Massachusetts secured so large a representation ? 

In 1800, 33,000 was again assumed as the ratio and on even division 
of the whole representative population there would have been 143 
members, while on an even division of the States only 136. The 
bill provided for 141. Maryland had 8 members and a fraction of 
25,294. She received 9, while Delaware, with an even division of 1 
and a fraction of 28,813, only received 1. North Carolina, with an 
even division of 9 and a fraction of 10,131, only received 8. Massa- 
chusetts, with an even division of 12 and a fraction of 27,245, received 
17 under the bill as passed and signed by President Thomas Jeffer- 
son. 

By what method shall we account for these peculiarities ? 

In 1810 these incongruities were sought to be avoided by fixing 
the ratio before the census returns were made. 

In the argument thereon Mr. Smilie explained the peculiar system 
the basis of these results when he said: 

He had deen in Congress when the ratio had been settled theretofore, and he had 
never seen a more difficult question, and it had always ended at last in a bargain 
between the members of different States. 

After this solemn warning and public exposé of the apportionment 
“trick that was dark,” still the bargaining went on, for in 1810, at 
35,000 per Representative, the whole representative population would 
only provide for 179 members, on an even division among the States 
only 171; yet the bill passed, and signed by James Madison, provided 
for 181, all the States receiving their exact representation upon an 
even division except Massachusetts, New York, and North Carolina. 
North Carolina was entitled to 12, with a fraction of 23,010; she re- 
ceived 13. New York was entitled on an even division to 25, with a 
fraction of 24,690; she received 27. And Massachusetts, first in the 
sciences then as now, was entitled to 13, with a fraction of 17,040, 
and obtained 20 Representatives. In 1820, with a ratio of 40,000, 
Alabama obtained 1 additional on a fraction of 31,190, and Vir- 
ginia 1 on a fraction of 35,067, while South Carolina, with a frac- 
tion of 39,351; North Carolina, with a fraction of 36,832; New Jersey, 
with a fraction of 34,404; Kentucky, with a fraction of 33,635, and 
Connecticut, with a fraction of 35,063, received no additions. The 
number provided by an even division of the whole representative 
population being 223, and 213 were only provided for by the bill. 

Not until 1830 do we find a bill based upon any uniform division, 
and then the remaining fractions of several of the States, if presented 
here, would call for louder complaint than can justly be urged against 
this bill. Witharatio of 47,700, Massachusetts had a fraction of 37,- 
608; Maryland, one of 31,244; Missouri, 35,019; New Jersey, 33,721 ; 
Ohio, 31,601, and Vermont, 32,152. 

This fact doubtless caused the adoption of the fractional allowance 
in 1840. 

It would appear that the fathers of the Republic in those far-off, 
good old times ignored the law and treated this great constitutiona 
question withoutreference to any absolute universal mode of determi- 
nation until 1830. 

In 1840 anew element of discord was thrown into the contest. The 
Senate proposed to provide for fractional allowance and also to in- 
augurate the district system of election. It would appear that there 
has been heretofore partly or wholly in use in determining apportion- 
ment, first, the Constitution, with its absolute allotment; second, go 
as you please and get all you can from 1790 until 1830; third, the 
number resulting from an even division of each State by the num- 
ber determined for a Representative in 1830; fourth, the number upon 
an even division increased by one for fractional moiety in 1840 and 
1850, with two exceptions, California and South Carolina; fifth, the 
number of members being determined to apportion upon an even 
division to each State, the remainder not thereby apportioned to go 
to those States having the largest fractional remainder in the order 
of the amounts of same. 

Each change has been savagely attacked as subversive of the rights 
of representation and unconstitutional, none more vehemently than 
the district system now a part of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States and adopted by nearly every State. . : 

The sole object of our efforts should be equality of representation. 
Every member should have a just pride in the representation of his 
State, but I trust nothing will be done but will commend itself as for 
the general good and not local benefit. 

The last Congress would appear to have exhausted argument upon 
the fourteenth amendment and its application to the present question 
ending, as in 1870, by being wholly ignored in the final result, as it 
must ever continue to be until some enabling act defining and practi- 
cally applying the provisions of the Constitution shall be enacted. 

The only problems now presented to us for solution are: First, what 
is the proper number to constitute a representative body for these 






CONGRESSIONAL 


United States? Second, having determined such number, how shall 
we the most justly distribute them among the States? _ 5g 

It will be claimed by some thatthe number mentioned in this bill, 
320, is too large, while others would increase the same. It is said 
that 320 will make a House unwieldy and inactive, tending to hinder 
and delay legislation; unless the Constitution shall be amended so 
as to drive special legislation from Congress, the only safety of the 
Treasury of the Government is in a much larger House than now. 
In the continued flood of bills seeking distribution of the nation’s 
wealth bankruptcy sometimes appears inevitable, but the long, op- 
pressive waiting of many a worthy claim for final allowance proves 
the safety-valve of the Treasury. 

At the last decade the representation was 130,533 to each member, 
while each member is now representing 168,503. The present bill 
proposes to make the ratio of representation 154,285. It will be ar- 
gued that increase now means continual increase to a limit preposter- 
ous hereafter; but we have only the present to deal with, remember- 
ing that the same ratio of increase will require another century to 
make the House of Representatives as large as some European gov- 
ernments now have with a less population than ours. : 

It will be urged that in these modern times of railroad facilities, con- 
tinuous mails, momentary telegraphic communication, and speaking 
connection with every constituent, 154,285 is not now so many rela- 
tively as 33,000 in 1790; but you forget that the increased transac- 
tions of the Government increase tenfold the necessity of the people 
for its ear, which can only be reached through their Representative, 
and a pertinent inquiry is, can men be found with the endurance and 
capacity to discharge these increased duties to the people at large, 
and their constituency? 

Great Britain, with a population of 31,628,338, has a House of Com- 
mons of 658; France, with a population of 36,905,788, has a Cham- 
ber of Deputies of 532; Germany, with a population of 42,727,360, 
has 462; and the lower house ‘of Italy, representing 27,769,475, is 
composed of 508. 

The experience of ourselves and other nations would seem to dem- 
onstrate that the increase of the number by this bill makes the 
House of Representatives neither too large for proper activity nor too 
small for honest legislation and proper regard for the rights and ne- 
cessities of the people. It is but one more than the number adopted 


by this House at the last Congress as the golden number, and at our 
present rate of increase we have added one more ratio to our popula- 
tion since that was adopted. 

The bill now presented has for its second and third sections down to 
the provision what is now a part of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and was enacted in the bill of the Forty-sixth snee pro- 


viding for representation of new States and re-enacting t 
system in use since 1840. 

The provision of the remainder of section 3 was intended to provide 
for and avoid the necessity of calling special sessions of the Legisla- 
ture in the twenty-two States of the Union, not having sessions 
this winter, where they desire to prevent the expense of the same. 

If with the often changing system of division of Representatives 
forthe past ninety years this decade had passed without some advance 
in the science of determining the same, it would not be in keeping 
with our times. 

The last apportionment bill was based upon the system of 1870 
and 1860 to determine the number of Representatives, and then ob- 
tain the ratio of representation by dividing the whole representa- 
tive population of the nation by that number, each State being 
entitled to the number of Representatives its population had even 
division of the ratio, and the number not thereby apportioned being 
given one each to the States having the largest fractions over the 
even division. 

In investigation of this system at the Census Office it was found 
defective and liable to great apparent injustice, as in the “ Alabama 
paradox,” where Alabama was allotted 8 Representatives out of a 
total of 299, but only 7 when the total was increased to 300. 

The system upon which this bill is based is best set out in the 
letter of its originator, Mr. C. W. Seaton, from which I request the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


© district 


‘The present tables differ from those contained in your letter of January 17, 1881, 
addressed to Hon. 8. 8. Cox, chairman of the Committee on the Census, House of 
Representatives, in that they are based upon the population as now finally deter- 
mined, and in that the calculations have been made upon assumptions as to the 
total number of Representatives ranging from 275 to 350, both inclusive, the range 
in the original tables having been from to 325. 

While making these calculations I met with the so-called ‘‘ Alabama paradox,” 
where Alabama was allotted 8 Representatives out of a total of 299, receiving but 
7 when the total became 300. 

Such a result as this is to me conclusive proof that the process employed in ob- 
taining it is defective, and that it does not in fact ‘apportion Representatives 
among the several States according to their respective numbers.” 

This conclusion has been confirmed by the discovery of other anomalies, and the 
result of my study of this question is the strong conviction that an entirely differ- 
ent process should be employed. 

That heretofore used is the following: 

The total representative population of the country is devided by the pro 
total number of Representatives. The quotient obtained is ‘‘the ratio of Repre- 
sentatives -to tion,” or, in better phrase for our present purpose, it is the 
number of inhabitants which would fall to each Congressional district, were it pos- 
sible to divide the whole country into districts exactly equal in —* his 
mumber may, for convenience in the discussion, be termed the modulus. 
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This modulus is then applied as a divisor to the penises of the several States. 
The entire quotient thus obtained for each State, afterrejecting the fraction, is evi- 
dently the minimum number of Representatives which can be assigned to such 
State (except in the case of a State having a population less than the modulus, each 
State being entitled to at least one Representative.) 

Making a preliminary allotment of minimums in this manner, the sum of the num- 
bers so allotted will be less than the number of Representatives originally taken. 

The differencamust now be made up by increasing the allotment to certain States. 
It will result from such assignment, of course, that the average number of inhabit- 
ants to each Representative in the State to which additional Representatives are 
allotted will be less than the modulus, and that one or more of the districts formed in 
such State shall have less than their full quota. It is the mode of determining to 
which of the States the additional Representatives shall be assigned which I believe 
to be erroneous, and it is at this point that the variance between the process here- 
tofore et and the one which I now propose begins. (For the sake of con- 
venience the two processes will hereafter be characterized respectively as the old 
and the new method.) 


The old method compares the remainders left after the divisions above described, 
and assiyms an additional Representative, first, to that State where the remainder 
after division was greatest; next, to the State where the remainder was next in 
size; and so on in order of rank of the remainders until the difference is made up. 
It is my opinion that it is not these remainders but rather the quotients which re- 
sult from dividing the ae pee of the States by the increased number of Rep- 
resentatives which should govern the allotment, and that the additional Repre- 
sentatives should be so assigned that the population of the districts formed in the 
State to which additional Representatives are allotted shall fall as little below the 
average number for the United States as possible ; in other words, that the dis- 
tricts ultimately formed from the States 80 iucreased shall approximate as closely 
as possible in population to that of a district which should be formed by dividing 
the total population of the United States exactly by the proposed total number of 
Representatives. If it were true that districts each containing a population ex- 
actly equal to the ratioof Representatives to population for the United States must 
first be carved out of each State, and that enough districts to fill the quota were 
afterward to be made from the fragments left, then the old method of allotment 
would no doubt be the proper one. In that case the largest remaining fragments 
would necessarily receive the additional Representatives. But the practice and, 
so far as I know, the law has uniformly aimed to divide the States finally, after the 
number of Representatives for each State has been determined, in such manner 
that in ag State the districts shall be as nearly equal toeach other in population 
as possible. 


aving, therefore, as before, made the preliminary alletment of minimums and 
ascertained the number of Representatives which must still be assigned, I would 
then determine, by trial, under what additional distribution the number of inhab- 
itants per Representative in the States whose representation is increased would 
fall least belew the ratio, and distribute accordingly. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Doubtless each member has carefully studied 
the explanation and tables, and I will spend no time in explanation 
further of same. ‘The committee after careful consideration adopted 
this method, because they believed it embodied the intent and design 
of the Constitution and apportioned the members among the several 
States according to their respective numbers. 

At 320, the number provided in this bill, Maine, New Hampshire, 
and Vermont lose 1 under any form of division ; but as between the 
former method and the Seaton method California, Florida, and Rhode 
Island each gain 1 by the old method which by the Seaton method 
they lose, and Illinois, New York, and Pennsylvania gain the same. 
In other words, Florida by the old method will have 134,746 to a 
member, RhodeIsland 138,265 toa member, and California 144,115 to a 
member, in preference to giving these to the other three States, 
which would then have—Illinois, 146,565; Pennsylvania, 147,685; 
and New York, 149,496. 

By the old method you give it to the largest fraction, by the Seaton 
method you obtain equality of representation as nearly as is possible. 
As between the methods there is no dispute or uncertainty, but one 
question presented is whether New York with her 5,082,871 inhabit- 
ants, with an assessed valuation of property subject to taxation of 
$2,686, 139,133, whose citizens hold $210,264,250 of the nation’s bonds, 
or about one-third of all held by citizens of the United States, being 
nineteen times as many as are held in California, fifty-two times 
as many as are held in Rhode Island, eight hundred and thirty-one 
times as many as in Florida; who represent one-fifth of the bank 
capital of the country and have and use one-quarter of its entire cir- 
culation; whose citizens hold nearly three-fourths of the whole gold 
certificates of the Government, and within whose State limits were 
collected in 1881 $141,958,855.90 of the customs, or nearly three-fourths 
of all in the country ; whose banks paid the Government $2,042,838 
in taxes, or one-fourth of all paid; the citizens of which pay $17,233,- 
393.75, or one-eighth of the internal revenue of the Treasury, shall by 
a just apportionment, according to numbers, because of the largest 
ratio of apportidnment, receive an increase of one-thirty-third of her 
representation, or shall California receive an increase of one-fifth, 
Florida of one-half, or Rhode Island one-half, as you shall give to 
one of them the Representative taken from New York. 

Rhode Island, with only 276,531; Florida, with only 269,493, and 
California, with 864,694, are each the equal of New York now in the 
Senate, and will continue to be, although her 5,082,871 should become 
10,000,000. In one branch of the Government they stand her equal 
in legislative power, and, while their combined population is but a 
fraction of hers, their voice is three times as potential. 

Am I met with the claim that wealth, the sinew for the support of 
the Government and her bulwark of defense, counts nothing in rep- 
resentation ? 

That such was not the design of the founders of the Constitution 
is self-evident. Taxation and representation they considered joint 
factors in their blows for freedom. They reiterated it in the original 
wording of the Constitution— 


Representation and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several States 
* * * according to their respective numbers. 





1882. 


ble in population to that of a district which should be formed 
population of the United States exactly by the proposed to 
sentatives. 

Unless that is in some other language than the English, I have 
stated it right. But let us look at some of the results. We want 
paradoxes, it seems. 

Now I have some figures here just as they are given under the old 
method. With six Representatives for California each would stand 
for 144,615 persons. In Florida, with her two Representatives, each 
would stand for 134,746. In Rhode Island, with her two Representa- 
tives, each would stand for 138,265. In New York, with thirty-three 
Representatives, each would stand for 154,026. In Pennsylvania, 
with twenty-eight Representatives, each would stand for 152,960. In 
Illinois, with twenty Representatives, each would stand for 153,893, 
That is under the old method. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is apparent that 
those numbers are pretty nearly alike, while varying somewhat. 

I will now go over to the new method and see how it will bear the 
same comparison. In California, with five Representatives, each must 
stand for 172,938 persons. In Florida, with one Representative, that 
one Representative must stand for 269,493 persons. Paradox No. 1! 
{Laughter.] In Rhode Island, with her one Representative, that one 
man must stand for 276,531 persons. Paradox No. 2! [Laughter. 
In New York, with thirty-four Representatives, each one will stan 
for 149,496. In Pennsylvania each will stand for 147,685, and in Ili- 
nois each will stand for 146,565. 

Now, at first blush, does anybody think that is right? Is that a 
fair representation of the people of the United States? I know they 
raise able and brilliant men in Rhode Island. I do not believe they 
raise any one quite smart enough to overlie that whole State and 
have superfluous energy enough to represent 276,531 people on the 
scale of 154,285. The comparison shows that Pennsylvania and New 
York are not quite up to that standard and they want more men. 
(Laughter. } 

There is another statement. Under the old method the California 
members would each represent 9,670 people less than the full num- 
ber. The Florida members would each represent 19,869 less than the 
full number. ‘The Rhode Island members would each represent 
16,020 less than the full number. The New York members would 
each represent 159 less than the full number. The Pennsylvania 
members would each represent 1,325 less than the full number. The 
Illinois members would each represent 392 less than the full number. 

Now go to the new method. California: each man would repre- 
sent 18,653 more than the fullnumber. Florida: its member would 
represent 105,208 more than the full number. Rhode Island: its 
member would represent 122,246 more than the full number. Now 
look at the other three States. New York: each member would rep- 
resent 4,789 less than the fullnumber. Pennsylvania: each member 
would represent 6,600 less than the full number. And Illinois: each 
member would represent 7,720 less than the full number. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is, in each district? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Iam speaking of the number 
for each Representative. Is that equality of representation? Do 
you want any more paradoxes? [Laughter.] 

I ce it is not seriously claimed, Mr. Speaker, in this House, 
that the wealth of any State shall ultimately determine the ratio of 
representation. Much may be pardoned to the gentleman from New 
York, of course, for his pride in his State. We all have the same pride 
in our respective States. We find something very dear to us in the 
people we represent upon this floor. That is all right. It is right 
for us to have that pride and deep sense of honor. But after all, 
when the fathers wrote in the Constitution that the Representatives 
should be apportioned among the several States according to their 
respective numbers, they did not make it within the power of this 
Congress thereafter to prescribe the qualification of wealth, nor that 
the members who sit here should be able to make their qualifications 
oo by presenting the roll of their bonds or of the acres of their 

ands, 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 
It is whether those States would like to be taxed under the same 
clause of the Constitution on which apportionment is made, and on 
which they would wish to have their representation fixed ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My friend from Wisconsin is 
firing over my head to hit somebody else. [Laughter.] He did not 
want to ask me any such question. I have proposed an amendment 
to the bill to strike out the first section and to replace it with a new 
first section, making the number 320 because, as I said, I did not pro- 
pose to discuss that question of the total number. What Imay choose 
to vote by and by, in regard to the whole number of the House, is not 
of importance in my present consideration. ButI ought to say, per- 
haps, that as little increase as practicable from the present number 
I believe to be wise. 

Of course we have given a great deal of consideration in this Hall 
during the last Congress to this subject. We found that taking dif- 
ferent parts of the country and making the allotments to the several 
States the number 319 would be practically fair and equal. But 320 
difftrs from that so little that it does not seem to me that we would 
make inuch by any long discussion as to what should be the total 
number. I want to say that I have not only recognized that full 
number in the amendment which I have offered, but I have made the 
amendment to correspond to the line of my argument. 


dividing the total 
number of Repre- 
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That is, I have said to Pennsylvania, New York, and Tlinois you 
are entitled to one less each under this old scheme; and to the States 
of Florida, Rhode Island, and California you ought to have one more. 
In other words, I say that the new method proposed is so wretchedly 
and palpably at fault, is so unjust to the t States last named by 
me, and does more than justice to the three States first named, that 
we cught not to adopt it but should rather retain the old one. 

I do not care to take up any more time except to comment briefly 
on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. BELTZHOOVER, ] because I shall not perhaps occupy the floor 
again upon this question. I wish to say something in regard to his 
amendment in reference to the division of counties. I refer to his 
amendment as published in the Recorp of this morning. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
one question ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. In your amendment you fix the total 
number at 320? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I assume it at 320. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I desire to inquire of the gentle- 
man whether, if a Representative is allowed to each whole ratio and 
to each fraction above a moiety, will that give three hundred and 
twenty as the whole number ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I understand that it does. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I think not. 

Mr. HORR. It gives three hundred and twenty-one. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It gives three hundred and 
twenty-one, does it? Very well; Ihave made no argument in that 
direction, but only as to the method adopted and what I think is the 
injustice of the method. I believe the House understands me as 
arguing upon that line alone. I do not assert that three hundred and 
twenty is the exact number; but I assume it for the purpose of dis- 
cussion. 

I now proceed to consider the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BELTZHOOVER.}] His amendmentis to 
add to the third section of the bill the following : 


It shall be unlawful to divide any county or lh in the formation of any dis- 
trict which shall consist of more than one county or po and in all districts con- 
sisting of more than one county or parish, the counties or parishes which are most 
nearly contiguous to each other, an which have the number of inhabitants nearest 
to the ratio fixed by law, shall be made a representative district. 

It is the first part of that proposition which I wish to criticise. A 
similar proposition was proposed in the last House, and it comes per- 
haps from some difficulty peculiar to the State of Pennsylvania. It 
may, in imagination, apply to some other States. 

Now, there is a practical difficulty in applying that to this bill. 
For instance, if this bill shall pass, the State of Massachusetts will be 
entitled to twelve Representatives. She has fourteen counties. Now, 
some of those counties are very populous, and some are compara- 
tively sparsely settled. 

Mr. CALKINS. Only fourteen counties in the State of Massa- 
chusetts ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Only fourteen counties in the 
whole State. Therefore it will be utterly impossible to make the dis- 
tricts in that State without dividing counties. You cannot put the 
whole of Suffolk County, for instance, which includes all of Boston, 
into one district; that will be out of the question. You must divide 
Suffolk County. You must also divide the great county of Worcester 
and the great county of Middlesex. I need not enumerate all the 
counties. Therefore when it becomes necessary to divide the counties 
you must take the piece that is cut off one and annex it to another 
county, or, perhaps, to parts of two other counties. The idea of the 
proposer no doubt is that there shall not be used in the creation of 
Congressional districts what is known as gerrymandering. I belicve 
‘that word originated in Massachusetts, 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes; old Elbridge Gerry gave it to us. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. We are entitled to a great deal 
of credit, and I claim that, too. [Laughter.] Gentlemen will see 
at a glance that for States that have but few counties, and have 
some with large population, such a proposition is impracticable. 

Mr. BELTZHOO ER. Allow me to say to the gentleman that 
substantially the same amendment was, as he says, offered in the 
last Congress. The language of theamendment is expressly intended 
not to apply to cities. fn Pennsylvania, to which State it is particu- 
larly directed, it does not apply to the city of Philadelphia or to the 
city of Pittsburgh. If the gentleman insists upon the idea which he 
advocates, the amendment can be still further amended so as to pro- 
vide that it shall not apply to cities. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My friend will allow me to 
call his attention to this fact: that not only should it not apply to 
cities, but it should not apply to a county which is once and a half 
as large as a district ought to be, or twice anda half as large. That 
is the trouble in Massachusetts. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The amendment is intended to remedy 
what is a great and growing evil in regard to apportionment in Penn- 
sylvania and in some other States of the Union. Any plan which the 
gentleman can suggest which will reach his objection to the amend- 
mentI will accept asan amendment. It could be provided first that 
it shall not apply to cities, and second that it shall not apply to 
counties where the population is in excess of the ratio xequired for a 











970 CONGRESSIONAL 


Representative. Instead of the gentleman antagonizing the amend- 
ment because it is liable to the objection which he makes, it would 
be better for him to propose the amendment which he wishes, and at 
the same time make it applicable to the state of affairs in Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I supposed the gentleman 
wanted to ask me a question. I did not intend to yield for any ex- 
tended remarks. I am quite ready to hear what the gentleman has 
to say. 

The gentleman will understand that I talk right to the marrow of 
the question, or mean to do so; and when I do not like a thing I 
oppose it. It is not because I am hostile to what the gentleman 
wants to accomplish, for I do not know the grounds on which he will 
advocate the amendment ; but I have always found that when we try to 
adopt some proposition tosuit our particular State, or our little home, 
the great world outside is too eT for the measure that we try to put 
it in, and consequently we fail. Ihave only sugge ted to the gentle- 
man my view. I have not attempted to draw an a® endment; but it 
seems to me the bill in itself meets the difficulty.mIt provides that 
districts shall be “‘ composed of contiguous territory, and containing 
as nearly as practicable an equal number of inhabitants.” 

Now, I do not know any reason why Congress in its apportionment 
should notice county lines. The Constitution provides that Repre- 
sentatives shall be apportioned among the several States according 
to their respective numbers. It does not recognize in any way coun- 
ties or parishes. If you go into that business, we would remind you 
that in Massachusetts we have township governments, and perhaps 
our towns would want to be considered, while that consideration 
would not apply in many of the States of the South and West. Ido 
not wish any quarrel with the gentleman about it. His purpose may 
be good; but his plan is not satisfactory to the people of the whole 
country. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I did not wish to interrupt the gentleman, 
but waited until he had, as I supposed, concluded his remarks. The 
observation which he now makes applies with greater force to the 
position which he himself occupies. The plan which I propose does 
tit the whole country except the State of Massachusetts. I have 
looked at the question from a cosmopolitan stand-point, and tried to 
devise a remedy, and it meets now, as it met in the last Congress, 
objection from Massachusetts. Therefore I thought it proper tosug- 
gest to the gentleman that possibly we could make it fit that State, 
if it would fit all the other Statesof the Union. I willonly add that 
when the proper time arrives I have some suggestions and argu- 
ments to submit in support of my proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. When the gentleman asserts 
that the difficulty exists only in the State of Massachusetts, I have 
only to say that suchisnot myinformation. I think he will perhaps | 
find himself mistaken if he consults, for instance, the Representatives | 
from Rhode Island. Indeed, I understand from gentlemen all around 
me representing other States that his proposition would not be just 
as applied to their States. But we cannot settle that question now. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yicid me ten 
minutes of his time ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I agreed to give some time to 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Burrows. } 

Mr. MILLS. I only want ten minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I prefer to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Very well. I will yicld ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. MILLS, ] and after that ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Horn. } 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to continue for a few moments 
the discussion on the paradoxes to which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RoBINSON] has alluded. The primal, central object 
of the provision in the Constitution requiring a census of the popula- 
tion of the States to be takenevery ten years was toafiord a basis for | 
the distribution of political power. This is a representative govern- 
ment, and our fathers in forming this government were careful to 
provide for a correct representation of its people. They have laid 
down adefined method of representation in this House ; and that polit- 
ical power which is the safeguard of their liberties and the safeguard 
of the liberties and rights of their children they have said shall be 
distributed among the people of the States in proportion to their nuin- 
bers. Whenever, therefore, any new-fangled system is suggested to 
the American Congress as fit to be adopted it is necessary to see 
whether the mathematics of that system reach the object intended 
by the framers of the Constitution, which is ajust distribution of 
political power among the people for their protection. 

Hitherto it has been the unbroken practice, as explained by my | 
friend from Massachusetts, for the House first to decide upon what 
number of Representatives there shall be. The committee on ap- 
portionment have determined that this shall be 320. Having deter- 
mined that the House shall consist of 320 members, the ratio for each 
member is 154,285. But as there is no State in which this number 
will divide precisely without a remainder, the quota is not 320 mem- 
bers, but it is 320 less the amount of the consolidated fractions of all 
the States. 

Then you come down, taking the largest fraction and give a mem- 
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ber, and the next largest fraction and give a member, continuing 
down until you reach the maximum of members. 

Now let us see this new method which we have here as a sort of 
new revelation in mathematics. I thought, Mr. Speaker, that math- 
ematics was a divine science. I thought that mathematics was the 
only science that spoke by inspiration and was infallible in its utter- 
ances. I have been taught always that it demonstrated the truth. 
I have been told there was nothing left for speculation in mathe- 
matics. I have been told that while in astronomy and philosephy 
and geometry and all other sciences there was something left for 
speculation, that mathematics, like the voice of Revelation, said 
when it spoke, ‘‘ Thus saith the Lord.” 

But here is a new system of mathematics that demonstrates the 
truth to be false. It is said to be a better method than the old one. 
Take New York (in continuation of the paradox) and what do we 
have? On this number of 320 New York has 32 members plus 145,751 
as a fraction. That fraction gives New York 33 members minus 
8,534 persons. But this bill, sir, gives New York 34 members. Now 
tell me by what system of mathematics you give New York a mem- 
ber without a constituent? Who does he represent? When this 
powerful State comes to measure arms with Rhode Island and Florida 
who will this man represent upon the floor? He will represent 
unconstitutional and arbitrary power—that power of might, Mr. 
Speaker, which the Constitution of the United States was framed to 
a. 

And Pennsylvania comes in with 27 by the even numbers; but 
Pennsylvania has 117,196 surplus after having her even numbers of 
27. Pennsylvania therefore gets by grace 28 members minus 37,089 
persons. But Pennsylvania gets 29. Now, how does Pennsylvania 
get that 29? Whom do they represent? By what sort of system of 
mathematics was this brought about? : 

And Illinois has 19 members, with a fraction of 146,456, lacking 
7,829 of having enough for 20; but that large fraction entitles her 
to 20, and nobody denies it, but Illinois has 21. How does she get 
it? What ‘‘numbers” does 20 represent ? 

Here stands the little State of Rhode Island, which was so jealous 
of her liberties and rights under this Constitution, and Delaware, 
another small State, likewise, that they would not part with their 
equal power in the Senate, but reserved it to protect themselves. In 
this House, said to be the representatives of the people, Rhode Island 
is slaughtered to satisfy the demands of the three powerful States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Illinois. New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Illinois combined lack 53,452 persons to entitle them to 81 Representa- 
tives, yet they have by the bill 84. They have representation for 
516,307 persons not within their borders; while California, Florida, 
and Rhode Island have 330,720 persons for whom they have no repre- 
sentative. 

Is that right? Is this a just distribution of power on the floor of 
this House? Isit in any respect in accordance with the spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States? Shall we violate the solemn com- 
pact made by our fathers which was to endure to their latest pos- 
terity ? Can any man suppose he is supporting the Constitution of 
the United States when this gross injustice is allowed to be perpe- 
trated? This is not all of the paradox, as my friend from Massachu- 
setts characterized it. Iowa has a Representative for 81,765 persons, 
while California is denied one with 93,269. Massachusetts has one at 
85,950, while Rhode Island is denied one at 122,246. Michigan has 
one at 94,087, while Florida is denied one at 115,208. Who can say 
that this is representation according to numbers? Upon what prin- 
ciple could the committee frame this bill and recommend it to the 
consideration of the House? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to take a few moments, 
that I may call the attention of the House to the features of this 
bill as reported by the committee which has had the matter in charge. 
In doing tlis I do not profess to bring to the question any great mnount 
of legai lore or any great power on questions of constitutional law. 
All I claim to be able to do isto approacly this question with just a 
sinall amount of common sense, and I think nothing more is needed 
to enable any one to convince the members of the House who are lucky 
enough to have the same small amount of good sense that this bill 
is an outrage on this same common sense. [Laughter. ] 

The Constitution provides that we shall apportion the members of 
this House among the several States according to the numbers of the 
people in each State respectively. In order todo this we are met in 
the outset by an abstruse mathematical proposition that compels us, 
instead of going to work in the simple, ordinary way known to the 
fathers to solve this problem, using only the common rule of long 
division to undertake the solution, first by the rule of three, then by 
logarithms, followed up by anhlytical trigonometrf and indeed by 
the mysteries of the differential calculus, and in that way, by this new 
process, they have finally found a ratio that gives three members to 
States to which in fairness they do not belong, and takes three away 
from the States they in common honesty do belong to. [Laughter.] 
The sum total of all this mathematical calculation has simply worked 
out that marvelous result! 

I take this to be a eee that all men of ordinary sense and 
good judgment will be willing to say is a correct one. It is this: 
that we should so frame the apportionment bill as to have each mem- 
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ber in this House represent, as nearly as we possibly can, the same 
number of ple. That isa fact, isit not? Nowif you could make 
every member represent exactly the same number of people, that 
would be exact justice. Noone can deny that. Such a bill would 
be doing exactly what the Constitution requires to be done, and 
would leave the Constitution intact and unbroken. But we cannot 
do that, simply because the ese 90 of the different States are 
not divisiblein that way. Then whatcanwedo? Why, get as near 
that as we can. That is the next best ees isit not? First, then, 
take the number of members fixed in this bill, 320, and make your 
computations on that basis. Let me state, before going further, 
how much I dislike to go into these lengthy and elaborate mathe- 
matical computations. [Laughter.] Eversince this Greenback craze 
commenced in this country I have had a sort of dread of figures. I 
am sorry I do not see my Greenback friend from Missouri [Mr. 
HASELTINE] in his seat. If there is any one thing for which these 
men are noted it is their ability to cover an ordinary man all up with 
figures—just simply bury him. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman has been offered a good many other 
truths besides mathematical ones. ‘ 

Mr. HORR. Yes, but I am referring to the way they will take a 
small chap like me and cover him all over with an endless volume of 
figures—just literally snow him under with mathematical tables. 
{Great laughter.] Hence I say I dread these complicated mathe- 
matical problems. At the same time there may not be so much 
mathematical intricacy in this case after all as to prevent us by a 
very simple computation from arriving at a sensible, reasonable 
conclusion. 

Now, I say if you take the number fixed in this bill, 320, as the 
basis of your calculation, the number of times this 320 will go into 
the whole population of the United States will give you the num- 
ber of people that should be represented by each member of the 
next House, and that bill will be the most accurate which approxi- 
mates the nearest to that result. But what doesthis bill do? Why 
it gives New York 34 members, while under the old plan, which I 
have just stated, and which has been heretofore followed, New York 
would be entitled to 32 members and eighty-nine hundredths of an 
additional member. [Laughter. ] 

Now, for the sake of argument I am willing to admit that they 
might perhaps be able to find in the State of New York somebody 
small enough to represent this eighty-nine hundredths of a man. 
[Laughter.] But, Mr. Speaker, this bill goes even further and gives 
another man, another Representative, for no populationatall. Where 
is your man, even in that large State, small enough to properly fill 
this bill? [Renewed laughter and applause. ] 

Now, what is done with Pennsylvania? You find pretty much 
the same thing there. But right here I wish to say that I do not 
think Illinois is the State that under this new method is to get the 
additional member, according to the statement of my friend from 
Massachusetts; but itis the State of Iowa that gets that advantage. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, it is Illinois. 

Mr. HORR. Ithinknot. On this basis of 320 llinois gets, I think, 
the very same number that she would get on the other plan. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HORR. Well, it does not make any difference. For the sake 
of the argument we will admit that it is Illinois; and 7s may be 
right. What I claim is that this principle should prevail: First, we 
should giveone Representative to each State for every time that State 
has the full number of people found by dividing the entire population 
of the State by the number of members ; and then an additional Rep- 
resentative should be given to each State having the largest number 
over and above the full ratio; and, if possible, every State having 
enough over to be entitled to over one-half of another member, 
should be given another; and those not having enough to entitle 
them to one-half a member should be dropped. Can any thing be 
fairer than that? Now, is not the number of Representatives that 
wil] come nearest to doing that fairly and squarely the best number 
to be fixed? And to that point I wish to call special attention. 

If you take 321 as the number, and use that for your first divisor 
into the number of the entire population, and then take that quo- 
tient for your divisor into the population of each State, and then add 
one member to each State that has left as a remainder more than 50 
per cent. of the full number, it will give to each State exactly the 
number of members provided for by the amendment of my colleague, 
[Mr. Burrows.] In that way each State would get a member for 
the same number of people, and also an additional member when it 
had more than one-half enough for another member. 

Now, I ask, does not the mere statement of the proposition carry 
with it full conviction of its fairness? I believe abill basedon that 
calculation is mathematically correct, and then it has this advantage, 
that it commends itself to the average common sense, and also to that 
sense of fairness which should never be lost sight of in our legislation. 
1 admit that there are questions connected with the bill which admit 
of argument. Ican sce that my friend from Kansas can claim another 
nem ber with some show of fairness. He has been talking some about 
the tzeatment his State is entitled to on account of her rapidly in- 
creasing population, and that is a matter I wish we could take into 
account, because Kansas is a rapidly growing State, and if we keep 
up this debate as long as we have been in the habit of keeping up 
the debates here on other subjects she will have grown so much as 


‘. bea seciiiet to another member before we get through. [Great 
aughter. 
. ANDERSON. She has a hundred thousand more now. 

Mr. HORR. Very likely; but we are told by the gentleman from 
the State of New York, who is the special advocate of this new com- 
mon-divisor plan, that New York should have an extra member on 
account of its enormous wealth. At least such seemed to be the line 
of his argument. Did he really mean that? Is that reasonable ? 
Because, forsooth, she happens to own a large amount of our public 
securities and is rich in other property, is that any reason why she 
should have more members than the actual number of her people 
eatitle her to? Is that any reason why she should have an increase 
of power, and why the smaller and poorer States should be stripped 
of their strength? The gentleman could hardly have been in earn- 
est. What makes New York great? What makes her the me- 
tropolis of this nation? Why is she destined to become the great 
money center of the world? It is simply because the men of the 
smaller States, of the sparsely populated States, are pouring into her 
lap daily the wealth created by the strained sinews and constant toil 
of their laboring people, And it does not come with good grace for 
a Representative of that State to come here and attempt to strike 
down the political power of these smaller States in the manner 
attempted by this bill, so unjust and so wrong upon its face. [Ap- 
plause. } 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, this question ought not to be debated a 
moment. It is a simple question of common division, plus a little 
common sense. This idea that you must first get a number which 
will go into the population of each State just so many times, that 
when all are added up you will have just 320, and thus ignore all the 
large fractions, is simply nonsense. Such a plan will always benefit 
the large States at the expense of the smaller ones. The Constitu- 
tion does not require it. What the Constitution requires is that you 
shall get such an apportionment as will be honest, correct, and fair 
to all the States. And that I say is to give to these smaller States, 
when their fractions demand it, every man to which they are justly 
entitled. I say this is all there is of this question, and I wish this 
statement might end this debate right here and settle this whole 
controversy. [Applause, and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘“‘ Vote!” ] 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The rest of my:time to be oc- 
cupied to-night I give to the gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
CHACE. | 

Mr. CHACE. Rhode Island is a very small State, she is a very 
modest State, and her Repsesentatives try to cultivate modesty. I 
should have refrained from saying anything about Rhode Island par- 
ticularly, had she not been alluded to in the peculiar manner in which 
she has been here to-day. 

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. PREscorTt?,] while he boasts 
himself of the wealth of the great State of New York, contrasts it 
with our poverty, and he tellsthe House and the country thatis the 
reason why New York should have one Representative more than she 
is entitled to under the Constitution. The gentleman also tells the 
House and the country how much tax, how much internal revenue 
the State of New York contributes to the General Government. Idonot 
understand that that forms any part of the basis of representation. I 
desire to say to the gentleman that poor as Rhode Island is, everything 
she has belongsto her. It does not belong to any German bankers, or 
to any English bankers. And further, I think that that method of 
assigning representation is very unsound, if it be applied to the State 
of New York, because it might make a very great difference whether 
stocks were up or stocks were down; whether Jay Gould and Van- 
derbilt were ‘‘ bear,” or whether they were ‘‘ bull.” Some time if 
they happened to ring in Russell Sage and a few other gentlemen 
they might get up their wealth to a point perhaps which would 
allow New York to have even thirty-five members. ; 

, But I do not propose to discuss anything in connection with this 
bill at the present time, save and except this one question of the 
method of assigning members upon the fraction. Asitseems to me, 
that is the question which the members of the House at the present 
time should take up and settle in their own minds. Upon the decis- 
ion of the House in regard to that question turns the question whether 
these members shall be assigned rightfully or wrongfully. Now, I 
have set down a few figures which I wish to submit to the House. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has submitted a por- 
oon of them, and with the indulgence of the House I will repeat 
them. 

Mr. MARTIN. Irise to a question of order. I have a sympathy 
with the gentleman who is now addressing the House, and want to 
hear him. 

Mr. CHACE. Rhode Island is very much obliged for all the sym- 
pathy she can get from Delaware. 

The Speaker rapped to order. 

Mr. CHACE, 5 course, every gentleman will admit that in the 
assignment of members we must be governed by the language and 
the spirit of the Constitution. What those are, are questions that 
we are to determine. Now, for all these ninety years at ten decen- 
nial periods, this question has been anxiously canvassed. It has been 
debated by such men as Hamilton, Jefferson, Madison, Calhoun, 
Mangum, Webster, Benton, John M. Clayton, James A. Garfield, and 
so on down through a host of lesser lights, and never one of them 
discovered how you can assign to a State justly under the Constitu- 
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tion one member fewer than she is entitled to and give it to a State 
not entitled to it. . 

It remained for this clerk of the Census Office to discover that 
method. Idonot accuse any gentleman, neither the gentleman him- 
self, nor any member of the committee, nor any member of this House 
of any desire to deal unfairly. This method, specious as it is, is very 
attractive. It is very plausible. It is equally unsound. And I be- 
lieve if gentlemen will look at it, if they will look at the Seaton let- 
ter which the committee submit in regard to this matter, they will 
see lurking there the trouble which has led him astray. He uses this 
language: 

iti ives should be so assigned that the ulation of the 
districts oie addition in the State to. which additional Repsestatatives 4 allotted shall 
fall as little below the average number for the United States as possible; in other 
words, that the districts ultimately formed from the States so increased shall 
approximate as closely as possible— 


Tothe modulus. There is the gentleman’s trouble. He has for- 
saken the language of the Constitution which says that Representa- 
tives shall be apportioned among the States according to their num- 
bers. He has made it a matter of districts instead of a matter of 
States ; and that is the way he and the other gentlemen are led into 
their error. The Constitution contemplates no such matter as the 
division of the States into districts. It contemplates no such thing 
as the assigning of Representatives according to the population of 
districts. They are assigned to States and to States only. 

Let us see what the results of this thing are. But first I desire at 
the expense of a little repetition to call the attention of the House to 
the result of a solution of two or three simple sums in proportion, the 
old-fashioned rule of three. If I correctly apprehend the meaning 
and intent of the language of the Constitution when it says that 
“Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States ac- 
cording to their respective numbers,” it means this: that as the whole 
representative population of the United States is to the number of 
inhabitants in each State so is the whole number of Representatives 
in the House to the number that that State is entitled to. Now, ifI 
am correct, let us take up these six States which are in controversy ; 
for all but six of the States receive the same number of Representa- 
tives in a House of 320 members, whether they be assigned to the 
fractions by what is called the old method or by what is called the 
new one. The six States that are varied are New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Illinois, large States, on the one hand; Rhode Island, Florida 
and California on the other. Let us see, then, how the simple rule of 
three works in these States. 

If you take the State of New York, you state your sum in propor- 
tion as follows: As the whole representative population of the United 
States, 49,371,340, is to the population of the State of New York, 
5,082,871, so is 320 to the number of Representatives to which the 
State of New York is entitled. What is the result ? Thirty-two and 
nine hundred and forty-six thousandths. 

Now, when you have assigned to New York 32 Representatives, and 
1 more for the fraction, how can you under the Constitution give her 
still another Representative ? Upon what ground can it be claimed 
that she should have another, unless it be that stocks are up? 
{Laughter. ] 

The State of Pennsylvania, by the same process, would have 27.759 
Representatives. Give her 1 for that fraction of .759, and she would 
have 28 Representatives, all that she can by any possibility be enti- 
tled to. Yet this bill gives her 29 Representatives. 

By the same process Illinois is entitled to 19.949 Representatives. 
Give her an additional Representative for that .949, and she would 
have 20 Representatives. Yet your bill gives her2i Representatives. 

Now, let us see where the other States will be. By that same pro- 
cess Rhode Island would be entitled to 1.792, California to 5.604, and 
Florida to 1.746 Representatives. Now, after assigning to those great 
States a Representative each for their fractions, you go on and assign 
one more Representative to each one of them; while Rhode Island 
has a claim for .792 of a Representative, Florida a claim for .746 of 
a Representative, and California a claim for .604 of a Representative. 
Is there any justicein this? Is there any equity in it? Is there any 
warrant for it in the Constitution? 

Now, let us apply a few more tests and see how it will affect the 
whole Union. Let us divide the House into two parts; a House of 
320 members. I have selected eight large States, and put Maryland 
in with them in order to get 160 Representatives, the half of a House 
of 320 members. Under the apportionment provided for in this bill 
the States of Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, Indiana, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, [linois, Ohio, and Iowa, all but Maryland having more 
than 1,600,000 inhabitants each, these nine States would have 160 
Representatives, or one-half of the House. The aggregate popula- 
tion of these nine States is 23,984,871. The aggregate population of 
all the other States, which would have the other 160 Representatives, 
is 25,386,469 ; leaving a balance of 1,401,595 people who are disfran- 
chised by this bill. 

Again, let us take the four great States of New York, Dlinois, Penn- 
sylvania, and Ohio. They have an a ate population of 15,641,695. 

nder this bill they would have 105 1 aproventatives. It requires 
22 of the smaller States—leaving out Nevada and Delaware, neither 
of which have a sufficient number of people to amount to a full 
ratio—it requires 22 of the smaller States to get 105 Representatives 
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under this bill. The four large States with 105 Representatives have 
an aggregate population of 15,641,695. The 22 smaller States, and 
all of them with less than 1,600,000 inhabitants each, have an aggre- 
gate population of 17,143,635—a difference of 1,501,940. In the one 
case you have an average ratio in the four great States of 148,968 
people to a Representative—more than 5,000 below the ratio. Onthe 
other hand, in the 22 smaller States we have an average of 163,272 
a cage to the Representative—more than 9,000 above the ratio. 

gain, take the State of Illinois, which is the most flagrant case of 
the three. The State of Illinois has a population of 3,077,871. The 
bill assigns to her 21 Representatives. Now put against that the 
State of Arkansas with 802,525, California with 864,694, Wisconsin 
with 1,315,479, Rhode Island with 276,631, and Florida with 269,473; 
an aggregate population of 3,528,722. Yet those States have only 20 
Representatives under this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Rhode dsland [Mr. CHacr] be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. BUCKNER. If consent is given for that, I will withdraw the 
motion to adjourn. 

No objection was made, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. CHACE. I will take but a few moments longer. Let us see 
how this bill brings out the ratio in the different States, because that 
has an important bearing, it seems to me, upon the question as to 
whether this is a fair and equitable method of solving this problem. 
I suppose that is what every gentleman in this House wishes to arrive 
at. 

I throw out again the small States of Nevada and Delaware, and 
take the ten largest States, having a population of over 1,600,000 
each. I find that all but one of them run below the ratio. Iowa, 
with a population of 1,624,615, has a Representative for each 147,692 
inhabitants. Michigan, with 1,636,937, has a ratio of 148,812. Ken- 
tucky, with a aepelnion of 1,648,690, has a ratio of 149,880. Mas- 
sachusetts, with 1,783,085, has a ratio of 148,590. Indiana, with 
1,978,301, has a ratio of 152,177. Illinois, with a population of 
3,077,871, has a ratio of 146,565. Ohio, with a population of 3,198,062, 
has a ratio of 152,228. Pennsylvania, with a population of 4,282,891, 
has a ratio of 147,685. And New York, with a population of 5,082,871, 
has a ratio under this bill of 149,496. Not one of them is up to the 
full ratio of representation. 

On the other hand take twenty-two of the States running below 
1,400,000 inhabitants each, and not one of them has a ratio down to 
the figures produced by dividing the whole representative population 
of the United States by 320. They run all the way from 155,000 up to 
276,000. 

Gentlemen, I believe these figures are sufficient to settle this whole 
question. The chairman of the committee reporting this bill used 
the term ‘‘ ways that are dark.” This method of assigning Repre- 
sentatives is one of the ‘‘ ways that are dark.” May it prove to be, 
shall I say, one of the “tricks that are vain?” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAYNE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Ifthe gentleman will yield I will move that the 
House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, if there be no 
objection, the Chair will recognize members who desire to introduce 
bills for reference. 

There was no objection. 


WILLIAM W. KER. 


Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4186) for the relief of William W. Ker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EDWARD KRAEMER. 

Mr. HAWK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4187) increasing the pension of Edward Kraemer; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. — 


EMILY C. ATCHISON, 


Mr. HAWK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4188) granting a pension to Emily C. Atchison; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS O'NEAL. 

Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, introducd a bill (H. R.. No. 
4189) for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus O’Neal; which was read a fist 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN A. COAN. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 4190) for the relief of John A. Coan; which was read a 
irst and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS D. ALLEN. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 4191) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen; which: 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS OF M. F. MAURY. 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 126) to authorize the publication of certain papers of the 
late Commander M, F. Maury, of the United States Navy, now on file 
in the Navy Department; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BEDDO AND OTHERS. 


Mr. REAGAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 4192) for the relief of William Beddo and others; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 


ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. JONES, of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4193) to amend section 3903, chapter 4 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARLAN AND HOLLINGSWORTH & CO. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I introduced yesterday a bill (H. R. 
No. 3901) for the relief of Harlan and Hollingsworth & Co., which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. I find on consulting the 
record that bills of similar import for the relief of other persons have 
been referred to the Committee on Claims. I therefore ask that this 
bill take the same reference. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reference will be 
changed as indicated by the gentleman from Delaware. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MRS. 8. B. CLEGHORN. 


Mr. CANDLER. I am directed by the Committee on Accounts to 
report back a resolution and ask its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Mrs. S. B. Cleghorn, 
widow of the late Samuel B. Cleghorn, late messenger of the House of Representa- 
tives, a sum equal to his salary for three months, and all necessary funeral expenses, 
not to exceed the sum of $250. 


Mr. CANDLER. This messenger died in the service of the House, 
and this is the usual resolution for the relief of the widow. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CANDLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO THE APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to offer and have printed in the RecorpD 
an amendment to the apportionment bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that time need not be taken 
to read the proposition. The amendment will be printed. 

The amendment is as follows: 


Strike out section 1 of the bill and insert : 

“Thatduring the next decennial period from and after the 3d day of March, 1883, 
the ratio of fo manger pare for a member of the House of Representatives shall be 
154,764 inhabitants, as ascertained by the Federal census of 1880. Every State 
shall be entitled to 1 Representative, and every State containing two times said 
ratio shall be entitled to 2 Representatives, and so on, 1 Representative for each 
ratio as aforesaid. When any State shall have a fraction above the ratio so iy 
that being multiplied by five the result will be equal to one or more ratios, addi- 
tional Representatives shall be apportioned to such ratios among the several Con- 
gresses of thenext decennial period in the following manner : If there be only one 
Tatio, a Representative shall be allotted to the fifth Congress of the decennial period, 
namely, the Fifty-second Congress. 
be allotted to the fifth and fourth periods, namely, the Fifty-second and Fifty-first 

ongresses. If there be three ratios, a Represeo ative 8 be allotted to the 
fifth, fourth, and third periods, namely, the Fifty-second, Fifty-first, and Fiftieth 
Congresses. If there be four ratios, a Representative shall be allotted to the fifth, 
fourth, third, and second periods, namely, the Fifty-second, Fifty-first, Fiftieth, 
and Forty-ninth Con s. And the several States shall during said period be 
entitled to representation as follows: Alabama, 8; Arkansas, &, California, 5, 
and one additional member in the Fifty-first and iene Congresses ; Colo- 
rado, 1, and one additional member in the Fifty-second Con ; Connecticut, 3; 
Delaware, 1; Florida, 1, and one additional member in the Forty-ninth Fiftieth, 
eee and Fifty-second Congresses; Georgia, 9, and one additional member 
in the Forty-ninh, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty-second Con 3; Illinois, 19, 
and one additional member in the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty- 
second Con ; In 12, and one additional member in the Fiftieth, 
-first, and on Congresses; Iowa, 10, and one additional member in 

the Fifty-first and F fty-second Corr, ; Kansas, 6, and one additional member 
in the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses; Kentucky, 10, and one additional 
member in the Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty-second Con, ses; Louisiana, 6; 
Maine, 4; Maryland,6; Massachusetts, 11, and one additional member in the 
-first and Fifty-second Congresses ; Michigan, 10, and one additional mem- 
ber in the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses; Minnesota, 5; Mississippi, 7, 
and one additional member in the enpenoens Co ; Missouri, 14; Nebraska, 
2, and one additional member ii the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty- 
second Congresses; Nevada, 1; New Hampshire, 2, and one additional member 
in the Fifty-second | New Jersey, 7, and one additional member in the 
ilyy-ecnene Congress; ew York, 82, and one additional member in the Forty- 
ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty-second Congres ; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 
20, and one additional member in the F,‘tieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty-second Con- 
es Oregon. 1; Pennsylvania, 27, and one additional member in the Fiftieth, 
ifty-firat, and Fifty-second Congresses ; Rhode Island, 1, and one additional mem- 


‘ber in the Fiftieth, Fifty-first, an Fifty-second Congresses ; South Carolina, 6, and | 
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If there be two ratios, a Representative shall” 


one additional member in the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses ; Tennessee, 
9, and one additional member in the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty- 
second Congresses; Texas, 10, and one additional member in the Fifty-second Con- 


gress; Vermont, 2; Vi ia, 9, and one additional member in the jeth, Fifty- 
rst, and ome ongresses; West Virginia, 3, and one additional member 
in the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty-second Con; ; Wisconsin, 


8, and one additional member in the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses; and the 
ditional Representatives may be elected by the respective States at large.” 


Mr. CONVERSE presents with his amendment the following table : 





Ratio of representation, 154,764. 
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DR. WALTER REED. 


Mr. PAUL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4194) to authorize Dr. Walter Reed, of the United States Army, to 
receive the pay allowed by law for discharging the duties of physi- 
cian to the White Mountain Apache Indians on the San Carlos Indian 
reservation, Arizona; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will submit 
several executive communications. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting papers relating to the Arizona private 
land claim, Santissima del Carmen ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


INCITEMENT OF INDIAN OUTBREAKS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in response to the resolution of the House of Janu- 
ary 27, relative to the alleged action of Mormons in inviting the Pi Ute 
and Navajo Indians of Arizona to outbreaks, &c.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSION INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Association of Congregational churches of California, at Los An- 
eles, October 8, 1881, in relation to the Mission Indians of Southern 
Jalifornia; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. PRESCOTT. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agree to; and accordingly (at five o’clock p. m.) 


the House adjourne 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Union 
of Westbury, Long Island, praying for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States prohibiting the manufacture and sale of 
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all alcoholic beverages throughout the national domain—to the Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BLACK: A bill to establish a post-route from Egypt, Effing- 
ham County, via Moore’s Mills to Crumley’s, in Bullock County, Geor- 
gia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. _ 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of citizens of Missouri, praying for 
legislation regulating charges for freight and passenger rates on rail- 
roads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of Clark French and others, 
citizens of Iowa, for legislation regulating charges for freight and 
passenger traffic on railroads—to the same committee. 

“By Mr. COVINGTON : The petition of citizens of Talbot County, 
Maryland, for the improvement of the channel of Dividing Creek in 
said county—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of the Durham Tobacco Trade, 
merchants and business men of Durham, North Carolina, praying 
early action in regard to the tobacco tax and deprecating prolonge 
agitation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Massachusetts, for the appointment of a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee 
on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. : 

By Mr. EVINS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of mer- 
chants of Charleston, South Carolina, concerning the improvement 
of the harbor at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of the Grand Division of Sons of 
Temperance of Maine, praying for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibiting the manufacture and sale of 
all aleoholic beverages throughout the national domain—to the Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. OATES: Memorial of the Mobileand Girard Railroad Com- 
pany, relating to forfeiture of land grants—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the pension claims of 
Mrs. Rebecca Franklin and her children; of Benjamin Hickey, of 
James Hines, of Samuel J. Greenlee, of A. B. Keele, guardian, &c.; 
of Maggie A. and Daniel G. Nobles, minor children of Daniel G. 
Nobles, deceased; of Mrs. N. J. Robertson, of Nancy M. Staples, of 
Joseph Tally, of Mary Thornhill, and of Susannah Wood—severally 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William Phillips—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William Darnell and of Ru- 
fus J. Goins—severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN 8. RICHARDSON: Memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce and merchants of Charleston, South Carolina, concerning 
the improvement of the harbor at that place—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GEORGE D. ROBINSON: The petition of C. C. Robinson 
and others, for legislation regulating charges for railroad transpor- 
tation—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Leopold Karpeles, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of Henry C. Richardson, for com- 
pensation for property captured from him by the Nez Percé Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of James Black, president, 
and D. C. Babcock, secretary, of the Pennsylvania State Temperance 
Union, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; and from the same persons a petition praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the manu- 
facture and sale of all alcoholic beverages throughout the national 
domain—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The resolutions of the Illinois State Board of 
Health on the prevention of epidemic diseases—to the Committee on 
Public Health. 

Also, the petition of R. H. Peters and others, citizens of Macoupin 
County, Missouri, for the appointment of a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and 
merchants of Charleston, South Carolina, concerning the improve- 
ment of the harbor at that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: Papers relating to the application for 
additional pay for janitors of school buildings in Washington City— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York, remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 630, which abolishes trial by jury in certain cases—to the 
Committee on the Judicary. 

By Mr. VANCE: The resolution of the Board of Trade of New Berne, 
North Carolina, praying for the erection of public buildings at that 
place—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of Connecticut, prayingfor an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all alcoholic 
beverages throughout the national domain—to the Select Committee 
on the Alcoholic ‘Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. W. 
H. Polk—to the Committee on War Claims. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 8, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in reply to a resolution 
of the Senate, information concerning the action of the mixed board 
on ordnance and other matters relating to heavy ordnance. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Shallthe communication be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. DAWES. It embraces matters, I am advised, that come before 
the Committee onAppropriations. I do not know, however, but that 
the Military Committee have the subject under consideration. It is 
in answer to a resolution of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MorGaAN. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the 
reference be not made until the Senator from Alabama comes in. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Alabama is notin, and I think it 
would be well for the communication to lie upon the table for the 

resent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
table if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to the 
act of July 22, 1854, a report and opinion of the surveyor-general of 
the Territory of New Mexico, on private land claim No. 124, known 
as the grant to Juan Montes Vigil. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would ask the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] if he desires the papers in the case of 
this private land claim to be printed ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I think they had better be referred to the commit- 
tee in order to ascertain whether they are proper for printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying 
for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McDILL presented the petition of William Landreth and 87 
others, citizens of lowa, praying for legislation regulating charges for 
railroad transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Andrew Woodall and 100 
others, citizens of Kent and Cecil Counties, Maryland, praying a sur- 
vey and appropriation for the improvement of Sassafras River, Mary- 
land, from Georgetown to the town of Sassafras; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of G. R. Hays and numer- 
ous others, citizens of Maryland, praying for legislation regulating 
charges for railroad transportation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of the New Berne (North Caro- 
lina) Board of Trade and Cotton Exchange, in favor ofan additional 
appropriation for the improvement of the navigation of the Trent 
River, North Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of William B. Rogers, Z. In- 
gersoll Bowdlet, Charles Eliot Norton, and Charles W. Eliot, the presi- 
dent of Harvard College, and other distinguished gentlemen of culture, 
praying that there be put upon the free list of the tariff antiquities 
of every kind more than a hundred years old, and paintings, engrav- 
ings, etchings, and articles of that character fifty years old, for reasons 
set forth in the petition. These men are occupying justly such a 
position that their petition is worthy of consideration. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Finance, where I know it will 
receive proper attention. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. _I presentalso thirteen petitions from different parts 
of the State of Massachusetts, numbering in all 713 most respectable 
petitioners, praying for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, 
giving to women those political rights that are now denied them. I 
=e that the petitions be referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SLATER presented .a petition of citizens of Astoria, Oregon, 
praying for the passage of a bill declaring the unearned portion of 
the land grant to the Oregon Central Railroad Company forfeited 
unless the railroad company complies with the conditions of the 
grant; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of Harriette R. Shattuck and 
other members of the National Woman Suffrage Association of Massa- 
chusetts, protesting against the enactment of a law disfranchising 
the women of Utah, unless the men of Utah be also disfranchised ; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


The communication will lie on the 


| He also presented the petition of Harriette R. Shattuck and other 


‘members of the National Woman Suffrage Association of Massachn- 
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setts, praying for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution which 
shall prohibit the several States from disfranchising citizens of the 
United States on account of sex; which was referred tothe Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to a petition I am about to present. 
A citizen of my State, who was a very distinguished and gallant mili- 
tary officer, made a petition for relief, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs some time ago, It was his purpose to 
add to that petition a full memorial pointing out that the relief 
which he prayed for had been granted subsequently to several other 
military officers, and that he is now the only person who is entitled 
to the particular relief to whom it has not been afforded. I see that 
my honorable friend from Pennsylvania has made a report without 
any special re-examination of the matter, but referring to some for- 
mer action of the committee which had been taken before this other 
action in large part had been taken. I now present the petition of 
Major Goodhue for reference to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and I respectfully request the assent of that Senator that the action 
of the Senate adopting his report may be reconsidered and recom- 
mitted. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
to that course. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a case in which the late General Burnside took 

at interest. The petitioner was a personal friend of his and he 
ad designed, if he had lived, to exert himself to have this relief 
granted. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Let the report be recommitted. 

Mr. HOAR. In presenting the petition of Major Goodhue I move 
that the action of the Senate of the 15th of January, adopting the 
report to which I have referred, be reconsidered, and that the report 
be recommitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts was adopted on the 15th of January. It is 
moved that the action of the Senate in its adoption be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be recommitted to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom the papers now presented 
will also be referred. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of J. 8. Bohrer, late a master 
in the United States Navy, praying for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of 950 citizens of 
New York, praying for a reform in the method of appointments of 
subordinate officers in the civil service ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. A. W. Gorton and 36 others, 
citizens of Lakeville, New York; the petition of Miss E. G. Browne 
and 59 others, citizens of Theresa, New York; the petition of Henry 
N. Page, Charlotte A. Cleveland, and 117 others, citizens of New York; 
and the petition of Mrs. Phalan Norris, Mrs. Hannah Maria Jacobs, 
and 40 others, citizens of New York, praying for an amendment of 
the Constitution providing that the rights of citizens shall not be 
denied or abridged by any State on account of sex; which were 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented the petition of a committee 
of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, California, praying for such 
legislation as will improve American commerce ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Wilmington, California, 
praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a resolution of the Com- 
mercial Exchange of Philadelphia, in favor of the passage of a bill to 
facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading ; which was referred to 
the-Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of James Black, president, 
and D. C. Babcock, secretary of the Pennsylvania Temperance Union, 
praying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning 
the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of James Black, president, and D. 
B. Babcock, secretary of the Pennsylvania State Temperance Union, 
praying that proper action be taken by Congress to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States so that the manufacture, importation, 


Certainly. Ihave no objection 


and sale of alcoholic liquors shall be oo throughout our na- 


tional domain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A. H. Petty and others, citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying for legislation regulating charges for railroad 
transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of A. L. Smith and others, citizens of 
Blossburgh, Pennsylvania, praying for the abolition of taxes on na- 
tional and other banking corporations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Coates Preston and 102 others, 
citizens of Chester, Pennsylvania; the petition of Benjamin Kent, 
Sarah M. Carver, and 23 others, citizens of Chester County, Pennsyl- 
vania; the petition of Patience W. Kent, William Webster, and 24 
others, citizens of West Chester, Chester County, Pennsylvania; and 
the petition of Maria F. Chandler and 4 others, citizens of Mead- 
ville, Pennsylvania, praying that the right of citizens of the United 
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States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States 
or by any State on account of sex; which were referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Cornelius Halderman 
and 30 others, citizens of Indiana, praying that the right of citizens 
of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the 
United States or any State on account of sex; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of Pusey Heald, M. D., and 
20 others, citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, praying that the right of 
citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged 
by the United States or by any State on account of sex ; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McDILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. No. 916) to provide for the appraisement and sale 
of lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 322) for the relief of John J. Salter, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to give notice to the Senate that after 
the substitute reported by the committee in this case shall have been 
printed, I shall take early occasion to ask the Senate to pass the bill 
as reported by the committee. It is a very meritorious case, and I 
think the Senate should consider it as soon as possible. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of E. J. Gurley, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1671) for the relief of H. V. Philpott, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was. 
referred the bill (S. No. 115) to restore George A. Stevens to his rela- 
tive rank in the Navy of the United States, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. - 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 697) forthe relief of Captain Will- 
iam D. Whiting, reported it without amendment; the committee 
adopting the House report on the case. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Naval Atfairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 534) concerning chaplains in the Navy, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 214) for the relief of John M. Dor- 
sey and William F. Shepard, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 137) for the relief of William Schuchardt, United States com- 
mercial agent at Piedras Negras, Mexico, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of the heirs of Jacob Senseney, deceased, praying compensa- 
tion for the occupancy of certain buildings in Winchester, Virginia, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, 
and the committee duckie from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

*Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 737) granting a pension to Peter Harbaugh, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill. 
(8S. No. 891) granting a pension to Earl 8. Rathbun, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,. 
to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 361) for a public building at 
Frankfort, Kentucky, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No, 272) for the relief of Mrs. 8. A. Wright and 
Mrs. C. Fahnestock, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. No. 270) to repay the State of Georgia $27,175.50, money 
advanced by said State for the defense of her frontiers against the 
Indians from 1795 to 1818, and not heretofore repaid, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MAHONE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to: 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1133) directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to examine and settle the accounts of certain States and the city of 
Baltimore, growing out of moneys expended by said States and the 
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city of Baltimore for military purposes during the war of 1812; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1134) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Thomas Latchford; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1135) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. McConnell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PUGH (by uest) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to eaten a bill (S. No. 1136) to regulate the hearing 
of causes by the Supreme Court of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

My. WALKER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1137) for the relief of James 
R. Lafferry ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 
on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, and by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1138) to increase the endowment of 
the University of Alabama from the public lands in said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of the estates of James 
Vance and William Vance; which was read twice by its title, and, 
bas the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1140) for the relief of John C. French; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1141) for the relief of 
Charles W . Foulke; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1142) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary V. Wilt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 
on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ¥OORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1143) to restore Assistant-Paymaster Nich- 
olas H. Stavey to the active from the retired list of the Navy ; which 
ve read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1144) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
ascertain and report to Congress the claims respectively of the States 
of Kansas, Nevada, Oregon, and Texas, and the Territories of Idaho 
and Washington for repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1145) to establish agricultural farms or stations, 
under the superintendence of the Commissioner of Agriculture, in the 
several States ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave to introduce a joint resolution, and also 
ask that it be read at length. 

The joint resolution (8. R. No. 32) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution in relation to alcoholic leans and other poisonous bev- 
erages was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, éc., That the following amendment to the Constitution be, and hereby 
is, proposed to the States, to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three-fourths of the several States, as provided in the Constitution : 

ARTICLE —. 

SECTION 1. From and after the year of our Lord 1900 the manufacture and sale 
of distilled alcoholic intoxicating liquors, or alcoholic liquors any part of which is 
obtained by distillation or process equivalent thereto, or any intoxicating liquors 
mixed or adulterated with ardent spirits, or with any poison whatever, except for 
medicinal, mechanical, chemical, and scientific purposes, and for use in the arts, 
anywhere within the United States and the Territories thereof, shall cease; and 
the importation of such liquors from foreign states and countries to the United 
States and Territories, and the exportation of such liquors from, and the transpor- 
tation thereof within and through, any part of this country, except for the use and 
purposes aforesaid, shall be, and hereby are, forever thereafter prohibited. 

Skc. 2. Nothing in this article shall be construed to waive or abridge any exist- 
ing power of Congress, nor the right, which is hereby recognized, of the people of 
any State or Territory to enact laws to prevent the increase and for the suppres- 
sion or regulation of the manufacture, sale, and use of liquors, and the in ients 
thereof, any part of which is alcoholic, intoxicating, or poisonous, within its own 
limits, and for the exclusion of such liquors and ingredients therefrom at any 
time, as well before as after the close of the year of our Lord 1900; but until then, 
and until ten years after the ratification hereof, as provided in the next section, 
no State or Territory shall interfere with the transportation of said liquors or in- 
gredients, in packages safely secured, over the usual lines of trafiic, to other 
States and Territories wherein the manufacture, sale, and use thereof for other 
ah i and use than those excepted in the first section shall be lawful: Provided, 

hat the true destination and nature of such packages be plainly marked thereon. 

Suc. 3. Should this article not be ratified ty three-fourths of the States on or 
before the last day of December, in the year of our Lord 1890, then the first sec- 
tion hereof shall take effect and be in force at the expiration of ten years from 


such ratification; and the assent of any State to this article shall not be rescinded 
nor reversed. 


Src. 4. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the joint resolution lie on the table, as at 
a later period of the session I shall desire to submit some remarks 
upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 33) for the payment of the 
claims arising under the treaty between Spain and the United States 
for the cession of the Floridas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That William Bowen have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate upon leaving copies with the Secretary, there having 
been several adverse reports on the petition. 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the claim of Richard Porter and another 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having been 
no adverse report thereon. 


ORDNANCE BOARD REPORT. 


Mr. MORGAN. A letter came in from the Secretary of War this 
morning in response to a resolution which was passed by the Senate 
some days since calling for a report of the experiments made by the 
ordnance officers on guns that have been built under appropriations 
by the Congress of the United States which have cost upward of 
$50,000 apiece. The Secretary informs the Senate that by extraor- 
dinary efforts it may be possible that some reply may be made to this 
resolution by the expiration of the present fiscal year. If such is the 
fact, it would have been vOPONERG. undoubtedly in the Secretary of 
War to have waited until some one had made an inquiry as to whether 
the resolution made some excessive demand upon that Department 
for information. It was not at all necessary that he should come 
forward in the manner that be has done and inform the Senate of 
the unadvisability of its action in calling upon him for information 
respecting the public affairs of the country. 

The letter itself only confirms me in the belief, which I have had 
forced upon me contrary to my inclinations entirely, that it is the 
purpose of the War Department to keep back from the country the 
actual results of experiments made by the ordnance board upon guns 
that have been manufactured and paid for, or are to be paid for, by 
the money of the people of the United States. 

It was suggested when this matter was up before that perhaps the 
guns hich bove been mentioned in the report of the manufacturers 
were not guns that were provided for under the act of Congress. I 
have received very distinct information upon that subject, and I am 
now enabled to state upon information which I believe to be entirely 
true that they are the identical guns which were manufactured under 
a law of the Congress of the United States, passed either at the last 
session or the session before. 

I have called attention to this subject in order that it may be 
understood that no action on the part of the Secretary of War or of 
any of his subordinates can possibly prevent this subject from being 
brought to the light of day. I shall take the liberty, if I have that 
privilege, as I believe I still enjoy it as an American citizen, if not 
as an American Senator, of going to that Department and making 
some inquiry as to the vast umount of business that is required to 
make an answer to a resolution as simple and confined as that which 
I had the honor to submit here. My resolution includes only those 
reports which have come officially to the knowledge of the War De- 

artment in respect to tests of ordnance above the caliber of eight 
inches, which have not heretofore been communicated to Congress. 

If the amount of clerical force which they have in the War Depart- 
ment cannot execute the command of this resolution because of the 
immense volume of information of an official character which has 
been communicated to the War Department heretofore and has not 
been published, then it is undeniable that there has been a conceal- 
ment of facts touching this very important matter which casts gross 
suspicion upon the War Department itself. My resolution calls for 
nothing but official reports, and it calls only for those official reports 
that have not heretofore been printed. If it is to require the War 
Department, with all its force, from now until the expiration of the 
fiscal year to bring before Congress those official reports touching 
this subject which have not heretofore been printed, then there is a 
confession patent mpen the conduct of the War Department that 
Congress has been hoodwinked and blindfolded in respect ‘to this 
important matter through the delinquency and the contumacy also 
of the War Department of the United States, 

This manner of threatening the Senate of the United States against 
an inquiry by informing it that a resolution which it has adopted 
will require a great amount of public labor is very unusual and very 
unbecoming. Neither the Secretary of War nor any one else need 
expect, so long as Senators have the right of speech in this body, that 
they will be deterred from coming forward and demanding the full- 
est inquiry and exemplification of their conduct where the public 
interests are involved. 

The Senate of the United States is not to be snubbed by a Secretary 
of War when that body undertakes to acquire information from that 


| Seeretary touching public affairs. Perhaps when the Secretary of 
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War becomes older and better informed in respect to his duties he 
may have a more respectful consideration for the interests of the 
public, and also for the proprieties of his relations with us. 

I shall move, therefore, that the communication lie upon the table 
without being printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before this question passes away from the Senate 
T desire to say a word with regardtoit. I think the statement made 
by the Senator from Alabama is a most extraordinary one in view of 
the communication from the Secretary of War. At the very last ses- 
sion of Congress a law was passed with reference to the subject of 
ordnance, directing an inquiry into the very subject in regard to 
which the Senator complains. The language of the law is that— 

The President is authorized to select a board, to consist of one engineer officer, 
two ordnance officers, and two officers of artillery, whose duty it shall be to make 
examinations of all inventions of heavy ordnance and improvements of heavy ord- 
nance and pape that may be presented to them, including guns now bein 
constructed or converted under direction of the Ordnance Bureau; and said boa: 
shall make detailed report to the Secretary of War, for transmission to Congress, 
of such examination, with recommendation as to what inventions are worthy of 
actual test, and the estimated cost of such test; and the sum of $25,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for such purpose. 

Under this law the Secretary of War appointed what is called a 
mixed board. The board could not, in the nature of things, have 
entered upon its duties before the 1st of last July ; and this provision 
is intended to cover the entire range and field of ordnance, both as 
to guns and projectiles, and to make tests, and a considerable sum of 
money was appropriated for that purpose. In the very nature of 
things, it seems to me, it has been impossible for this board to have 
made such complete examination up to this time as the Senator from 
Alabama seems to think they ought to have made. 

So far from this letter of the Secretary of War being disrespectful 
to the resolution of the Senator from Alabama, it is couched im lan- 
guage of entire respect to the Senator and to the Senate. The Sec- 
retary states that from a communication received from the chairman 
of this board, General Getty, a distinguished military officer of the 
United States, and an artillery officer, it will be impossible for them 
to make the tests and examinations expected, and make a report 
before the end or near the end of the current fiscal year. 

In view of the fact that the appropriation bill for fortifications is 
now pending in the Senate, having already passed the other House, the 
Secretary of War had a right to suppose that this information was 
sought with a view to legislation upon that appropriation bill; and 
I think it was entirely decorous for him to say to the Senate that it 
was impossible for the board to furnish the information before the 
end of the fiscal year. Why is that statement made? There is in 
the appropriation bill pending before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions no appropriation for heavy ordnance. Pending this examina- 
tion, under a law passed last year, no such appropriation will be made 
or thought of by the Senate; and the appropriation bill can be con- 
sidered without reference to the vast amount of information sought 
by the Senator from Alabama. 

The Secretary of War, after having stated this important fact in 
his communication, states in addition that at the earliest practicable 
moment everything else sought for in the resolution of the Senator 
from Alabama will be furnished to the Senate. Is it possible, in the 
face of this letter, that the Secretary of War can be in the remotest 
manner construed to have acted in disrespect of the resolution or in 
discourtesy toward the Senate ? 

Of course, the communication contains no valuable information 
with reference to these topics, and it may as well lie upon the table ; 
but I could not forbear saying this much in reference to it after the 
remarks made by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the report of the mixed board, as required by 
the act of Congress which the Senator from Iowa has just read, can- 
not be completed before the end of the fiscal year, there can be no 
reason, I think, why a partial report may not be made, giving the 
information to the Senate whether the guns constructed at a cost of 
about sixty thousand dollars apiece under the act of Congress have 
actually burst in trial. 

The Senator from Iowa says that a bill is now pending in the Senate, 
which has passed the House, providing for the sea-coast defense; but 
there is no provision made in that bill, as I understand, for the manu- 
facture of heavy ordnance. Perhaps there ought to be a provision 
in that bill for the manufacture of heavy ordnance. The Senate 
ought to know whether it is possible that American mechanics and 
founders can make guns which are sufficient for our own defense, 
or whether we must go abroad and buy guns from Krupp or some- 
body else who has the ability and the ski to manufacture them for 
us. Information upon this subject is necessary to enable us to comply 
with the demand which reaches our ears from every military quarter 
in the United States, that it isan eminent duty of the Congress of 
the country to provide guns sufficient for the sea-coast defense. We 
have gone along upon the plans which have been adopted by the 
board of ordnance heretofore, and it appears from statements which 
I think are entirely credible that these guns are of no use, that they 
cannot be held together long enough really to make a test of what 
might be their qualities under different conditions, bursting at the 
second, third, or fourth trial. Can there be any reason why this 
whole subject should be postponed and all this information delayed 
until the end of the fiscal year, when the Secretary of War by making 
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a requirement upon that board certainly can get information as to 
what has been done ? 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Alabama will remember that 
the law which I have read directs what the board shalldo. The Sec- 
retary of War has no more control over the board than a lieutenant 
of the Army has. They are required to make their tests and examina- 
tions of not only ordnance but projectiles, and report to him and he 
transmits that report to Congress. 

_Mr.MORGAN. The Secretary of War does not take that ground in 
his letter. So far as I understand his letter, he takes the ground that 
the mass of information called for is so great that it will be beyond 
the power of that Department to furnish it before the end df the fiscal 
year. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama has not read this letter? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have read it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It states that this board will not be able to make 
their report until near the end of the fiscal year, and as to other mat- 
ters they will be furnished as rapidly as possible. I ask the Senator 

| from Alabama to have the letter read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to its being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

| War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 7, 1882. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution of the 30th 
of January, 1882, directing the transmittal of a full report of the action of the mixed 
board of ordnance selected to ‘‘ examine the inventions in relation to ordnance, and 
to report what inventions are worthy of test, as well as the estimated cost of such 
tests,” and beg to inform you that the president of the board, Brevet Major-General 
Getty, under date of the 3d instar, states that it is not practicable for the board at 
this time to fix upon even a probable date when its report will be submitted, but. 
that it is thought it may be made before the end of the present fiscal year. 

In respect to the other matters embraced in the same resolution, I have directed 
a statement to be prepared at the earliest practicable moment. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 

To the PRESIDENT pro tempore of the United States Senate.J 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, if the Secretary of War has 
jurisdiction over General Getty at all, why did he not apply to him 
for information as to the position of his tests? Why did. he not get 
an Official report? Why is it that he cannot get something stated in 
the nature df facts so far as the facts have been developed on this 
subject? I have my view about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Alabama will refer to his 
resolution, he will find that the resolution directed to the Secretary 
of War was “to transmit to the Senate a full report of the action of 
the mixed board on ordnance,” selected to examine into these mat- 
ters. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
report. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This board, under the legislation referred to by 
the Senator from Iowa, is to make its report to the Secretary of War, 
and the chairman of the board, General Getty, has responded to the 
Secretary of War that it is not practicable for the board to make a 
full report of its proceedings at this time, but that it expects to make 
it within the present fiscal year. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. And soit has been, I will inform the Senator from 
Minnesota, all the time. Reports have been withheld from the Sen- 
ate until after the bill has passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But if the Senator from Alabama will reflect 
upon this matter, I think he will remember that this board is regarded 
as one entirely impartial between the Army and civilians who have 
any patents to present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. They demonstrate their strict impartiality by not 
coming forward and giving to the Senate that necessary information 
which belongs to us to enlighten us on this important subject of leg- 
islation ! 

Mr. McMILLAN. That has not been asked for yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has closed; and 
this debate can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order, Mr. President. 


SYSTEMS FOR LIGHTING HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


Mr. McPHERSON. [I rise to morning business, having been shut 
out by the motion of the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that the morning hour be continued until the ordinary morning bus- 
iness is through? 

Mr. INGALLS. I consent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to offer a resolution, alittle more com- 
prehensive than one passed by the Senate last week, making inquiry 
of the Treasury Department. I ask for the present consideration of 
the resolution which I submit. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report to the Senate any and all information respecting the operations of and hia 
onun respecting the com tive merits of all compr -gas systems for t- 


ing harbors and rivers, including the merits of tho invention of John M. Fi , 
in use by the Government in Currituck Sound. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed fo. 


But I did not instruct him to wait for a complete 
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THE FLORIDA TREATY. 


Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution, to lie on the table, 
and I shall take the opportunity of calling it up and submitting some 
remarks on it hereafter : 

Resolved, That the good faith of the United States of America requires the exe- 
eution of the es imposed by the treaty between the United States and 

made in 1818-'19 for the cession of Florida by the payment of the amount of 
claims for losses and es, as the same has been ascertained and adjudi- 
cated by the tribunals established by the United States, with interest thereon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will lie on the table, 
subject to the call of the Senator from Florida. 


RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby directed to institute negotiations 
for a reciprocity treaty between the United States and the States of Central and 
South America. 

ORDNANCE BOARD REPORT. 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senate to consider at this time 
the resolution I introduced on Monday last. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What has become of the motion of the Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. MorGAN?] Wasany action taken on it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of War 
lies upon the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Did the motion carry to lay that letter on the 
table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir; that was the motion, but 
there was no vote upon it inasmuch as the morning hour expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the morning hour was extended for morning 
business. I beg leave to offer in explanation, for the satisfaction of 
the Senator from Alabama and others, a letter which I received two 
or three days ago from the Chief of Ordnance. 

It has been explained already that the board to examine this whole 
question was ordered by the act of March 3, 1881, and $25,000 appro- 

riated for it. That appropriation, of course, was not available till 

uly 1. Every one should know that a board having so vast a sub- 
ject in charge, and one covering such a multitude of papers as that 
referred to, should have something more than six months to make up 
its report in. The Secretary of War explains that that board can- 
not report until toward the close of the fiscal year, and then he can 
transmit it to Congress; but in the mean time all the other papers 
called for the gentleman can have as soon as they can be got. 

Now I ask the Secretary to read the letter from the Chief of Ord- 
nance which I send to the desk. It is not an official letter, but there 
is nothing in it that the writer should object to printing, and it is 
the more valuable perhaps as it was written informally in answer to 
my inquiry. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 2, 1882. 

Sir: In compliance with your request, I have studied Senator Morgan’s resolu- 
tion, and have read the debate of yesterday. 

The fortification bill of last year, providing for the board now in session in New 
York, says: ‘‘ And said board shall make detailed —— to the Secretary of War 
fortransmission to Congress,” &c., thus covering the first portion of the resolution. 
I don't suppose that it is intended to cause the board to make immediate report. 
The subject they are now investigating is a vast one, and the board should be al- 
lowed all the time it needs to reach its conclusions. I have no control whatever 
over it, and its report will be made direct to the Secretary of War; but I have no 
doubt that the accompanying papers will be voluminous. 

My instructions to the ordnance board, which has conducted all the trials and 
tests, have been to submit to the board appointed under the law of March 3, 1881, 
all reports and information of every kind and nature, and to place itself in communi- 
cation with said board, that all the information desired be given. The report on 
the recently burst guns, to which reference is made in the debate, was received a 
few weeks ago and at once submitted to that board. It would appear, therefore, 
that the papers called for by the resolution of tests since 1872 will appear as appen- 
dixes to the report of the board when made and transmitted to Congress. 

Yesterday's debate shows that the resolution has been amended so as to call for 
reports not already printed. I am unable to say how many pages this will cover, 
but probably as much as what has been printed. The a already printed, 
and such as are being printed with my last annual report, cover about 1,500 pages 
octavo, with about 500 illustrations. 

I see no objection to the resolution. The facts should be reached in some way 
for the satisfaction of the Senate, and I have uot the slightest objection to the 
closest investigation. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
S. V. BENET, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 

P. 8.—1 inclose copy of papers bearing on this case. 

8. V. B. 

Hon. J. R. HAWLEY, United States Senate. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE O'CONNOR. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before proceeding with the regular order, I ask the 
Senator from Minnesota to allow me to give notice that to-morrow, 
at three o’clock, I shall ask the Senate to consider a resolution com- 
memorative of Mr. M. P. O’ConNoR, late a member of the House of 
Representatives from South Carolina. 

JONATHAN R. SPENCER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
JACKSON, ] from the Committee on Pensions, reported the bill (8. No. 
887) granting a pension to Jonathan R. Spencér adversely, and the 
bill was ae tat postponed. Iask that that action may be recon- 
sidered and the bill placed on the Calendar. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made, andthe bill will be placed on the Calendar, with the 
adverse report of the committee. 


ACTING CHIEF CLERK. 


Mr. HARRIS. I asked when on the floor a few moments ago that 
the Senate proceed at this time to consider the resolution which I 
offered on Monday last. 

Mr. INGALLS. What about? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is imposing the duties of Chief Clerk on Neilk 
8. Brown, jr. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask forthe regularorder. I think that is more 
ingettent than the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate can by a majority vote 
decide what it will consider. 

Mr. HARRIS. The morning hour was extended for morning busi- 
ness, and this is morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not regular morning business. 

Mr. HARRIS. It comes within that classification, being a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iask the Senator to allow that to pass over to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; but I give notice that I will ask the Sen- 
ate to-morrow morning to consider it. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS ACT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. INGALLs on the 12th of January : 

Resolved, That, inthe opinion of the Senate, the act of Jan’ 25, 1879, commonly: 
known as the arrears of pensions act, ought not to be peal 

The pending question being on the amendment of Mr. INGALLS to 
the amendment of Mr. BUTLER, to insert, before the word “soldiers,” 
the words ‘‘ needy or disabled ;” so as to make the amendment read : 

And that Congress ought to enact a law ting a pension to the needy or dis- 
abled soldiers of the Metican war. Pere -f 

Mr. BECK. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. What has. 
become of the bill that we were discussing last night, presented by 
the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CAMERON?T] 

Mr. INGALLS. That was taken up informally with my consent, 
and before the adjournment the unfinished business was again laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. The particular reason I made the inquiry was that I 
have looked into the matter—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
before the Senate last evening. 

Mr. BECK. I have made some examination of the law in refer- 
ence to that bill, and do not think it ought to pass. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I shall call it up at an early day. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Presideut, the origin of this debate was some- 
what extraordinary. A measure which had been before the country 
for many years, the principles of which had been agitated from the 
close of the war, after mature discussion extending through several 
Congresses, and after the fullest, and, as I think, the fairest consid- 
eration, not only on the part of Congress but on the part of the peo- 

le whose interests were chiefly to be affected by its enactment or b 
its rejection, finally became a law, a law by strong majorities of bot. 
branches of Congress and by also receiving the constitutional sanc- 
tion of the Executive. There can be little doubt that this law was. 
— with due deliberation, if any enactment of Congress ever may 

e said to have become a law with sufficient thought, with sufficient 
care, with sufficient investigation of facts, with sufficient consider- 
ation of the principles involved to justify its enactment. And yet, 
because the just claims, not originating under the law, but which 
were prosecuted by virtue of its provisions, have taken large sums 
from the Treasury and prospectively will require very much larger 
sums in the future, considerable indignation seems to have been ex- 
cited in the country ; members of Congress have become extraordi- 
narily awakened upon the subject, and many who were here present 
and eg Ea in the debate, some also as I believe who actuall 
approved of the measure itself, have been struck with doubt and wit 
halting, and the result has been the most extraordinary denunciation 
upon the floor of the Senate not alone of the measure but of the ignor- 
ance and the stupidity, or what may even be worse—for those quali- 
ties alone would seem to excuse corruption—that only worse motive: 
which could be attributed to legislators by those who have been heard 
here on the floor of the Senate in denunciation of an existing law of 
the land. 

It is very true that, upon further consideration, this has been ex- 
plained away to a considerable extent, and it is now asserted that 
there was no design whatever of impugning the motives of any one; 
and that Congress, instead of being a collection either of fools or 
scoundrels, may have been merely a little too hasty in its action, and 
on the whole excusable. At all events the effort to denounce the 
= of those who may have supported the measure has been aban- 

oned. 

Mr. President, I am one of those who for many years, who always 
since my attention was directed to thissubject-matter, have believed 
thatthe principles upon which we give a pension in any case, no 
matter when the application is made, are the very same reasons which 
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exist for the granting of a pension to one who applies for it imme- 
diately after the disability occurs; and that all those reasons apply, 
and with still greater force, to the case of the man who, after years, 
it may be, of delay, under increased difficulties in the establishment 
of his claim, is nevertheless able to establish it, and to secure an 
adjudication from the Government against itself, and in his favor. 
If therefore there are reasons why we should maintain a pension-list 
at all, if there are sound reasons why our laws having reference to 
enlistments, holding out inducements to the able-bodied men of the 
country to defend it in its hour of peril, should promise the allowance 
of pensions at all, tao # exist with stillstronger force in their applica- 
tion to enactments of the kind which have been thus denounced. 

I would like for a few moments to state to the Senate what I con- 
sider to be the true ground on which pensions are granted. We all 
understand that there is a certain class of pensions which are in fact 
atuities; that is to say, they are gratuities in a certain sense. 
hey are never given unless because it is deemed to be an act of jus- 
tice and for the interest of the country at large that they be given, 
for the country holds and history demonstrates that all forms of gov- 
ernment have found it necessary—at all events they have acted on 
the principle that it is better to reward deeds of extraordinary valor 
or extraordinary service of any kind the object of which is and the 
effect of which is the defense of the nation, by pecuniary or other 
form of emolument or reward, based not upon the extent of services 
actually rendered, but more, and perhaps primarily, upon the cour- 
age, the conduct, and the supposed specific merit of the motive itself. 

That class of pensions, however, has not been granted to any very 

eat extent in this country, though it has been to a limited degree. 

he great charges upon the exchequer of the country by the pension 
acts accrue from other and entirely different grounds. They are usu- 
ally given as a matter of contract, as much as are the wages which 
are paid to the soldier when he enlists and goes into the field. The 
arrears and the original pensions, all which have been granted by 
reason of the service rendered in the recent war and disabilities con- 
tracted therein, are based, in my judgment and in my view of the 
law, upon the contract originally entered into between the Govern- 
ment and the claimant as much so as are the wages which were paid 
him for his services in the field. 

I think, Mr. President, that this must be very apparent to any one 
who will consider for a moment the nature of the service rendered 
and the amount of the pecuniary compensation which is granted for 
that purpose. Before a man goes into the field, before any enlist- 
ment whatever is made, the public law declares that if he is disabled 
in the service his dependent relatives, his widow, his orphan chil- 
dren, or, if he be not married, his dependent mother and father shal! 
be entitled to a pension, and the rate of pension is prescribed. So 
that the contract, whatever it is, is entered into in view of the fact 
that there is provision made for the unfortunate contingencies of 
actual disability contracted in the service. 

Now, what is the pecuniary compensation given? The ordinary 
soldier gets his fifty cents a day. What can he get in private life for 
the ordinary service that he may render; what are the wages which 
he can earn in the ordin employments of life? There is no com- 
mon laborer in the United States, nor has there been for the last 
twenty years, whose pay would not be more than $1 or $1.50 to $2 a 
day ; and yet these men go into the service of the country, they take 
the field and expose themselves to the dangers and hazards of war for 
a much smaller compensation. So also of the officers. There is no 
regimental officer of the line or of still higher rank whose compen- 
sation is not about the same as that of an ordinary clerk in a Depart- 
ment here or an ordinary clerk. in a store engages in the usual and 
not dangerous avocations of life. So of the igher officers, the field 
officers and those still above them in command. The compensation for 
actual military service universally is less in amount than for corre- 
sponding service in any of the ordinary walks of life. Under these 
cizcumstances, I submit to any man whether it is reasonable to sup- 
pose that a pension was not in view in contemplation of the contin- 
gency of loss of limb, of loss of health, of the absolute and perma- 
nent destruction of the ability to earn wages at all. In view of the 
fact that aman may be unable to earn a living at all after he has 
been discharged from the military service of the United States, is it 
to be e ted that he enters into a contract to render this kind of 
service for a lesser compensation than in any of the ordinary and not 
dangerous employments of life, without having in view the prospect 
of a pension ? 

Then there is this further consideration: Assuming that this class 
of pensions is granted by reason of its constituting an element of 
the original contract itself, which I believe to be the just ground on 
which it is nes and coming to consider those which have been 
granted under and by virtue of the arrears of pensions act, I submit 
that these claims are for precisely the same causes, the same disa- 
bilities for which pensions are granted under pre-existing law. The 
effect of the arrears of pensions act was simply to remove the stat- 
ute of limitations. We represent a Government against which no 
statute of limitations is ever permitted to run ; we never allow it to 
be set up as against ourselves; yet here is a class of claims in the 
origin of which we find our own defense and our own existence. 
But for the fact that these men became disabled, that these causes 
of pensions were contracted in the service of the country, there 
would have been no country at all... And can we justly, can we with 
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any show of propriety whatever, set up against this class of claims 
a statute of limitations which we will not permit to run against the 
Government itself? Is there any equity in that? Is there any right 
whatever in it? 

Then further, these claims have been delayed for many years, and 
it is set 2 as against them that because they have not been asserted 
earlier, therefore the Government should disallow them entirely. 
The Government Which has profited by their failure to be asserted 
seasonably, the Government which has saved the interest on the in- 
stallments which would otherwise have become due annually during 
these last ten, fifteen, or twenty years, the Government which has 
saved to itself a larger sum than now it will be obliged to give to the 
soldiers if it grants all the allowance which is claimed, that Govern- 
ment comes forward and says, “ Because you have not claimed this 
earlier, therefore you shall not have anything at all. You have given 
us one-half of what probably accrued to you for some reason,” and 
as I shall endeavor to show in a moment, from motives with which 
the Government can find no fault whatever with the applicant, this 
delay has occurred, and the practical result of it is that the Govern- 
ment has received the benefit of these withholden claims during all 
these years. The interest in the course of ten or twelve years would 
amount to as much as the claim itself; in twenty years to four times 
the original claim itself. 

I wish to call attention to another point. Upon no known principle 
of human nature can it be inferred that the man who ultimately 
establishes his claim to a pension withholds that claim from an im- 
proper motive. If he has any motive at all, is it not fair to presume 
that, like the rest of us, he wants money as soon as he can establish 
hisclaim? Ifhe does not assert that claim, why does he not assert it? 
We pay to no man who does not ultimately establish his claim. 
Bear in mind that I am speaking now only of the cases which are 
ultimately allowed. There may have been claims set up which have 
been rejected, false claims; there may have been an effort to establish 
some claim fraudulently, but I am speaking now of the claims which 
have been established, which have been adjudicated, and which have 
been allowed under the provisions of this act, and which are to be so in 
future. I am speaking of the case of that man who has established 
against an adverse tribunal by an absolute adjudication made by that 
tribunal, on evidence which it takes in its own way, his right to a pen- 
sion. Can you conceive, Mr. President, why any honest applicant for 
a pension should have withheld his application unless it was either 
through ignorance of his rig@t, or because eee his right he has 
been unable to produce the required proof, or in the third and last 
instance because he was anxious from the same motives which led him 
to the field in the first place, from precisely the same patriotic im- 

ulse, to save to his country any further expenditure on his account 
if he possibly could do so ? 

Now, take these three reasons in succession. There may be other 
reasons, but bear in mind I am talking of the men whose claims we 
have admitted to be just by adjudicating them upon the merits. 
Take the first reason for delay; in such a case, where a man has 
failed to assert his claim because he was ignorant of its existenve ; 
is that any reason why a great Government like this, with an an- 
nual income of almost $400,000,000, should deny to this man what we 
admit he should have under the iaw-which we ourselves have en- 
acted, or which we admit he should have had under laws we enacted 
years ago if he had asserted his claim a little earlier? Would a pri- 
vate individual interpose that objection against an otherwise ad- 
mittedly just and honest claim, because his creditor did not know 
of its existence seasonably? Would a man who interposed such a 
plea be reputed otherwise and properly than as a knave or a villain, 
@ man who would rob his neighbor simply because by a technicality 
or a trick of the law he was enabled to do so? Can the Government 
of the United States afford to place itself in that position? 

* Take, now, the second case which I supposed, where the claimant 
is aware of the existence of his claim, but by reason of the absence 
of his testimony or the difficulty of procuring it, the lack of means, 
the fact that the witness is in a remote portion of the country, for 
one reason or another, knowing that his claim exists, he is still una- 
ble to set it up and establish it. Does the Government of the United 
States desire to place itself in the position of refusing an honest 
claimant whose disability may be the very reason why the Capitol 
stands to-day and we are able to legislate here upon his claim at alli— 
does the Government desire to place itself in the position of reject- 
ing this claim for that reason ? 
d in the third case, which I am aware with some men will excite 
a little of derision, and yet there is no reason why it should, that is 
where claims have been withheld year after year, as meritorious. 
claims as ever have been established before the bureau in the world, 
because the man who had the right, and who knew he had the right, 
and who knew he could establish that right, did not desire so long 
as he could possibly avoid it to call further upon the country whie 
he had already given the better part of his life or of his physical 
vigor tosave. That class of cases is not a class to be derided in this 
lace, nor is it to be derided by reason of the smallness of its num- 
rs by any means. Go to the Pension Office to-day, consult those 
men who are very familiar with this business, and they will tell you. 
that there are thousands and thousands and tens of thousands of ¢ 
which have been held in this country by men who knew their rights. 
and yet did hope that they might succeed ultimately in passing through 
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life without burdening further the country which they had fought to 
save. 

For no one of these reasons, which are the only reasons that occur 
to me for delaying any of these honest claims—there may be others, 
but no others occur to me—for no oneof those reasons can we afford 
to say that because this sort of claim has been withheld, therefore it 
shall never be paid at all. Every reason that I can think of for the 
delay, which in an ordinary case creating staleness as it is called, 
should be perhaps a reason for looking upon a claim with some sus- 
picion. Every reason which can be alleged for the delay in this class 
of cases is a reason why when they are established they should be 
paid. 

The difficulty with us may be that we are dealing in our minds with 
cases which have not been adjudicated ; which have not been allowed ; 
which are not established under this law ; and we say that because 
they have failed to be prosecuted seasonably, therefore, as a class, 
they should be viewed with suspicion. I grant that before they are 
adjudicated, ordinarily, the fact that there has been great delay in 
setting up a claim is a reason why the adjudication itself should pro- 
ceed upon the minutest examination of facts and the most careful 
consideration of everything that enters into the final decision of the 
merits themselves. But we are not dealing really with that class of 
cases. The law does not contemplate the presentation of fraudulent 
claims at all. The law merely makes way by the removal of the 
statute of limitations, for the setting up and establishment of claims 
which are found to be just, to give anopportunity of litigation. That 
is all that the law contemplates, and these vast expenditures, the 
$50,000,000 which we pay out this year, and which we are to pay out 
year after year until the year 1906, I think when they have ciphered 
it out as the time when we shall have paid the last—this $50,000,000, 
every dollar of it, is to be paid out upon adjudicated claims. 

Now; Mr. President, I wish to call attention to one other thing. 
Assuming that this law has opened the way to the presentation of 
some claims which otherwise never would have been thought of, 
dloes that tell against it? There were many claims where the allow- 
ance would be one, two, five, seven, or eight dollars a month where 
men, although believing in the justice of their claim, might not think 
it worth while to be at the extraordinary delay and expense incident 
to the establishment of a claim in the Pension Office for that amount ; 
and yet when this law comes in and says, “‘You shall have all that 
you can prove to be due you back to the original cause of action,” 
that man may well say, “If I can get that it will make my old age 
comfortable ; it will do something for my widow, if I leave her; it 
will protect my children; it will give sees to my aged parents ;” 
and he may think it to be his duty to undertake to establish a claim 
by reason of the large amount involved. Like motives influence us 
in ordinary litigation. Why are these men to be treated differently 
from ordinary litigants in life? A man will sue for $1,000 when he 
will not for five, or fifteen, or twenty, or one hundred, and we do not 
call him a knave or a scoundrel because he does so. 

But, Mr. President, setting that point aside, how many actual 
frauds have there been in the cases which have been adjudicated? 
How many frauds have there been in those claims which have been 
set up under this act? Ido not understand that it is claimed that 
there have been more than between 30,000 and 40,000 cases under 
the arrears act where claims have been made which have been re- 
jected for all reasons together, for failure of proof, for fraud, and for 
all other reasons, which have resulted as does ordinary litigation in 
courtsin the rejectionof theclaims. As I recollect, Mr. Bentley said to 
us in one of his reports or some official communication I have heard 
quoted here—I have not got it in my hand now—that of the claims set 
up under operation of this act 90 per cent. were admitted to be honest, 
bona fide, just claims, which the Government ought to have paid if 
the claim itself had been asserted seasonably. There will then be 
only 10 per cent. remaining, and we will call that entire 10 percent. 
frauds, if you please. In what position is the country left if we say 
to these soldiers: ‘‘Rather than pay 10 per cent. of whatever shall 
accrue under this act unjustly; rather, in other words, than pay 
$10,000,000 unjustly, although it is distributed among the people, 
we will continue to rob the men who saved the Government of 
$90,000,000.” I believe they have made out that we shall pay as the 
entire expenditure under our pension laws, by reason of disabilities 

ing in the war of 1812 and subsequent wars and the war of the 
rebellion, some $1,264,000,000, or practically $1,250,000,000. The 
understand that is to be the cost of our pensions, but only $350,000, 
of this amount is attributed to the act known as that for the payment 
of arrears. 

I putit to you, Mr. President, I put it to the country—for this mat- 
ter reaches beyond this Chamber—if the people of the United States 
are willing to say that because they are liable through their own tri- 
bunals, through the failure of their own adjudicating authorities to 
detect the absolute truth in all cases, and for that reason they are 
liable to pay 10 per cent. on claims which ought not to be established, 
they will take from the defenders of the country 90 per cent. of the 
entire amount which is thus expended. No honest man would do 
that in private life. No man would denounce a law which simply 
requires of the Government precisely the same conduct in dealin 
with its citizens which it requires by the general statutes of its citi- 
zens in their dealings with each other. 


Now, & point or two further in reference to the burden itself. An 
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effort is made to alarm the country with the idea that it is not able to 
pay its debts. To be sure, there would have been no country what- 
ever if they had not been contracted; but, nevertheless, now that the 
country has been preserved, it is claimed that the effort to pay what 
is justly due is so burdensome to this at country with its enor- 
mous revenue constantly increasing, with its resources increasing, its 
population expanding, its taxable property, all its means of payment 
of any of its just dues constantly increasing, that this country ought 
not to be called upon to pay simply because the burden is so great. 
Now, let us see. 

Our income last year from all sources was $360,000,000. We paid 
out for all expenditures of the Government $260,000,000, and that 
included this very item of $50,000,000 for pensions. If there had 
been no arrears act, the ordinary annual charge for pensions would 
have been $30,000,000, and by reason of that act we have had to pay 
and expect to have to pay in the future $20,000,000 annually in 
addition, and this expenditure of $260,000,000 of last year includes 
the $50,000,000 item for pensions. In addition to that, it includes 
$82,000,000, for interest on the national debt; and after paying 
everything appertaining to the ordinary expenses of the Government 
we had left remaining a surplus of over $100,000,000, that we have 
applied toward the principal of the national debt in one form or 
another, and have added to the amount of surplus still remaining in 
the Treasury some fourteen million dollars, I believe. 

Mr. President, you will see by examining the report of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue that in the year 1880 we derived 
from the tax on intoxicating liquors or spirits $61,000,000; upon to- 
bacco, $39,000,000 ; upon fermented liquors, $13,000,000; making an 
aggregate ef revenue derived by the country from these items in the 
year 1880 alone of $113,000,000. This last year it has substantially 
increased, and the amount upon spirits is stated at $67,000,000; upon 
tobacco, $43,000,000; upon fermented liquors, $14,000,000; making 
in round numbers $124,000,000 derived from these sources of taxation 
in the year 1881, an increase of between $11,000,000 and $2,000,000 
over the amount derived from the same sources the previous year. 

I submit that with the surplus revenue, coming every year in the 
existing condition of the country, of practically $125,000,000 upon 
this class of subjects-matter of taxation, where the consumption 
comes out of no man who does not contribute of his own personal 
desire, and not for his own personal good, to the expenditure; when 
we have that amount levied upon our vices, levied upon our luxuries 
levied upon our indulgences; when we have that amount over and 
above the payment of all we shall ever be required to pay annually 
under the arrears of pensions act ; when we have that amount as reve- 
nue coming from such sources, for us to turn around and say we cannot 
earry this annual expenditure of $50,000,000 for the arrears of pen- 
sions that we have ourselves found to be due, just as much due on 
the merits as though they had been applied for twenty years ago, I 
say the thing is preposterous, absurd, unmanly, and unworthy of the 
United States. 

For one, I believe that this arrears of pensions act ismore just than 
that giving the original pension. I believe that the man who has 
withheld his claim and has finally established it under all the disad- 
vantages that appertain to the investigation at the later period, has 
a better right to the withheld and the accruing annual installments, 
aggregated as they are at the time of actual payment, than the man 
who brings up his claim immediately after the disability occurs; 
because he only asks for one-half of what was really due ; the Gov- 
ernment has had the benefit of the other half, and proposes to retain 
it, and he does not claim it. If there is any sense of justice, if there 
is any right or any legal obligation, or any equitable obligation = 
pertaining to the subject-matter of pensions at all, I say that the 
man who claims under the arrears act is more meritorious than the 
a claims under any other act, provided he is able to establish 

is right. 

It has been said that the soldiers of the country did not want this. 
Iask any man upon what und he says that the soldier who has 
asked for it, who has established his right to it, does not want it? 
Is it of any consequence to you or to me what any one else thinks 
about it? If there is justly your due a thousand Satie from me and 
~- choose to give it to me, it is all well enough; it is not my neigh- 

r’s business. If you choose to exact it, it is all well enough, it is 
not my neighbor’s business. It is your right and no man can waive 
your right. But I have found in my observation upon this subject 
that the soldier who preferred his claim wanted it allowed. I have 
found that he really in every instance that I have ever known under 
this arrears act, and almost any other act, actually needed whatever 
the Government owes him, and in the majority of instances he does not 
ask for it until that need is pressing and exacting, and he is obliged 
really in order to secure the eomforts of life to have it. Why, sir, I 
received a few days ago, from my .own State, a letter from a soldier 
touching upon this very matter. He is a man who rendered good 
service to the country; he was severely wounded; his health was 
broken, and his whole ease to make money, to earn a living and 
to get the things of this life, was very largely destroyed by the fact 
= he rendered service to the country. This: man writes to me as 

ollows: 


MARLBOROUGH, CHESHIRE County, N. H., January 12, 1882. 


My Deak SENATOR: I want to enter my protest against the re of the arrears 
pension act, and I know many others are of the same mind. it is right to pay 
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any pension, then it is only honest and just to pay from the time they were due, 

and to give all equal chances. That there are frauds, none deny. It is the fault, 
rincipally, of the laws and officers, and they ought to be able to manage the Pension 

Sarena as honestly as any other branch of the United States Government. 

I also want to denounce the journals that are harping about that big fraud, the 
arrears pension act. Men who profess such wonderful knowledge and powers 
should turn their attention to the many abuses, more wicked and demoralizing in our 
political economy than this paying pensions fifteen to eighteen years after they 
should have commenced. Also, the honorable Commissioner of Pensions ought to 
be able to employ a force sufficient to adjust the pending claims without delay, as 
many are suffering by reason of this delay who have honest claims for pensions. 
Had they ought to be cut off because they draw back to the day of disability or dis- 
charge! How about the interest on thismoney due so a ago? I notice our Gov- 
ernment bondholders receive their interest on the day itis due. Let the United 

“States Government keep faith with and help the poor, maimed, and suffering com- 
rades who preserved us a nation. 
Very respectfully, in F., L., and C., 
EDWARD B. HOLT, 
Late Third Regiment New Hampshire Veteran Volunteers. 
Hon. H. W. Bair, United States Senate. 


I only read that asa sample. I think it expresses the true feeling 
of the soldiery of the country, and I think it expresses not only the 
feeling of the soldiers and of those who have a right to make claims 
on the Government under the arrears act, or any other pension law 
we have, but of the great mass of the people of the United States. I 
do not interpret the sentiment of this country by what I see from day 
to day in the journals of the land, or what I hear upon the floor of 
either House of Congress. I think if we search a little deeper down 
tofind out where truth and justice lie, that we shall find them located 


in the hearts of the people, and it is well enough to assume-that they | 


represent public sentiment quite as much as the gossip and froth 
and denunciation which may appear in the journals and in discussion 
here from day to day. 

This arrears of pensions act ought not to be thus denounced unless 
upon @ fair examination of the principles involved in it it shall be 
found to deserve this denunciation ; and ifso, then Senators who have 
raised their voices against it should not be satisfied to vote not torepeal 
it; and if they believe it is a fraud, if they believe it works injustice 
to the country, let them undertake to repeal this law; do not let them 
quietly, now that we are approaching a vote, say ‘‘ On the whole this 
thing is res adjudicata; it has been done; it is a fraud, to be sure; it 
is a crime, to be sure; Congress was negligent or was criminal in 
allowing the act to pass, but we will do nothing further about it.” 
If these are frauds, let us meet the difficulty as far as we can by an 
absolute, positive, and immediate repeal of the law itself; but if, on 
the contrary, the reasons which I have suggested and the far more per- 
tinent reasons which have been suggested by others are sound reasons 
why the law should have been enacted originally and why it should 
continue upon the statute-book, then let us call the question settled, 
and settled forever, and proceed to the business of meeting the pen- 
sions justly due to the defenders of the country in the true spirit with 
which we meet and pay the national debt itself. Weare taking pride 
in our effort to remove the national debt; we are paying it off at the 
rate of $100,000,000 a year or so. We boast of this. I should like to 
know if this pension indebtedness is not as sacred as that to the money- 
lender, to the creditor of the United States, and if we ought not to 
take the same pride in its liquidation and to pay it as promptly and 
meet it as readily, to furnish all the necessary and all possible facil- 
ities for the adjudication of the claims before the claimants die, and 
for the prompt payment of such as may be established against the 
country. It is in that spirit, it seems to me, we ought to proceed 
with this matter of pensions in the future. 

I admit that there are faults in the existing law; but in fact, so 
far as the executive officers are concerned, there is very little fault 
to be found with its administration. I think that the Commissioner 
we have and the force which is acting under him, and the Commis 
sioner we had before, Mr, Bentley, and the force which he controlled, 
have proceeded and are proceeding in the administration of the law 
as it exists with as much good faith, with as much diligence, and with 
as much capacity as any otherservants of the Government whatever. 
But the law itself in its forms of administration, in its methods of 
ee and in the tribunal which it provides for the adjust- 
ment of claims, I do think to be defective, and I think if there is any 
imposition upon the country in any way it grows out of the fact that 
we have failed te provide the proper methods of investigation and 
of decision. In that direction I do think that very important leg- 
islation might well be enacted by this Congress. 

I have done what little I could formerly to secure such legislation. 
It has not as yet been enacted fully. ‘The evils were remedied some- 
what by provisions attached to an appropriation bill in the last Con- 

ss, but atthe same time the method of investigation and of decision 
is inmy judgment, based upon what little experience I have had asa 
lawyer and on what little I have known in reading of the proper 
methods of investigation, fundamentally erroneous. If I were to 
make any suggestions in that direction—and I think now that the 
matter is up it may be well to offer one or two, not to trespass too 
long on the attention of the Senate—I think that the administration 
of the law would be improved if we should provide for the investiga- 
tion of questions of fact some local tribunal. I do not mean a trial 
by jury; that would be impracticable undoubtedly; but I mean some 
tribunal which should operate in analogy to the decision of matters 
of fact in equity, some referee, some auditor, some man wholiving in 
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to be charged with impropriety or misconduct in his office if he 
allowed a pension which the general sentiment of the community 
denounced as a fraud or as a heedless incongruity, some man com- 
petent to examine, ——— it may be upon the recommendation of 
the chief justice of the State court, as were the registers in bank- 
ruptcy by the Chief Justice of the United States, some man on the 
spot to go to the applicant himself, to examine and to cross-examine 
him eye to eye according to the analogies of trials at common law 
and other proceedings; to examine the witnesses, and cross-examine 
the witnesses, to ascertain by all the methods which are known to: 
the judicial appliance and practice of the country whether or not the 
witness tells the truth upon the question of fact. If we had such a 
tribunal as that, I believe that fewer cases would be allowed. I be- 
lieve that the decisions would be almost universally satisfactory to 
the community where the applicant lives, and if satisfactory to the 
community where the applicant lives you may in ninety-nine cases 
out of one hundred be satisfied that the case is one that should be 
allowed upon its merits. 

I think there ought to be legislation in the direction of the rating 
of pensions. I think that the operations of those medical officers 
who fix the rates of pensions might be benefited very largely by ad- 
ditional legislation; and there are other things that might be sug- 
gested with reference to the practical operation of the laws them- 
selves, not those appertaining to the arrears of pensions alone, but 
all the pension laws, the entire system and its administration, which 
would relieve us of grounds of suspicion, and whieh would be in 
their practical operation far more satisfactory to the a at large. 
Strongly impressed as I am with the conviction that we should pay 
these pensions to the last dollar, where there is any merit, where 
there is any real disability, yet I would not throw the public money 
heedlessly away. Fifty or one hundred million dollars is quite a sum, 
and it is worth saving, and I think we could save considerable of it 
by improved methods of the administration of the law which we 
have. But, Mr. President, for the sake of saving a little which we 
lose by reason of our being deficient as legislators or the deficiency 
of those who administer the laws we have made; in order to save, 
in other words, what is lost through our own fault, to deprive this 
great mass of meritorious claimants of their rights, is a method of 
robbery of which it seems to me this great country can never con- 
sent to be guilty at all. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall certainly not undertake to ad- 
dress the Senate at any length at present. I desire simply to say a 
very few words in explanation of my vote upon this measure. 

So many widely different statements have been made in regard to 
the amount required by arrears of pensions that I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read an estimate very kindly furnished me by Colonel Duc- 
ley, Commissioner of Pensions, and which has evidently been care- 
fully prepared. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 
EXHIBIT. 


The following represents the annual payments for pensions, except those who 
were receiving pensions on account of service during the war of 1812, commencing 
with the year 1874, to wit: 


Ne aed eS ke ne ee eile catia aed $28, 388, 901 
RO ne a age re ett ere ees Saag Son cans ws ea aS oem 27, 794, 517 
ARSE ie Bie a Titer eRe Ds aoe ncaa 26, 816, 790 
WOUND E i is 5 2c SAM ce aLRUs be DEMIR Sta URS c Lc ERS ALAS 26, 826, 478 
MN isis oisicsikd <ancakthiigkientedesibed aumasinalin inact casa abe 25, 467, 302 


It will be observed that there was a gradual reduction in the amounts paid for 
these pensions each P pave up to that of the arrears act. 

For the purpose of making an estimate of the probable cost of the arrears act 
we may reasonably assume the sum of $25,000,000 as representing the average an- 
nual a since 1878, and charge the excess in the disbursements to the arrears 
act of January 25, 1879. 

The following shows such disbursements, in excess of the annual sum of 
$25,000,000, excluding the payments to the war of 1812 pensioners, to wit: 


PG ica nash ahda ta veces eek ebddekekennamehectas maneiina RN Se RIS $5, 368, 386 
DN a NpandecetaWepateces kegirpsdeaberkicecs suek upaule qrntea wan die 28, 578, 235 
WO ea fa eey Fock beck ieee ada duebacted so hsaces esacadsexecoscesecuet ta <ts 22, 398, 872 
1882, estimated to January 1, 1882. ... 2.5.2.2. ccccc eee c cece ecceesens 12, 000, 000 

IEG ro wick duc vs bone deed ambi ap briee'éd 4 Vs Seas celaweuraede ane keete 68, 345, 493 


This total represents the cost of said act to January 1, 1882, exclusive of t.« 


, 


increased cost of disbursements and additional fees of examining surgeons, 4.")') 
ably $50,000,) as well as the increase in the salaries of the employés of the b¥. «..:. 

The number of pensioners added to the roll may be illustrated in the same ::i::::- 
ner, to wit: Number allowed (excluding 1812) since 1874, to wit: 


9, cad 
. 10, 196 
- 0,736 
. 11,143 
10, 964 

Assuming 10,000 as the probable yearly average which would have been allowed 
but for said act, the excess which may be chargeable to this act is as follows: 








Pande neshevnedpecce nen tcnscheghevgt heaseenienhade sunncenseren tennant hans 21 
Ms ooo coo ec sn hs Cries codes Lease dhe Mae Sos ease treason, enaaeaed 4, 631 
MOO ie, COIS FOTO IES HN ECE EAA RE 15, 314 
ME iiusibc cs tied iamneas a ceipliserddbiniieediattaad hh cey eesecuontes 44 7, 500 

TNO MIDE oooh onc core e pan aas ccsacesnncescannuccasesincshenepiias -+ 28, 066 


The actual number of pending claims, as shown by a count made November 1, 
1881, entitled to the benefits of the arrears act, was 227,040, and estimating 2,500 
of this class as since settled there would remain pending January 1, 1882, 224,54¢ 
claims entitled to benefits of arrears. 

Assuming the calculation of the statement included in the President’s message 
as correct, it may be stated that if the said 224,540 cases be adjudicated within six 
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ears, the average value of each admitted case at the mean period will be $1,300 ; 
bat 15 per cent. will probably be rejected, so that we have 190,859 ne at 


ions involving a first payment of 
i , ret 14, 500, 700 


From this may be deducted for claims good, but never perfected 
233, 619, 000 


Leaving a first payment of 9 
68, 345, 493 


Add amount already paid 


And it leavesa total amount paid and to be paid under the arrears acts 

of January 25, 1879, and March 3, 1879 301, 964, 493 

Mr. VEXT. It appears, then, from this official statement, that 
the sum total then to be paid by reason of arrears*of pensions is 

$301 ,964,493, and we are to declare by our votes upon the pending 
resolution whether this amount is to be paid to the soldiers of the 
Union, their widows and orphans, or not. 

Mr. President, I was a confederate, honestly and earnestly, my 
whole soul devoted to the success of that cause which surrendered at 
Appomattox; and if I mention this personal history now it is only 
that I may say most emphatically that I accepted, without limitation 
or evasion, the full and Togitimate results of that surrender. All that 
I have ever asked, all that I ask now, all that the South asks, is that 
we may be believed to be honest in having espoused the confederate 
cause, and honest in our statement of having accepted fally the 
results of its defeat. Mr. President, those who risked and lost all 
have a right to demand this, and it will be accorded by every just 
and generous mind. 

Among the evident and legitimate results of triumph to the Union 
arms was the payment of pensions aud bounty to the men whose 
valor and heroism had given victory to the Union cause. The people 
that would not thus reward the priceless offering of life and limb for 
the nation’s life should be blotted out from the map of Christendom. 

Sir, I was a member of the confederate senate, and if our cause had 
been successful I would have voted pensions and arrears of pensions 
tothe survivors of those gallant brigades, whose tattered gray was 
so often hurled against the Union lines by Lee and Jackson, until not 
one dollar of money or acre of land could have been found to meet the 
just demand. And now, standing before victors and vanquished, I 
declare that while the confederates cheerfully accept the result which 
leaves to them only the consciousness of honest motives and the history 
of unquestioned heroism, they accept the further result which gives 
to the soldiers of the Union what has been awarded them by a grateful 
country. Ifthere be fraud I am ready to assist in its prevention aud 
punishment; if there be delay I am ready to remove its causes; but I 
will never vote against the principle incorporated in existing statutes 
as to pensions, or to take one cent from those for whose benefit these 
statutes were enacted. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I have taken no part in this debate, 
nor do I intend to discuss the principles involved in this question. 
I voted for the bill granting arrears of pension, and as I now remem- 
ber every single late confederate on this floor cast alike vote. We 
cast that vote upon the assurance of gentlemen who ought to have 
known that the entire cost would not exceed a given amount, my 
recollection is about thirty million dollars. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg leave to state to the Senator from Texas 
that I did not vote for that bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Alabama says he did not vote for 
it. I stated my recollection; I do not remember exactly, but the 
RECORD willshow precisely who did and who did not vote forit. It 
is certainly true that an overwhelming majority of those formerly in 
the confederate army did vote for the bill, and did so in good faith 
on the principle laid down in the able and eloquent remarks just 
made by the Resiafor from Missouri, [Mr. VEsT. ] 

Since I have been a member of this body, now nearly seven years, 
Ihave done everything in my power to bring about perfect, complete, 
fraternal relations between the people of the North and the people 
of the South, and I think any man will lookin vain into the RecorpD 
to find a word falling from my lips which would be calculated to pro- 
duce an unpleasant feeling in the mind of any man from the North, 
whether he was in the Federal Army or not. In view of what the 
record shows, in view of the fact that an overwhelming majority of 
Southern men on this floor did vote for the bill, I was surprised, 

tly surprised, at the remarks which the Senator from Kansas 
fMr. INGALLS] saw proper to make the other day. Replying to the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck,] he said: 
Mr. President, I have no wish to draw any inferences, or to place the Democratic 
pe or that portion of it which served in the confederate army in a false position ; 
ut it is a significant fact, and one that the country will not fail to notice, that the 
Senator from Kentucky denounces the right of any member of the Senate to invite 
. the expression of opinion of the Senate upon this question because three gentlemen 
bel to the Democratic party, two of whom served in the confederate army, 
have introduced measures for the repeal of the bill. 

And to show that they were members of the confederate army the 
Senator from Kansas read from the Congressional Directory the his- 
tory of those two gentlemen. We have been taunted here time and 
again; the motives of those of us who so acted have been directly or 
indirectly impugned; and while the Senator from Kansas disclaims, 
in a very modest way, any intention to impugn the motives of men on 
this side, I can only reply that there could have been but one motive, 
in my judgment, for thatsentence which fell from the lips of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. If we vote all right we are better than they thought 
we were; if we vote all wrong, as they think, then we are denounced. 
it makes no difference how a Southern man votes, in the minds of 
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some men, we are subjects ofsuspicion. We are with them as Lorenzo 
Dow'said about the Old-School Presbyterian : 


- You will and you won't; 
You can and you can’t; 
You'll be damned if you do, 
And you'll be damned if you don't. 


It makes no difference ; our motives are always impugned. But, 
Mr. President, I act from a higher and, I trust, a nobler impulse than 
that which would be influenced by the opinion of what anybody may 
say as to my motives for my action. I act upon ail things on the 
principle that I endeavor to do right ; I endeavor to do to others as 
I would have them, under like circumstances, do untome. I indorse 
what was said by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Vest, }] that had 
the confederate arms won, had the confederacy been established, and 
had it been in my power to have pensioned the gallant soldiers who 
fought under the stars and bars—in that event I should have voted 
to have done so as long as we hada dollar. That being my view in 
regard to them, and proceeding upon the theory that I always attempt 
to do, that Ido unto others as I would have them, under like cir- 
cumstances, do unto me, I say that I am not at all surprised at gen- 
tlemen representing States whose constituents were fighting under 
the Stars and Stripes should favor the bill which passed and which 
is now under review in the form of this resolution. 

I simply desire to state in this connection the object which I had in 
view in rising. I do not know why the Senator from Kansas saw 
proper by indirection to impugn the motives of those who differ with 
him in opinion generally, but who in this particular instance voted 
for the bill that he voted for. I do not know what his motive was 
for that, but I have this to say, that it makes no difference to me 
what any man thinks of my reasons; I vote for or against any meas- 
ure because I myself believe that I ought to vote for or against it. 
I am controlled by my own convictions, and no taunt coming from 
any source whatever can change the course which I shall see proper 
to take upon any bill. 

AsI stated, having voted for this bill, I have no apologies to make or 
excuses to offer forhavingdoneso. I took the statements of gentlemen 
as to what the cost of the bill would be. They told usit would notex- 
ceed, if 1 remember correctly, about thirty million dollars. I have 
never had any opportunity to investigate that matter. The people 
where I live have but little interest in this question. We have no 
pensioners in the South except a few who have moved down there 
from the North since the war. It is not a question which concerns 
our people; we have had no opportunity or reason for investigating 
it, and I took those statements as true. I have no doubt they were 
honestly made. It appears, however, that gentlemen who made them 
were very greatly mistaken, and according to the papers read this 
morning it will cost some three hundred million dollars. If the bill 
was wrong, unjust, improper, it ought to be repealed. If itis fair 
and just in principle, and if it be that this bill simply removes the 
bar of limitation and places men who have honestly a right to a pen- 
sion on a footing with those who have already napabeel it, then it 
ought not to be repealed. That is a question to be determined by 
the right of the case. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
ment—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pending. 

Mr.INGALLS. There isan amendment in the second degree already 
pending. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask that my amendment be read 
for information, and I think it is in order. I offerthis as a separate 
amendment, not to amend any other amendment. 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. 
posed to add: 

But that amendments to said act ought to be promptly reported by the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and passed, which will protect the Government against the pay- 


ment of fraudulent claims and expedite the payment of the claims of those justly 
entitled to pensions. 


Mr. BUTLER. 
now? 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator permit me a single word? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
West Virginia to the fact that the act now under consideration has 
no connection whatever with the administration of the law. If he 
will amend or modify his amendment so as to provide that amend- 
ments should be made to the laws granting pensions, there will be 
no objection to it whatever. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is force in what the Senator 
says, and I think he is correct about it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will accept any amendment of that sort. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to the Senator to word 
the amendment so as to cover his idea. I agree with him. 

Mr. INGALLS. Strike out the words “ to said act ;” so as to read : 

But that amendments ought to be promptly reported by the Committee on Pen- 
sions and passed, which will protect the Government against the paymentof fraudu- 


lent claims and expedite the payment of the claims of those justly entitled to pern- 
sions. 


I offer the following amend- 


There are two amendments already 


At the end of the resolution it is pro- 


What is the immediate question before the Senate 
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Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that “ legisla- 
tion should be promptly reported ” so and so, rather than ‘‘ amend- 
ments.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Would that be satisfactory ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I see no objection to that sugges- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has it in 
his power to modify his resolution. 

. INGALLS. “But that legislation ought to be promptly re- 
ported by the Committee on Pensions, and passed, which will pro- 
tect the Government,” &c. Will that be satisfactory ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. Then if the Senator 
accepts my amendment, I offer it in that shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia does not propose any further amendment ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to oceupy the floor at all; I have 
no observation to offer on my amendment—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from South Carolina that the Senator from Kansas moved to amend 
his amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, and his amendment is now be- 
fore the Senate, which I understand to be to insert the words ‘‘needy 
or disabled,” before ‘soldiers of the Mexican war.” [should be very 
much inclined to support that amendment of the Senator if it were 
the practice to limit pensions in that way. Iam in favor myself of 
pensioning all the soldiers of the Mexican war, and hence I shall vote 
against his amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will permit me, the Senator appears 
to me to occupy a very illogical position, because the language that 
I propose to add broadens the amendment that he offered. As his 
amendment now stands, it declares that—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Congress ought to pass an act granting pensions 
to the soldiers of the Mexican war—— 

The AcTING SrcreTARY. “And that Congress ought to enact a 
law granting a pension to the soldiers of the Mexican war.” 

Mr. INGALLS. As the amendment now stands it is simply nuga- 
tory from the fact that laws now exist granting pensions to soldiers 
of the Mexican war. 

Mr. BUTLER. All of them? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; and the amendment does rot propose that. 
What the Senator proposes I aneee is to apply the principle of the 
act of 1871 in regard to soldiers of the war of 1812 to the survivors of 
the Mexican war; but his amendment does not do that. The words 
I propose to use broaden and enlarge the terms of his amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator’s proposition limits and restricts the 
terms of the amendment as I certainly intended it to operate. I in- 
tended that it should embrace all soldiers of the Mexican war. That 
was my purpose ; but how far I may have fallen short of my purpose 
by the use of language I am not able to say. I think, however, the 
construction put on it by the Senator from Kansas is not altogether 
correct. I intended to accomplish precisely what he says his amend- 
ment does. However,I do not intend to discuss it now. I should 
like very much indeed to have this resolution, with all the amend- 
ments, go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will accept 
the proposition of the Senator from Kansas for two reasons. In the 
first place, I think it would be a pity to have a debate, which may 
possibly be somewhat prolonged, as the Senate is anxious to go to 
other business, over the question whether an act pensioning the soldiers 
of the Mexican warshould provide for every surviving veteran of that 
war or should provide only for those who are inneed. I have myself 
made a very careful collection of references to acts of legislation in 
this country and elsewhere upon matters of pensions, and I am pre- 
pared I think to show to the Senate that a general bill of that kind 
is entirely novel in the history of pension legislation; that whenever 
an,act of Congress has passed, as was done in the case of the survi- 
vors of the war of 1812, pensioning all the survivors of a particular 
war, they were in fact disabled by oldage. Inthe caseof this country 
in regard to the Revolutionary war, in regard to the Black Hawk 
war, and in regard to the war of 1812, the soldiershad reached, with 
‘scarcely an exception, the age of eighty years before there was ex- 
tended to them a legislation universal in its application. 

In the case of the Revolutionary war—I have not the references 
here, but I think I do not err in my statement as to the time—at a 

riod on an average much more remote from that war than we are 

rom the Mexican war, the applicant for a pension was obliged not 
only to prove his need of a pension but he was obliged to file in court 
an inventory of his estate, real and personal. A thoroughness and 
rigor of disclosure in regard to his private affairs was required of him 
surpassing even that which was required in the case of the income 
tax, which our people felt so onerous’ when it was in existence. 
Why there should be applied to the veterans of the Mexiean war, and 
why those gentlemen cs desire to provide for those surviving vet- 
erans should wreck their legislation again and again by insisting, as 
they do, upon applying to them a principle which we do not apply 
to the widow or do not apply to the desolate mother of a soldier of 
the war for the Union and which we never applied to the soldiers of 
the Revolutionary war, I cannot understand. I do not know but 
that I have said more than I ought to say, being unwilling to provoke 
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a full and thorough discussion of that thing at this time. It seems 
to me that the Senator from South Carolina, if he will reflect on it, 
will see that there are very good reasons for contenting himself with 
obtaining for the class of veterans in whom he takes an interest this 
expression of the opinion of the Senate as it will be left when the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas is added. It is now a mere 
resolution ; a bill will come up by and by. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a mere expression of opinion. There may be 
a great deal of force in what the Senator from Massachusetts says. 
Iam not prepared at this time to say whether his statement is en- 
tirely correct as to what has been the law of this country on that 
pic lg My understanding has always been, however, that all the 
soldiers of previous wars have been pensioned without special regard 
to their circumstances. If that is not so— 

Mr. HOAR. It is not so, I assure the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then perhaps there might be great force in what 
the Senator says, and I am not sure but that I would concede that he 
is entirely correct. However, asI said awhile ago, I should like very 
much to have this matter go over until to-morrow. I think it very 
likely that we may get to some common ground on which we may 
agree. As to any acrimonious debate being gotten up on this subject, 
I do not apprehend that. Everybody here seems to be in a very good 
humor now. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will understand me; I did not suggest 
that there would be any acrimony in the debate. I only suggested 
that it would be a full debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to intimate that it would 
be a very unfortunate debate by reason of its being acrimonius. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh,no. I meant tointimate, and I do intimate, only 
that I supposed the Senate would like probably to dispose of this 
resolution without taking up a great deal more time, and that I hoped 
the Senator would not insist on having a vote of the Senate, there 
being no legislation pending upon a matter which would consume a 
great deal of time for full debate and which I had prepared myself 
to debate quite fully. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave not the slightest feeling about the matter. I 
shall vote for the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. I voted for 
the bill to which it refers, and shall vote again to sustainit. Idonot 
see why there should be any feeling about it; it is purely a matter 
of business and justice. Feeling that way, I thought perhaps we 
might agree with our friends on the other side to pension the Mexi- 
can soldiers so that both might go together. I again ask the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to allow this resolution to go over till to-morrow. 
I know of one or two gentlemen who desire to submit some remarks. 
I think he will save time by this course. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this matter has been pending since 
the 12th of January, and great interest is felt on the subject in the 
country, especially by the pensioners, and there are many reasons 
why I desire that action should be had at the earliest possible day. 
Other very important matters of legislation are pending that demand 
the consideration of the Senate, and I should like very much to have 
this matter disposed of to-day if it were possible. But if the Senate 
desire that the request of the Senator from South Carolina shall be 
agreed to, I will, with the understanding that a vote may be taken 
to-morrow, yield at this time for the consideration of any other busi- 
ness the Senate may desire to take up.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So that this resolution shall not be 
displaced ? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is to continue as the unfinished business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask that the amendments that 
have been offered be printed, so that we shall understand them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. They areall printed already, except 
the amendment that the Senator from Kansas accepted on the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it the understanding now that we shall have a 
vote on this question to-morrow ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There may be a unanimous agree- 
ment to that effect; it is not an order of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At what hour? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Kansas to suggest 
that the resolution be postponed with that understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the under- 
standing that this resolution go over until to-morrow, and that the 
vote be then taken? At what hour? 

Mr. INGALLS. At any time to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote to be taken before the 
Senate adjourns to-morrow? [No objection.] The Chair under- 
stands that that is the unanimous consent of the Senate, without 
its being made an order. Ofcourse it will be done. 


THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution known as the Anthony rule. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the resolution submitted by Mr. ANTHONY on the 11th of 
January. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understood this matter went over until to- 
day at the request of my colleague, who is not present. 

Mr. HOAR. My suggestion was—and I understood that it met the 
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approbation of the Senator from Alabama, who originally opposed 
taking it up—to have this rule adopted. It only operates on the 
Senate till half past one o’clock each day, and it can be rescinded at 
any time. Then when the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] 
returns from his absence, there is pending the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules on his resolution, which can be called up early next 
week, and the Senate can then determine whether they will adopt 
that, or whether they will adopt it with an amendment, or whether 
they will leave the Anthony rule in force, and the new Senators will 
be able certainly to deal with that question more intelligently by 
having tried this old Anthony rule for the few days which remain 
antil the Senator from Vermont returns. We shall actually occupy 
more time in discussing this Anthony rule, if we have a discussion 
of it day after day in this way, than the Anthony rule itself would 
devote to the Calendar between now and next week. It is only the 
éime between one and half past one that it operates on. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Massachusetts, I think, mis- 
understandsme. This resolution went over yesterday morning at the 
suggestion of my colleague, who I infer wanted to make some re- 
=e upon i, and as I saw he was not in his seat I merely made the 
suggestion that it might be proper courtesy to him, as he made the 
objection yesterday, to wait until he comes into the Senate. Person- 
ally I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. He can move to lay it aside atany time. The Sena- 
tor’s colleague can be heard just as well, if he wishes, after we adopt 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair the 
Senate must vote upon the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 
The Senator from Vermont offered the amendment. He has not with- 
drawn it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can be voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course. That is for the Senate 
to say. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, which is to strike out and insert. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, as was said by the Senator 
from Delaware, this matter went over yesterday at the suggestion of 
his colleague. I have sent to his room to notify him that it has been 
called up, and I suppose in a moment he will be here to say what he 
may have to say on the subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I shall vote against the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont, for I do not concur with him that under 
what is known as the Anthony rule any great inconvenience has been 
suffered by the Senate. There is one portion of that amendment 
that I never could give my consent to adopt; that is the part of it 
which requires a two-thirds vote of the Senate to take up a bill out 
of its regular order. If there is anything clearer to my mind than 
another, it is that the business of the Senate should at all times be 
subject to the control of a majority of the body. For the life of me, 
I can see no reason for the application of a two-thirds rule in this 
case. All the confusion that has hitherto taken place in the admin- 
istration (if I may call it such) of the business on the Calendar has 
been in the latter days of the session when efforts were made by 
various Senators to reach the eye of the Chair. I have never known 
any great inconvenience, certainly no confusion, ever to arise here 
except in the effort made by various Senators to obtain the recogni- 
tion of the presiding officer of this body during the last days of the 
session, and there is nothing in this amendment to remedy that. 

The rule of the Senate, as I understand, on this subject is that the 
Senator who first rises shall be recognized by the Chair. Well, we 
all know that it is possible for at least six Senators to rise at the 
same time, and it would require a very nice eye—certainly as fine as 
any that is lodged in the head of any presiding officer I have ever 
seen here—to be able to determine between a half dozen Senators 
who rose first. All the confusion that I have ever known since I have 
been a member of this body, in the administration of the affairs of the 
Calendar, has grown ont of the difficulty attending the execution of 
that rule which requires the presiding officer of the Senate to recog- 
nize the Senator who first takes the floor. If any Senator, anxious 
for the preservation of order and good government in this body, will 
give to that subject the reflection which it merits and bring forth an 
amendment here which will add to the keenness of sight of the pre- 
siding officer, to enable him to tell with microscopic precision who 
rises first, when half a dozen rise at the sanie time, he will have 
accomplished a great work. 

Mr.BAYARD. Thequestion is, I understand, upon the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That isthe pending question, strik- 
ing out the Anthony rule and inserting what has been read. 

r. BAYARD. So I understand, and the only hesitancy I have in 
coming to a vote now is the absence of that Senator. We all know 
the great diligence of that Senator in the business of the body. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to make 
to him, before he proceeds, the suggestion which was made in his 
absence? The proposition of the Senator from Vermont is on the 
Calendar on an adverse report made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] from the Committee on Rules. When the Senator’ from 
Vermont returns, which will be in a week or ten days, he will be 
entitled to callit up at any moment. My suggestion is therefore that 
we vote down the amendment now and let the Anthony rule be in 
9peration for a week or ten days until hereturns; and he will have all 
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his rights saved, and everything that the utmost deference to him 
would require will have been done. 

Mr. BAYARD. That entirely removes the objection that I had to 
the present consideration of the amendment. The only question in 
my mind was the matter of courtesy to an absent Senator; butifhe 
will have the opportunity next week to have a vote upon his own 
measure separatim, it is just as well for us to vote the amendment 
down. Perhapsit may be a delusien that one affects votes by debate 
in this body; but notwithstanding I should express my hope that the 
amendment may be voted down. It is clear that the Senate ought 
always to be in a condition to coutrol its own consideration of public 
business ; and there is no principle so essential or more fundamental 
than that the majority rule isthe rule in republics. It is the rule in 
parliamentary bodies, and to change it to a two-thirds rule is in my 
judgment to adopt a very false reasoning in respect to matter that, 
for the sake of discretion and for the proper conduct of public affairs, 
ves always to remain within the control of the body ; and the con- 
trol of the body means the majority of the body. For that reason I 
trust the amendment will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, | Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

The amendment wus rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the resolution as amended by the Senate. The resolution as 
amended will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each dey, unless, 
upon motion, the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed 
to the consideration of the Calendar of Bills and Resolutions, and continue such 
consideration until half past one o’clock ; and bills and resolutions that are not ob- 
jected to shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak 
once and for five minutes only upon any spention ; and the objection mee be inter- 
posed at any stage of the proceedings, unless, upon motion, the Senate shall other- 
wise order; and this order shall commence immediately after the call for ‘‘ concur- 


rent and other resolutions,” and shall take precedence of the unfinished business 
and other special orders. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isuggest that the resolution be printed at the head 
of the Calendar hereafter, so that the Senate may know under what 
rule we are proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That alwaysis done. The resolu- 
tion will be ordered to be printed in that way, andthe Calendar will 
be considered under the rule to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the we at 
message from the President of the United States; which was referre 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, inclosing copies of papers relating to the site of Fort Bliss, at El 
Paso, Texas, with special reference to certain errors contained in the deeds convey- 
ing the dand to the United States, and recommending the by Congress of an 
act, a draft of which is also inclosed, to rectify and establish the title of the United 


States to the site in question. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 





















EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1882. 


He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of 1st instant from the Secretary of tho. 
Interior, covering information respecting the lands granted to the State of Oregon 
for the Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon-Road Company. 

The subject is commended to the consideration of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1882. 

He also laid before the Senate the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secretary 
of War of the 6th instant, together with plans and estimates for barracks and quar- 
ters in the military division of the Pacific and at Fort Monroe, Virginia, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; also the correspondence socweapas ye same. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANsion, February 8, 1882. 

FRANK D. YATES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TELLER. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (8. No. 271) for the relief of Frank D. Yates and others. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Frank D. Yates, $9,837.85; to Todd Randall, 
$2,400.10; to. W. Raymond, $2,213.90; and to ere F. Estes, $224, 
as a full compensation for and in satisfaction of all claims for trans- 
portation furnished and money paid for transportation furnished in 
the removal of Indian property and supplies belonging to the Whet- 
stone agency from White River, Dakota, to their new reservation in 
Dakota, in the years 1872 and 1873. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report? 

Mr. TELLER. There is a printed report. I would say that the 
bill has been twice considered by the Committee on Claims and twice 
reported unanimously, and it has the approval of the Secretary of 
the Intericr. The report can be read if desired. 









1882. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Has the billever been considered by the Senate 
and passed ? 

Mr. TELLER. It never has been considered by the Senate. It 
was considered by the committee and reported unanimously at the 
last Con . There is on file here the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior that this money be paid. The bill has also 
been reported favorably twice by the House Committee, but it never 

et has succeeded in passing either body. The first report was made 
by Mr. Herford and the last I have made myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
wish to have the report read ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
TELLER December 21, 1881: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8S. No. 271) for the re- 
lief of Frank D. Yates and others, having had the same and accompanying papers 
under consideration, respectfully submit the following report : 

That the committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate Report No. 875, 
Forty-sixth Congress, third session, which said report is hereto annexed and made 
part of this report, and is as follows: 


‘(Senate Report No. 875, Forty-sixth Congress, third session.] 

“ The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 2059) for the 
relief of Frank D. Yates and others, having considered the same, make the follow- 
ing report: 

“Under date of January 22, 1881, = committee transmitted said bill (S. No. 
2059) to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for report, who replied as follows : 


‘‘ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
‘* OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
‘* Washington, January 25, 1881. 

“Sir: In compliance with your uest of the 22d instant, I have examined 
Senate bill No. , for the relief of Frank D. Yates and others, for compensa- 
tion for transportation furnished in the removal of Indian property and supplies 
belonging to the Whetstone agency from White River, Dakota, to their new res- 
ervation in Dakota, in 1872 and 1873. I have alsoexamined the papers in the case 
on file in this office, and find that the statements set forth in the report No. 1637, 
House of Representatives, Forty-sixth Congress, second session, (copy herewith, ) 
are substantially correct. I am of the opinion that the alleged contract between 
Indian Agent Risley and Graves was made for improper purposes, and that Yates 
and others, who actually performed the work of removal under the direction of 
Risley, have an equitable claim, and I recommend the passage of Senate bill No. 
2059. 

‘* Copies of all the evidence in this case are on file with the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, House of Representatives. 

‘Very respectfully, 


Does the Senator from Missouri 


“E. M. MARBLE, 
‘* Acting Commissioner. 
‘‘ Hon. JAMES B. GROOME, United States Senate. 


‘The House report which accompanies the letter of the Acting Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs is as follows: 


‘‘ (House Report No. 1637, Forty-sixth Congress, second session. } 

‘*The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1282) for the relief of Frank D. Yates and others, have had the same and accom. 
panying papers under consideration, and submit the following report : 

‘This is a bill which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay said Yates 
and others the sum of $14,675.85 for transportation furnished and re for 
transportation furnished in the removal of Indian property and supplies belonging 
to the Whetstone agency from White River, Dakota, to their new reservation in 
Dakota, in the years 1872 and 1873. The following are the substantial facts of the 


case: 

‘ The files of the Department of the Interior show that Agent R. D. Risley, of the 
Whetstone agency, executed a contract November 5, 1872, for said removal, with 
Henry Graves, physician at the agency, who had resigned for that purpose. The 
contract was not forwarded from the agency until December 24, same year, and 
reached the Department on the 13th of January, 1873, and was, on the 15th of the 


same month, returned to the agent not approved, for the reason the De 
was of the opinion that the agency could 
spring. 

‘‘ Agent Risley returned said contract, under date of February 20, 1873, (he being 
in the city at that date,) with advice that the move commenced on the 28th Decem- 
ber, 1872, and that it was utterly impossible at that time to stop the movement of 
the agency, for the reason that the Indians insisted on said move, and were then 
at the new location, for which reason he requested an approval of the contract in 
question. No further action was taken by the Indian ce to cause said contract 
to be approved. 

‘The removal, the agent alleged, and doubtless truthfully, to be an urgent neces- 
sity. 

“Fn the month of June, 1873, the Department received a voucher, amounting to 
$33,541.89, in favor of Henry Graves, for the removal of the Whetstone agency. 

‘The evidence shows that the contractor, Graves, performed none of the work of 
removal himself, but that said Yates and others were employed by the agent, and 
did the work in good faith, and at one cent per pound, which is shown to be a fair 
price, the actual distance between the old and the new reservation being fifty miles ; 
they received due bills from the agency clerk, which bills show the number of 
pounds each man freighted; they supposed themselves to be acting directly for the 
es under authority from the Department. When the removal was completed 

© agent informed said Yates and others, for the first time, that he had, previous 
to the removal, concluded a contract with Henry Graves, and that he had given to 
him a good and sufficient voucher covering the amount due them for their services ; 
said Graves corroborated the statement of the agent, and informed him that he had 
forwarded the voucher to Washington for payment, and upon receipt of the money 
he would pay them, severally, the amount as per due bills. 

‘It transpired that the agent and Graves were in collusion with each other to 
defraud the Government. The due bills on file show that 1,467,585 pounds were 
transported, while the voucher represeuts 3,354,188 pounds had been removed. If 
the voucher had been 7 upon presentation, the contractor, Graves, after having 
settled with Yates and others, would have had a balance of $18,886.03 to divide be- 
tween himself and Agent Risley. The Department refused to pay the voucher, on 
the ground that the charge was excessive, and, believing there was an attempt at 
fraud, ordered an examination into the matter. 

Under date of May 4, 1874, he Department of the Interior notified Right Rev. 
William H. Hare, chairman special Indian commission, that said commission was 
continued, and its members directed to revisit the Red Cloud and Whetstone agen- 
cies for certain objects. On the 7th of the same month the Department instructed 
said commission to visit the Whetstone a eney and makea rca investigation 
of the facts and circumstances connected with the removal of said agency ; what 
in their opinion should, injustice and equity, be paid, and to whom ; also, what sum 


ment 
removed with greater advantage in the 
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each person is entitled to receive for transportation er other labor connected with 
the removal. 

‘‘Commissioner Robert B. Lines, of said commission, was especially charged to 
investigate the matter and report the result of such examination to the full com- 
mission, which he did beg examining the several persons under oath who were 
employed in said removal, and inspected their certificates or due bills, which rep- 
resented the number of pounds of freight the holder had transported. He con- 
cludes the De ent had acted quite properly in refusing to recognize the Graves 
contract, and that the contractor had uo legal or equitable claim. The said com- 
mission recommend thatthe men whoactually did the work were certainly entitled 
to their pay, whom they mention by name, as follows: 


‘‘Frank D. Yates, entitled to 
‘*Todd Randall, entitled to 
“KE. W. Raymond, entitled to 
“Stephen F. Estes, entitled to 


14,488 92 


which is correctly stated except in the case of F,D. Yates. The due bills filed in 
his name show that he is entitled to $186.93 more than the amount mentioned, which 
changes the total to $14,675.85. 

‘* March 18, 1874, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs communicated the facts rela- 
tive tosaid removal to the Secretary of the Interior and recommended that the Graves 
contract be ignored, as he had no just claim against the Government, and that the 
men who actually transported the supplies, &c., may receive their justdues; that 
they be allowed the rate of one cent per pound for the entire distance, payment to 
be made to the respective claimants ; to which the Secretary replied, under date of 
March 30, same year, as follows: 

‘** By the evidence submitted it is shown that the work of removing the agency 
was not done by Graves, but by ‘men of the country,’ to whom he had agreed to 

ay one cent per pound for transporting the freight the entire distance from White 
River, which did not exceed fifty miles. 


* * * * e 


‘** The transaction between Agent Risley and Graves, as disclosed by the testi- 
mony, is not free from suspicion of fraud, and will be treated as null and void, and 
the voucher issued to Graves by Risley in the sum of $33,541.89 will be rejected. 
He, having performed no services in connection with the removal of the agency, 
has no claim against the Government.’ 

“ By reference to Executive Document No. 151, Forty-fourth Congress, first ses- 
sion, which document is aletter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of appropriations required by the various Departments for the fiscal year 
oe June 30, 1876, and prior years, under the head of Interior Department, is 
the following item from the Indian Office: ‘ Fulfilling treaty with Sioux of different 
tribes ; amount due to various parties for transportation furnished in the removal 
of the Indians of Whetstone agency from White River, Dakota, to their new res- 
ervation in Dakota, in 1872 and 1873, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1873 and 
prior years, $14,488.92.’ 

‘July 14, 1875, a second commission was created to investigate affairs of the Red 
Cloud Indian agency, of which Governor Thomas C. Fletcher, of Missouri, was 
chairman ; he refers to the removal of the Whetstone agency as follows: 

‘** Yates and themen who actually did the work of moving the agency acted in 
good faith, so far as I was able to learn from my examination of the men who were 
about there at the time. They took their teams, and hired and paid their men todo 
the hauling; this they did relying upon the authority of the agent to employ them. 
The agent represented the Government, and the men who did the actual work knew 
that he had contracted with Graves only after they had completed the work of 
moving the agency to the mouth of Beaver Creek. They thought they were work- 
ing directly for the Government. The evidence I had satisfied me that only after 
the work was done were they informed that Agent Risley had let_the entire con- 
tract to Graves, and that a voucher had been given Graves for the whole work, 
and perhaps more too, and that they must look to Graves for their pay. F. D, 
Yates, Todd Randall, Raymond, and others, who did the hauling, washed in good 
faith for the Government, and the Government got the benefit of their labor and at 
a@ price which was shown to be reasonable and fair. ‘The Department refused to 
pay Graves, and meaty refused to pay him. But Yates and the men whe did tho 
work would bg able to recover all they claim in any court upon a quantum meruit 
as against an Thdividual standing in the place of the Government. The denial of 
their legal and equitable rights to Yates and the men who worked there for the 
Government is not only a wrong of which the Government ought not to be guilty 
toward its citizens, but is a policy which has cost millions. What wonder thatue 
man will work for the Government as cheap as for a citizen when he is liable to be 
<r as these men have been? The Government never paid anybody for this 
work. 

‘* Representative B. W, Harris, a member of the Fletcher commission, says on 
the subject of the removal of the Whetstone agency : 

‘* “It was admitted on all hands that the work had been done promptly, expedi- 
tiously, and satisfactorily. Yates and his associates, it is said, supposed they were 
doing it for the Government and would be paid by the Government. Yates being 
the ee and then having money at his command to a greater extent than any 
ofthe others, paid the others, takin, their bills, approved by the agent, Risley, as 
his security, and thereby assumed the whole risk. 

*“ “When the work had been done and the liability incurred, and when payment 
was asked and expected, Risley informed Yates that he had made a contract for 
the whole work with one Graves, and thatin asking him, Yates, and his associates 
to do the work, he had simply acted at the uest of Graves; that Graves would 
pay them, as he had given him approved bills for the whole amount at contract 
price. 


* * * * * * * 


‘‘*The commissioners became satisfied that the pretended contract between Ris- 
ley and Graves was a fraud, and entered into with the intent to get out of the Gov- 
ernment for their mutual advantage a ange profit on the work done by Yates and 
others. ‘There can be no doubt that the Department acted wisely in rejecting the 
claim of Graves and refusing to pay one dollar thereon. The contract was not only 
fraudulent, and therefore void, but nothing was ever earned by Graves under it. 
Yates and others did all the work and earned all the pay, and were employed by 
the agent, Risley, without notice that, he was acting otherwise than on behalf of 
the Government of the United States.’ 

“In view of the foregoing facts, your committee are forced to the conclusion 
that the claim for removal of the Whetstone agency is just, and should be id. 
They therefore report back a substitute for the bill, with recommendation that it 

Ss, 

‘* Your committee adopt the House report as their report, and a, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the said Frank D. Yates, Todd Randall, E. W. 
Raymond, and Stephen F. Estes have an equitable claim against the Government, 
as set forth in said House report, and they report back said bill, (S. No. 2059,) and 
recommend that it do pass.” 

The committee therefore adopt said Senate report as the report of this commit- 
tee ; and finding the claim for the removal of said a, ency is valid in law and should 
be paid, the committee recommend the passage of bill 5. No. 271. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


© with the 
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GROUNDS SOUTH OF CAPITOL, 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (8. R. No. 30) making an appropriation for 
filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the ground 
south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other 

purposes. 

' The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It appropriates 
$20,114, for the purpose of completing the filling up, draining, and 
placing in good sanitary condition the old canal, and the grounds of 
the United States south of the Capitol along the line of the canal, 
and directs the commissioners of the District to determine the plan 
of the work, employ the labor to do the same by the day, week, or 
month, and see that it is properly conducted, and disburse the money 
and make report of the same to Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

S. ROSENFELD & CO. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 242) for the relief of 8. Rosenfeld & Co. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance, with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 9, after “ cigars,” to insert “and 
snuff ;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to refund to Simon Rosenfeld & Co., of Baltimore, Maryland, a sum of money equal 
to the value of the internal-revenue stamps purchased by said Rosenfeld & Co., 
and affixed by them, in accordance with the provisions of the act of July 20, 1868, 


to a certain lot of tobacco and cigars and snuff held by said parties, and inventoried, 
according to law, on the Ist day of December, 1868. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 13, after the words “‘ satisfied that 
the,” to strike out the words “tax has been paid on said tobacco and 
cigars,” and to insert “said Rosenfeld & Co. purchased the said 
cigars, tobacco, and snuff as tax-paid articles, upon which the tax 
was actually paid ;” and in line 1s, after ‘‘ affixed,” to insert ‘‘ addi- 
tional ;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall be satisfied that the 
said Rosenfeld & Co. purchased the said cigars, tobacco, and snuff as tax-paid 
articles, upon which the tax was actually paid prior to the passage of said act of 
July 20, 1868, and that said Rosenfeld & Co. actually affixed additional stamps 
thereon at their own expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. WICKS & CO. 

Mr. BECK. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (8S. No. 266) for the relief of George W. Wicks & Co., of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky. The bill was unanimously reported lg the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to George W. Wicks & Co., of Louisville, Kentucky, 
$1,200, in full compensation for storage on a lot of tobacco and cigars 
stored in their bonded warehouse by the officers of the Government on 
account of violations of the internal-revennue laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY P. ROLFE. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 491) for the relief of Henry P. Rolfe. A simi- 
lar bill passed the Senate at the last Congress. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Henry P. Rolfe $2,519.97, with interest thereon, 
for services as United States attorney from the 1st day of January to 
the 23d day of July, 1874, for the district of New Hampshire, and for 
services and expenditures rendered and incurred by the direction of 
the State Department in procuring the extradition of William John- 
son, a fugitive from justice, charged with uttering counterfeit United 
States Treasury notes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment in line 5, after “‘$2,519.97, ” to strike out the words “with 
interest thereon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. i 

WILLIAM J. ANTHONY. 


_Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the Senate proceed at this time to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 494) directing the issue of a duplicate check to 
William J. Anthony, a pensioner of the United States. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the pension agent at Knox- 
ville, Tennessee, to issue a duplicate check, numbered 14101, for 
$1,102.80, in favor of William J. Anthony, the original of which was 
lost in the mails. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an 
amendment in line 8, after the word ‘‘ provided,” to insert “ that 
said check has not already been presented or paid, and ;” so as to 
make the proviso read : 

Provided, That said check has not already been presented or paid, and that said 
William J. Anthony shall first execute a bond, with good and suflicient sureties, 
to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, to hold the United States harm- 
less against the double payment of said check. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

F. G. SCHWATKA, SENIOR. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of F. G. Schwatka, sr. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay to F. G. Schwatka, sr., of Salem, Oregon, and to Amelia Schwatka, his wife, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6,000, to 
be o— divided between them, in full of their claim against the Government of 
the United States for their donation claim taken by the War De ent, in sections 


partm 
6and 7, in township 8north, range 10 west of the Willamette meridian in the State 
of Oregon, and what is now known as Fort Stevens. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill for the relief of F. G. 
Schwatka and wife.” 


TERM OF INTERNAL REVENUE COLLECTORS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senate to take up and consider at this 
time the bill (S. No. 724) to fix the term of office of collectors of in- 
ternal revenue. This is a public bill and I hope it will receive con- 
sideration at this time. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
bill considered now. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill was unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. I cannot think that any Senator, when he hears 
the bill read, will have any objection to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator from Vermont, instead of pressing 
that measure at this moment, to let me get the action of the Senate 
upon a bill ratifying an agreement with the Crow Indians, which is 
very important indeed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let us decide this first. 

Mr. DAWES. I was suggesting a way by which it could be de- 
cided. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
take the bill up for consideration at the request of the Senator from 
Vermont? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
ation of the bill be postponed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it would be altogetherimproper to bring 
up a bill of this importance at this hour for the consideration of the 
Senate. It is a bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
discussed on a motion to take up. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not intend todiscuss the merits of the bill; 
I merely wish to call the attention of the Senate to the provisions of 
the bill in order to ask the Senate whether it will not defer action 
until a subsequent time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is discussing the merits. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is discussing the demerits. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to say a word on the question of taking 
up the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to take the Senate by surprise 
upon this bill. It was so fully considered by the committee that I 
had supposed the Senate would be ready to act upon it at any mo- 
ment. I give notice, however, that I shall ask the Senate to take 
action upon it at a very early day. I withdraw the request to take 
up the bill at the present time. 

HIRAM 8. TOWN. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 610) for the relief of Hiram 8. Town, postmaster 
of the city of Ripon, in the county of Fond du Lace, in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


I should rather not have the 


I object to the present consid- 


Isimply ask that the consider- 





The merits of the case cannot be 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treas to pay to Hiram S. Town, postmaster of the city of 
Ripon, Fond du ac County, Wisconsin, $557.55, the value of money 
and vouchers belonging to the United States money-order fund, de- 
stroyed by fire in the urning of the post-office building at Ripon 
on the morning of the 7th of February, 1879. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have just been informed that the House has 
assed a similar bill. If that be the case, I ask that this bill lie over 
‘or the present. 

Mr.LAPHAM. Thatisamisapprehension. The House has passed, 

I am told, a bill giving the Postmaster-General authority to allow 

ayment in all these cases. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

desire further action on the bill to be deferred ? 

Mr. SAWYER. No; I wish to have the bill passed at this time. 

I supposed there was a private bill passed by the House similar to 
this; but I now understand otherwise. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 768) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted 
by the Crow Indians of Montana for the sale of a portion of their res- 
ervation in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying out the same. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is upon the adoption 
of the preamble to the bill. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


J.J. KEY AND W. G. M. DAVIS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 63) for the reliefof John J. Key and W. G. 
M. Davis. I will simply state that it comes from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee with a unanimous report at this session for the second time. 
It came from the Judiciary Committee with a unanimous report at 
the last Congress and passed the Senate, and is here again with a 
similar report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
John J. Key the sum of $10,000, and to W. G. M. Davis the sum of $10,000, for their 
services, respectively, as attorneys-at-law, employed by the United States Attorney- 
General to aid in the caseof John Young, assignee of Alexander Collie, againstthe 
United States, out of any money in the Treasury nototherwise appropriated, which 
said sum shall be the balance in full of the compensation of the said John J.: Key 
and W. G. M. Davis, respectively, for their services in said cause under said em- 
ployment; and that said amount shall be charged to the fund now in the Treasury 
of the United States known as proceeds of captured and abandoned property, under 
the act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
re and for the prosecution of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the 

nited States,” approved March 12, 1863, (Statutes at Large, volume 12, page 820.) 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator what was 
the case in which so large a fee is proposed to be paid? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Ohio first, by way 
of preliminary answer, that this bill has been twice reported unani- 
mously from the Judiciary Committee. It.passed the Senate in this 
form at the last Congress and went to the House, where for the want 
of time it failed to become a law. Now, to answer the Senator from 
Ohio more explicitly, it was a case wherein judgment had been ob- 
tained against this Government for $1,000,000, in round numbers— 
perhaps a fraction short of it, but a million dollars was involved. 
These gentlemen discovered evidence by which that judgment was 
vacated, a new trial granted, and the whole claim defeated. Their 
services were employed by the Attorney-General. They visited 
Europe for the purpose of obtaining proof, and came home with it, 
and rendered their services here in the courts. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee have at all times thought, asthe President pro tempore, now in 
the chair, a member of the committee, has thought, that this is a fair 
and reasonable compensation for such services. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator from Indiana why 
provision is made to poy the fees outof the proceeds of captured and 
abandoned property? May not some claim hereafter be set up to those 
proceeds which are now in the Treasury? We are now, by the bill, 
to appropriate a part of that fund, whereas some claim may come up 
for it hereafter. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The reason is simply because it grew out of that 
subject and is properly charged to that fund. This was a claim based 
on fraud, on which a judgment was obtained for a million dollars. 
These gentlemen saved the Government the payment of thatsum from 
a - the bill provides that they shall receive their fees out 
of the fund. 
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stated by the Senator from Indiana in regard to thiscase. Itis a 
very important cause. A distinguished lawyer from my State is one 
of the parties. 
fee is entirely too small ; the services rendered were eminently meri- 
torious. But I cannot for the life of me see why this money should 
come out of the proceeds of captured and abandoned property. 
shall not antagonize the bill, but I do not like that part of it. 


are hereby, constituted 
transportation of dutiab 
titled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immedia 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,"’ be, and the same are hereby, extended to 
said ports; an 
ports, to reside at the port for w f 
salary to be determined in amount by the Secretary of the Treasury, not exceeding 
$1,000 per annum. 








Mr. JONES, of Florida. I concur in everything that has been 
The only criticism that I have to make is that the 


I 
I think that this is a legitimate charge on the Treasury. The judg- 


ment that was rendered by the Court of Claims and afterward af- 
firmed by the Supreme Court was nearly a million dollars, and ran 
generally, I think, against the Government. 
case were foreign subjects. 
against the Government, and made such a 
they obtained a judgment in the Court of C 
ward affirmed by the Supreme Court. These gentlemen, Mr. Key and 
Mr. Davis, found out that the thing was founded on fraud, and Mr. 
Davis went abroad and spent a very considerable portion of time 
there in getting together the testimony necessary to reopen the judg- 
ment; and it was reopened. As no specific sum was agreed upon 
between the Attorney-General and these counsel, they came before 
Congress for what appeared to be a quantum meruit compensation, 
and the sum of $20,000 was fixed upon by the Judiciary Committee. 
I say to the Senator from Indiana that while surely I shall offer no 
opposition to the bill, I cannot understand any reason why this 
money should come out of the proceeds of captured and abandoned 


The claimants in the 
They claimed to have a large demand 
ar amsage showing that 
aims, which was after- 


roperty. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 


PORTS OF DELIVERY IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


the bill (S. No. 740) to extend the provisions of sections 2990 to 2998, 
inclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the ports of 
Kansas City and Saint Joseph, Missouri. , 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 


amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 


That Kansas City and Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri, be, and the same 
— of delivery; and that the privileges of immediate 
© merchandise conferred by the act of June 10, 1880, en- 
te transportation of 


there shall be screens asurveyor of customs for each of said 
ich he shall be appointed, who shall receive a 


\ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in.\ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ‘for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to establish ports of 
delivery at Kansas City and Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri.” 


WARREN HALL. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 892. 
There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 892) for the relief of Warren 
all. It provides for paying to Warren Hall, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury derived from the proceeds of captured and abandoned 
property, $1,125.61, being the proceeds of five bales of cotton volun- 
tarily turned over to Thomas H. Yeatman, assistant special agent of 
the Treasury Department, on July 7, 1863, by Hall, which said pro- 
ceeds have been paid into the Treasury. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SIDNEY P. LUTHER. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that the Senate take up and 
consider House bill No, 1024, = 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the relief of Sid- 
ney P. Luther. It provides for the payment to Sidney P. Luther, of 
Pittsburgh, New Hampshire, of $85, in full satisfaction of his claim 
on account of the wrongful seizure of one pair of white-faced steers, 
and wrongful detention of the same, by the collector of customs for 
the district of Portsmouth. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


UMATILLA INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. SLATER. I ask leave to call up Senate bill No. 50. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to give notice.that after the passage of 
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this bill, with which I do not desire to interfere, I shall submit a mo- 
tion for an executive session. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 50) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to dispose of certain lands adjacent to the town of 
Pendleton, in the State of Oregon, belonging to the Umatilla Indian 
reservation, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, after the word “ thereof,” in 
line 18, to insert: 

Upon a failure of any purchaser to make any of the deferred payments upon any 
lot or parcel of said land sold at public auction, for the period of thirty days after de- 
mand, the same shall be subject to private entry as unsold lots or parcels, and all 


— made thereon shall be forfeited to the fund for the use and benefit of said 
ndians as hereinafter provided. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 8, 1882. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
F. D. POWER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire toinquire how the amendment I offered 
yesterday is journalized. Is it the same in the Journal that it is in 
the Recorp? Iask forthe reason that that part of the Journal was 
not read, 

The SPEAKER. The portion of the Journal to which the gentle- 
man referred will be ae 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under the foregoing order amendments to the said bill were then severally sub- 
mitted in the following order, namely, by Mr. ANDERSON, by Mr. J. C. BuRRoWs, 


by Mr. Joyce, by Mr. BELTZHOOVER, by Mr. PaGE, by Mr. SPRINGER, by Mr. 
Brices, by Mr. GzorcE D. Rosixson, and by Mr. CHacr. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Recorp is as follows: 

I desire to offer an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert what I send to the desk. 

My amendment is to strike out all after the enacting clause in the 
first section, and did not go beyond the first section. 

The SPEAKER. That correction will be made on the original of 
the gentleman’s amendment, as it is on the Clerk’s desk. 

The Journal was then approved. 


TARIFF COMMISSION, 


Mr. KASSON. I am directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report back the bill (H. R. No. 2315) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate the question of the tariff 
and internal-revenue laws with amendments, and to move they be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and with the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. KASSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that at 
as early a day as is consistent with the business of the House, and 
probably not later than a week from this time, I shall ask to go into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of proceeding with the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire to say the report just presented by the 
entleman from Iowa is not a unanimous one. The Committee on 
Ways and Means in its report has not assigned any reason why the 

bill should be passed, and therefore the minority has not thought it 
necessary to present its views. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to have printed in the REcorRD an amend- 
ment which I shall propose at the proper time to offer to this bill 
when it comes up for consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. My amendment provides for a 
change in the composition of the commission, so that instead of nine 
experts it shall consist of two Senators, three Representatives, and 
four experts. I wish the amendment printed in the REcoRD and to 
go with the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Add to the end of section 1 the following: 

** Twoof whom shall be members of the Senate and be appointed by the President 
pro tempore of that body; three of whom shall be members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and be appointed by the Speaker of the House; and four of whom shall 
be from civil life, and be appointed by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

Also strike out lines 1, 2, and 3, and the first seven words in line 4, of section 2. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, noti- 
fied the House that that body had passed an act (H. R. No. 699) for 
the relief of Theophilus P. Chandler without amendment. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills, in which 
concurrence was requested : 

An act (8. No. 143) for the relief of Charles Collins ; 

An act (S. No. 387) directing the Secretary of War to pay over to 
the Society of the Army of the Cumberland $7,500, to aid in the 
erection of a statue or monument to General James A. Garfield; and 

An act (S. No. 827) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882.” 

CLAIMS. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4195) providing for the judicial ascertainment of clains against 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 















The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the same section, line 27, after the 
word ‘‘for” to insert: 

The north half of the northeast quarter of section 10, the southwest quarter of 


the southwest quarter of section 2, and the northwest quarter of the northwest 
quarter of section 11, township 2 north, range 32 east of the Willamette meridian. 


So as to read: 


Provided, That the title to so much of said lands as is covered by a patentissued 
by the United States to Moses E. Goodwin on the 20th day of August, 1869, for the 
north half of the northeast quarter of section 10, the southwest quarter of the south- 
west quarter of section 2, and the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of 
section 11, township 2 north, range 32 east of the Willamette meridian, be, and the 
same is hereby, confirmed to the heirs and legal representatives of the said Moses 
E. Goodwin, now deceased, and to their assigns. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same section, line 34, after the 
word ‘‘ assigns,” to insert: 

7 compliance with the following condition and not otherwise: The heirs 
and legal representatives of the said Moses E. Goodwin, or their assigns, shall pay 
for the use of said Indians the value of the said lands at the time of Goodwin's 
settlement thereon; which value shall be determined by the persons who shall be 
appointed to appraise the lots and blocks by this act authorized to be laid out and 
appraised ; and the said appraisers shall certify and return their action in this 
respect in the same manner and at the same time as they do theiraction in respect 
of the lands laid out into town lots: And provided further, That any right here- 
tofore acquired by the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company for right of way 
for a line of railway, and to lands for yse and occupancy by said company for sta- 
tion or depot purposes, shall not be affected by this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. SLATER. I offer the following amendment, to come in as an 
additional section : 

Src. 7. That the interior lines of the land by this act authorized to be laid out 
in town lots, separating the same from the lands of said reservation, shall, from 
the date of the approval of said survey by the Secretary of the Interior, be and 
constitute the line of said reservation between the same and the town of Pendleton. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. . 

OLIVE STEPHENSON. 


oem LAPHAM. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 
0. 788. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee ofthe Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8. No. 788) granting a pension to Olive 
Stephenson. It proposes to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Olive 
Stephenson, widow of Caleb Stephenson, a soldier of the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


E. J. GURLEY. 

Mr. COKE. I ask that the bill for the relief of E. J. Gurley, re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims this morning, be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of E. 
J. Gurley. It provides for the payment to E. J. Gurley, of McLen- 
nan County, Texas, of $1,000 for himself and $1,000 as trustee for the 
law firm of Blocker & Gurley, for legal services rendered the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

: bog GROOME. I hope the Senator will allow me to pass one little 
ill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can pass it to-morrow. 

Mr. GROOME. I may not be here to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirty-seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
forty-two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


































































INVESTIGATION OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to move for a special assign- 
ment of the bill (H. R. No. 684) to afford assistance and relief to Con- 
gress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims 
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and demands against the Government. It is now upon the House 
Calendar, and I ask that it be made the special order for Thursday 
of next week after the morning hour and thereafter from day to day 
till disposed of, not to interfere with general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HUBBELL. Yes, I object. 

Mr. BOWMAN. One word of explanation, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. I rise to a question of order. It is 
utterly impossible to hear one word of what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. And I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Just one word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks to sub- 
mit a request to the House for unanimous consent to assign a special 
order. Does the gentleman from New York object to that? 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I do. 


WILLIAM C. SPENCER. 
Mr. COVINGTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 4196) for the relief of William C. Spencer; which was read a first | 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I now demand the regular order of business, and 
shall object to any further unanimous consent. I do not see why, if 
the regular order is demanded cutting off one, it should not be 
demanded to cut off all who ask for unanimous consent. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. In view of the fact that we havea special order 
for three o’clock to-day, I move to dispense with the morning hour 
and with the call of committees for reports, so we may proceed at 
once with the consideration of the apportionment bill. 

The SPEAKER. It requires two-thirds to dispense with the morn- 
hour. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 59; so (two- 

thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the motion was disagreed 

to. 


in 


MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins, and committees 
will be called for reports. 

DUTY ON MONUMENT TO GENERAL WASHINGTON. 

Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 109) to admit free of duty a mon- 
ument to General Washington ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 


ALABAMA CLAIMS AND GENEVA AWARD. 


Mr REED, from the Committee’ on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 2473, a bill (H. R. No. 4197) re-estab- 
lishing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims and for the 
distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REED. I ought to say that we have agreed that the minor- 
ity may have the opportunity to present their views at their leisure. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that 
the views of the minority will be presented during the day, and we 
desire that they be printed with the majority report. 

RETIRED OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HARMER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 846) for the relief of retired officers of the Navy, 
with amendments; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the bill, report, and 
amendment ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL SAVINGS DEPOSITORY. 


Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 850, a bill (H. R. 
No. 4198) to establish a postal savings depository as a branch of the 
Post-Office Department; which was-read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

ARID AND DESERT LANDS, COLORADO. 

Mr. DWIGHT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, presented 
the views of the minority, to accompany the bill H. R. No. 3857, a 
substitute for House bill No. 2829, to provide for the leasing of the 
arid and desert lands in the State of Colorado; which were ordered 
to be printed to accompany the majority report. 


JOAB SPENCER AND JAMES R. MEAD. 


Mr. DEERING, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 385) for the relief of Joab Spencer and James 
R. Mead ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on. = Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
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CREEK ORPHAN FUND. 
Mr. DEERING also, from the same committee, reported back the 


bill (H. R. No. 307) to reimburse the Creek orphan fund; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


Private Cal- 


CROW INDIANS OF MONTANA. 
Mr. AINSLIE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 


the bill (H. R. No. 1915) to accept and ratify the agreement sub- 
mitted by the Crow Indians of Montana for the sale of a portion of 
their reservation in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to 
make the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same; which 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


UNPAID CLAIMS, INDIAN BUREAU. 

Mr. AINSLIE also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 1364) authorizing the auditing of certain unpaid claims 
against the Indian Bureau by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury, with améndments; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEASE OF CONGRESSIONAL HOTEL. 

Mr. COOK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the letter of A. W. 
Fletcher, offering to rent the Congressional Hotel for additional com- 
mittee rooms; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LYNCHBURGH, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1785, a 
bill (H. R. No. 4199) for the erection of a public building at Lynch- 
burgh, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2172, a bill 
(H. R. No. 4200) for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OXFORD, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to present the report to 
accompany the bill H. R. No. 4179, a substitute for House bill 863, 
for the erection of a public building at Oxford, Mississippi. The bill 
was reported yesterday, but I omitted to hand in the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed to accompany the bill. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WAYNE, INDIANA. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 284, a bill (H. 
R. No. 4201) for the erection of a public building at Fort Wayne, 
Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. LEE. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2089) granting a pension to William J. Lee, 
with an amendment, which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. GARDNER. 


Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 662) to author- 
ize a duplicate check in payment of pension to William A. Gardner, 
of Frederick County, Maryland, in lieu of one lost; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. CHASE. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4202) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Chase; which was eee a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


W. R. HOLLOWAY? 


Mr. PEELLE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 3544) for the relief of W. R. Hol- 
loway; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the amendment and accompanying report 
erdered to be printed. 

Cc. H. HOWARD. 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 390, a bill (H. R. No. 4203) for the relief of C. H. 
Howard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
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Mr. TALBOTT. There is nothing in this bill that will prevent 
claims older than fifteen years coming into Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Nothing at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why not strike out the limitation altogether ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I do not propose to go further 
back than fifteen years. Some gentlemen object to going back so 
far as fifteen years, and I have tried to harmonize different views. 

Mr. REAGAN. There are pending claims against the Government, 
recognized upon the books of the Department and the accounts 
audited. They are claims for services rendered before the war, au- 
dited claims, but not paid because the claimants are charged with 
having participated’ in the late war. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Texas [ Mr. muses) that when we go back but fifteen years 
there can be no question raised in regard to the matter of loyalty. If 
we go back more than fifteen years, go back to claims arising before 
the war, there will be brought into consideration of this question 
old issues that are raised in reference to war claims and claims prior 
to the war. Whether it is right or wrong to entertain such consider- 
ations, it is nevertheless the fact that the House and the country do 
consider these things, and therefore I do not wish to make my amend- 
ment so broad as the gentleman indicates. If they are claims which 
arose prior to the time fixed by this limitation as I have proposed, 
then they will have the same rights which they have now, and can 
come to Congress. I hope the gentleman will see that this is entirely 
proper and that the other is quite dangerous. 

r. HUBBELL. I would inquire of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts if this is not a bill for losses and not for services ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. It is a bill to provide for the 
payment of losses by burglary, fire, &c. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam informed that this bill refers to losses and not 
to claims for services. ‘Pherefore my remarks do not apply. 

Mr. VANCE. I understand that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Robinson] will cover claims already before 
Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. All claimsrunning back fifteen 
years. That will include the claims now pending before Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman whether he does not 
think his amendment should be further guarded so as to apply to 
claims that have already been made to the Department for relief. If 

you run back fifteen years, and allow the presentation of claims which 

ave not already been made, and as to which there has been no ascer- 
tainment of the facts, no investigation by any special agent of the 
Department, it seems to me you open the door pretty broadly. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The whole matter will be in 
the hands of the Department, which does not in any instance report 
favorably even to this House, except after such an examination by 
its inspectors as may justify favorable action. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, 
was read, as follows: 

—— line 23 of the bill strike out ‘‘six,’’ before the word ‘‘ years,” and insert ‘“ fif- 
in. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state the situation of this 
measure. When the bill was called up on Saturday last, a bill was 
read which turned out not to be the bill as a by the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. To that bill the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] offered an amendment, and to that 
amendment the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bayne] offered 
an amendment. Those two amendments were pending at the time 
the bill was postponed. The Chair would suggest that the amend- 
ments should be withdrawn at this time, as the bill reported from the 
committee and treated as the bill of the committee—a substitute for 
the original bill—is now before the House. 

Mr. HUBBELL and Mr. BAYNE withdrew their amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The ee is now upon the amendment offered 
by the a from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON. } 

Mr. PEELLE. Believing that there is no opposition now to this 
ae demand the previous question on the bill and pending amend- 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ROBINSON, of 
Massachusetts, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 118, noes 31. 

The substitute as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third 
time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEELLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a gg and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. PRESCOTT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 3550) making an apportionment of Representatives in Con- 

; among the several Statesunder the tenth census. On this ques- 

— ne gentleman from, Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is entitled to 

© floor, 

Mr. MILLS. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania proceeds I 
desire to offer an amendment, to be printed in the REcoRD. 


x 
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The SPEAKER. Under the rule the proposed amendment will be 
published in the Recorp. 
The amendment submitted by Mr. MILLs is as follows: 


Substitate for section 1 of the bill: 

Be it enacted, dc., Thatafter the3d day of March, 1883, the House of Representa- 
tives shall be composed of 307 members, to be apportioned among the several States 
as follows: Alabama, 8; Arkansas, 5; California, 5; Colorado, 1; Connecticut, 4; 
Delaware, 1; Florida, 2; Georgia, 9; Iinois, 19; Indiana, 12; Iowa, 10; Kansas, 
6; nae 10; Louisiana, 6; Maine, 4; Maryland, 6; Massachusetts, 11; Mich- 
igan, 10; Minnesota, 5; Mpnadat. 7; Missouri, 13; Nebraska, 3; Nevada, 1; 

ew Hampshire, 2; New J ig ; New York, 32; North Carolina, 9; Ohio, 20; 
Oregon, 1; Pennsylvania, 27; Rhode Island, 2; South Carolina, 6 ; Tennessee, 10; 
Texas, 10; Vermont, 2; Virginia, 9; West Virginia, 4; Wisconsin, 8. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, whatever differences of opinion may 
exist on this subject of apportionment, it will be found, I think, upon 
thorough investigation that the manner of making the ate 
ment suggested by the committee and embodied in the bill which they 
have reported is entitled to fair consideration. It seems to me that 
the subject has not received that close attention which its importance 
naan and I labor under a very serious apprehension that many 
eae who have attacked the bill, and who regard it unfavora- 

ly, have not investigated the new method of cre ; for it 
strikes me that this method is absolutely mathematically correct, 
while the old method is not mathematically correct, and contains 
paradoxes and fallacies which are misleading, and the application 
of which to the apportionment of Representatives among the people 
of the States will lead to unfair and unjust representation and an 
unequal distribution of politiical power. 

The bill reported by the committee fixes in its first section the 
number of Representatives at 320. The second section makes pro- 
vision for the admission of new States. The third section requires 
that the Congressional districts in the various States shall be formed 
out of contiguous territory ; that where a State shall fail to provide 
before the next election for an increase of representation that may go 
to the State the additional number of members may be elected at 
large, and where the representation of any State is diminished and the 
State fails to provide for this diminution, all of its Representatives 
shall be elected at large. . 

If this bill should be adopted, the only States which will be affected 
by it are six—Florida, Rhode Island, and California, which each lose 
a Representative, and Pennsylvania, New York, and Illinois which 
each gain1. The application of what is known as the old method 
differs from the application of the new simply in respect to these three 
changes and these six States, so that no other State in the Union will 
be affected by the method which may be adopted by Congress. All 
the other States get precisely the same number of Representatives 
under the old method that they would get under the new. By the 
bill reported Florida, Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Ver- 
mont will each lose 1 Representative. Arkansas, California, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Massachusetts, Mississippi, Missouri, New York, North 
Carolina, Ohio, South Carolina, Virginia, and West Virginia each 
gaina Representative. Illinois, lowa, Michigan Minnesota, Nebraska, 
and Pennsylvania each gain 2, Kansas gains 3, and Texas gains 4. 

The number, 320 Representatives, for the next Congress is a matter 
about which there may be differences of opinion. A bill passed the 
last House making the number 319. Some favor a very much larger 
number, Some favor as many as 600, I understand. Others favora 
reduction of the number. I myself would be glad to see, if it were 
pours the membership of the House reduced down to 250, and even 

elow that number, but I acquiesce in what seems to bea prevailing 
and general sentiment that the number 320 should be adopted, and 
therefore consented to the reporting of the bill with that number. 

There are reasons which favor perhaps a slight increase of the num- 
ber. It enables the Representatives to be close to the people, and so 
familiar with their wishes and needs as to be able at all times and 
on all occasions to make known their desires. It is desirable that 
the people should know well their Representatives. The more com- 
pact the districts are, the more thorough will be the mutual under- 
standing between the people of the district and their Representative. 
If there be in this country an existing menace to the perpetuity of 
our free institutions, it is attributable to the substitution of personal 
nun for popular government. Whenever a Representative 

isregards the wishes of the people who elect him, and follows the dic- 
tation of some individual or junta of individuals who seek personal 
profit and honor rather than the public good, he ceases to be a Rep- 
resentative in the sense of our Constitution. Our frame of govern- 
ment contemplates constant responsibility to the people on the part 
of their Representatives. No other government in the world is so 
thoroughly imbued with this principle. It permeates every line of 
the Constitution. It is the security of popular sovereignty. The 
violation of this principle should excite alike the jealousy and the 
indignation of all men who believe m government of the people, for 
the people, and by the people. Ours is the only nation whose Con- 
stitution requires representation to be based on the actual numbers 
of the people, and in accordance with equal divisions of them. 

Now the question arises, Mr. Speaker, under what command, under 
what authority is Congress proceeding to do the work contemplated 
by this bill, and by the various amendments and substitutes which 
have been submitted? It is under the clause in the Constitution 

embraced in section 2, article 1, and in the second clause of the four- 
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teenth amendment to the Constitution, both of which are substan- 
tially the same, each requiring that Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States which may be included within the 
Union, according to their respective numbers, that is according to 
the number of inhabitants of each State. I say without hesitation 
the bill reported by the committee conforms more closely with this 
requirement of the Constitution in apportioning Representatives 
than any law ever heretofore enacted by Congress. 

Prior to 1840 the basis of representation fixed the number of Repre- 
sentatives. Since that time the practice has been to choose the 
number of Representatives and then apportion them among the States. 
The method which has been used ever since 1840 was this: the number 
of Representatives chosen was divided into the total population of the 
States and the quotient was the ratio or basis of representation. It 
the nation had been but one State this method would have been per- 
fectly fair, but there were many States with unequal populations. 
In using the ratio as a divisor for this population respectively of the 
States, there invariably resulted a less number of Representatives 
than the proposed total. To obviate this and to apportion the whole 
number, the remaining unassigned were appropriated to the frac- 
tions, beginning with the largest and running down till the comple- 
ment should be reached. This is the method contemplated by many 
of the substitutes which have been presented to Congress. This is 
the method by which the apportionment was made in the last Con- 
gress, and this is the method as I have said which has controlled the 
apportionment since 1840. 

The new method is essentially different in this, that it ignores 
wholly the doctrine of fractions. It is not an impossible thing, and 
indeed it has occurred, I am told, in the making of apportionments 
that sometimes the fraction to which a Representative was appropri- 
ated in order to make upthe whole number under the old method was 
given to less than a moiety of the ratio. An anomaly of this kind is 
simply impossible under the new method of making a division. It 
has happened under the old method that a State would get a larger 
number of Representatives with a less total than with a greater total. 
‘The very fact is presented by Alabama, which, with a total of 300 
Representatives, will get but 7 out of these 300; but if the total be 
299 Alabama would get 8 Representativés. 

Now, no method of compuiatien which involves a paradox of that 
kind—and it is a paradox; itis more than a difference, and therefore 
not the kind of paradox that my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
ROBINSON] spoke of yesterday, which was simply a difference—no 
method of computation, I say, which involves a paradox, fallacy, or 
absurdity of that kind can possibly be correct, mathematically. 

The new method is quite a different thing. By the new method, 
the total number of Representatives migitss Meares agreed upon, each 
State is divided by 1. That would give to the single Representative 
from New York over five millions of constituency. Then the popu- 
lations of the States are divided by 2, so as to make the quotients 
range in the order of their magnitude. For instance, you divide the 
State of New York by 2, and the quotient is larger than the quotient 
which would result from the equal division of the population of any 
other State. Pennsylvania comes next, and the division of Pennsyl- 
vania will give you a larger quotient than that of any other State 
except New York. Ohionext, Illinoisnext, and so until you gothrough 
with the whole number. Then again 3 is used as a divisor, that quo- 
tients may be secured that range next to each other in point of mag- 
nitude, next to each other in point of numerical strength, and before 
you reach the medium-sized States of the Union you are compelled 
by this process to divide the State of New York by 3, and then by 4; 
and you are compelled to divide the State of Pennsylvania by 3, and 
perhaps 4, and then these States again by 5. But if you will take 
the table presented by Mr. Seaton, where you find the rank that is 

accorded to each State, you will find that he oie with every 
single State, and that he gives the number of people who will be 
back of each nat and he has experimented in this way 
with every one clear down until the total number will be 350. 

You will find, by taking the column as he ranks the States on 
pages 46 and 47 of his report to the Secretary of the Interior, that the 
order of magnitude, the order in which a positive actual constitu- 
ency will be back of each Representative, is ascertained as between 
the different States, and that by ascertaining the order in that way 
a division is made among the States so as to apportion to each State 
as nearly as possible Representatives in accordance with the number 
of inhabitants in that State. Now, in going down the rank of States, 
where the States are ranked, the bill reported by the committee 
stops at page 47, with the State of Illinois. If any gentleman will 
refer to that page he will find that the total population or the total 
ratio back of each Representative in the State of Illimois, with 21 
members in this House, will be 146,565. And he will find that if that 
Representative which makes Illinois’ number 21 should be taken 
from the State of Illinois and poe to another State, it must neces- 
sarily reach a State which will have a less number behind each Rep- 
resentative than that given for the State of Illinois. 

Mr. PAGE. How much would Illinois have for a lower number ? 

Mr. BAYNE. One hundred and forty-six thousand five hundred 
and sixty-five. 

Mr. PAGE. Thatis, lunderstand, with 21 members; but how much 
would she have with 20 ? 


Mr. BAYNE. With 20 she would have 153,893. 

Now, there is no fixed general ratio in this; there is no arbitrary 
modulus in this; and the gentleman of this House who may be guided 
by what iscalled the ratio proposed by Mr. Seaton, by what he terms 
the “modulus,” will, in my judgment, be misled if he undertakes to 
apportion Representatives among the States according to any such 
method. It hasno business in guiding the House in making an appor- 
tionment of Representatives among the States according to the num- 
ber of their inhabitants. 

But I was about stating, when my friend from California asked me 
a question, that with 21 members of this House the ratio back of each 
Representative for the State of Illinois will be 146,565. 

Now, if this bill gave 321 instead of 320 where would you look to 
apportion the next Representative? Why, to the State of Wisconsin. 
And why? Because Wisconsin is next in rank; because Wisconsin 
by virtue of her population would give a higher number of inhabit- 
ants to each one of her Representativesthan any other State. Then 
if you add another you would reach the Stateof Ohio. Add another 
and you would reach the State of New York again, and so on run- 
ning down that rank and apportioning to each State as nearly as may 
be Representatives which will agree with the number of inhabitants 
of the States. 

The methods by which these divisions are obtained are fully pre- 
sented in the reports of Mr. Seaton or Mr. Walker to the Secretary 
of the Interior. And gentlemen will find the different States treated 
separately. — will find that all of the States are taken, one after 
another, and ranked according to the numbers that Representatives 
would have behind them in each particular State, estimating up to a 
total of 350. 

It seems to me that that method is so obviously correct upon prin- 
ciple, that it brings together so nearly the number which would be 
behind each Representative in the State having the greatest popula- 
tion, as compared with her representation, and the number which 
would be behind the State having the lowest proportion to each man, 
that it should commend itself to the judgment of the House. And it 
is a strict compliance with the injunction of the Constitution, so far 
as a compliance with the injunction of the Constitution is practicable. 

It must be borne in mind that whatever methods may be adopted, 
inequalities will exist. Some States will get more and some less. It 
is simply impossible to obviate inequalities owing to the construction 
of our National Government with reference to the States. The propo- 
sition which should commend itself to the House, it seems to me, is, 
which method will minimize the inequalities? What method will 
reduce the inequalities to the lowest possible degree? Anexamina- 
tion of this method and its comparison with the old method are ab- 
solutely convincing, in my judgment, that the new method is the one 
which will minimize the inequalities and deal most fairly and justly 
with all the States. 

Mr. TYLER. Will it annoy the gentleman from Pennsylvania if I 
interrupt him at this point? 

Mr. BAYNE. Not in the least. 

Mr. TYLER. Will you state how it can be ascertained that the 
State of Illinois, for instance, is entitled to 21 Representatives, each 
representing 146,000 population, except by the aid of a common divi- 
sor, that is, a divisor common to the whole country ; and how do you 
ascertain that Alabama is entitled to 8 Representatives, except by 
aid of a common divisor ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Itis very difficult indeed toexplain figures in a speech, 
but the effort which I have made was to explain that very proposition. 
I have undertaken to show that the Superintendent of the Census has 
ranked the States, has placed one State above another, and the popu- 
lation which would go to each State of the Union by putting in the 
order of their numerical magnitude the number of Representatives 
that would go to each State, placing back of each particular Repre- 
sentative as nearly as possible an equal number of inhabitants, and 
it is that method of ranking the proportions of the populations of the 
States, ascertained by a division, as I have said, of 1 first, 2 next, and 
3 next, &c., in order to ascertain this magnitude, all of which is full 
and lucidly presented, it strikes me, on pages 45, 46, and 47 of 
report. 

ow, in order to corroborate and sustain this method, I have a good 
many figures here which may be a little tedious, but which I think 
I ought to produce and make a part of my remarks, in order, if possi- 
ble, to lead to a more thorough illustration of this method and this 
subject, and in order to show the anomalies that are wrought, the 
injustices that are worked, the paradoxes that exist, the fallacies that 
will result from the adoption of the old method as compared with the 
new. I have brought, as my friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has 
said, some common sense to the consideration of this subject, and a 
little mathematics, not so elaborately in the mathematic phrases, 
perhaps, as my friend from Iowa [Mr. McCo1n] will present the mat- 
ter, he having adetailed statement of figures, and an abstruse analy- 
sis of the different methods. But I will present in plain contrast the 
effects of the two methods upon the apportionment of Representa- 
tives in the States. 

Now, for the pu of convenience, I take a column here and 
arrange the States in their alphabetical order, and give in column 
1 the present number of Representatives, in column 2 the number 
under the new method at 320, and in column 3 the number under the 
































































































































































































































old method at 320; and the ratio under the new method, and the dif- 


ference that will occur in the States affected. 


Table showing present numberof Representatives, number under new 
method, number under old method, and the ratios by the different methods. 
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An examination of these columns will present this fact: that Cali- 
fornia by the new method, at 5 Representatives, would have 172,938; 
by the old method, at 6 Representatives, California would have 
back of each Representative 144,115, over 2,000 less to each Repre- 


sentative than to each for the State of Illinois. 
affected is the State of Florida, which would have by the new 
method but 1 Representative, with a population back of that Rep- 
resentative of 269,493. Under the old method she would get 2 Rep- 
resentatives by reason of the fact that she would have a very large 
fraction, with a population back of each Representative of 134,746. 
The next State affected is Illinois. 
would have 21 Representatives, with 146,565 inhabitants back of 


each Representative. 


calculation. 


each of them. 


These tables show that the only States affected by the adoption ot 
thenew or the old method are California, Florida, Mlinois, New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island. No other State has any interest 
whatever in the question of method so far as her representation 
is concerned, excepting the six States whichI have named. All the 
other States get precisely the same number whichever number may 


be adopted. 


The object in apportioning Representatives among the different 
States according to their numbers is, as was very well suggested by 
my friend from Texas [Mr. MILs] yesterday, that there might be 
an —o distribution of political power. 
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Illinois by the new method 


Under the old method she would have 20 Rep- 
presentatives, with 153,893 back of each Representative. The next 
State affected is New York, which would have, with 33 Representa- 
tives, under the old method, 154,026 inhabitants for each constitu- 
ency; under the new method, 149,496. The next State affected is 
Pennsylvania, which, under the old method, would have 152,960 
inhabitants back of each of her 28 Representatives ; under the new 
method she would have 147,685 back of each of her 29 Representa- 
tives. The last State affected is the State of Rhode Island, and I 
may say in connection with this State that she has my sympathies; 
so has the State of Florida my sympathy. I regret that the condi- 
tion of things is not such that those two States might each get an 
additjonal Representative, in accordance with correct mathematical 
Rhode Island, under the new method, would have 
276,531 of a constituency for her one Representative, and under the 
old method would have two Representatives with 138,265 back of 


Now, the way to ascertain 
er an injustice is done to any States by the adoption of the 
new or the old method is to test the methods by the States which are 
interested in having the three Representatives that will be disposed 
of one way or the other by the adoption of the respective methods. 
Pennsylvania, New York, and Illinois claim those three Representa- 
tives. Florida, Rhode Island, and California claim those three Rep- 
resentatives. Now, that is a simple fact; that is, a simple inquiry; 
and the adoption of the method will solve that problem. Apart 








The next State 


from the desire which, no doubt, is sincere and general that Congress 
should adopt correct principles in making an apportionment, one 
which will not challenge the criticism of the scholars of the land ; 
that will not, I had almost said, provoke the criticism of the school- 
boys who go to our public schools and have learned the rudiments 
of arithmetic; apart from considerations of that sort these States 























ea = have a claim, and these States lay their claim before Congress and 

Arg >i ask you to adjudicate upon their claims fairly and according to 

Bs #2 | equity and justice, and in conformity with their rights under the 

2 2 Constitution. 

3 _ I claim for Pennsylvania that she isentitled to the Representative 
os 


which you would give to Florida, Rhode Island, or California. The 
gentlemen who represent the State of New York here have a right to 
say, We claim for the State of New York the Representative which 
you would give to one of these other States. So may the Representa- 
tives from the State of Illinois say. And it strikes me that to ignore 
that claim is to deny to my State her just representation in the House 
of Representatives, and for oneI will not forego that right. 

Now, for the purpose of ascertaining how equity and justice and 
exactness will settle this controversy as between these contending 
States, I have prepared a number of comparisons. Take the States 
of Pennsylvania and California, and compare first those two States. 
By the old method Pennsylvania would have 152,990 population back 
of each of her 28 Representatives. By the old method California 
would have back of each of its 6 Representatives 144,115. Now strike 
the difference between the two and you will find that Pennsylva- 
nia will have 8,845 inhabitants back of each of her 28 Representatives 
more than California will have back of each ef her 6 Representa- 
tives. Multiply that difference by 28 and you will have an aggre- 
gate of 247,660 people in Pennsylvania that are unrepresented as 
compared with the State of California. 

The rule works both ways, however. There is a converse to that 
proposition, as there necessarily is to all propositions. Although the 
old method would do that injustice to Pennsylvania, the new method 
will work an injustice to California. I will contrast the methods and 
take the State of California with 5 Representatives under the new 
method. 

Under the new method the State of California, with 5, Representa- 
tives, would have back of each Representative 172,938 population. 
By the new methdéd Pennsylvania would have back of each of her 
29 Representatives 147,658. The difference is 25,253. It is but just 
to California that that difference should be multiplied by five, be- 
cause back of each of the 5 Representatives of the State of California 
are 25,253 more people than there would be back of each of the 29 
Representatives of Pennsylvania. Multiply that number by 5 and 
you will find that California has 126,265 people unrepresented as 
compared with Pennsylvania. 

How, then, will you ascertain which State is entitled to this addi- 
tional Representative? By comparing these figures; by showing 
which State will have the largest unrepresented population. There- 
fore strike the difference between 247,660 and 126,265, and that dif- 
ference shows how much more Pennsylvania would be wronged by 

iving that Representative to California and taking it away from 

er. In other words, the difference would be almost double ; that is, 
the number in Pennsylvania unrepresented as compared with the 
number in California would be almost double. 

Mr. TYLER. Before the gentleman leaves this line of his argu- 
ment, will he allow me one question? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have a series of figures bearing on that proposi- 
tion, and would prefer to conclude their consideration before yield- 
ing to any question. I have made a number of comparisons, I might 
say a multitude of comparisons. 

Take Pennsylvania and Rhode Island; andif there is a State which 
has excited the sympathy of members upon this floor it is the State 
of Rhode Island. The new method militates more against Rhode 
Island than any other State. Florida comes next; Rhode Island 
first and Florida next, simply because Florida has five or six thousand 
less population than Rhode Island. 

As Ihave said, Pennsylvania by the old method would have 152,960 
people back of each of her Representatives. Rhode Island by the old 
method would have back of her Representatives 138,265. Now, sub- 
tract the ratio of Rhode Island from that of Pennsylvania and the 
difference will be found to be 14,695. Multiply that difference by 
28, because there are back of each one of the 28 Representatives of 
Pennsylvania 14,695 more actual entities, more human beings, than 
there are back of each Representative in Rhode Island, and you will 
get the enormous aggregate of 411,460 people in Pennsylvania unrep- 
resented as compared with the State of Rhode Island—more by far 
than the entire population of the State of Rhode Island. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, will the gentleman put the converse of the 
proposition? 

r.“BAYNE. I will. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman tell how many people would 
be represented who were not entitled to it, if you were to make the 
districts in Pennsylvania as large as one district in Florida or one in 
Rhode Island ? 

Mr. BAYNE. That has nothing to do with it. 

Mr: SPRINGER. Yes, it has; I want the gentleman to show the 
difference, to have him put the converse of his proposition. 
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Mr. BAYNE. I will put the converse now, and if it is not con- 
ceded to be the converse by any man who knows the meaning of that 
term, I would be almost willing to yield the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Almost? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; I would be willing to yield the bill to any man 
who understands it. Rhode Island under the new method would 
have 276,531 to her Representative. Pennsylvania under the new 
method would have 147,685 to each Representative. Take the differ- 
ence between 147,685 and 276,531 and it will be 128,846. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now multiply that by 28. 

Mr. BAYNE. Multiply it by 1, because there is but one Repre- 
sentative in Rhode Island, and that will give 128,846 as against 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. HERBERT. Multiply it by 28. 

Mr. BAYNE. If Rhode Island had 28 members then that would 
be right. But you cannot multiply it by 28 when Rhode Island has 
but one Representative. You must multiply it simply by 1. 

Mr. HERBERT. But Pennsylvania has 28 Representatives, and 
each of those Representatives is short of that amount. Multiply 
that amount by 28 and then you will see how much Pennsylvania 
contrasts with Rhode Island. 

Mr. BAYNE. Not at all; that is a utopian experiment. It does 
not reach with anything like mathematical accuracy the solution of 
this problem. You have to take simply these stern facts as existing : 
that there are people living in these States; that they are enumer- 
ated and counted and named; that they are actual entities; and 
when you multiply the difference you must multiply the difference 
simply by the number of Representatives to which the State is en- 
titled, because in the State of Pennsylvania there are 29 times 
147,685 ; in the State of Rhode Island there are simply 2 times 138,265. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? I want 
to ask him why mathematically it is not just as fair to divide the 
population of Pennsylvania by the number of people that it takes 
for a Representative under the gentleman’s system in Rhode Island, 
which will give Pennsylvania only 19 members instead of 29, as to 
adopt the gentleman’s mode of computation? I want him to show 
me the difference. 

A MEMBER. Pennsylvania would get only 15 members, not 19. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have been undertaking all along to make plain my 
propositions. If I have not succeeded in convincing the gentleman 
that my propositionsare true, I am sorry. If the comparisons I have 
made are not correctly made; if there can be found in them any 
mathematical flaw; if any man who understands mathematics, (I 
believe my friend from Michigan does not claim to have any peculiar 
knowledge in that respect, having solved this problem wholly by 
common sense, and needing but little of that, he said;) if any gen- 
tleman will take these different results and compare them, he will 
ascertain the reply to the very question the gentleman has been put- 
ting tome. I have series afterseries of these computations which may 
be examined, and each one of which will show that you cannot dis- 
regard this new method without violating the correct principle of 
apportionment and violating the mandate of the Constitution. 

I take next the States of New York and Florida. New York, ac- 
cording to the old method would have 154,026 to each one of her 33 
Representatives; Florida would have to each of her Representatives 
134,746. The difference would be 19,280. Multiply 19,280 by 33—and 
you multiply it because there are 33 times this difference existing 
between the two—and you get the great aggregate of 636,240, almost 
twice the population of the State of Florida, unrepresented in the 
State of New York. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, will the gentleman allow measuggestion ? 

Mr. BAYNE. One moment, till I follow the converse of this prop- 
osition. Florida, by the new method, and it militates as I said 
against Florida and Rhode Island, would have one Representative 
20 269,493; New York, by the new method, with 34 Representatives, 
‘would have 149,496 to each Representative. The difference, 119,997, 
multiplied by 1 makes 119,997 people of Florida unrepresented, as 
compared with the State of New York. Now, the way to solve that 
iifficulty is just this: compare the unrepresented population of New 
York by the old method with the unrepresented population of Florida 
— new method, and by which method is the difference greater ? 
rhe difference is the difference between 636,240 and 119,997, or 516,243, 
almost double Florida’s population against New York. 

Mr. HORR. Is that accurate mathematics? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. By the new method what percentage of the 
oopulation of Florida would be unrepresented under this bill ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not made the computation in that way. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. About 40 per cent., while under the new method 
only about 8 per cent. of the people of Pennsylvania, according to 
the gentleman’s figures, would be unrepresented. 

Mr. BAYNE. It would be more than 40 per cent. it seems to me; 
but as suggested to me by my friend from Iowa, [Mr. McCo1, ] who 
has afar better knowledge of mathematics than myself or my friend 
from Michigan, percentages are regulated by the principal; and the 
percentage on 100,000 aggregates much more than the percentage on 
1,000, though the rate be much less. 

Mr. HORR. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman a question, if 
he will yield to me. Suppose the population of the varieus States 
was so distributed that your divisor—call it 154,000—would divide 
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exactly in each State, without any remainder, would not that be the 
— _—— of getting at the number of Representatives for each 
tate 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihave so engremet. in the early part of my remarks, 

Mr.HORR. Now, if you take the State of Pennsylvania and divide 
in that way, and every time you get that exact number set it aside, 
and then in the same way make the division in Rhode Island, the 
fraction remaining in each State after the division would be all that 
— possibly be unrepresented if you should stop there; would it not 
be f—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I have endeavored to show as well as I could that the 
having of a modulus, as it is called, or general ratio, was a mislead- 
ing proposition. I do not know what further I can say on that sub- 
ject. I am trying now to elucidate the differences which will result 
to the States by giving these three Representatives to one set of States 
or to another; and T hws not taken into consideration at all this 
thing called a modulus—a general divisor. I have ignored it, and 
any gentleman, really in debate, who will regulate his conclusions by 
what is called the modulus or general ratio of representation, will, in 
my judgment, be led into serious error. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman let me put a question to him 
now? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr.SPRINGER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania, I understand, 
is endeavoring to arrive at approximate justice as to localities. He 
has stated how many would be unrepresented in Pennsylvania if the 
new method be adopted, as compared with Rhode Island. Now, if 
you make the districts in Pennsylvania of the same size as the single 
district in Rhode Island—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, that is the very same question my friend from 
Michigan just put. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
15 Representatives. 

Mr. BAYNE. That has been said before. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it more just that Pennsylvania should have 
29 districts, with 147,685 inhabitants in each, and that Rhode Island 
should have 1 district with 276,531 inhabitants; or would it be 
more just that Pennsylvania should have 28 districts, cach having 
152,960 inhabitants, and that Rhode Island should have 2 districts, 
each having 138,256 inhabitants? That is the question. It seems 
to me that, desiring to approximate, as far as possible, representa- 
tion according to population, the latter proposition is the more just 
and equal. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend’s inquiry is a misdirected one, and when 
he made it he had not a proper comprehension of the subject which 
the new method implies. [Laughter.] I am endeavoring with all 
the ability at my command, and with all the knowledge of mathe- 
matics I have, to show the contrast existing between these States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word. What I can comprehend—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I decline to yield any further. Iam answering the 
inquiry which the gentleman has put. 

The next State we will take is the State of New York, compared 
with California. New York, under the old method, will get 33 Rep- 
resentatives, with 154,026 of a constituency back of each Represent- 
ative. California, under the old method, with 6 Representatives, 
will have a constituency of 144,115 back of each Representative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. ALDRICH in the chair.) The 
gentleman’s hour has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not yet concluded my remarks. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to go on and 
have full time to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope he at least will have the time taken up 
by my interruptions allowed to him. 

Mr. PAGE. I shall have to enter objection. There are a great 
many members of the House who wish to be heard, and no one gen- 
tleman ought to occupy more than one hour. 

Mr. CAMP. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has not occupied 
an hour; but his time has been taken up by constant interruptions. 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania desire ? 

Mr. BAYNE. About fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
gentleman’s time is extended for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. I compare New York with California, and I say by 
giving New York 32 Representatives and California 6, it is‘a dis- 
crimination against New York of 327,063, for in California there are 
75,000 Chinese and 16,000 Indians. These Chinese cannot enjoy the 
rights of citizens of the United States, the circuit court of the dis- 
trict of California having so decided in the case of Ah Yup. And 
the constitution of California very justly, in my judgment, because I 
believe it is right, precludes them from becoming electors. 

Mr. PAGE. Oh, no! 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘The constitution of your State precludes them from 
eligibility to the rights of voters and classes them with insane and 
other like persons. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman certainly does not want to make a 
mistake. The Congress of the United States has provided they shall 
not become citizens, and the State of California has nothing to do 
with it. 


I have figured it out. She would be entitled to 
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Mr. BAYNE. I say the constitution of California precludes them 
from becoming citizens, and classifies them with idiots and insane 
persons and persons convicted of infamous crimes and persons who 
have embezzled public moneys. 

Mr. PAGE. Certainly the gentleman does not mean what he says. 
Under the Constitution of the United States the naturalization 
laws of the United States provide that Chinese shall not become citi- 
zens. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I reiterate my ponpetion : California has it 
in her constitution, and I can show it to be so. 

Now we have taken Califernia and New York and compared them. 
I have taken Illinois and California and compared them, both accord- 
ing to the oldand the new methods. I have taken Illinois and Rhode 
Island and compared them, and these figures I will ask to have printed 
in the REcorD with my remarks, for,there are others to which I have 
had no time to refer. But I desire to say here, that as against Illi- 
nois, by the new method, the discrimination in favor of California, 
by the old method, is 195,560, and if you deduct the Chinese and 
Indians from that population it is over 500,000 discrimination against 
the State of Illinois, and the returns from California show that these 
people do not vote. Take, according to that vote, whichis an exhi- 
bition of political power, and you find that New York has thirty-eight 
times the vote of Rhode Island, and nearly eleven times the vote of 
California, and Pennsylvania eight and a half times the vote of Cali- 
fornia. If California be entitled to 6 Representatives, according to 
an equal distribution of political power, Pennsylvania oughtto have 
54 in order to equalize it. 

Here are some comparisons I have been making in columns: 


Comparison of the methods in the States affected. 


New 
method. 


Old 


States. method. 


152, 960 
144,115 


Pennsylvania. .. 
Califernia 


< by 28 = 247,660 against Pennsylvania. 
By deducting Chinese and Indians= 684,240 
against Pennsylvania. 


Difference. ... 


172, 938 | 
147, 685 | 


California 
Pennsylvania . 
Difference | x by 5== 126,265 against California, 
By deducting Chinese and Indians = 34,860 
against California. 
Pennsylvania... 


Rhode Island...| 138, 265 


lx by 28= 411,460 against Pennsylvania. 


Difference. ... 


Rhode Island 
Pennsylvania 





276, 531 | 


128, 846 
154, 026 


Difference 


New York 
Florida 


by 1= 128,846 against Rhode Island. 


19, 280 


PRED Gi xticcndtoccvesss 
New York 


Difference 


Difference. -. . X by 33 = 636,240 against New York. 


X by 1= 119,997 against Florida. 
154, 026 


Difference .. .. 9, 911 X by 33= 327,063 against New York. 
By deducting Chinese and Indians = 829,818 


against New York. 


172, 938 
149, 496 


X by 5 = 117,210 against California. 
By doinoting Chinese and Indians = 25,905 ° 
against California. 


X by 20= 195,560 against Tino 
By deducting Chinese and India 
against Tlinois. 
7 938 


26,373 | X by 5 = 131,865 against California. 
By deducting Chinese and Indians=40,460 
against California. 


Rhode Island . . . 


Difference . . . . X by 20 = 312,560 against Dlinois. 








x by 1 = 129,966 against Rhode Island. 
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Now, I take what I have-called another mode of comparison : 


States. 


Number in each dis- 
trict 


Representatives. 


Pennsylvania... .| q 138, 157 
Florida | 2 | 134, 746 


Two more than she gets by the bill. 
105,741 + 276,314 = 382,055; two additional. 
Difference .....  31= 105,741 against Pennsylvania. 
Two more than she gets. 

Rhode Island . . . . 141,190 x 2 + 105,300 = 387,680. 


Difference X 36 = 105,300 against New York. 
“145, 224 
144, 115 


1,109 


One more than she gets. 

California 145,224 -+- 38,815 = 184,039. 

Difference X 35 = 38,815 still against New York. 
144, 704 
134, 746 


One more than she gets. 
144,704 +- 109,538 = 254, 242. 


A 
Florida 


Difference X 11= 109,538 against Texas. 


144, 558 
138, 265 


Missouri One more than she gets. 


Rhode Island . .. .| 

Difference 6,293 | x 15==124, 
a_i A 
268, 953 


146, 166 | One more than she gets. 
138, 265 | 146,166 + 71,109 = 217,275. 


395 
558 for extra Representative. 


Wisconsin 
Rhode Island .... 
X 9=71,109 against Wisconsin. 


Difference 7, 901 | 


142, 225 


134, 746 


a | 
South Carolina. . . One more then she gets. 


Florida 
7,479 


Difference = §2,353 


142, 225 








194, 578 





I take on this list, for instance, Pennsylvania, with 31 Represent- 
atives, which is two more than she is entitled to, and compare her 
with Florida, and show by that a discrimination against Pennsylva- 
nia of 105,741, and when you add the basis of the two Representa- 
tives it makes an aggregate of 382,055 of a discrimination against 
Pennsylvania. 

I take New York and compare it with Rhode Island, and show that 
giving New York 36 Representatives, two more than she gets by this 
bill, she would still have 141,190 back of each Representative, while 
Rhode Island would have but 138,265 back of each, showing a dis- 
crimination against New York of 387,680. 

I take New York and California and show the same thing. I take 
Wisconsin and South Carolina, and various other States, showing the 
same thing. 

Then I take still another method. I take Delaware, Colorado, 
Nevada, and Oregon—the four States which are the smallest—and 
then I take Rhode Island and Florida, and aggregate that popula- 
tion, dividing it by 8, which is the number of Representatives it 
is by the old method proposed to give those States, andit is found that 
the basis of representation will be 140,499. Compare this with Ala- 
‘bama, and the discrimination against Alabama is 103,884. The dis- 
crimination against Arkansas would be 100,030; against Connecticut, 
60,7045 137,000 against Georgia; against California, 154,657 ; agatinst 
Illinois, 267,880; against Indiana, 150,814; — Iowa, 219,620 ; 
against Kansas, 153,102; against Kentucky, 103,191; against Louisi- 
ana, 96,948; against Maine, 86,932 ; against Maryland, 9 ,904 ; against 
Massachusetts, 96,972; against Michigan, 91,443; against Minnesota, 
78,275; against Mississippi, 148,099; against Missouri, 201,390 ; against 
Nebraska, 30,903 ; against New Hampshire, 65,992; against New Jer- 
sey, 147,623; against New York, 446,391; against North Carolina, 
135,252, against Ohio, 247,548 ; against Pennsylvania, 348,908; against 
‘South Carolina, 152,580; against Tennessee, 137,360; against Texas, 
186,750; against Vermont, 51,288 ; against Virginia, 107,570; against 
West Virginia, 66,460; against Wisconsin, 191,504. 

Then I take the aggregate of these discriminations against all the 
States as compared with these other States, Colorado, Delaware, 
Florida, Oregon, and Rhode Island, and I find that the aggregate dis- 
crimination in favor of these little States as against the big States 
is 4,381,572 unrepresented, as compared with the smaller States— 
being nearly four times the entire population of these States.unrep- 
resented. ThenI follow through other comparisons, which I have 
not time now to state fully, but which I shall print and ask gentle- 
men to examine if they are sufficiently interested in the subject. 

But I will take the largest of the small States—Rhode Island—and 
show the injustice done the other States by giving her 2 Repre- 
sentatives. 
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I say that every kind of test may be applied, and it will be found 
that they all lead to one single conclusion, and that is that the new 
method is the only one which will justly apportion the Representa- 
tives among the States. And now, right here, I will give my friend 
from Michigan, though I do not see him in his seat, a simple propo- 
sition to elucidate at his leisure and according to his own method of 
computation. I would like for him to take California, Rhode Island, 
and Florida, and aggregate their populations. I will give him the 
result. He will find the aggregate of the populations to be 1,410,718. 
Now take the aggregate of the populations of the States competing 
for these three Representatives, the population of New York, Penn- 
sylvania and Illinois, and what do you find? The aggregate there 
is 12,443,633. Now divide this aggregate population of New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Illinois, by the aggregate number of Represent- 
atives allowed them under this bill, giving these three Representa- 
tives that are corftroverted to those States and divide that total popu- 
lation and you get a ratio to each Representative of 149,328. 

Now if you take these three Representatives and assign them to 
California, Rhode Island, and Florida, and divide the aggregate 
population of these States by 10, the number of Representatives 
they would have under the old method, you will get a ratio of only 
141,071. Take the difference between the two ratios, 8,257, multiply 
that by 84, and you will find a discrimination against New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Illinois, by giving these three Representatives to 
Florida, Rhode island, and California, amounting to 713,588. There 
is a plain simple proposition according to the old method for gentle- 
men with common-sense notions to crack. 

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that it will be important to us in the 
future in determining the apportionment of Representatives here- 
after, that if there be a correct and a good rule for making it that 
rule should be early applied. If it shall be found that there is a 
method discovered—and it isa new discovery by Mr. Seaton—which 
shall more equally and justly apportion Representatives among the 
States, we cannot too early apply that method tothe apportionment. 
That such a method has been discovered, I am as firmly convinced as 
I am that I have an existence; I have no earthly doubt about it. 
That the old method works injustice to States I cannot doubt, for I 
very wellknow it. That the new method works injustice to States, 
iknow. But when you compare the injustice wrought by the old 
method with that wrought by the new, you will find that the new 
method reduces the injustice to a minimum; that it is less by far 
under the new method than it is under the old. And for myself, I 
have favored it without regard to the political effect it may have, 
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without regard to whether my State shall be benefited or not by it ; 
but with a simple regard to doing exact justice as between the States, 
with a simple desire to obey my oath and the mandate of the Con- 
stitution, to apportion to the States respectively the number of Rep- 
resentatives to which they are entitled. 

I claim for Pennsylvania her just share of 
people are entitled to be fully represented. claim for New York 
and for Illinois their just proportion of political power. The small 
States, Rhode Island, Florida, Delaware, and the rest of them, have 
no reason to complain of the great power they have in the le islative 
branch of the Government. Either one of them is equally repre- 
sented with New York or Pennsylvania at the other end of this build- 
ing. One hundred and fifty thousand people there are as potent 
as four or five millions in the — States. Why should the great 
States be shorn of their rightful strength, when the small ones have 
such power? I desire that simple justice may be done; and having 
given these reasons, now leave the subject. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
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SE OO ce nae ne 180 a5g | Were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
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APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. COLERICK addresseil the House. Before coneluding his re- 
marks, [see page 1019,] 

The SPEAKER (at five minutes before three o’clock) said: If the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COLERICK] will suspend his remarks, 
the time to which he is still entitled will be reserved. There are some 
messages from the President which the Chair desires to submit. 

Mr. COLERICK. Very well. 


WAGON-ROAD IN OREGON. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith acommunication of 1st instant from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, covering information respecting the lands nted to the State of Oregon for 
the Willamette Valley and Cascade “Mountain agon-Road Company. The sub- 
ject is commended to the consideration of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
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BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress aletter from the Secretary 
of War of the 6th instant, together with plans and estimates for barracks and quar- 
ters in the military division of the Pacific and at Fortress Monroe, Virginia, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; also the correspondence accompanying the same. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 













EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1852. 
FORT BLISS, TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of War, inclosing copies of papers relating to the site of Fort Bliss, at El 
Paso, Texas, with especial reference to certain errors contained in the deeds con- 
veying the land to the United States, and recommending the passage by Con 
of an act, a draft of which is also inclosed, to rectify and establish the title of the 
United States to the site in question. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


















EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1882. 

ISSUE OF THREE PER CENT. BONDS. 

Mr. KELLEY, I desire to ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table Senate bill. No. 46, relating to the 3 per cent. loan, 
and to have it referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, the bill (8. No. 46) to provide for the issue 
of 3 per cent. bonds was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a. first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. NEAL. Iask unanimous consent to offer for present considera- 
tion the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That there shall be evening sessions of this House on Tuesdays and 
Thursdays of each week, commencing with Thursday, the 16th instant, to be 
devoted to the consideration of House bill No. 1295, to establish a municipal code 
for the District of Columbia, and shall continue until the consideration of the said 
bill is concluded, and upon said days at four o'clock p. m. the House shall take a 
recess until seven o'clock p. m. 

Mr. NEAL. I wish to say the bill covers 325 pages. It is the second 
order on the House Calendar, and if the House will give us evening 
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sessions for its consideration we will not occupy the time of the House 
with it during its ordinary day sessions for business. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. If the gentleman will modify his 
resolution so as not to compel the House to take a recess at four 
o’clock, I will not object. 

Mr. NEAL. Well, I will say 4.30 p. m. 

Mr. BURROWS, of Michigan. Let there be no time fixed. 

Mr. NEAL. I am willing to modify the resolution in that way, 
striking out the words “ at four p. m.,” and changing the hour to which 
the recess shall be taken to 7.30 p. m. 

Mr. RANDALL. Say eight o’clock. 

Mr. NEAL. No; half-past seven. 

Mr. RANDALL. You will not be able to get a quorum at that hour. 

Mr. McCOID. I wish to hear the resolution again read. 

The SPEAKER. There is not time now to read it before three 
— for which hour, as the House is aware, there is a special 
order. 

Mr. McCOID. Then I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN. LIrise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire consideration for the 
report ? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. There is not time now for its consideration. 


EULOGIES ON HON. M. P. 0’CONNOR. 


The SPEAKER. The hour of three o’clock having arrived, the 
House will now proceed to consider the special order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I submit the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
—_ P. O'Connor, late a member of this House from the State of South 

Sarolina . 

Resolved, That as a mark of ane to his memory the officers and members of 
this House will wear the usual ge of mourning for thirty days. 

Resolved, That 8 copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the Senate; and that, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, this House do now adjourn. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the mortal remains of our statesmen 
and our heroes are not gathered in a cloistered abbey, surrounded 
with a wealth of eulugistic epitaph ; there is no favored area richer 
than all others as the treasury of the ashes of our illustrious dead. 
And so it should be. From the ranks of the people they have risen, 
as the servants of the people they have achieved their honors, and 
in the midst of the people they find their last resting-places. Andas 
their bodies mingle with the common dust the soil of the Republic 
becomes more and more consecrated to patriotism and to liberty, and 
no pilgrimage is necessary to find a shrine ; for each grave becomesa 
holy spot which loved ones may often visit, and where also while the 
aged may meditate on the transitory nature of human glory the young 
men of the country may be inspired with a laudable ambition to 
achieve a similar greatness. Such a spot is MICHAEL P. O’CONNOR’S 
grave. In the bosom of the soil of his native State his ashes rest in 
peace, but the memory of his good deeds completes the lesson inter- 
rupted by his early death. And to-day we pause in the usual work 
of legislation to pay the tribute of friendship and to record his many 
virtues. 

In Beaufort, South Carolina, on the 29th day of September, 1831, 
MicHaEL P. O’ConNoR wasborn. The place of his birth was one of 
the garden spots of South Carolina. It was a center of culture and 
refinement, and has been prolific of men who became distinguished 
in the annals of the State and of the Republic. The associations sur- 
rounding the youth of Mr. O’Connor were favorable to the develop- 
ment of those brilliant mental qualities which gave early promise of 
noble reputation, to those graceful and cultivated manners which so 
fitly adorned his warm and genial nature, and to those lofty senti- 
ments of patriotism and devotion to duty which inspired his whole 
career in life. <A liberal education at home and at Saint John’s Col- 
lege, at Fordham, in the State of New York, developed his natural 
abilities into the reunded accomplishments of cultured manhood. 
As the result of his devotion to the pursuit of learning, we find him, 
a graduate at the early age of eighteen years, turning his attention 
to the study of the law in the city of Charleston. In those days there 
was no royal road by which to gain admission tothe bar. Laborious 
and severe preparation and a long course of studious probation were 
exacted by South Carolina of those who aspired to the office of the 
advocate and the counselor. The commission of an attorney inher 
courts of justice was only bestowed after a rigid examination before 
the judges of her courts of last resort. In the year 1854, Mr. O’Con- 
NOR, after thorough preparation, was duly admitted to the bar, and 
began to practice his profession at Charleston; and by his close at- 
tention to business and his brilliant eloquence as an advocate, he 
marked his pathway with many successes and established his posi- 
tion- as an able and accomplished orator and lawyer. But it was 
then no ordinary period. Grave questions arose and agitated the 
public mind, and the time was then rapidly approaching when every 
day would make history. Mr. O’Connor entered with all the fervor 
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of his nature into the arena of politics. We find him in 1858, at the 
age of twenty-seven, a member of the State Legislature from the 
parish of Saint Philips and Saint Michael’s, which embraced the city 
of Charleston. This constituency he continued to represent with in- 
creasing popularity at home, and with marked influence in the halls 
of legislation, until 1866. During this period, in the year 1860, one 
of the most eloquent of his public utterances was a ringing appeal, 
in the state-house at Columbia, in favor of the maintenance of the 
Union of the States. 

After the war was over Mr. O’CONNOR, in common with the people 
of the South, found himself wrecked in fortune. But he had indom- 
itable energy and brilliant talents, and he resumed, with all the 
alacrity of his earlier life, his professional labors. Perhaps for one 
of his cultivated tastes and fondness for literary as well as forensic 
pursuits the period of his life preceding his re-entry upon a public 
career was as happily spent as any portion of his days. His profes- 
sion afforded him an ample field for active and remunerative mental 
exereise. The companionship of friends of congenial tastes and sym- 
pathies gave opportunity for the enjoyment of those literary and social 
recreations which add such a charm to our daily life. And the quiet 
enjoyment of home filled the measure of content in a life so much in 
unison with the warm and genial nature of Mr. O’CONNOR. 

But his admiring fellow-citizens refused to consent to his remaining 
in private life. Sometimes persons aspire to public positions of dig- 
nity; at other times the occasion suggests the man. The latter is true 
of MICHAEL P. O’CONNOR. He was called upon to accept the oflice 
of Representative as a matter of duty, and the patriot responded to 
the call. How well he fulfilled the obligations assumed by him here 
I shall leave to those to narrate who were associated with him as 
members of the House. Suffice it for me, as one of his constituents, 
to say we were all satisfied at home. And in evidence of this I would 
request to have printed here, as a part of my remarks, a brief sketch 
of the action of the city council of Charleston on the occasion of his 
death, which occurred at his home in that city on the 26th of April, 
1881: 





CITY OF CHARLESTON, 
Executive Department, April 26, 1881. 

The regular bimonthly mocting sf the city council was held at their chamber 
this aveung. There were present Hon. William A. Courtenay, mayor; Aldermen 
Dingle, Roddy, Chisolm, Aichel, Webb, White, Ufferhardt, Moran, Loeb, Eckel, 
Thayer, Johnson, Feehan, Rose, Barkley, Sigwald, Rodgers, and Ebaugh. 

The mayor, with evident emotion, said : 

Gentlemen of council, our regular meeting this evening comes to us at a time 
of sorrow to a large circle of family aud friends, and amid a general feeling of sad- 
ness throughout our community. Our gifted and eloquent townsman, M. P-~ 
O'Connor, the Representative in Congress from this district, so long and so affec- 
tionately known to all of us, lies dead at his home, within sight of this council 
chamber. 

‘His hands are folded on his breast, 
There is no other thought expressed 
Than long disquiet merged in rest.” 


I feel that we owe it alike to his personal worth and his official station that we 
should give expression to our feelings of sympathy and condolence at this afilict- 
ing dispensation of Providence, and before proceeding with the regular call of 
business I have felt that I would best conform to your own feelings by making 
this official announcement. 


Alderman Dingle offered the following resolutions : 


His honor the mayor having announced to the city council, in council chamber 
assembled, the recent death, at his residence in this city, of Hon, M. P. O'Connor, 
member of Congress from the first Congressional district : Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the city council, That in the death of Hon. M. P. O'Connor the 
State of South Carolina has losta true, ardent, and faithful Representative in the na- 
tional councils, and the city one of its most devoted and distinguished citizens. 

Resolved, That the city council express herewith their sincere condolence with 
the family of the distinguished deceased in their great loss. 

Resolved, That the city council attend in a body the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased this council 
do now adjourn. 


« Alderman Ufferhardt said: 


Mr. Mayor, in rising to second the resolutions just submitted, I do so with a 
mournful and heavy heart. And Iam sure every member of this council shares 
this fects of sorrow over a loss so unexpected and irreparable. Aye, the whole 
city and State feels with us the calamity of seeing cold in death one who laid down 
his life in the service of his people; one who, like a tried warrior wounded and 
worn out upon the field of battle, has not ever had time to lay aside his armor, but 
dies just as he is brought away, although permitted to reach his home and friends. 
I repeat, Mr. Mayor, that I second the resolutions before you, although full of sor- 
row and regret. 

Alderman Thayer said : 

Mr. Mayor, I also would second the preamble and resolution, and add my hum- 
ble tribute to the memory of our honored friend, fellow-citizen, and Representa- 
tive. 

It was not my privilege to have been as ——— associated with Mr. O’Con- 
NOR as had so many others, but it was mine to have known him as my friend, and 
realizing to have appreciated the sincerity of his friendship. The genial, bland man- 
ner which always graced his intercourse with his fellows was no merely assumed 
garb, but the outer sign of the true and noble heart which dwelt within. 

As a citizen, in this presence, I need not recall how well he filled his part, ever 
ready as he was to give time, labor, and influence, and to spend and be spent in the 
interest of our city, State, and county 

And as our Representative how fully he has earned and deserved the award of 
his constituency: ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful servant.” Ifno more, his long, 
earnest, and atlast successful efforts in the interests of those who through wrong and 
mismanagement had been so despoiled of their hard-earned savings will bo a proud 
monument to his memory, and should call forth the gratitude of the recipients of 
the results mainly attained through his devoted care and attention This, as his 
other well-directed efforts, may be regarded as only in the line of official duty, but, 
sir, there was more than the simple performance of Ym, ee was largely in- 

| volved the spirit of self-sacrifice—for as now we learn how long and severely he had 
been battling with the dread disease which has just terminated his valuable life. 
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wwe realize and can but admire the renunciation of self despite pain and suffering 
he evidenced, yet to dare and do where duty called. : 
But now, ‘life's battle's o’er,” in that stricken home he lies— 


‘In the deep silence of that dreamless state _ 
Of sleep, that knows no waking joys again.’ 

There would we tread lightly—to his sorrow-bowed loved ones extending our 
heart-felt sympathies in their Sore bereavement, and commending them to Him 
who has promised to be the God of the widow and the father of the fatherless. 

Mr. Mayor, I mové the adoption of the preamble and resolutions. 

The resolutions were then voted unanimously, and the city council was declared 


— W. N. SIMONS, 
Clerk of Council. 

Mr. Speaker, how transitory are worldly honors! Vite summa 
brevis spem nos vetat inchoare longam. The laurels of success some- 
times form the garland which decks the victim for the sacrifice. 
Death, who ‘loves a shining mark,” often directs his shafts at the 
glittering jewel which ambition presses to its breast, and aiming at 
the bauble, pierces a human heart. And, again, it is true, as the 
poet has said: ; 

The good die first, 
And they whose hearts are dry as summer dust 
Burn to the socket. 

MicuakE. P. O’Connor came to these legislative Halls full of high 
and noble purposes. He felt that his duty here was to serve his con- 
stituency and his country; and he rendered the service at the ex- 
pense of his life. Gifted as he was with those powers of persuasive 
eloquence which had captivated many an audience, he became a 
working, not a talking, member of the House; and in his devotion to 
his fellow-citizens at home there was no discrimination. His heart 
was large enough to embrace all classes. The welfare of the hum- 
blest negro in the log cabin of the piney-woods was the object of his 
careful solicitude, as well as that of the merchant and the planter 
of means and influence; and in his career in Congress some of his 
most earnest efforts were for the benefit of the colored people of the 
South. I instance here his exertions in favor of legislation for the 
relief of depositors of the Freedman’s Savings Bank. 

Mr. Speaker, it would afford me a mournful satisfaction to speak 
longer of the virtues of the departed ; of his high Christian character ; 
of his identification with numerous philanthropic and charitable en- 
terprises at homes of the lack of anything like partisan bitterness in 
his nature; of his statesmanlike views ef public duty ; of the mag- 
netism of his nature, which captivated all those with whom he came 
in contact ; and of his love of country and his devotion to her inter- 
ests. ButIwillleave these topics to others. Suffice it to say of him, 
in conclusion, what is better than all else, that, living in Christian 
faith, he died in the full confidence of a Christian’s hope, awaiting the 
resurrection of the just. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, almost from the first moment of my 
meeting Mr. O’COoNNOoR I was impressed with the fact that he was one 
of those true men who earnestly scek to know the exact condition 
of affairs, and then, after becoming convinced of what duty com- 
manded, followed with fearless courage the convictions forced upon 
him. 

Coming here after a war which had resulted most disastrously for 
his State, so far as those were concerned who had engaged against 
the power of the Union, he never stopped to repine, but with un- 
flagging industry and ars courtesy, did all he could to make 
the most of his opportunities. Indeed, sir, now looking back upon 
the recent past, I cannot recall any man who more sincerely accepted 
the results of the civil conflict, or who more earnestly endeavored to 
secure for his people a new future, and so to utilize their mental and 
material resources as to fix them again in prosperity and cordial union 
with their fellow-citizens of the other States. 

He obtained respect and standing on his advent in the Forty-sixth 
Congress by refined manners and gentlemanly bearing. He modestly 
took the positions on committees which were assigned to him, and won 
the confidence and ee of his associates by the industry, care 
and ability which he displayed in the discharge of the duties imposed 
upon him. He desired to be useful rather than ornamental, and each 
day the House was in session he was promptly in attendance, save 
when ill-health prevented, anxious only to do the best he could 
toward his share of the labors im d upon the Representatives of 
the people. And yet, sir, his mind was stored with learning and his 
fervid imagination prompted to an See which shook many an 
audience with the storm of applause. But here, in the fierce contest 
of antagonistic and conflicting interests, he was wary and eager to 
secure for his constituents the highest success their circumstances 
would afford. He was staunch and faithful as a friend. His word 
once passed was as inviolable as faith itself. Well I knew this, and 
deeply I lamented his loss. 

Mr. Speaker, the burdens imposed upon the Representatives of the 
people are numberless and the cares which accompany them most op- 
pressive, while the reward for ‘days filled with labor and nights de- 
void of ease” is so inadequate, public life would be without entice- 
ment if it were not for the devotion of friends like Mr.O’ConNor. I 
deeply mourn his loss, for no man had atruer friend, one whose fidelity 
never wavered, whose heart never sank, however untoward the future 
might seem. 

I mourn not only for a faithful friend and wise adviser, but Imourn 
the loss of a brave-hearted American Representative, whose ambition 


was not only to behold his State one of the most prosperous in the 
Union, but it reached higher and was nobler in that it sought to see 
his whole country leading the van of nations toward that civilization 
which crowns not the few, but elevates the masses to that comfort 
which comes from thriving industry, good order, and well-established 
justice. 

7 His domestic life was that which becomes a gentleman. He was 
the head of a happy home, the proud father of a devoted family. To 
it his loss is irreparable. But to his children the inheritance of an 
unstained name and the record of an honorable public service are bet- 
ter than gold and brighter than diamonds. In these memorial serv- 
ices I could not say less, but my heart has feelings for our dead asso- 
ciate which words are powerlesstoexpress. An honest man, astaunch 
friend, a true, brave-hearted patriot has gone. 


Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to join with my fellow- 
members in offering my tribute of respect to the memory of him in 
whose honor these services are held to-day. When one has deserved 
well of his country; has honestly and faithfully worked for its in- 
terest; has laboriously and conscientiously performed the duties of 
his office as a member of Congress, it is fitting that we should turn 
aside forat least a few moments from the duties of the hour and place 
on perpetual record our testimonials of respect, affection, and esteem. 
It is the last service which we can render for him; it is a service 
which our deceased friend well merited, so that we can perform it 
not as a mere matter of custom or form of duty, but because his 
pleasant and genial disposition, his kindness of heart, his integrity 
of character, and his industry and faithfulness in the discharge of 
duty, rendered it for him a just due; and for us a consolation and 
sad pleasure that we can honestly bestow it. 

Mr. O’ConNoR and I came to the last Congress as new members, 
and it may perhaps be considered as our misfortune that we were as- 
signed to the laborious and somewhat thankless duties of the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Coming from widely separated sections of the 
country, strangers to each other, and of different political faiths, it 
might seem as if we had no thoughts or interests in common; but a 
few weeks had hardly passed before a friendly intimacy grew up be- 
tween us which continued until his death, and which I shall always 
cherish as among the pleasant recollections of my Congressional life. 

I do not think that one could come into close contact with Mr. 
O’ConNOR without finding his respect for him rapidly grow into aftec- 
tion. Although he was firm and decided in his views, he had respect 
for the opinions of others, however widely different from his own. 
He never allowed opinions to blossom out and mature into bigotry. 
His judgment of what was right never ran into the narrow ruts of 
intolerance, and the sharpest political controversy or the widest 
differences of opinion never caused in him bitterness of feeling or 
personal animosities. I doubtif our friend could under any circum- 
stances have been a good hater; he was too kind in heart and gentle 
in disposition. After all it is perhaps the highest praise which you 
can bestow upon a man to say he is a garnet not in the modern 
and corrupted meaning of the word, which by usage has seemed to 
apply enly to wealth, position, a pennants manners, or other external 
qualities, but in the original vat igher meaning, that one isa gentle- 
man; one who, however strong and firm and unyielding and brave 
in the cause of right and principle, yet has that gentleness of manner 
and kindness of heart which always has regard to the opinions and 
feelings and desires and comfort of others. Such a gentleman in the 
highest and best and truest sense of the word our brother member 
was. He disliked to doa harsh thing; he hated to say a harsh word, 
and always he would rather say good of a man than evil. 

He preferred to apologize for and excuse the faults or foibles of 
others, rather than to enlarge upon them. What impressed me most 
in my intercourse with him was his unfailing good nature, his geniality 
of disposition, his kindness in word and act. His impulsiveness did 
not cover petulance, nor his earnestness degenerate into anger or im- 
parents and when in the latterdays of the last Con, his failing 

ealth kept him away from many of the meetingsof the committee, 
Iamsure there could have been none whose pleasant face and pleasant 
words would have been more missed. 

But his kindness of disposition did not degenerate into weakness, 
and his pleasant manners were no proof of a soft and feeble nature. 
There was in him a sturdiness of character and a force and power 
of manhood which would prevent him from improperly yielding in 
those things wherever his amiability and desire to please might tempt 
him to give way. I am sure that he always tried to do the right 
thing, that he meant to do what was just and fair and honest, and 
thatif he had once found out what he deemed to be the right path, 
neither the desire to please friend or to punish foe would swerve him 
from it. I always had great respect for his plain and steady honesty 
of purpose, and however much I differed from him, (and we did differ 
widely on many subjects,) I always and justly oe him credit for a 
true sincerity and a desire to be right and to do right. I could not 
eae with some of his views, yet I respected them and knew 
that he held them honestly and sincerely, and it is always easy to 
“agree to disagree” without any interruption to the warmest friend- 
ship where one has respect for the motives and feelings of the one 
from whom he differs. 

The duties of the Committee on Claims are not particularly pleas- 
ant. They call for quiet, hard, and unobtrusive work, which the 
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public care little for and which does not attract public notice or lift 
the worker up before the public gaze. About the only reward it 
can bring to the member is the consciousness of performing necessary 
duties well and honestly, and it does not blossom out into fame nor 
make his name known to the people, as important work on what 
may be called a public committee frequently does. Yet the duties 
thus imposed upon him our friend assumed with as much industry, 
zealousness. wad perseverance as if he was by their performance tread- 
ing the pathway to fame or other personal reward. He was a good 
lawyer, and (what is by no means synonymous) had good common 
sense and a wise judgment. The mere letter of the law could not 
with him be allowed to destroy equity and justice, nor on the other 
hand could his instincts of benevolence and the perhaps pitiable 
cases of suffering which might be brought to his notice induce him 
to forget what was right toward the Government, or to be false to 
his duties as a member of Congress and one of the guardians of the 
interests of his country. In presenting the cases committed to his 
charge, either in committee or in the House, by written report or by 
speech, he was compact, forcible, logical, and at times eloquent. He 
understood the principles underlying the cases, and was forcible in 

resentingthem. His report, as a member of the Committee on Civil 
Bervies Reform of the last Congress, upon the question of the refer- 
ence of all private claims before Congress to the Court of Claims, 
was @ thorough and forcible presentation of that subject. He did 
good work and hard work in committee and House, and was an ac- 
tive, industrious, and conscientious legislator. 

For his family we have sympathy; for ourselves, the pleasant 
memories of him who was with us during the many months of the 
last Congress; for him, congratulations. For surely it is well with 
a man, and is the best, if somewhere in the hereafter he can feel that 
all life’s troubles and toils and sufferings are over and he is safe be- 
yond their reach and has earned his rest, and that he has gone from 
life to death, or rather perhaps from death unto life, with the respect 
of those who knew him and by them sincerely mourned. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, among all the friends whom I have 
met upon this floor, behind whose disappearing forms have closed the 
iron gates of death, I cherish with particular affection the memory 
of M. P. O’Connor. His frank and generous nature, his cordial, 
kindly ways, his unfailing courtesy won all who came close to him. 
There was between us also that community of sentiment which 
comes of a common sympathy with the sorrows and the aspirations 
of the race from which we both have sprung. Indeed, I first became 
intimate with Mr. O’CoNNoR at the time when the starving people 
of Ireland were stretching in piteous appeal their wasted hans across 
the rolling waves and asking the generous people of this happy land 
to save them from death and despair, peated by long years of mis- 
government and oppression. We both were members of the com- 
mittee of reception appointed under the resolution which gave Mr. 
Parnell the use of this Hall, in order that he might tell the Represent- 
atives of the American people of the miseries of his native land, and 
explain the methods of reform for which he was pleading. 

ater, I was present at a banquet over which Mr. O’CONNOR pre- 
sided. I shall never forget the eloquent speech in which he re- 
sponded to the first toast, or the ready, graceful, appropriate way in 
which he called out and introduced su uent speakers. Inever 
met a more charming or eloquent host. I was, of course, deeply in- 
terested. Coming from a new land, among whose ee mount- 
ains and wide-stretching valleys there is room for untold millions 
-of people; living under a Government that takes infinite pains to 
protect the claim of the humblest settler, and to measure and define 
and patent a farm and a home to any settler who lives upon it for 
five years, I could scarcely comprehend the fact that in another, 
land homes that had been occupied, and little farms that had been 
tilled, for generation after generation, might be lost to those born 
and reared upon them through the misfortunes of an adverse season 
or the failure of a single crop or the unjust exactions of an avari- 
cious landlord. And I heartilysympathized with the devoted young 
member of Parliament whom we entertained ; a gentleman who is 
the leader of his people; who, under a free government, would be 
the premier of his country, but who is now in jail under an arbitrary 
.and despotic act which requires no charge and permits of no trial. 

As a member of this House Mr. O’CONNOR was devoted to any duty 
that was assigned tohim. I never knew a member more anxious to 
serve his constituents. It was  empinat evident during the closing 
days of the last Congress that his health was in a most precarious 

condition, but he remained at his desk day after day and endeavored 
to accomplish the work that was pressing upon him. When the Con- 
gress dissolved he sought his home in the South, confident that the 

almy air of his own beautiful city by the sea would restore his vigor 
and health again. I parted from him in the hope of vocti vine ikie 
kindly grasp and meeting his genial smile on my return. I was far 
away in the interior ef the continent when I accidentally heard the 
news of his death. I was shocked and grieved beyond expression, 
and the pain of it has never left me. I can only give it expression 
in this inadequate tribute of my regard for the memory of a kind 
friend, an honest and an able man. 


Mr. LINDSEY. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with Mr. O’Connor 
‘was short, commencing with his entry into the Forty-sixth Congress ; 
-yet it happened we were thrown much together in committee, and I 


learned to know him there well. My brief acquaintance does not war- 
rant me inspeaking, as others have fitly done, of loss sustained by fam- 
ily relatives and locality, or of the excellence he exhibited in the rela- 
tion of husband, father, friend and citizen; but I must content my- 
self in saying only a word as I knew him here. In the Forty-sixth 
Congress Mr. O’CONNOR was assigned to the Committee on Claims, 
where I may say he was er tag and appreciated by all his asso- 
ciates. In that committee he knew no party, no section, no man. 
He examined the matters committed to him for the cause alone, and 
determined them upon what he regarded as sound and well-settled 
principles of law. I am sure all his associates will bear cheerful 
witness to his earnest effort to do his full duty in a committee over- 
whelmed with business of a kind that attracts but little public atten- 
tion and finds small favor inthis House. To what position he might 
have attained with larger service and more conspicuous place it is 
now useless to speculate. His service here is completed. The work 
committed to him todo was faithfully done. And it is but fact to say 
that those who knew him best respected him most. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Speaker, it isan immemorial and uni- 
versal custom among men to honor the memories of their departed 
friends. This sacred usage springs from the purest emotions of the 
soul and goes forth in a thousand various forms to elevate and beau- 
tify all that was great and good in the dead, and to extenuate and 
conceal all that was frail and bad. The method of expressing this 
sentiment of respect for their dead is an index of the civilization of 
nations, extending from the rude symbolic ceremonies and mound- 
burials of the savage to the elegant and eloquent eulogies which 
embalm the memories of the departed in the literature and song of 
the most cultured peoples. The history of all the efforts of mankind 
on this subject unerringly teach, however, that there is no earthly 
immortality for the dead except in the imperishable keeping of writ- 
ten language. The marble pillars set up by Sesostris to mark his 
conquests have dissolved into dust. The great tumulus over the 
heroes on the plain of Marathon is almost gone. The stone lion at 
the pass of Thermopylew and the statues and emblems which were 
intended to perpetuate the names of the mighty men of the past have 
all perished amid the indistinguishable om af of mortality. The 
tombs of Abraham and A®neas and of Moses and Romulus are with 
those of the mighty host ofsleeping demi-gods which are marked on the 
world’s great battle-fields with the humblest and meekest—unknown ! 
The highest and most enduring tribute, therefore, which we can pay 
to a dead friend isin the earnest, fervent words of praise with which 
we commit the record of his character and virtues to the unyielding 
embrace of history. Impressed and influenced by this belief I ear- 
nestly and affectionately join with those who desire to express their 
respect and admiration for the life and services of one who was lately 
a distinguished member of this body. Hon. MicHakt P. O’CONNOR 
was born on the 29th day of September, 1831, at Beaufort, South 
Carolina, and died at Charleston, in that State, on the 26th day of 
April, 1881. He was a man of strong intellectual power, of liberal 
education, an able lawyer, askillful debater, an industrious and effi- 
cient legislator, an affectionate husband and parent, and a courteous 
avery He had a fine personal appearance, a strong, compact 

tame, a large, well-formed, brainy head, and a scholarly face. 

He was u hard student from his youth to his grave. He was edu- 
cated at Saint John’s College, situated at Fordham, now a part of New 
York City, which, from the character of its organization, its location, 
surroundings, and numerous and varied facilities, is one of the very 
best educational institutions in the country. Its founder and head 
was the venerable Archbishop Hughes, and its president during Mr. 
O’CoNNOR’s attendance was the distinguished Cardinal McCloskey. 
With a complete literary equipment he entered the legal profession 
at Charleston, which has one ef the best and ablest bars in the State. 
He was elected to the Legislature of South Carolina for seven consec- 
utive years. He was a member of the Forty-sixth Congress, and 
served his full term. He was re-elected to the Forty-seventh Con- 
press, but died during the interval between the eee of the 
ast and the meeting of the present session. Inthe Forty-sixth Con- 
gress he served on the Committees on Claims, Civil Service Reform, 
and Labor. Neither of these committees and the work assigned to 
them afford any considerable opportunities for forensic display or the 
development of the peculiar qualities of statesmanship. Neither of 
them furnished a theater for the exhibition of the abilities and experi- 
ence of Mr. O'CONNOR. But he wrought faithfully where fortune 

laced him, and it is not unfair to any member of the Committee on 
Biaims to say that no one on that committee surpassed him in the 
industry and ability and success with which he performed his duties 
on that his chief committee. 

I remember well his report and argument on the bill for the relief 
of Madison Day. This claim rested on an apparently equitable 
ground, and involved the discussion of some interesting questions of 
constitutional and statute law. But, in addition to other objections, 
there was an insuperable, although by no means patent, technical and 
legal barrier in the way of theclaim. Mr. O’CONNOR’s report accom- 
panying the bill was lengthy and able, and cameas near making a fee- 

le appear to be a faultless case as rare tact and ingenuity and legal 
acumencould do. When the billcame up for final passage in the House 
he made a strong and effective speech in its favor, still further refin- 
ing the discriminations by which he ingeniously labored to reason 
away and break the force of the decisions against the legality of the 
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claim. The tide was clearly in favor of the bill. A number of law- 

ers who saw the weakness of the case and the obstacles in its way 
interrupted him, myself among the number, briefly suggesting the 
grounds of difficulty. At this critical period of the debate one of the 
most skillful and ready men of the House, Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, 
entered the discussion, and by a short and incisive amuncet turned 
the current against the bill. Mr. O’CoNNOR promptly obtained an 
adjournment, and when the discussion was renewed on the following 
day he came fresh to the contest and, fighting gallantly, was only 
beaten by one or twe votes. 

If I had seen him manage a hundred legal battles I could perhaps 
have had a better idea of the extent of his versatility and resources, 
but I could not have been more convinced of his marked force and 
adroitness as a lawyer and of his tact and readiness as a debater and 

arliamentarian. One of the most learned and eloquent men of the 

ast generation declared that he could tell from hearing any man talk 
fifteen minutes whether he had a classical education. So itseems to 
me that any person with reasonable powers of discrimination could 
not listen to Mr. O’CONNOR during the progress of even a brief debate 
without being deeply impressed with the elegance and force of his 
language and the cogency of his argument. The career of a new 
member of Congress can only be judged of in this way. He has few 
opportunities, and for these he waits like a soldier for battle. He 
must seize the current when it serves, andifhe brings to the only occa- 
sion presented in his whole term all the ability and skill which a mas- 
ter of the subject could be expected to command, he deserves more 
praise than he who monopolizes the record with daily lucubrations. 
Mr. O'CONNOR was occasionally called to the chair by the Speaker 
during the Forty-sixth Congress, and always presided with dignity 
and ability. He was an attentive, industrious, and useful member 
of the House. He was always at his committees during their sittings 
and in the House during its sessions. He was a gentleman of rare cour- 
tesy and politeness in his intercourse with his fellow-members and 
with allmen. He was devoted to his family, and spoke of them often 
with the greatest pride and deepest affection, and they reciprocated 
his love by being fondly attached to him. 

With a strong mind, a liberal literary and legal culture, an ex- 
tensive experience and practice at the bar, a long service in the Leg- 
islature of his State, and an honorable record of service for a full 
term in this the highest legislative body in the world, thoroughly 
armed and prepared, he had just stepped out into the grand arena of 
a bright career in the public service of thenation. Butinthe prime 
of his manhood and in the noonday of his hope and ambition he was 
suddenly summoned to the gloomy shades of the unseen world. I 
well remember meeting him in the chamber in the rear of the Hall 
of the House on one of the last days of last session. He spoke a few 
words in reference to the contest to his seat, which was then pend- 
ing before the Election Committee. He then grasped my hand in 
his cordial manner to bid me good-bye, and said: ‘‘ My friend, I am 
not well; I must gohome and rest.” He went home, and rested there 
in that long, unbroken some woven. knows no waking. The beauti- 
ful country and balmy sunshine and quiet home could not stay the 
inflexible purpose of an unpropitious destiny. Tho great common 
law of human hope and human ambition, which is symbolized by the 
broken column and unfinished work, was rigidly followed and en- 
forced, and he was cut down in obedience to its inexorable decree. 
There are a few favorites of this mysterious and revengeful Nemesis, 
whose names stand out at sane Snes on the highway of history, 
who seem to have lived out the purpose of existence in seeing the 
fulfillment and enjoying the fruition of a life’s work of sacrifice and 
toil and endeavor. But these exceptions only serve to justify hu- 
manity in its mutinous mutterings of rebellion against the common 
lot. The great and innumerable hosts which struggle on the upward 
road to fame are lost amid its inhospitable crags and treacherous 
steeps. 

The greatest and proudest queen that ever swayed a scepter on the 
earth, after she had exhausted all the resources of power, and there 
was no other way to illustrate her glory and grandeur, commanded 
a great and gorgeous palace of ice to be built in her cold northern 
home. With vast expense and skill and toil the mighty structure 
was reared, with its lofty columns and spacious halls and numerous 
chambers—an imposing and marvelous creation of human power and 
restless ambition. Within it the royal court assembled as in a palace 
radiant with measureless myriads of diamonds. No other queen ever 
held her high estate in so rare and so brilliant an abode. But the 
hot and certain summer came and breathed upon it, and the cold and 
glittering and wondrous pile, with all its grandeur, dissolved like a 
vision of beauty, and left not awreck behind. There is no fitter pic- 
ture of the visionary structures which fill the vain and dreamy realm 
of human ambition; but it is the old, old story which reiteration has 
made stale and unprofitable. 

And yet ambition, luring its infatuated followers to disappoint- 
ment and death, will ever remain the strongest incentive to human 
endeavor. It is the mainspring of all the greatest efforts of human 
heroism ; it is the hopeless but determined and God-like reaching out 
of the human soul after the Infinite of which it is a fragment, and 
with which it struggles onward and ever to unite again. With 
Thomas Carlyle: 


It is not to taste things sweet, but to do noble and true things and vindicate him- 
self under God's heavens a God-made man, that the poorest son of Adam dimly 
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longs. Show him the way of doing that, the dullest day drudge kindles into a hero. 
They wrong man greatly who say he is to be seduced by ease. Difficulty, abnegation, 

iom, death, are the allurements that act on the heartof man. Kindle the 
inner, genial life of him, you have a flame that burns up all lower considerations. 

This was the ambition which did not “‘ tire with toil nor cloy with 
power,” which inspired and animated our dead friend in the battle 
of life. He had a right to be ambitious. He had it by inheritance 
from a race of the bravest and best among the sons of men. He bore 
a name which is linked with some of the purest triumphs of genius 
and liberty. He was born and reared in a State whose normal condi- 
tion was revolution, and on the altars of whose household gods there 
burned the undying fires of an all-consuming ambition. e bore the 
escutcheon of that grand old historic State whose chiefest glory in 
history will be that she was the mother not only of great but of am- 
bitious men. He maintained her fair fame unsullied amid the sneers 
and shafts of spite and revenge and contumely which mock her fallen 
fortunes and desolated fields, and sleeps now with her honored dead 
in her own proud and sunny clime. 

On his flower-entwined tomb let there be written that his ambition 
was to nobly do the work of life; to faithfully serve his country and 
his friends; to act well his part; to struggle ever 

With an earnest soul, 
For some great end from this low world afar ; 
And still upward travel though he miss the goal 
And stray,—but toward a star. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I had thought that silence would best 
attest the affectionate remembrance in which I hold the honored 
dead, whose memory consecrates this hour; but the wishes of his 
friends, seconded by the strong demands of my own heart, prompt 
me to ask the brief indulgence of the House while I pay to his great 
worth a feeble tribute. ' 

That was a sad spring day to me, that April day of last year, inthe 
soft light of which I read the fateful dispatch that told me that the 
great and good heart of MICHAEL PATRICK O’CONNOR had grown cold 
and still forever. It is true, sir, that I had not known him very long, 
but yet long enough to know him well and to have learned to admire 
him as one of the manliest, gentlest men I had ever met—long enough 
to have learned to love one of the noblest and most generous hearts 
that ever moved the currents of a human life. 

I formed his acquaintance when he came here to take his place in 
the Forty-sixth Congress, in December, 1879, but I was familiar with 
his name and reputation before I ever grasped his hand. For he had 
won name and cas in his own State and among his own people, and 
was beloved and honored by them; and his State and people had in 
all of their history been accustomed to look with undazzled and un- 
exaggerated gaze upon great and shining men. Their annals are 
emblazoned with the names and deeds of their Rutledges and Pinck- 
neys, their McDuffies and Calhouns, and Hayneses and Rhetts and 
Thornwells. Their standard of mental culture and intellectual en- 
dowment and manly courage and self-reliance is lofty, and it was 
no small achievement to have pressed to the front rank as a leader 
of such a people. But the fame of Mr. O’CONNOR, poasing the boun- 
daries of South Carolina, had become national. For in a supreme 
moment in the councils of his party at one of its great national 
conventions, with the force and fire of a born leader, he had threwn 
himself into the torrent of a stormy debate that was surging and 
swollen with the impassioned theught of some of the foremost minds 
of the Union, and had successfully stemmed, and calmed, and con- 
trolled it. And the fame of the logical brain and the music-laden 
tongue of O’ConNoR had gone to all the States and people of the Re- 
public. And so I was prepared beforehand to admire and respect 

im for his high intellectual endowments ; but when I met him face 
to face there was a something in the warm clasp of his hand, in the 
bright, frank soul that looked from his open, honest eye, that said 
to me ‘‘ Let us be friends ;” and so we were almost from the outset 
of our acquaintance. And that friendship soon ripened into that in- 
timate confidence that is so delightful to congenial spirits, in the 
sacredness of which men lay bare their souls ant their hearts to each 
other. And it grew all the stronger and sweeter during his life ; but, 
alas! it remains but a sacred and beautiful memory to me now. 

And now, sir, divesting myself as completely as I am able of that par- 
tiality with which affection looks upon the memory of a departed 
friend, let me as briefly as I can give to history my estimate and 
analysis of the character of him whose memory consecrates this hour. 

The warm, rich blood of Ireland, whether at its fountain-head or 
flowing out to commingle with the life-currents of other peoples, has 
in all history made men to stir with kindling speech, to thrill with 
ecstatic song, to entrance with rapturous music, to die with superb 
daring, to champion the cause of the oppressed with sublime devo- 
tion, to live in truth to their loves and in faith to their friendships, 
and to wear a sun-smile in their souls that carried light and warmth 
and wit and cheer to every scene upon which it beams. And this 
was the blood from which O’CONNOR was sprung, and aptly did he 
illustrate the noblest traits of the Irish race. In nature and dispo- 
sition he was impulsive, generous, and affectionate. The coldness 
of calculating selfishness was all foreign to his soul. He was not a 
man of pelicy, substituting tact and craft for courage and directness 
and strength. Nor did his affection for friends find its origin in con- 
scious weakness and dependence. It was rather the impulse of a heart 
as gentle as 1t was brave, as noble and charitable as it was fearless 
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and true. His bearing among men was a most admirable comming- 
ling of manly dignity, unassuming modesty, and knightly courtesy, 
while the kindly smile which was indeed the sunshine from his soul, 
and the frank, cordial manner of his address carried a mesmeric in- 
fluence to all with whom he came in contact, and won for him the 
friendship and confidence of all who knew him. : 
There was one beautiful trait in his character that impressed me. 
It was his broad-minded charity for the opinions, the faults, and the 
foibles of men. I have passed many hours with him in the fullest 
interchange of confidential ere and I never heard him speak 
unchusitaiy of anyman. If he ad no word of commendation he 
was silent. He endeavored to trace a good and pure motive in the 
speeches and actions of all men, and believed that men could differ 
widely from his views and opinions and still be as honest and sincere 
as he realized himself to be. : 
Mr. O’CONNOR was a born orator. His speech was ready and his 
soul was full of the true spirit of poetry; and the beautiful in art and 
nature found in him a devout and constant worshiper. And so he 
elothed his strongest thought in the drapery of chaste language and 
poeticimagery. He could not believe that the column was less ie | 
because it was polished and carved and sculptured, nor that the oa 
tree had less of power to defy the storm because of the green glory 
of its garb or the graceful vine that enwreathed it with fern and 
flower. Conscious of great gift of speech, he was free from the vanity 
‘ that seeks ever to parade its excellencies in public. The born orator 
hesitates to speak too often. Conscious of his power, with the lofti- 
est conceptions of true oratory, with a morbid dread lest he fail 
to realize his ideal, feeling that the failure of genius involves a fall 
the terrors of which mediocrity can never know because it never 
soared—the conscious orator sits oftentimes silent, while others with- 
out gift, save of assurance and perseverance, fill Senate halls with 
discordant clamor. And thus it often happens that 


The shallows murmur while the deeps are dumb. 


Mr. O’CONNOR’S voice was rich and clear and musical ; his enunci- 
ation was distinct and perfect; his manner and gesture were em- 
phatic and impressive, and polished sentences full freighted with 
precious thought and clad with brilliant trope and glowing metaphor— 
like Jove-commissioned heralds from Olympian portals—leapt from 
his laboring lips. 

As a Representative he was careful, faithful, and painstaking. He 
was assiduousin looking after every interest of his people and scru- 
pulous in attending to the most trifling wish of his humblest con- 
stituent. A most notable instance of his devotion to the rights of the 
poorer and humbler classes of his constituency were his labors, not 
alone in behalf of the colored people of his own district, but those of 
the entire South, in endeavoring to induce the Government to pay in 
full the losses sustained by the freedman in the failure of the Freed- 
man’s Savings and Trust Company. In that good work I was his co- 
laborer, and the brief which we filed before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, to which the bill was referred, was prepared by us jointly. 
I prepared the statement of facts and O’CONNOR wrote the argument 
upon the legal questionsinvolved. And that argument, upon a novel 
and original proposition, involving the question of the peculiar rela- 
tions sustained by the Government to the freedmen of the South dur- 


ing the period that elapsed between their manumission and their en- - 


franchisement, and the obligation of the Government arising from that 
relation, was one of singular power, clearness, and cogency, and of 
itself enough to rank Mr. O'CONNOR as one of the foremost lawyers 
of the country. 

His patriotism was intense. With all the fervor of his great heart 
did he love his native State. The misfortunes and calamities that 
befefl South Carolina from 1861 to 1876 seemed to endear her and her 
people all the more to his faithful soul. Again and again has he 
recited to me the Iliad of her woes, and with more than tenderness of 
speech and voice discovered to me a pathetic and clinging devotion to 
her fortunes, that prosperity and power and victory would never have 
cdmmanded, and then he would quote these exquisite words of the 
gifted orator and poet-priest, the laureate of the South: 

A land without ruins is a land without memories; a land without memories is a 
land without history. A land that wears a laurel crown may be fair to see; but 
twine a few sad cypress leaves around the brow of any land, and be that land 
barren, beautiless and bleak, it becomes lovely in its consecrated coronet of sorrow 
and it wins the sympathy of the heart and of history. Crowns of roses fade, crowns 
of thorns endure. Calvaries and crucifixes take the deepest hold on humanity. 
The triumphs of might are transient—they pass and are forgotten ; the sufferings 
of right are graven deepest on the chronicle of nations. 

As a statesman he was broad, liberal, and progressive. His soul 
had no patience with that kind of statesmanship which insists upon 
holding an endless wake over dead issues—which, like Lot’s wife, is 
turning forever to look back at the smouldering ashes of dead ideas 
that were consumed in the fierce fires of civilwar. He believed that 
the “dead past should bury its dead ;” he favored a strong and pro- 
gressive American policy; he longed to see the magic wand of mate- 
rial development touch the land of the South; he was an enthusiastic 
triend of all measures that looked to the restoration of the merchant 
marine of this country and the tearing from the masthead of the grasp- 
ing monopolist of the world’s commerce the proud title of ‘‘ Mistress 
of the'sea,” and nailing it just under where the flag of our country is 
floating, and the giving again the glory of that flag to all the winds 
and isles and stars of the sea. He had no patience with that kind of 
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statesmanship which is the child of cheap demagogry and stupid un- 





pro iveness, and where creed and code are summed up in the two 
words, ‘‘ I object.” 

But last and best of all, Mr. O'CONNOR was a pure, sincere, and 
devout Christian. He made no noisy protestation of his faith, nor 
sought to intrude his epinions upon others; but he boldly proclaimed 
the name of the Nazarene, and his daily walk and speech attested the 
belief of his heart; and in this was he an example to all of us. 

I know my own weakness, and how far short I fall of my own duty, 
nor do I dare stand here to admonish others ; but professing my un- 
dying faith in the divinity of our holy religion, I do say that in the 
day when unbelief, unable to promise us other light than the feeble 
ray of reason, asks the world to blot from its sky the star of Bethle- 
hem—that star which was the guide and the sign to our ancestors 
when they planted the tree of liberty here and watered it with their 
blood and tears; the star that pours its lucent beams upon the path- 
way of our fathers and mothers to guide their tottering footsteps, 
and upon which their beautiful old eyes gaze in contented joy as it 
beacons them homeward to perfect rest; that star which lent its 
glory to our marriage vows and cast a halo about our children’s heads 
as they were anointed at the baptismad fount, and dissipated the 
gloom and the sorrow from the graves of our dead, it would be bet- 
ter if more of our strong men, of our public men, would, like my 
lamented friend, manifest their faith by their works, and live their 
religion in their lives, and boldly avow as he did their undying faith 
in that only name whereby men can be saved. For the bravest and 
the strongest of us at last are but as dust and weakness, and tottering 
along beneath our heavy burdens, 

Our dim eyes ask a beacon and our weary feet a guide, 
And our souls, of all life’s mysteries, seek the meaning and the key ; 
Lo! a cross gleams o’er our pathway—on it hangs the crucified— 
And He answers all our yearnings by the whisper ‘‘ follow me!”’ 

O’CONNOR heard, obeyed, and followed, and found peace here ; and 
my heart’s faith tells me he has found perfect peace where he has 
gone—beyond the shadowy river. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I feel that after the 
eloquent address we have just listened to from the lips of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, I should perhaps be silent. But duty compels 
me to say a word or two. . 

Death is no respecter of persons. Heisa “black camel that kneels 
at the gates of all.” He beats with impartial knockings at the cabins 
of the poor and palaces of kings. He crosses with equal footstep the 
threshold of the peasant and the statesman, and hangs his crape upon 
every door without regard to rank or sex or age. 

To-day we pause in our pursuit of the shadows of which our lives 
are made up to pay a tribute of respect to him whose voice was music 
and whose smile was light, which we shall see and hear no more. 
I have asked permission, as we bow our head in sorrow, to mingle my 
voice for a moment in the chorus of those who sing his praise. 

It seems but yesterday since I met him here, in the closing days of 
the last session, and he looked forward to this Congress for pleasant 
intercourse with those who were easily taught to love him, but he 
went home to die, amid the friends he loved and in the State he loved 
and served, and left us and the people of our whole country to deplore 
his loss. ; 

Fifty years ago Mr. O’CoNNoR was born in South Carolina. That 
grand old Commonwealth has given birth to many of our most illus- 
trious statesmen. No province in the country gave nobler names to 
the causeof liberty than the Lynches, Pinckneys, and Rutledges; and 
no State contributed to the Senate, in later times, two such intellec- 
tual giants as John C. Calhoun and William C. Preston, and amid the 
stars that burn brightest in the glory of our firmament South Carolina 
points with pride to her Butlers, Gadsdens, Hamptons, Haynes, 
Hugers, Legarés, Lowndeses, McDufties, Middletons, Pickenses, and 
*Sumters. It was Mr. O’CoNNon’s pride and honor to have called sucha 
glorious State his mother, and her sons his brothers, of whom he was 
not unworthy. New York claims the privilege also of calling him 
her son. One of her best colleges is his Alma Mater, from which he 
graduated at the age of eighteen, and returning to his native State 
was admitted to practice law at twenty-three. He had not been long 
at the Charleston bar till he began to show evidences of a genius 
worthy of his elder brethren. Nor was his fame confined to the pre- 
cincts of his native State. Long before he came to Congress, flashes 
of his eloquence shot up from his Southern home in rivalry of northern 
lights, and in many circles of northern States his fame was as fondly 
cherished as among the brilliant society of the sunny South. 

Had his life been spared he would have made an enviable record 
here; but the hand of death was on his heart and the silence of the 
grave is on his eloquent lips. 

A loving wife mourns his double loss to herself and to their sor- 
rowing children. But his country to-day, by her Representatives 
from all the States, takes pride in recounting his virtues and perpet- 
uating their memory. Northern praise and Southern song mingle in 
mournful harmony over his loss. I have listened with pride to the 
voices of his eulogists here to-day. Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, 
Montana, Maine, and Louisiana have mingled their eloquent and 
merited praises with the fit and feeling tributes from his own State, 
with which these ceremonies have been opened and will close. 

Comfort for the mourning widow and consolation for his bereaved 
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family we offer here to-day from sympathizing hearts. We cannot 
dry the tears‘from their a nor would we fe we could; but the 
kindly words sincerely offered will shine through them and picture 
on the sky their future—a rainbow of hope and promise—for many a 
brightening day. : ‘ 

e sorrow that broods over his bereaved family day after day, 
that has enshrouded their hearts since his death, and will still con- 
tinue to fling its shadow over their brightest hours, broadens and 
deepens to-day into national sympathy. The extremes of our grand 
Republic, Maine and Louisiana, husetts and Montana, come 
with flowers culled from cultivated gardens and mountain wilds. 
South Carolina has covered his funeral bier with Southern garlands 
redolent of richest perfume. I beg leave to fling upon that bier as it 
passes a single rose-bud, bedewed with tears of sympathy and breath- 
ing fragrance from the home of his fathers. I sincerely mourn with 
his warmest friends his too early death; but he lived long enough to 
secure the bays with which South Carolina decks the heads of her 
children. 

Nor shall that laurel ever fade with years 
Whose leaves are watered with a nation’s tears. 


Mr. EVINS. Mr. Speaker, to those of us who believe that— 

It is not all of life to live, 

Nor all of death to die, 
such an occasion as this brings with it sober thought and serious re- 
flection. The sentiment which demands this solemn pause amid the 
cares and duties which press upon us is a holy one, and springing as 
it does from our higher and better nature, we do well to give it heed. 
Under its soft and gentle influence our thoughts are lifted out of their 
selfish grooves into a purer atmosphere, where the voice of passion 
and party is never heard, and where the affectionsare supreme. This 
sacred hour, with its elevating and ennebling influences, is not with- 
out its benefits to the living, while it is consecrated to thedead. In 
this dark world of ours there is no richer gem than sorrow’s diadem— 
a tear. 

Among the thoughts which crowd upon me at this moment, Mr. 
Speaker, the saddest is that which tells of the large number of seats 
made vacant by the “insatiate archer” since my entrance into this 
Hall as a member of the Forty-fifth Congress. How frequently, sir, 
during these brief years has the sound of the gavel upon your desk 
been mufiied, and the noisy strife anes this floor been hushed by the 
funeral bell which told of the breaches made in ourranks. Another 
has been added to this long list, and to-day our thoughts are turned 
to a green grave on our southern coast, upon which the flowers of 
spring and summer have bloomed and died; a grave which holds all 
that is mortal of MicHaEL P. O’ConNoR, a member of the last, anda 
member-elect to the present Congress. Whatname is there upon that 
death-roll more worthy to be hallowed by those gifted with the elo- 
quence of speech? Whose noble and generous qualities of heart bet- 
ter deserve the tribute of a tear? One who sat upon the other side 
of this Chamber when I entered it fell by the hand of an assassin 
after he had reached the highest goal of earthly ambition; and a 

-sorrowing nation stood uncovered around his bier while the civilized 

world did him homage. Others still, upon that list, filled a larger 
space in the history of their country ; but if those are esteemed most 
worthy of honor who have discharged with the greatest fidelity the 
‘high trusts committed to them as Representatives of the people and 
‘the duties incumbent upon them as private citizens, then the name 
-of my lamented friend and former colleague will suffer no eclipse in 
the galaxy where death has placed it. 

His presence and bearing gave instant assurance of the possession, 
-on his part, of those qualities of mind and disposition which always 
attract. His bright and open face, unmarred by those malign pas- 
sions which so often disfigure with their lines and furrows nature’s 
fair handiwork, gave him an unfailing passport to the good opinion 
and friendly courtesies of the stranger; while no one ever met the 
cordial grasp of his hand without feeling that the heart which pul- 
sated through it was filled with every kindly emotion. His ardent 
nature made him an enthusiast in whatever he undertook. He never 
~did any thing in a half-hearted way. With all the zeal and devotion 
of a true knight-errant he pursued the right as he understood it; yet 
with a generous courtesy, in which there was not a tinge of arro- 
gance, he was ever ready to receive the counsel and advice of those 
who differed with him on questions of importance touching private 
interests or the public . 

Without fortune or family influence he achieved success by faith- 
ful work and honest endeavor. In a short time after entering upon 
the practice of his profession, his fine powers of speech, and his ability 
to stir the hearts of men, began to be appreciated by the public, and 
very soon he became a distinguished advocate at the Charleston bar, 
noted for its learning and eloquence, and at the head of which then 
stood the erudite scholar and peerless lawyer, James L. Petigru. 

Mr. O’Connor’s long service in the Legislature of his State, extend- 
ing through a series of years, from 1858 to 1866, greatly increased his 
reputation. During this memorable period in the history of South 
Carolina the gravest questions which ever agitated the minds and 
hearts of her citizens were discussed and acted upon. In these ex- 
citing debates he bore a conspicuous part, finding in them the best 
themes for his impassioned oratory. Always conservative, perhaps 
the ablest speeches he ever delivered were made during this period. 
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Two among the most remarkable deserve special mention ; one was 
against the adoption of certain resolutions advocating the policy of 
reopening the African slave trade, and the other in favor of the main- 
tenance of the Union of States, called forth by a report from the com- 
mittee on federal relations. But the speech which displayed most 
strikingly his great gifts as an orator was that made by him asa mem- 
ber of the national Democratic convention which met in Baltimore 
in 1872. The charm and witchery of his eloquence on this occasion 
so completely captivated the vast throng who heard him that, with 
one impulse, they rose to their feet and filled the immense hall in 
which they were gathered with round after round of deafening ap- 
lause. The press of the day spoke of it as an effort ‘‘ worthy of a 
enry or a Preston.” 

When, in 1876, the honest people of his native State determined to 
make a supreme and united effort to free themselves from the thral- 
dom of the infamous men who for eight long years had used every 
department of the government simply as an instrument for oppres- 
sion, or a means of advancing and legalizing schemes of robbery and 
spoliation, they found no tongue more eloquent to depict their wrongs, 
no voice more potent to kindle into a blaze of aiaden the ener- 
gies which must crown their cause with success, than the tongue and 
voice of the gifted O’CoNNoR. He was, during this memorable 
struggle, the candidate of the Democracy of the second district for 
Congress; and whatever regrets others may have expressed for his 
defeat, he felt fully compensated for all the toil he had endured and 
all the sacrifices he had made, in seeing his beloved State redeemed, 
and once more restored to the control of those who had made her his- 
tory glorious and her name immortal. Twice after this defeat he 
was returned as a member of this House, but lived only long enough 
to complete his firstterm. Short and uneventful as his career among 
us was, it was long enough to excite the brightest hopes for future 
renown, and long enough to fill our hearts to-day with sweet and 
sacred memories of his gentle nature, which time can never efface. 
Few even among those most intimate with him while he occupied a 
seat on this floor knew how intensely he suffered or how bravely he 
was fighting against the fatal disease which had fastened itself upon 
his vitals. The noble self-sacrifice he exhibited under all the adverse 
circumstances which surrounded him here, and the singleness of pur- 
pose with which he filled the hours so much needed for rest and recu- 
peration with work for his constituents, and anxious thought for the 
public welfare, is worthy of all praise. 

Mr. Speaker, after the eloquent and touching eulogies already pro- 
nounced by the distinguished speakers who have preceded me, it is 
unnecessary for me to say more. 

No constituency ever had a more faithful and devoted Representa- 
tive; South Carolina no truer son; the cause of liberty, whether it 
centered around the shamrock, so dear to his heart, or gathered about 
the Stars and Stripes, no firmer friend ; tyranny and wrong no more 
relentless foe. ; 

On the 4th of March last he went out from among us with the 
shadow of death upon his brow; a month later he was released from 
suffering and found a resting place beneath the Palmetto he loved so 
well, leaving behind him a memory as fragrant asthe flowers which 
oe above him, and as fresh and green to-day as the grass upon 

18 ave. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolutions presented by 

my colleague. 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted; and accordingly (at 
four o’clock and twenty-three minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINS: Papers relating to the claim of A. T. Terrill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of manufacturers of San Francisco, 
asking that the tax be not taken from matches—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Missouri River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: The petition of Captain W. T. West and 
others, citizens of Worcester County, Maryland, for increase of com- 
pensation to employés of the United States Life-Saving Service— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CULLEN: The petition of citizens of La Salle County, 
Illinois, against unjust discrimination by railway corporations and 
to regulate interstate commerce—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAWES: The petition of 19 citizens of Owensborough, Ken- 
tucky, alleging a combination between the Standard Oil Company 
and certain railroad companies, which does injustice to shippers of 
oil, and praying for an investigation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Henry B. Taylor, jr., first 
lieutenant United States Marine Corps, for relief—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of Andrew Simms and 56 others, 
citizens of Dryden, New York, for the amendment of existing laws 
so as to permit the use of alcoholic spirits in the manufacture of vin- 
egar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. ERRETT: The resolutions adopted at a public meeting held 
at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of early and decisive action 
against polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of W. H. Moore and of David A. 
Perryman, late census supervisors, for additional compensation— 
severally to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Memorial of Illinois State Board of Health, 
relating to quarantine measures to prevent introduction of epidemic 
diseases, and favoring national legislation for that purpose—to the 
Committee on Public Health. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Annawan, Henry County, and of the 
board of trustees of the town of Hennepin, Illinois, in favor of the 
construction of the Hennepin Canal—severally to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of James L. Camp, postmaster at Dixon, Illinois, 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: The petition of 40 citizens of Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, for legislation regulating charges for railroad transportation— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. C. Gibbs and 200 others, citizens of Mont- 
ee Iowa, asking that Charles 8. Moore, a soldier of the 
Black Hawk, Seminole, Mexican, and late wars be granted a pension— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Henry Pieper and 33 others, citi- 
zens of Dearborn County, and of Robert E. Worley and 46 others, citi- 
zens of Dearborn County, in the State of Indiana, for legislation to 
regulate interstate railroad transportation and to prevent extortion- 
ate charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of citizens of Mississippi, for leg- 
islation regulating charges for freight and passenger traffic on rail- 
roads—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of the Marine City Stave Com- 
pany and other lumber merchants and manufacturers of cooperage 
materials, of the State of Michigan, against any increase of the duties 
imposed upon low-grade sugars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Anson Northup, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Afiairs. 

By Mr. ROBESON: The petition of Thomas T. Hilliard and others, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Salem River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, eight petitions, praying that increase of pay be granted to 
employés of the Life-Saving Service—severally to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. J. 8S. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the claim of Herman 
Sagebiel, postmaster at Kenton, Ohio, for relief—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of the heirs of G. S. Reiney, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of Mrs. Maria Wenger, 
mother of Franklin G. Wenger, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Oscar M. Brown, 
for compensation for property stolen by Comanche Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: A memorial of The Durham Tobacco Trade 
Board, urging speedy action on the subject of reducing the tax on 
tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Petitions and papers were reported from committees, under clause 
2 of Rule XXII, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Claims: The petitions of 
Robert Huff and of H. F. Schrader—severally to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

80, from the same committee: Papers relating to the claim of 
William G. Ford, administrator of John G. Robinson, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ‘ 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 9, 1882. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterduy’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Lieutenant- 
Colonel G. K. Warren, Corps of Engineers, of a survey of Edgartown 
Harbor and South Beach, Massachusetts, made in compliance with the 
river and harbor act, of March 3, 1881; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a preliminary report of Captain Thomas Turtle, 
Corps of Engineers, of the results of additional surveys across the 
peninsula of Maryland and Delaware to connect by canal the waters 
of the Delaware and Chesapeake Bays, made under the direction of 
Lieutenant-Colonel William P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, tocom- 
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ply with a posniion, in the sundry civil appropriation act of March 3, 
1881; which wasreferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, in answer to a resolution of the 26th ultimo, concerning 
damages resulting from the raid of the Northern Cheyenne Indians 
through the western portion of the Indian Territory and the States 
of Kansas and Nebraska, in September, 1878; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of C. A. J. 
Tardenbergh, of Ulster County, New York, infavoref the passage of 
the bill (S. No. 1130) to amend section 699 of the Revised Statutes 
relative to writs of error and appeals ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a petition, very numerously signed, 
praying that a law be enacted for the appointment to subordinate 
exeeutive offices in the civil service of persons whose fitness has been 
determined by competitive examination, and providing that removals 
be made only for cause and not for political opinion or refusal to ren- 
der party service. I am advised that the petition is signed by the 
judges of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, the judges of the court 
of common pleas of the city of Philadelphia and several of the neigh- 
boring counties, by the mayor of Philadelphia, the heads of the de- 
partments in that city, and by 2,500 leading men of all classes and 
professions in the cities of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. I move 
the reference of the petition to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of J. W. Hawkins and 
others, citizens of Ohio, praying the enactment of a Federal statute 
to compel railroad corporatioas and their agents and all common 
carriers upon them to perform certain duties ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of Humphrey Morrow, of Phil- 
adelphia, praying to be placed on the pension-rolls; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of Colonel J. B. Castleman and 
a number of other officers of military organizations in Kentucky, 
praying for changes in the laws for the organization'of the militia ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Colorado, praying 
that the right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account 
of sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of P. A. Jewell, Anna 
Weeks, and others, citizens of Minnesota, praying for an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States which shall prevent the 
abridgment of the right of any citizen to vote on account of sex ; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented the petition of certain masters, mates, engineers, 
and pilots of river steamers, asking for an amendment of the steam- 
boat law repealing or greatly reducing the license on their occupa- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing for an amendment to the Constitution providing that the fight of 
citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged 
by the United States or by any State on account of sex; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. FARLEY presented the petition of Sarah E, Beman and 13 
others, citizens of California, praying for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution providing that the right of citizens of the United States to 
vote dail aah be denied or abridged by the United States or by any 
State on account of sex ; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of New Hampshire, 
praying for an amendment to the Federal Constitution providing 
that the right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be de- 
nied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of 
sex; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MAXEY. I aminstructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 406) to provide for the 
sale of certain portions of the Fort Leavenworth military reservation, 
to report it without amendment, and recommend that it be passed. 
I will state in connection with the report that the committee had 
under advisement at a former session a like bill precisely, and rec- 
ommended its passage, and with it was a report with a very elabor- 
ate map, which was printed. In order to save time, as thatmap is 
printed, the committee readopt the old report soas to save the neces- 
sity of reprinting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and the report heretofore made on this subject will be con- 
sidered as the report of the committee. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 404) for the relief of 
the heirs or legal representative of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, to 
report it adversely and move its indefinite postponement. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. At the request cf the Senator from 
Kansas, the bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report of the committee. 

. CALL, from the Committeeon Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 203) for the relief of the widow and children of Smith 
E. G. Rawson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

. CONGER. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 1) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Life-Saving Service, and to encourage the saving of 
life from shipwreck, to report it with an amendment. I desire to 
give notice that at as early a day as the Senate will consider this 
matter, I shall call it up and ask for action upon it. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 753) to incorporate the United 
States Fidelity and Guarantee Company of the District of Columbia, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
to whom was referred the bill (8S. No. 26) to amend section 2326 of 
the Revised Statutes, in regard to mineral lands, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 905) for the relief of Richard H. Porter, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1146) relating to the writ of mandamus; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1147) to release the Memphis and Little 
Rock Railroad Company from such of the conditions of the several 
acts of Congress approved February 9, 1853, and July 28, 1866, as 
unjustly affect said corporation ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1148) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle and adjust the account between the United States and the Mem- 
phis and Little Rock Railroad Company on account of customs duties 
arising out of the importation of iron for said company during the 
years 1860 and 1861; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1149) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Brownsville, Texas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1150) for the relief of J. L. Whitaker; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1151) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska, and to establish the same as a post-road; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. 
on Railroads. 

Mr. CONGER. The purpose being to construct a bridge over a 
navigable stream, I think the bill should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the bill properly belongs to the Committee on Commerce, and it will 
be so referred. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1152) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to examine certain vouchers filed by the State of Missouri for pay 
due to the officers and men of the militia of said State for military 
services as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, 
accepted by, and paid upon by the Government of the United States, 
and to report to Congress; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GROVER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1153) providing for the organization of the 
district of Southeastern Alaska, and providing for a civil government 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

_ Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1154) for the relief of Morgan Rawls; which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1155) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
purchase the Cheyenne and Black Hills telepraph line ; which was 


I ask the reference of the bill to the Committee 
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read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, .That the papers in the case of William Pickerill be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS AFTER MORNING HOUR. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That immediately after half past one o'clock, the unfinished business: 
of the preceding day and the Calendar of Special Orders, if any, for the day, shall! 
be taken up and disposed of; and after that, or if there shall be no unfinished 
business of the preceeding day, or no special orders for that day the calendar of* 
bills and resolutions shall be taken up and proceeded with in its order, beginning 
with the first subject on the Calendar next after the last subject disposed of in pro- 
ceeding with the Calendar under this resolution; and in such case the following 
motions shall be in order at any time as privileged motions, save as against a motion 
to ne pos or to proceed to the consideration of executive business, or question of 
privilege, to wit: 

First. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill. 

Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Calendar. 

Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall have 
the effect to leave such subject in its existing place on the Calendar for action at 
—- call of the Calendar after the pending call shall have been gone through 
with. 

Fourth. A motion to postpone the pending measure to a day certain retaining 
its place after said day. 

fth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 

Said motions shall have precedence in the order above named, and may be sub- 
—en with all the rights of questions of order, and shall be decided without 

ebate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the resolution be printed and laid on 
the table, and I shall call it up at an early day. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish tosuggest to the Senator from Missouri, if the 
resolution is to be printed, to add to the privileged motions a motion 
to postpone the pending matter to a day certain, the measure to retain 
its place on the Calendar after that day. That is an extremely con- 
venient motion. 

Mr.COCKRELL. As I understand the Senator, he proposes to add 
as one of the motions that will be in order, to postpone to a day cer- 
tain. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; we reach a measure which we do not want to 
put at the foot of the Calendar, but there is a reason for delay—per- 
haps the absence of the Senator in charge of it for a week, or some~- 
thing of that kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for the present, and be printed. 


ACTING CHIEF CLERK. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to the con- 
sideration of the resolution offered by me on Monday last, in refer- 
ence to the chief clerkship of the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is that in order now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Anything is in order that the Sen- 
ate chooses to do by a majority. The Anthony rule, after the call for 
resolutions, is the regular order; but by a majority vote the Senate 
can dispose of this question, or anything else. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the regular order will be taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution which I have indicated. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It would be proper first to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, would it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is‘no unfinished business in 
the morning hour. The order is to proceed with the Calendar under 
the Anthony rule. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the first business in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And instead of doing that, the 
Senator from Tennessee asks that the Senate take up for present con- 
sideration the resolution indicated by him. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is not the regular order the consideration of the 
first case upon the Calendar; and will it not be necessary for the 
Senator from Tennessee to move first to lay aside that business in 
order to move to take up what he wants to have proceeded with? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ye.; the motion would first be to 
lay aside the pending order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move to postpone the pending and all prior 
orders, giving notice that if that motion shall prevail I will then 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
indicated by me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of business is the Calen- 
dar under the Anthony rule. The Senator from Tennessee moves to 
= aside that and all prior orders with a view to take up something 
else. 

Mr.McMILLAN. Whatis the measure the Senator proposes to take 
up? Ishould like to know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has indicated it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution introduced by me on the 6th day of 
this month, in respect to the position of Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senate will not lay aside the regular 
order for the purpose of taking up that resolution or for any other 
purpose. The Senator from Tennessee proposes to supersede the pend- 
ing business by a resolution to elect a Chief Clerk, when that posi- 
tion is already occupied and has been acceptably during the whole 
session. I presume the position ought to be acceptably occupied to 


The resolution will lie on the table 
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the other side of the Chamber as it is now filled; and from this side 
of the Chamber no effort has been made or desire suggested for a 
change; and I presume there can be no reason presented here for 
going out of the ordinary course of business to proceed to a matter 
of that kind. The adoption of such a resolution as that proposed 
would only disturb the business and order of the Senate, because it 
would introduce an officer here who is entirely unfamiliar with our 
_affairs, and we can proceed much better as we are now organized. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Minnesota will look at the reso- 
lution introduced by me, he will see that it does not interfere in the 
slightest degree with the official position of any officer of the Senate ; 
it simply imposes certain duties upon the gentleman named in the 
resolution. I insist upon my motion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The resolution provides: 

That Neill S. Brown, jr., of Tennessee, be, and he is hereby, appointed bo nee. 
form the duties of Chiet Clerk of the Senate while the present Chief Clerk shall be 
pend the duties of Secretary, unless the Senate shall hereafter otherwise 
order. 

It seems to me that such business should not be introduced at this 
time when we je adopted the Anthony rule yesterday, intending 
to proceed to the Calendar and important business of the Senate re- 
ported from committees pending upon the Calendar. I hope the 
resolution will not be takeu up by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The oe order is to proceed 
ander the Anthony rule adopted yesterday, which the Senator from 
Tennessee moves to set aside for the purpose of taking up the motion 
indicated by him. [Putting the question. ] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for a division. 

There were on a division—ayes 25, noes 23. 

Mr. McMILLAN and Mr. ROLLINS called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called. 

Mr. BROWN. Before proceeding with the callI desire to say a word 
on this question. I have not been rage when any caucus action 
was taken; but as I had understood the matter the question of offi- 
cers, chairmanships of committees, and alJl that, had been disposed 
of by the body, and I do not think itis wise now to disturb it. This 
matter was mentioned to me some time since by my friend from Tennes- 
see, who thought at the time that there would be no serious opposition 
on the Republican side to the movement that he contemplated. The 
gentleman proposed by him is certainly a gentleman of fine ability, 
and one of the best readers, I understand, in the country. He is a 
gentleman every way worthy of the place, and I would vote ve 
cheerfully for the resolution but for the consequences that I thin 
would follow. Asitnow seems, the Republican party arenot content 
on this question to permit Mr. Brown to go in, and I shall not, as at 
present advised, vote fer the suspension of the present rule, but shall 
yote against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE, (when kis name was called.) Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, [Mr. HILt. ] 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name wascalled.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] upon all political questions. 
As this seems to take that turn I shall not vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, (wher his name was called.) I am 
paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. GRooME. 

Mr. RANSOM, (when hisname was called. ) Iam paired on all party 
questions with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. FERRY, ] and Ishall 
not vote on this question. 

Mr. SLATER, (when his name was called.) Some days since I 
agreed to pair with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. LoGan.] If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] on all political questions. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Davis of Illinois, Jonas, 
Farley, Lamar, 
Grover, McPherson, 
Hampton, Maxey, 
Harris, Morgan, 
Jackson, Pendleton, 
Johnston, Pugh, 

NAYS—25. 
Morrill, 
Platt, 
Plumb, 
Rollins, 
Saunders, 


Bayard, 
Beek, 
Butler, 


SaulSbury, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
. Walker. 
Camden, 

Cockrell, 
Coke, 


Allison, 

Blair, 

Brown, 

Cameron of Pa., 
Cameron of Wis., 
- Conger, 

Dawes, 


Harrison, 

Hill of Colorado, 
oar, 

Lapham, 

MeMillan, 

Mahone, Sawyer, 

Miller of Cal., Sewell, 


ABSENT—26. 


Sherman, 
Teller, 
Van Wyck, 
Windom. 


Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Davis.of West Va., Gorman, 
Edmunds, Groome, 

Fair, Hale, 

Ferry, - Hawley, 

¥rye, Hill of’ Georgia, 


Garland, 


Mitchell, 
George, 


om, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Williams. 


Ingalls, 
Jones of Florida, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kellogg, 

40} * 
MeDill, 
Miller of N. Y., 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JoHN BAILEY, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 3251) authorizing the Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims 
of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casu- 
ality; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 699) for the relief of Theophilus 
P. Chandler; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 


pore. 
TARIFF AND TAX COMMISSION. 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, after 
the morning hour, I shall ask to call up the bill (S. No. 22) to provide 
for the appointment of a commission to investigate the question of 
the tariff and internal-revenue laws, for the purpose of addressing 
the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
half past one. 

Mr. FRYE. Then after half past one. 


IMPROVEMENT OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. SLATER. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, imme- 
diately after the morning hour, I shall call up the memorial I pre- 
sented some days since for the improvement of the Columbia River, 
and will at that time submit some remarks on that subject. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3251) authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
adjust certain claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or 
other unavoidable casualty, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


THE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with 
the call of the Calendar under the Anthony resolution. This reso- 
lution says, ‘‘the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the 
Calendar of bills and resolutions.” Inasmuch as the resolutions are 
first on the Calendar, the Chair will call up resolutions first. The 
first resolution will be read. Or is it the pleasure of the Senate to 
take up bills? The resolutions are printed first on the Calendar, and 
the Chair, if nothing be said on the subject, will call up the resolu- 
tions in their order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Are not bills first in order? 
tioned in the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution says “bills and reso- 
tions,” but on the printed Calendar resolutions are first. Ifthe Sen- 
ate prefers to take up bills first it can do so. 

~ McMILLAN. I prefer that the Calendar of bills be proceeded 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection be made. 

The joint resolution (S. R. No. 3) providing for a commission to 
consider and report what legislation is needed for the better regu- 
lation of commerce among the States, was announced as the first in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

The next business in order on the Calendar was the bill (8S. No. 301) 
to enable the people of New Mexico to form a constitution and State 
government, and for the admission of the said State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States. 

“ Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie on the table, subject to call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 394) to establish 
an educational fund, and apply a portion of the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands to public education, and to provide for the more complete 
endowment and support of national colleges for the advancement of 
scientific and industrial education. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let that be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 418) to provide 
for the education of Indian children. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to address the Senate at length when that 
bill is considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


HERMAN BIGGS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 173) for the re- 
lief of Herman Biggs, which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole... It proposes to authorize the President to nominate and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to place on the list of 
retired officers of the United States Army the name of Herman Biggs, 
with the rank of captain of staff, this being the actual rank in the 
regular Army held by him when in action he received the wound 
from which he suffers permanent disability. No pay or allowances 
is to acerue or be paid prior to Biggs’s contirmation. 


After half past one. 
The morning hour now extends to 


They are first men- 


That will be the order, unless 


I ask that that go over for the 


The joint resolution will be passed 
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Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I refer you to report No. 1 in that 
case. I should like to have the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report called for by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
SEWELL December 13, 1881 : 


The Committee on Miltary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 173) 
authorizing the President to place the name of Herman Biggs on the list of retired 
officers of the Army, have had the same under consideration, and submit the fol- 


lowing: 

The bill provides that the President be authorized to place on the list of retired 
officers of the Army Herman Biggs, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel; this being 
the actual rank held by him when in action he received the wound from which he 
suffers permanent disability. 

Colonel Biggs graduated at West Point in 1856, and, as an oflicer of the regular 
Army, served with distinction in various capacities before and during the late war. 
He served as chief quartermaster of the department of North Carolina and Vir- 

rinia, and of the expedition which, under General Burnside, captured New Berne. 
While serving under General Foster at the bombardment of Fort Johnston, North 
Carolina, Colonel Biggs received a splinter wound which was deemed of little con- 
sequence at the time, but which, since his resignation from the Army, has caused 
him much expense and suffering, and which, after troubling him for sixteen years, 
has developed into a distressing and open wound, demanding a surgical operation. 

His health being impaired, Colonel Biggs, at the close of the war, resigned his 
commission. In his approval at the time General Meigs in his indorsement, said : 
‘Colonel Biggs is a most valuable officer, and the Quartermaster-General regrets 
that his services will be lost to the department.” 

Appended to this report, marked A, will be found certificates of surgeons as to 
the condition of Colonel Biggs’s wound; also, marked B, a testimonial letter trom 
the late General George G. Meade; also, marked C, an earnest letter to Senator 
Edmunds from General Meigs, Quartermaster-General of the Army ; also, marked 
D, aletter from General Edward E. Potter; also, marked E, a letter from General 
S. Benét, Chief of Ordnance ; and also, marked F, his complete military record, 
taken from General Cullom’s ‘‘ History of the Graduates of the Military Academy,” 





to which is added a letter addressed to Senator Burnside from the Secretary of War. 
These documents, with numerous others in the possession of your committee, 
clearly establish the bravery, efficiency, and integrity of Colonel Biggs as an officer 
and @ man. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask that the letter of Quartermaster-General 
Meigs accompanying the report be read. 
The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 11, 1879. 

My Dear Sir: Herman Biggs graduated at West Point in 1856. He was chief 
quartermaster of the expedition to North Carolina under command of General Burn- 
side, and afterwards of the forces at Fort Monroe, on the York and on the James, 
commanded by General Butler. 

He expended faithfully, prudently, discreetly, and honestly $16,000,000 of the 
funds of Quartermaster’s Department, and received and distributed much military 
material purchased and shipped to him by other officers of the Quartermaster’s Deé- 
partment. 

He gave in all this service entire satisfaction to his commanders, and rendered 
most laborious, efficient, and useful service to the country. 

In October, 1865, the war being over, somewhat weakened in health, believing 
that he could make a living outside of the Army, and desiring to be entirely inde- 
pendent, he resigned. 

He was then advised by his surgeon to go on the retired list, as he might ulti- 
mately suffer from a splinter wound received during the bombardment of Fort 
Johnston, at New Berne. 

Preferring entire independence, and not then considering the injury important, 
he preferred to resign absolutely. 

For thirteen years he has supported himself and family and the expenses of a 
constantly wing injury without cost to the United States. 

He now finds that he has an open wound, and injured articulation; that a surgi- 
cal operation, probably more than one, will be necessary. He has not the right to 
the skillful service of the Army surgeons, and the expenses caused by his wound 
and the disability resulting from it are grievous burdens. 5 

He desires some relief from Congress, and he is anxious that you who will vote 
on his ate may know the grounds of it. 

I give him, as an old officer of the Quartermaster’s Department, reliance upon 
whom in those stirring times was a comfort to me, this letter, hoping that in the 
midst of your occupations you may be able to give him afew minutes’ hearing, in 
order that he may be able to present his case fully to you. 

I know the absorbing occupation of a Senator's time, but a few minutes may, I 
, be given toa £0 soldier and faithful servant of the country. : 
That he has not man expense to the Government for thirteen years should 

not in equity prejudice his claim now. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


ho 


M. C. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster-General, Brevet Major-General, U. 8. A. 
Hon. GEORGE F. EpMunbs, United States Senate. 


Mr.SEWELL. Idesire to correct aclerical error in the report. It 
says that the bill purposes to retire Mr. Biggs ‘‘ with the rank of lieu- 
tenant-colonel.” That was the original bill of last year, and in copy- 
ing the report of last year it is so stated. It should have spoken of 
the bill as amended, as it is now, toretire himasacaptain. The com- 
mittee have adopted very largely the report of the committee of last 
year, when the bill passed the Senate by 45to 5. At that time it was 
reported favorably in a very strong report indeed by the House com- 
mittee; but it was not reached in the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the bill correct ? 

Mr. SEWELL. The bill is correct. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not any doubt at all of the personal merit of 
the person named in this bill; but he is only one of a very large class. 
As I understand the practice of the Military Committee until this 
session—I cannot say anything about it since the assembling of this 
Congress in December—it was to reject all claims of this kind; and 
I know that under that rule, rigidly enforced, a very great number 
of applicants who were of the most meritorious kind were refused 
relief of this sort. One person who was very strongly commended to 
the committee, and who wasa personal friend of the late Senator Burn- 
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side, among others had his claim entirely rejected by the committee, 
because of the rule of the committee that it would not take persons 
from private life and put them upon the retired list of the Army, 
claiming and holding that the retired list was for the benefit of per- 
sons who went on it from the Army direct, and not for persans who. 
had gone into civil life and had after that time to be drawn back 
into the Army to be put on the retired list. 

If this rule is to be relaxed, if the retired list is to be made not a, 
retired list proper but a pension list, then it is proper that it should 
be understood. I aim not saying that this — ought not to have: 
all that is asked; but I simply say that if he is to be put on the re- 
tired list, then the tens, twenties, fifties of claims in behalfof similar 
persons, heretofore rejected by the Military Committee and by the 
Senate also, ought to betaken up and adjudicated in the light of the 
new theory or new rule of the Military Committee. 

I offered at a previous session of Congress a bill designed to accom- 
plish a similar purpose in favor of a person who I believe was as 
meritorious as any person who everserved in the Army not only with 
reference to his services but with reference to his physical condition 
at the time the application was made, and that bill was unanimously 
rejected by the Military Committee upon the theory that it was not 
proper to take persons from civil life and put them on the retired list 
of the Army, which was designed for members of the Army at the 
date of their retirement. 

Now, whatever the Military Committee may do in regard to this 
matter I am disposed to acquiesce in; but I want the logic of the rule 
to be distinctly understood, and if it is designed now to go to work 
and take out of civil life persons who resigned from the Army or who 
by reason of the reduction of the Army retired to civil life and put 
them on the retired list in lieu of on the pension list, and thereby make: 
the retired list of the Army a pension list in fact, I want it to be 
understood exactly what the logic of this thing is in order that the 
persons in whom I have an interest, who I believe are equally meri- 
torious with Mr. Biggs or anybody else, may have due notice that 
the Senate is now ready to consider their rights, their wishes, their 
sacrifices, and their service and put them on this list as well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would ask the Senator from Kansas, is this 
gentleman on the pension list now ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know whether he is or not, but that is not 
material to the statement I make as to the view of the committee. 
The rule of the committee did not discriminate between persons who. 
were on the pension list.and persons who were not on the pension list. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe it has been the rule that they should 
not be on the retired list andon the pension list bothat the same time.. 

Mr. PLUMB. The rule went still further, that they should not be 
drawn from civil life and put on the retired list. During the time I 
had the honor to be amember of that cémmittee, the committee unani- 
mously sat down, so to speak, on every application of that kind, in- 
cluding the case which I mentioned, of a constituent of the Senator 
from Missouri, whose application I presented, and it was as meri- 
torious as the Biggs bill, and I have no doubt, in fact, as that of any 
other person could be. 

Mr. President, there is one other consideration. This is not only a 
question of actual merit, but of relative merit. Weare not only de- 
ciding that this person is meritorious, but that he is more meritorious 
than other persons; that thisis an exceptional case. Now I say that 
the Congress of the United States has within the last few years dis- 
criminated, as I think unwisely and unjustly, in favor of persons 
who were fortunate enough to have been officers in the Army, and 
against persons who were unforunate enough to ¢ the muskets. 
The services that were rendered and the sacrifices that were made 
by those persons who were in the ranks have been conspicuously un- 
recognized, while Congress has been picking out and putting men on 
the retired list and giving out pensions by special act and otherwise 
to men who were fortunate enough to have served in official place 
in the Army and who were not more meritorious either by reason of 
ability or by reason of service or by reason of wounds or sacrifices. 
than the men who carried the muskets under them. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one or two 
questions for information? 

Mr. PLUMB. With pleasure. 

Mr. BECK. Is this gentleman now in eivil life? 

Mr. PLUMB. He is in civil life. 

Mr. BECK. And it is sought to put him onthe Army retired list? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Is there not a limit to the retired list? And if civil- 
ians are placed there, will it notexclude men who are in actual serv- 
ice in the field from being placed there ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatisa very pertinent question; still I should not 
like to decide it off-hand, and the Senator from Kentucky is much 
more able to decide it than I am. 

Mr. BECK. Ibeg pardon. I amin absolute ignorance on the point 
upon which I made inquiry. I want to govern my vote in this case 
by the facts as to what I inquired. 

Mr. PLUMB. The retired list is limited by law to four hundred 
persons, but Congress may, by special act, enlarge that for the par- 
ticular purpose of the person named in the act; that is to say, for 
the purpose of putting on that list the particular person named in 
the particular act. Whether that would operate to prevent the re- 
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who might be prevented from being retired by reason of the number 
having been increased beyond four hundred, I am not now prepared 
to say. 

Mn BECK. That is exactly what I wanted to know. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is in contravention, not only of the policy of the 
Military Committee heretofore, in contravention of the policy of 
Congress indorsing the action of the Military Committee, but in con- 
travention of that general action of Congress which the Senator from 
Kentucky has called attention to, providing that the retired list shall 
not exceed four hundredin number. It isin contravention of all that 
policy which called for the establishment of the retired list, and which 
to-day makes use of the retired list as a part of the present military 
establishment for the purpose of making promotions and taking away 
from time to time persons who have outlived their usefulness in the 
Army. 

Ast said, this is entirely apart from the consideration of the merits 
of this individual; it isa relative question; but Iinsist that Congress 
by doing this thing is discriminating against every = in the 
United States who served similarly, who sacrificed similarly, and who 
has a right to present a claim for a pension or is left entirely without 
claim. 

I remember at the last session the Military Committee had under 
consideration the case of General Averill, a person who I undertake 
to say had a military reputation which entitled him to consideration 
if any person could have it by reason of reputation and service to the 
country, who was in a broken condition as to his health and as to his 
financial condition, and the Military Committee decided that because 
General Averill had chosen to resign his place in the Army and go 
into civil life he was not entitled to be brought back by special act 
and put upon the retired list. 

Now, in despite of all these decisions, in despite of this distinction 
which is being created among the different persons who served in 
the volunteer army, in spite of the rule established in regard to the 
size of the retired list, it is proposed to open the door, to revamp all 
these cases and take up the case of every person who rendered meri- 
torious service as an officer in the Union army and who was wounded 
or who came otherwise into financial distress and physical disability, 
and instead of putting them perpetually where the private soldiers 
are required to go, and where the bulk of the officers are required to 
go, as a matter of personal favor to this party and as a discrimina- 
tion against the rest to put him on the retired list where he gets a 
much larger pay than he would on the pension list. 

For these reasons, unless I can hear some good cause for changing 
the rule that has been heretofore observed and so rigorously applied 
to just as good men as Mr. Biggs, I shall vote against this bill, and 
I hope that before it is passed Congress will consider the bill and the 
precedent it establishes; that it will consider well not merely the 
fact that it is opening the door not only to hundreds and thousands, 
but to tens of thousands, and I might say hundreds of thousands of 
men who are equally meritorious and who have just as good claim 
to be put on the retired list as this gentleman. It is establishing a 
discrimination which is unwise and unpatriotic against a class of 
men who have never asked to be put on the retired list, and not one 
ef whom is there, to wit, the men who served for the smallest pos- 
sible pay with just as great merit as any other parties, and who car- 
ried muskets while they were serving the Government. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to his vote last year on this same subject. It appears by the 
REcorD that the Senator voted for the bill, and not only voted for 
it, but stated to the Senate that— 

It is a bill which possesses peculiar merits, and one which the committee con- 
sidered at great length with full regard for the precedents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know nothing about the merits of this bill, 
except what has been stated by the Senator from Kansas, [ Mr. 
PLUMB, ] but it seems to me if this gentleman has been in private life 
for thirteen years, if he resigned his position at the close of the war, 
entered into private life, and remained there for thirteen years, en- 
gaged in private business, now to restore him to the retired list of 
the Army is not only unjust to all the officers of the Army, who look 
some time to being put on the retired list, but would be adopting a 
precedent almost as dangerous, I might say, as the passage of the 
arrears of pensions bill, if I do not wound the sensibilities of my 
friend from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS. ] 

But it seems to me that this bill ought not to be considered under 
the five-minute rule, and this important change ought to be made 
only after full consideration. Unless some one wishes to speak to 
it I will move that it be passed over for the present. It is too im- 
portant a bill to be acted on under this rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, and 
the next bill will be called. 

Mr. SEWELL. Does the Senator from Ohio object to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am opposed to the bill at present. 
like to look into it more fully. 

Mr. SEWELL. Did the Senator hear the report ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I heard the report read. I ask the Senator if I 
am correct that this gentleman resigned his position in the Army at 
the close of the war and entered into private business, remained in 
private life for thirteen years, and now seeks to be placed on the 
retired list of the Army ? 


I should 


| for passage. 
| other branch, that I have consulted with Mr. Gilland he is willing 


Mr. SEWELL. He was wounded in the war and was entitled to 
be retired, but he resigned because he did not wish to be a burden 
onthe country. The disability from that wound has increased every 
year since, until now he is entirely disabled. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I have no eee to givin 
creased pension; any measure of relief to a gallant soldier I would 
vote for; but to give him a place on the retired list which is specially 
reserved for a limited number of the officers of the Army who are re- 
tired for length of service, it seems to me would be an act of injustice. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are precedents for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kansas says not. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not say there are not precedents; but I will 
say this, that the rule of the committee was against cases of this kind, 
and my recollection is that there is no such case which has ever re- 
ceived favorable consideration. But independent of that, as I said, 
as a new precedent or as an old precedent, we have been enlarging 
the pension list; we have been giving to persons of this kind ample 
opportunity to get relief according to theirrank ; and now I say that 
at this late day, after we have opened the doors so wide, to put persons 
of this character on the retired list is an unjust discrimination. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I agree that there ought to be general rules, and 
there are general rules and statutes on the subject, and there has been 
probably something like a practice in the Military Committee ; but 
there will arise under any general legislation of this sort cases equi- 
tably entitled to relief, and that is precisely what the Military Com- 
mittee is in part constituted for, to hear cases equitably entitled to 
an exception from general law. 

I admit there is some force in some of the objections made to Cap- 
tain Biggs’s case ; yet it seems to me that it can work no injury, be- 
cause there are cases which appeal irresistibly not alone to the sym- 
pathies but to the sense of justice of members of Congress. This 
man resigned, suffering under a very considerable wound, in the be- 
lief that he could live without his position ; he was a man educated 
to the profession ofa soldier; he had aright tostay in the Army, but it 
was a right to stay there to be only a burden to it as he supposed then, 
not being fit for active service in the field, and he thought he could 
get a living in private life. It is not only a case of being disabled, 
being unable to get the living he expected in private life, but a case 
of very extreme disability ; and I am willing as a member of the 
Military Committee to say that there are cases equitably and fairly 
entitled to be considered exceptions, and I am willing to support the 
bill on that ground. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio object 
to the further consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I would rather test the sense of the Senate 
without further debate by moving to layitaside. Can that be done 
under the rule ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rule the bill will go 
through the regular processes, unless there is objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By my veto I will not prevent this gentleman 
from getting a fair vote of the Senate, although I think the billought 
to go over. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to inquire of the Senator 
from Connecticut if this gentleman be placed upon the retired list, 
will he be one of the four hundred who can be placed upon the re- 
tired list under the statute as it isnow as regulating the number who 
can be placed upon that list ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this bill will be held and construed in 
connection with the general law limiting the number to four hun- 
dred, unless by express words it should be said that. this is in addi- 
tion to that number. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam not sure on that point. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SEWELL. As some Senators desire to have further consider- 
ation of this bill, I ask that it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over and 
the next bill called. 


him an in- 


WILLIAM II. GILL. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 58) for the relief 
of William H. Gill. 

Mr. HOAR. Unless some other Senator than the one reporting it 
has that bill in charge, I suggest that it stand without losing its 
place by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state that all the members of the committee 
understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I make no suggestion. 

Mr. MAXEY. I made a former report myself. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize the Presi- 
dent to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint William H. Gill a military storekeeper in the Quar- 
wemnnibate Department, with the same grade and rank he would 
have held had he remained continuously in service. 

Mr. MAXEY. The bill now under consideration formerly passed 
the committee unanimously and passed the Senate without dissent 
and failed to be reached in the House of Representatives. It has 
been again submitted to the committee and reported back by a like 
unanimous vote and it is now for the second time before the Senate 
I desire to say here, in order to save any trouble in the 
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to adopt a change that will probably be required elsewhere. In line 
7, Imove to strike out the words ‘‘ would have,” and also the words 
“had he remained continuously in service,” and insert ‘‘ at the time 
of his resignation,” so as to read ‘with the same grade and rank he 
held at the time of his resignation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

D. T. KIRBY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill(S. No. 175) for the relief 
of D. T. Kirby ; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to suspend the provisions of law regulating appointments 
in the Army so far as they affect D. T. Kirby, late captain and brevet 
colonel of the United States Army, and to authorize the President, if 
he so desire, in the exercise of his own discretion and judgment, to 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
appoint Kirby to a captaincy in the Army. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Isthere a report in thiscase? If so, let us hear 


it. 
The Acting Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
LoGan on December 13, 1881 : 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 175) to 
restore D. T. Kirby, late captain and brevet colonel United States Army, in his 
grade in the infantry arm of the service, having considered the same and accom- 
panying papers, submit the following report : 

That the committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate Report No. 420, For- 
ty-sixth Congress, second session, which said report is hereto annexed and made 
part of this report, and is as follows : 


‘(Senate Report No. 420, 46th Congress, second session. } 


“The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 965) for 
the relief of D. T. Kirby, respectfully report : 

“That on the breaking out of the war of the rebellion D. T. Kirby was one of 
the first of the citizens of Missouri to offer his services to the General Government, 
and that he recruited, maintained, and organized aninfantry company of one hun- 
dred men, which was mustered into the service in June, 1861, as Company E, Eighth 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and of which he was mustered as captain. In the 
same month he accompanied his regiment to the field, when it joined the troops under 
‘Grant at Paducah, Kentucky, and thereafter made part of the army that captured 
Fort Henry and Fort Donelson, and took part in the battles of Shiloh and Corinth, 
and all of the marches, battles, sieges, and assaults of the Army of the Tennessee 
that resulted in the capture of Arkansas Post, Vicksburgh, Mission Ridge, Atlanta, 
Savannah, and Jonesborough, and culminated in the surrender of Johnston’s Army 
of the Tennessee at Durham Station, in North Carolina. 

“During this four years’ service he held, consecutively, the commissions of 
captain, major, and lieutenant-colonel ; received four severe wounds, and was an 
active, intelligent, daring officer, and at the conclusion of the war was honorably 
mustered out of the military service of the United States with the brevet com- 
missions of colonel and brigadier-general of volunteers, and the highest commend- 
ation a Generals Grant, Sherman, Logan, Blair, and other officers with whom 
he served. 

‘** On the reorganization of the Regular Army he was appointed a captain of the 
Thirty-ninth United States Infantry, and received the regular brevets of major, 
for Chickasaw Bayou, eee lieutenant-colonel for assault on Vicksburgh ; 
and colonel for Mission Ridge, ‘Tennessee, and Rivers Bridge, South Carolina. 

‘“ While serving with his regiment at Fort Pike, Louisiana, he was court mar- 
tialed on various charges and specifications, and dismissed the service. Without 
attempting to go into detail, or to review or pass upon the proceedings, it is enough 
to say that the court-martial was not approved by the commanding officer, nor 
signed by the President. 

“If the sentence were valid, we think, in view of Captain Kirby's record and 

rallant conduct during the war, that the substitute authorizing the President, if 
fre desire, to appoint said Kirby into the Army, should pass, and therefore recom- 
mend that the same do pass. 

‘* We hereto append letters from various officers. 


‘HEADQUARTERS SEVENTEENTH ARMY CORPs, 
** Lowisville, Kentucky, June 16, 1865. 

‘* GENERAL: I have the honor to request that Dennis T. Kirby, lieutenant-colonel 
‘T'wenty-seventh Missouri Infantry, now on duty with meas picket-oflicer, be brevet- 
ted brigadier-general. 

‘Lieutenant-Colonel Kirby entered the service in May, 1861, as captain Eighth 
Missouri Regiment, and with his regiment pet in the Missouri campaigns 
and battles of Fort Donelson and Shiloh. uring the advance on Corinth he was 
promoted to major for gallantry at Russell House. He again distinguished himself 
at Chickasaw Bayou, and was wounded at Arkansas Post, after which he partici- 
pated in the campaign against Vicksburgh, when, in the first assault, he volunteered 
to lead the storming column. He had charge of the advance which crossed the 
‘Tennessee River in ponton boats and ee the enemy’s pickets, the success of 
which contributed so much to the grand and decisive results of the battles which 
followed. He commanded his regiment upto Kenesaw Mountain. In August, 1864, 
he was transferred to the Twenty-seventh Missouri, after which he served upon 
my staff as picket-oflicer. He was wounded while oe cavalry charge, Feb- 
ruary, 2, 1865, near Rivers Bridge, in the campaign from Pocataligo to Goldsbor- 
—- He has never been absent from his command on sick-leave or furlough. I 
t : that this promotion would be but a just acknowledgment of his distinguished 
service. 

“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“FRANK P. BLAIR, 


‘“* Major-General. 
** Major-General Jonn A. RAWLINS, 


Chief of Staff, Washington. 
‘* [Indorsement on the foregoing. | 
‘‘ Approved and respectfully forwarded to the Secretary of War. 


U. 8S. GRANT. 
“Hrapqvarrers UNITED STATES ARMY, June 23, 1865. 


** HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE’ MISSISSIPPI, 
** Saint Louis, April 30, 1866. 
“I take pleasure in recommending to favor Brevet Brigadier-General D. T. 
Kirby, United States Volunteers. He served under me in various capacities during 
the whole war, and was universally esteemed, a most active, intelligent and zeal- 





ous officer. I shall deem it but an act of justice if he should receive from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States an acknowledgment of his merits and services. 
“W. T. SHERMAN, 
‘* Major-General. 
‘‘ (Indorsement on the foregoing. ] 
“‘T concur in the statement of General Sherman as to the merits of Brevet Major- 
General D. T. Kirby. -He proved himself to-be a most gallant and meritorious 


officer. 
“U. S. GRANT, 
‘* Lieutenant-General. 
‘** JUNE 2, 1866. 
‘ WASHINGTON, D.C., June 29, 1866. 
‘* To whom it may concern : = 
‘“‘Brevet Brigadier-General D. T. Kirby served under my command during the 
time I had command of the Army of the Tennessee. He was remarkable for his 
ee on the field. I sawhim near Rivers Bridge charge the enemy at thehead 
of a small regiment of mounted infantry, when he was wounded. Heshowed great 
energy at all times, and specially distinguished himselfas chiefof staff of the Seven- 
teenth Army Corps. I take t pleasure in bearin, .enny to the brilliant 
military record of General Kirby, and trust he may beable to reap abundant fruits 
of his energetic and faithful labor during the war. 
“Respectfully, 
“O. 0. HOWARD, 
‘* Major-General United States Volunteers. 


‘““WarR DEPARTMENT, 
‘“ BUREAU OF REFUGEES, FREEDMEN, AND ABANDONED LANDS, 
‘* Washington, July 19, 1866. 

‘Sir: Idesire to call yourattention to the eminent services of Brevet Brigadier- 
General D. T. Kirby, formerly lieutenant-colonel of the Twenty-seventh Missouri 
Infantry. When I took command of the Army of the Tennessee, General Kirby 
was the chief picket officer of the Seventeenth Army Corps, a position requiring 
more than ordinary sagacity, aes and bravery. In Colonel Kirby these 
qualifications were found to a remarkable de He was | sag = and energetic, 
and when I knew that a line had been placed or inspection by him, I knew thatit 
was well done. During the time that I was in command of the army, he was+.iten 
selected to conduct hazardous expeditions. He was wounded in a cavalry charge 
which he was leading, near Rivers Bridge, South Carolina. Ihave had frequent 

occasion to witness his coolness and bravery in dangerous positions. 
. “He desires to enter the Regular Army, and I heartily recommend him for the 

position he seeks. 

“Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“0. 0. HOWARD, 


‘* Major-General United States Volunteers. 
‘Hon. KE. M. STANTON, Secretary of War.” 


‘“ WASHINGTON, July 23, 1866. 
“Sm: I wish to call your attention to the services of General Kirby, formerly 
lieutenant-colonel of the Twenty-seventh MissouriInfantry. Iam well acquainted 
with his services, having served under and with me in the Army of the Tennessee, 
from its organization up to the disbandment of the same. He was at all times a 
faithful, energetic, and gallant officer, many times performing service deeds, and 
always doing his duty; he was often selected to do particular service on account 
of his daring and good judgment; he was severely wounded during the march of 
the army through South Carolina. Noman is better qualified than he to fill a posi- 
tion in the regular Army. I would be greatly pleased to see him placed there, 
where he would certainly be of service to his country, and have his good oflices 
appreciated by the Government. 
“Very respectfully, 
“JOHN A. LOGAN, 
‘* (Late) Major-General. 
‘‘Hon. E. M. STANTON, Secretary of War. 


‘““ WASHINGTON, D. C., July 11, 1866. 
“To the President : 

‘It is with pleasure that I bear witness to the military character of Brevet 
Brigadier-General D. T. Kirby, who is an applicant for a position in the regular 
Army. General K. entered the service early in the war, and arose to his position 
as a general officer by merit and capacity. He was for along time on the staff of 
General Blair, and his bravery, energy, and military conduct attracted the atten- 
tion of other officers and caused him to sustain a reputation as good as the best. 

‘TI have observed his conduct frequently, and hence am led to believe that the 
service will be benefited by his appointment to a grade equal to his merit, and sin- 
cerely trust that he may succeed in his application. 

“Very respectfully, 
“WM. W. BELKNAP, 
** Late But. Maj. Gen. Fourth Division Seventeenth Corps. 


e. 
‘“ WASHINGTON, D. C., July 14, 1866. 
“Sir: I would respectfully recommend Brevet Brigadier-General Kirby to your 
favorable notice, and urge that he receive an appointment in the permanent mili- 
tary service of the United States. General Kirby commenced at the very outbreak 
of the late war and served through the whole of that struggle, — himself 
with great credit. He is an able officer, and I hope may receive the position that 
his services, patriotism, and ability entitle him to. 
“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
‘JOHN M. OLIVER, 


‘* Brevet Major-General Volunteers. 
‘Hon. E. M. STanton, Secretary of War. 


“Saint Lovis, July 14, 1866. 
** To the President: : 


‘*I desire to recommend Brevet BiptnGen D. T. Kirby for an appoint- 
ment in the regular Army. General Kirby served with his regiment, the hth 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, of which he was major,and the Twenty-seventh Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry, of which he was lieutenatit-colonel, with great distinc- 
tion during the late war. Both of these re ents were under my command, and 
I was personally coger’ with the great merit of this officer; when anything 
was to be done requiring more than usual courage, zeal, and intelligence, Kirby 
was almost certain to be selected to lead the enterprise. Subsequently Colonel 
Kirby served on my staff as the chief picket officer of the Seventeenth Army Corps. 
In this position he was of great assistance tome. I always felt certain that every 
duty that devolved on him would be performed with the greatest zeal and alacrity. 
He was universally regarded by his superior officers as one of the most intrepid and 
skillful officers in our Army. He was severely wounded in a cavalry charge near 

Rivers Bridge, in South Carolina, and brevetted as colonel and brevet b a, 
general for his gallantry and good conduct. He has earned an appointment in the 
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